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This thesis comprises a study of all the records of the archbishop
and chapter of Canterbury that purport to belong to the period before
the Norman Conquest. The original plan had been to include a full
diplomatic analysis of each document; but partly for reasons of space
and partly because such a register makes heavy reading, it was decided
that it could more usefully accompany the critical edition of the texts
to which I hope to turn next, Instead the thesis is an attempt to throw
light both on the charters and on the history of the church of Canterbury
by studying them together, For in a period when our knowledge is severely
restricted by lack of evidence, the study of diplomatic and of wider
historical issues should not be divorced. Whilst it is true that diplomatic,
like any academic discipline, can be self-defeating if its range of vision
is too narrow, there is also a need -- if we are to understand our earliest
English historical records -- for basic studies of Anglo-Saxon diplomatic
using the principles and methods that have long been practiced on the
Continent.,

The pioneering, if all too brief, work of Sir Frank Stenton on The Early

History of the Abbey of Abingdon showed how fruitful the study of the

charters of a single beneficiary could be, even though it did not claim to
be a work on diplomatic. But until very recently his example has not been
followed. Canterbury posed notable challenges and problems, It has
preserved more charters than any other English house, and their study could

be expected to elucidate the whole field of Anglo-Saxon diplomatic, all

the more because a high proportion of the Christ Church charters have
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survived in contemporary form; by contrast the Canterbury cartularies
have preserved abbreviated and distorted versions of pre-Conquest documents
whose purpose has never been adequately explained; the charters are also the
chief material for understanding the policies and interests of the
archbishops in their relations with kings and lay nobles, and for
establishing the much controverted history of the cathedral community;
above all they are evidence for the endowment of the archiepiscopal church
in the first five centuries of its history.

Fundamental to the whole work has been the belief that a document
may be used as evidence in the first instance only for the period when it
was written, and not for the period to which it purports to belong.,
For this reason the thesis begins by examining why and how purportedly
pre-Conquest charters from Christ Church have been preserved down to
the present day, by tracing their fortunes first in the cathedral archives
and treasury, then in the hands of post~-Reformation antiquaries, and
finally in the collections of the British Museum (chapter I). The whole
range of originals, copies, cartulary versions, and modern transcripts
are surveyed in their historical context. It is shown that the earliest
grants to the archbishops and community, those up to the year 798, have
all been lost or destroyed; but that from 798 the Christ Church archives
preserved the bulk of the pre-Conquest charters intact until the
Reformation, despite Viking raids, accidental fires, mediaeval reorganisations
of the archives, and long periods of neglect,

Remarkably a high proportion of the authentic charters are not grants
to the church of Canterbury, but to laymen or to other ecclesiastical

beneficiaries, Indeed the peculiarities of English book-right meant
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that until the 1lth century the church of Canterbury kept no record of
how it acquired its estates. Then political upheavals exposed the
inadequacies of the archives and led the community to adopt new methods
of record-keeping, by recording grants and bequests in their gospel-books,
and by compiling a cartulary (chapter II). It is not easy to distinguish
among the gospel-entries the contemporary records from subsequent copies
and outright forgeries; but the whole series of texts inserted into the
sacred books of the church illuminates the fears, vested interests, and
disputes in law of the community in the 1llth and early 12th centuries,
Similarly the main Christ Church cartulary of pre-Conquest texts is seen
as the product of the particular political situation when the see of
Canterbury was vacant after Lanfranc's death. The king and his officials
were concerned to exploit the regalian right on an unprecedented scale,
and it is therefore no surprise to find the monks documenting in the
cartulary their claims to their lands and rights with greater precision
than the original charters justify. Subsequent additions to the cartulary
reflect the interests of the community in the late 1lth and early 12th
century. Only with great caution can texts from the cartulary be used
as evidence for the Anglo-Saxon period. Their formulae are shown to be
largely the invention of the compiler of the cartulary, and there are
frequent errors in the dates and in the names of the benefactors.,

Thus the way is cleared for a study of the diplomatic of the Christ
Church charters, Chapter III comprises a detailed analysis of the script
and formulae of the extant authentic diplomas from the year 798 in order to

establish in what scriptoria they were produced. Attention is concentrated
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upon the diplomas of the 9th century, since 9th century English diplomatic
has been entirely neglected and because Christ Church has preserved an
outstanding series of documents of this pericd. By comparing the extant

charters from other archives it has been possible to identify the products

of the Canterbury scriptorium, to trace the development of Canterbury

scripts and of Canterbury formulae, and to show that the episcopal

scriptoria at Canterbury and Rochester were each responsible for drafting

and writing royal and private diplomas that concerned lands within their

own diocese, The survival of the Christ Church scriptorium into the 1Oth

century is traced and its relationship to the so-called 'royal chancery!
of Athelstan and his immediate successors explained. In the 11th century
some royal diplomas were once more written at Christ Church, but there is

no evidence that the cathedral scriptorium ever again attained its early

preeminence,

The last two chapters (IV, V) turn to the history of the church of
Canterbury and of its estates. By comparing the evidence of the charters
with that of Domesday Book an attempt is made to locate the earliest
benefactions of the rulers of Kent to their principle church, But whilst
the reconstruction of the early endowment remains conjectural, the
Charters do allow the changing patterns of benefactions to the church
to be mapped in detail from the 9th century onwards, For the same period
the charters provide information on the composition of the community and
help to correct the myths that were invented in the 1llth century to justify

the monastic status of the cathedral chapter,

The most remarkable feature of the Christ Church charters is the



wealth of 9th century documents, They enable us to see for the first

time something of the policies and interests of Archbishops AE thelheard,
Wulfred, and Ceolnoth who have hitherto been very shadowy figures indeed.
The efforts of these archbishops to resist the power of proprietory lords
over ecclesiastical property led to bitter disputes with the Mercian and
West Saxon kings and to two notable forgeries (chapter IV). Archbishop
Wulfred is revealed as an outstanding figure in the history of the English
church, not only as a champion of ecclesiastdiedl liberty and as a reformer
of his own cathedral community, but also as a rich landowner with a
far-sighted territorial policy. He disposed of the outlying estates of

his church and acquired instead new properties in Kent, and he accumulated
by purchase numerous adjoining properties which would form large and coherent
estates which could be administered from single manor-houses. His extremely
personal conception of his rights over the estates he acquired contains a
hint of nepotism, but none of his successors, though they sought to follow

his policies, left so great a mark upon the endowment of the church of

Canterbury,
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PREFACGCE

This study of the pre-Conquest charters of Christ Church was
undertaken in the belief that a critical understanding of any Anglo-Saxon
charter depends upon an appreciation of the history of the archive where
it has been preserved. The charters and the history of the church throw
light on each other and are therefore best studied together. Christ
Church was chosen because it had preserved more charters and more
'apparent originals' than any other house; it possessed, moreover,
documents of every class and covering the whole period from c.670 to
1066, A wide variety of documents, even papal privileges and episcopal
professions of faith, have been included under the title charter, since
they throw light on the history of the church of Canterbury and the way
in which it preserved its pre-Conquest records.

The student of Anglo-Saxon charters needs to be a master of
many trades. I am well aware that I am not yet equipped to deal with
all the linguistic problems that the charters pose, and I hope to return
to them at a later date. No edition of the Christ Church charters has
been attempted here. But 1 am aware of my responsibilities, and when
it is clear how the editing of the pre-Conquest Latin diplomas should
best proceed, I hope to turn to those of Canterbury.

In six years of research I have incurred many debts to my
teachers and other scholars for guidance and kindnesses which cannot

easily be acknowledged in the footnotes. The staffs of the Bodleian
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Library, The British Museum, and of St Andrews University Library have
always been efficient and helpful, Dr. W, Urry has answered many
queries and helped me to comprehend a great mediaseval archive. Mr. P.

his
H, Sawyer allowed me to see sections oﬁt}nnotated List and Bibliography

of Anglo-Saxon Charters in an early stage of preparation, and Dr. P,
Chaplais has discussed many documents with me and introduced me to
diplomatic studies. DBut my greatest obligation is to Professor
Whitelock who has supervised my work with consideration, enthusiasm and
a meticulous attention to detail. She has frequently set me thinking
on profitable lines of approach, and has always been generous with her
time and knowledge. Any qualities of scholarship that this work may

have are the product of her teaching; its inadequacies are my own.
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CHAPTER 1

THE CANTERBURY HIVES

The archispiscopal see of Canterbury and the cathedral priory
of Holy Trinity or Christ Church have been more successful and more
fortunate in the preservation of their records of the Anglo-Saxon
period than any other English ecclesiastical archive. If we leave out
of account all questions of authenticity, and if we ignore all duplicate,
variant and abbreviated versions, counting only the best extant authority
for any individual record, we find that 231 documents from the church of
Canterbury have survived which purport to date from the years between
the arrival of St Augustine in England and the Norman conquest. There
are other houses that can claim almost as many pre-conquest texts as
this]', but Canterbury is unique in that no less than 118 of its docu-
ments survive on single sheets of parchment, and 89 of these are in

hands that may be accepted as contemporary or nearly contenporaryz.

1. A rapid count gave the following figures: Winchester 189,
Worcester 192,

2, Canterbury stands in marked contrast to other Kentish houses.
Rochester has only 9 pre-conquest texts surviving on single
sheets of parchment, and St Augustine!s has none at all,
though both these houses have large numbers of reliable texts
surviving in cartularies.
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The remaining 113 documents (those that do not survive on
single sheets) may be analysed as follows:—

1) of 58, a more or less full text has been preserved in one or
other of the mediaeval ecartularies of the archbishop and community.
29 of these are the extanlt professions of faith of Anglo-Saxon bishops~
elect to the Canterbury metropolitan; a further 1l are the well-known
papal privileges forged at Canterbury in the late 1lth and early 12th
centuries.

ii) 9 documents are not extant today in any mediaeval manuscript,
but were transcribed in whole or in part by the 17th century Kentish
antiquarians, William Somner and Sir Edward Dering from manuscripts
that have since been lost or destroyed.

iii) 16 documents survive, sometimes only as very brisf notes, as
entries on spare leaves and blank spaces of gospel books from Canterbury.

iv) 30 documents have left no trace except for the very brief
summaries of transactions in the main Christ Church cartulary.

These figures indicate how much the survival of the records
has depended upon the interest and care of later ages. Until the
reformation it was the need to be able to establish in law their claims
to privileges and lands, that led the clerks of the archbishops and the
monks of Christ Church to preserve, copy, and sometimes forge, what

seemed useful among their pre-conquest doeumentsl.

l. Bub 5 charters rejected as !inutile' by the 12th century Canterbury
endorsing scribe because they were illegible, or concerned trans-
actions of no interest to Canterbury have nonetheless survived:
B.C.S.115, 448; Harmer,S.E.H.D,, 3,18; BRobertson, Charters, 102,
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But fire, theft, even deliberate destruction, not to mention the
nibbling of rats and mice, all took their toll of the early charters
from Canterbury during the Middle Ages. The greatest danger to the
Canterbury records, however, (as to those of other houses) came after
the Reforwmation, namely that they might fall into the hands of laymen
for whom they had no interest or value. It is thanks to the work of
a few knowledgeable and acquisitive antiquaries of the 17th century
that so many early charters from Christ Church passed into the great
collections which are now housed in the British Museum. Even so, we
can show that a good many Anglo-Saxon documents that were in existence
at Canterbury in the 17th century are no longer extan 1.

Therefore befors any valid historical deductions from the
surviving records can be made, we need to know why they have survived
and to be able to estimate what may have been lost. Similarly before
we can discuss either the authenticity or the historical interest of
any individual text, we need to know all we can of the history of the
mamscript from which it is derived. Some account of the Christ
Church archives from the conversion to the present day, and in partioc=-
ular an investigation of the mamscripts which preserve pre~conquest
texts, is therefore the necessary foundation of any study of the
Anglo-Saxon charters themselves.

The history of the Christ Church archives may conveniently
be divided into six main periods, separated by political or religious

1. Below pp. 69 n2,7l a1,
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upheavals which had important effects on the survival of the maniments

ad® dha aandbhadwal albenetb.

5 Augustine to the end of the
)7=796) .

ath of King Alfred (899).
tablishment of the monastic

Norman Conquest (1066).
issolution of the Priory (1540).
until the present day.

e until the end of the Reigp of
a (597=-796)
from the first two centuries of

ved from the Christ Church archives

nearly contemporary da.tel. They

own 'original' charter that
of King Hlothere of Kent of the

. B.M.Facg., i.1), B:C.8.97 (B:M.Stowe
.98 zu.co’et.Aug.II 88: B.M,Facg.,

,I1'18; B.M.Facs., 1.5), BsC.S.148
vy 1e6), BsC.S.160 (ByM.Cott.Aug,II

—— g oy m—ewry macee-—39 (BsM.Stowe Ch,33 %_S_'_E_agg., iii.3),

B,C.8 M.Cott.Aug. 1T 26, 275 B:M.Facg., 1.9), BoG:S.247 (BoM.
Stan ch.53 'Y ) 111.5), E;Q_.ﬁ.ZSA Cant.Red Book 23
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yoar 679 (B:C.5.45)%, to a grant of King Offa in 788 to his thegn
Osberht (B.C.S.254). Nine of the ten are royal diplomas; the re-
maining document (B.C.S.115) is a letter of Bishop Wealdhere of London
%o his metropolitan, Berhtwald, in the year 7052. The principal
interest of the nine diplomas for the history of the Christ Church
archives is that none of them are grants to the church of Canterbury.
Five (B.C.8.97, 98, 148, 160 and 247) are grants to the monastery of
Lyningé, two are to Reculver (B.C.S.45, 199), one is a grant t0 a layman
(B.C.5.254), and one (B.C.S.201) an exchange of properties between

1. That the extant ms. (BsM.Cotton Aug.II 2) is an 'original' has been
demonstrated, in so far as any Anglo-Saxon royal diploma can be
proved %0 be origimal, by Dr, P, Chaplais ('Some early Anglo-Saxon
diplomas on single sheets: originals or coples?!, J e
Archivigts, iii (7), 1968, pp.317-327). D.H. Wright has argued on
typological grounds that the hand belongs to the mid-8th century
rather than the late 7th (The Vespasian Psalte Eaxrly English MS
in Facsimile, xiv], 1967, ed. D.H. Wright and A, Campbell, p.56)s
But I am not convinced that there are enough examples of Kentish
uncial to establish his argument, and it is not evident why the
charter should be copied then, or if it were a later copy why the
witnesses should have been written by a different scribe than the
text of the grant,

2, 1t is the only letter of the Anglo-Saxon period that was preserved
at Canterbury, and to judge from the 12th century endorsement
(‘epistola.inutile') its survival has been fortuitous; but it may
have been considered of interest for the authority it showed an
early archbishop exercising over a suffragan, and for titles such
as ' PR "&:'A.. UG L0 LIS \3, AN1AS £ be UL WLLS enu oee '
which would be of value as long as Canterbury hankered after the
primacy. The hand has gemerally been attributed to the late Sth
century (see, e.ge, Chol.A.185[ 111, p.29]), but we have no Anglo-
Saxon minuscule of the. first half of the century as diplomas were
8till written in uncial or majescule, and there seems no good
reason to disallow its contemporaneity.

3. B.C.8.247 is a grant to thegn Ealdbeorht and his sister Selet ’
who v)cas soon if not already abbess of Lyminge (gf. B.C.S.317, 248,
1336).
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King Offa and Stithbert, abbot of an unknown Mercian house. Thus
elthough Canterbury has preserved charters in contemporary memscripte
from an earlier date than any other English see, these documents do not
prove that the Christ Church archives have a continuous history from
that time, For the records of these transactions (in which the church
of Canterbury was in no way concerned) came to be preserved at Canterbury
because the lands in question passed into the possession of the arch-
bishop and community at a later datel. When the land was transferred,
so was the charter whose possesgion was evidence of titlez.

The absence of early charters in contemporary manuscripts
granting lands and rights to the archbishops and community in the two

centuries after the arrival of St Augustine is paralleled by a similar

1. The lands belonging to Lyminge were certainly in Canterbury's hands
by the time of Domesday Book; 1t seems most likely that they passed
to Canterbury in the 9th century, when under the threat of Danish
raids all the Kentish monasteries (except St Augustine's and the
cathedral communities of Canterbury and Rochester) disappear from
recorded history.

The lands of Reculver probably came to Canterbury at much the same
time, tho' B.C.S.880 purports to be the grant of Reculver to Christ
Church in 949. The 9th century disputes over the control over the
Kentish minsters are discussed pPp. 148-230.

The estate at Harrow (Middlesex), which in B.C.S.201 was given to
Abbot Stithberht by Offa, was acquired by the archbishops of
Canterbury in 821 by the grant of King Coenwulf of Mercias and con—
firmed by King Beormwulf in 85 (BsC.S.384). B.C.S.254 gives no
indication of the location of Dupingcland except that it was 'in

regions Eastrgena' (in the Eastry district), and the estate cannot
now be identified.

2. The 'evidentiary' nature of Anglo-Saxon charters was discussed by
H.D. ‘Hazeltine in his preface to D, Whitelock’ w__mﬂ, pp.vii—xi,
?%"i and more recently by MeM. Sheehan, The Will in Mediseval
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lack of early books and other records from Christ Church. We have
nothing from the times of Augustine and his immediate successors; if
any of the records of the mission of St Augustine that were brought to
Bede by the priest, Nothelu™, were kept dt Christ Church rather than at
St Augustine's, they have not survived. Under Archbishop Theodore the
school of Canterbury achieved fame for its teaching of metric, astronomy,
the computus, medicine and Roman Law, and for the skill of its pupils in
writing and spesking Greek and Latinz; but none of the books necessary
for these studies has survived, The German scholar, B, Bischoff, has
identified some biblical commentaries in an 11th century manuseript

from Milan as the work of ’rmaod.are3 » but no trace of them has gurvived

1, Abbot Albinus of St Augustines was Bede's principle source (Bede,
Historia Ecclesiatica Gentis Anglorum, ed. C. Plummer, Oxford 1896,
p.6). The provenance of the Responsiones of Pope Gregory I is at
present under investigation, o Meyvaert, who is preparing a

critical edition, has decisively challenged the view that the

Regpopgiones were forged, or extensively rewritten, at Canterl
by Nothelm in the early 8th century (Rev, d'Eigt, E y liv, 1959,
PPe 879=94),

2. Bede, Hist,Eccl.,iv 2, (eds, C. Plummer, p,204-5), As examples
of Latin and Greek scholars Bede cites Alpoinus and Tobias (Hist.
Ecel,, v. 20, 23, ed. C. Plummer, pp.33l, 348). For Theodore's
teaching of medicine, see John of Beverley's reminiscence in
Hist, Eccle, Vo 3, pe285. For Roman Law see Aldhelm's letter
from Canterbury to bishop Leuthere of Winchester which mentions
his lengthy study there of Roman Law and of 'the secrets of the
Jurieconsults' Opera Aldhelmi, R, Ehwald, Mon, Germ, Hist., Auct.
‘nto s XV, 1919, PPe. 4-76"70

3. 'Wendepunkte in der Geschichte der lateinischen Exegesis im
Frubmittelalter!, Sacris Erudiri, vi, 1954, pp.189-195,
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at Canterbury. In 1903 M,R, James published the extant mediaeval
catalogues of the cathedral library and was able to explain the system
of press-marks in Canterbury books, and thus to identify many books as
having belonged to Christ Ghlzrchl. Since that time the work of a
pumber of scholars, especially of N.R.Kerz, has corrected and added to
the list of mediaeval books, or parts of books, that can be attriouted
to the cathedral library. In all some 333 works from the mediaeval
library of Christ Chmrch, Canterbury, have been recognisedB, and 32 of
these are manuscripts earlier than the Norman conquest. Only two were
written before 800 - a manuscript of Juvencus (Corpus Christi College,
Cambridge MS 304) and the illuminated gospel book known as the 'Codex
dureus'! from the Royal Library in Stockholm -~ and there are grounds for
suspecting that neither belonged to Canterbury before the 9th century.,
C.C.C.304 is in a hand of the first half of the 8th century, but it is
of Spanish or North Italian provenance and has glosses that suggest
that it was still on the Continent in the 9th cen'mryA. And the Codex

l, M.R.James, The Anciont Libraries of Canterbury and Dover,
Cambridge 1303,

2, N.R.Ker, Mediaeval Libraries of Gt Britain, 2nd ed., 1964, ppe29=40.

3. As explained by N.R.Ker (ibid., p.viii) this number excludes all
cartularies, rentals, inventories etc. that are concerned with the
business and administration of the see and community.

4e On £,20 there is an insertion in the lower margin in a continental
early minugcule band of C.IX.(1), On £.75v a foreign (? German)
hand of C.IX-X has written a partially erased word and the name
'Engelberga’., There are a few Latin interlinear glosses in a neat
Caroline minuscule of C.X,mid, The earliest hand that is certas
English is a large and rough Anglo-Saxon minuscule of C.X-XI that
wrote most of the marginal glosses. For the provenance of the MS

:g:i ﬁg.tha glosses see E.A.Lowe, Codices Latini Antiquiores, i1,
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Aureus has an inscription in a Ganterbury hand of about the middle of
the 9th century which records that an ealdorman Elfred and his wife
Werburg recovered it from a Viking army and gave it to Christ Ghu.rch.l
We may therefore date Canterbury's possession of this gospel book from
the latter half of the 9th century when Elfred was ealdorman of Surreyz,
and conclude that none of the 7th and 8th century charters and books of
the archbishops and community of Canterbury has survived. The leiter
of Bishop Wealdhere of London is the only parchment which seems likely
t0 have remained at Canterbury from that time until the Reformation.
However, there have survived 23 documents which purport to
date to this early period, but which are extant only in later copies,
either on single sheets or in cartularies and registers from Christ

Chnrch3 o Eight of these are grants to beneficiaries other than

l. H&mr’ SoEoHoDo’ 9.

2, His tenure of office was certainly after that of Huda who died in
853 (A.S.Chron,, sub ammo), Z£lfred's will (Harmer, S.E.H.D., 10)
can be dated between the years 871 and 889. The original proven-
ance of the Codex Aureus has been disputed, S.M.Kuhn suggested
that it was one of a number of early books that should be attributed
to Lichfield ('From Canterbury to Lichfield', Speculum, xxiii, 1948,
PP.591~628) ; but his arguments have been conclusively rejected by
K,Sisam ('Canterbury, Lichfield, and the Vespasian Psalter', Rey.
Eng,Stud., n.s, vii, 1956, pp.1-13, 113-131, and jbid., n.s. viii,
1957, ppe370-4). The imseription recording £lfred and Werburg's
gift was written by a Christ Church writer (scribe 4, see below,

PPe 142-3), and gives no hint that they were returning a volume that
had previously belonged to Christ Church, It therefore seems
highly unlikely to have belonged to the church of Canterbury before
the 9th century. The only clue to its provenance is the invocation
on £,10, '+ Orate pro Ceolhard pr 7 Niclas 7Ealhun 9Wulfhelm aurifex, '

in a hand of C.VIII, mid., but we have me £
hetr o mid., no means of identifying

3. B.c;s.&éz’a,zzg: 69, 91, 99, 111, 162, 173, 18, 197, 208, 213, 214,

Boehmer, Flschungen, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7.



Ganterburyl; but the remaining 15 are charters and privileges in which
the archblshops and community are directly involved. If it can be
préved that these are copies of authentic documents, or that they con-
tain authentic passages, then they will provide some evidence of the
early history of the Canterbury archives.

The seven papal privileges (Boehmer, FXlschungen, nos. 1~7)
are all from the series forged at Canterbury after the Norman Conquest.
The first purports to be a confirmation by Pope Boniface IV of the
foundation of the monastery of Christ Church, and was fabricated, as
H.Boehmer showed, at a timo when the status of the English cathedral
monasteries was under attack in the early years of Lanfranc's ponti-
fieataz; but the remaining six privileges are all concerned to support
Canterbury's case in the long dispute about the claim to primacy over
the archbishopric of York, They were all rejected as forgeries as
early as 1123 by the Roman Guria3 o Though the date when the various

primacy documents were forged has still to be determinedl' s We do know

1. Three (B.C.S.111, 182, 197) are grants to laymen; two (B+C.S.50,
208) are to bishops of Selsey; two (B.C.8.173, 243) are to the
monastery of Reculver, and one (B.C.S.248) is to Lyminge.

2. Boehmer, F#lschungen, pp.52-61.

3. See Hugh the Chanter (Historians of the Church of York, ed,
JeRaine, R.S., vol.ii, 1 P«204.

4o H,Boehmer (FElschungen) dated the forgeries to 1072, A.J.MacDonald,
(Lanfrancs “a Study of his Life, Work and Writ » 1926, pp.271-87)
first suggested a date of ¢,1120 for their compilation, and R.W,
Southern has argued that this should be amended to 1121-3 ('The
Canterbury Forgeries', Eng,Hist.Rev., lxxiii (1958), ppe.192-226).
But there are paleographical difficulties in so late a date (see
below, pp. 96-102),
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something of the forgers! methods. Some of the privileges are
elaborate fabrications making use of a variety of sources, but where
the forger had access to a usable authentic text he was content simply
to insert a few key sentences and phrases, leaving the bulk of the
text :l.ntactl. Two of the seven privileges purporting to date to the 7th
and 8th centuries do seem to be based on authentic papal documents in
this ma.nnerzz they are the letter of Pope Sergius I (in 693) to the
English kings, £thelred Alé.frid and Aldwulf, concerning the accession
of Archbishop Berhtwald, and the letter of the same pope on the same
subject to the bishops of Britain. Since these documents would be of
lasting interest only to the see of Canterbury, we may be justified in
placing these two letters concerning Berhtwald's accession alongside
the letter of Bishop Wealdhere to Berhtwald among the few Canterbury
documents of the period 597-796 that survived until after the Norman

conquest.

le The clearest example of the forger working in this way is provided
by one of the later privileges, that of Pope John XII to Archbishop
Dunstan (Boehmer, F¥lschungen, no.10). The text was copied in the
second half of the 10th century at the beg of the *Pontifical
of St Dunstan' by the scribe of the pontifical (Paris, B.N.Latin MS,

943 £.7)e  See V,Leroquais, Lrazwummm
lheques do France, ii, Paris (1937), pp.6=10; there is a facsimile

of part of the privilege of John XII in F.Steffens, Lateinische
galfographle, 2nd ed, 1927, pl.7la, W.Levison (England and the

ontinent in the 8th Century, 1946, p.201 n.4) first pointed out

6 16 O ntiTical text which preserves the gemuine

version of John XII before the forger altered and interpolated
passages into it, The differences between the two versions ean
most conveniently be studied in Memorials of St Dunstan (ed.
W.Stubbs, [Re8.] 1874, pp.296-8) Where the variant readings of
Paris B.N.Lat.M3,943 are given in the notes from Mabillon's edition,

2, Boebmer, FElschungen, nos.5, 6, and discussion on pp.89~95,
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Can we add anything to these from among the 8 royal charters
to Canterbury that purport to come from the two centuries aftler
dugustine's arrival in England, but which have been preserved only in
later copies? Three of these charters (B.C.S.91, 99, 162) are grants
of privileges to all the churches and monasteries in Kentl. But only
one (B.C.8.99) is authenticz, and we cannot be sure that it is a
Canterbury charter since it may well have come to Canterbury along with
the charters of Lyminge or Reculver. Similarly the forgers of the
spurious B.C.S.91 and 162 may bave had access to authentic early
materials, for instance in the compilation of the witness-lista3 , but
there is no reason to assume that the sources were charters to Christ

Church or to the archbishops.

l, These three charters are discussed at length, below pp. 207-¢ ,219-226

2. The)earliest ms. of B.C.S.99 (Maidstonse, Mﬁ_ty;lear_%_mg, v.
140) of CoIX,mid, was not known when Haddan and Stubbs Councils,
11i, pp.245-6) and W.H.Stevenson ('Trinoda Necessitas', Eng,Higt.
Rev,, xxix, 1914, p.703) rejected it as 'dubious or spurious', But
the presence of bishop Gefuund of Rochester among the witnesses does
not condenmn this as a text of 699, for the entry of A.S.Chron. 'D'
and 'E' which records his death in 693 is based on a misreading of
Bede (Hist,Eccl., v.8, ed. C.Plummer, i, p.295). The formulae of
B.C.8.99, notably the invocation, corroboration, dating clause, and
the form of the attestations, can all be paralleled in authentic
Kentish charters of the early 7th and early 8th centuries; there
are no obvious anachronisms, It is also notable that the charter
bhas been preserved not only in this Chkist Church ms., but also
among the early charters of Minster-in~Thanet in cartularies of St
Augustine's:~ (Trinity Hall, Cambridge, MS.l, f.48v, printed by

CoHardwick, (Thomas of Elmham: Historia Abbatise S,Augustini, R.S,,
1858, pp.295-7); B.M.Cotton Julius D,ii f.108,
3. There are few authentic documents of the early 8th century to check

the witness-lists of B.C.S.91; but so far as the evidence goes
they seem to belong to 699x726 and 710x717 respectively. The list
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Of the five charters which do claim to pe grants to the
community or to the archoishops, the tirst (B.C.S.12) need not be con-
sidered here. Although it is possible that King Eadbald of Kent gave
Adisham to Christ Church in 616, or at least soon after his conversion,
the surviving text contains no early formulae and was composed by the
compiler of the main Christ Church cartula.rr.", More significant tor
our purposes is the grant attriouted to King Coenwulf and his wife
Cynegyth (otherwise unknown) of an estate at Wootton and Giddinge in
Kent (B.C.S.296), The charter is certaindy a forgeryz, and was pro-
bably written soon &£ter the Norman Conquest when the estate was in
dispute>. But the formulae of the charter and its brief boundaries

suggest that an authentic diploma of the late 7th century concerning

in B.C.S.162 is so full of errors that it is unlikely that the
forger had a genuine charter before him. (See below p.220 n,|).

l. The cartularist composed brief documents purporting to record
%ra.nts to the monks, often based on very inadequate information
below, pp.'06=13), It is unlikely that Eadbald's grant, if it
ever took place would have been by charter. The earliest extant
authentic diplomes date from the 6708, and most scholars have
regarded the royal diploma as an innovation of the time of Arch-
bishop Theodore, (669-690), See W.H.Stevenson, Eng.Hist.Rev.,
xxiv (1914), p.695; F.M,Stenton, Anglo-Saxon England, 2nd ed.
(1947), p.141; W.Levison, England and the Continent, 1946,
PeR26-33; D.Whitelock, Egg.Hist,Docs., i pe342-3, For s recent
contrary suggestion, see P,Chaplais, 'The origin and authenticity
of the royal Anglo-Saxon diploma', Journ.Soc.Archivists, iii (2),
1965, pp.48=52, ,

2. Archbishop Theodore and Abbot Hadrian cannot attest a gemuine
charter of Coenwulf,

3. Wootton/Giddinge was back in the monks' possession by the time of
Domesday Book, but according to the Canterbury obituary notice of
Lanfranc it was among the estates which William I had restored
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thie estate may have been used as the exemplar; moreover the fact that

the main Christ Church cartulary attributes the grant (somewhat more
plausibly) to Ceadwalls of Wessex, or to an unidentified Cemvelh®, may
indicate that this exemplar was damaged, Coemwulf, Ceadwalla, and
Cenwalh are probebly best regarded as the guesses of Christ Church monks
to find a husband for a queen named Cynegyth. These guesses can be
corrected by comparisgon with a charter from the St Augustinets cartu-
laries by which King Wihtred of Kent and his wife Cynegyth gave land to
Abbess Ebba of M:i.netex?-:i.n-'i?ha.ne152 ;3 the Minster charter has virtually
identical formulae and bears the same date (16 kal. Aug., 7tk indiction,
3rd year of reign) as the Christ Church grant of Wootton and Giddinge

attributed to Coerwulf, It is unlikely that the Minster charter was

(see J.H.Le Patourel, 'The Reports of the Trial on Penenden Heath!,
in Studies resented to F,M,Powicke, 1948, pp.18-19). The
extant ms, of the charter (B.M.Cotton Aug.II 96: Be.M.Facg., iv 7)
is in an imitative hand which is difficult to date, . The model was
apparently a script of C.X.mid,; but weshonid—Toct-expeet—speldings
v e occasional use of diagonal

hair-gtrokes at the foot of terminal descenders betrays the hand of
a post=conquest scribe,

1. BeC.S.69. The cartulary summary of this grant is largely in its
own vords, but the corroboratio ('ad cumulum ...., expressi') in
which the name Cenwalh is found shows that the cartularist had a ms,
with 7th century formulae before him which was not the extant ms, of
BeCe8.296, It is reasonmable to suppose that this ms., was the
exemplar used by the forger of B.C.S.296,

2, BeCeSe86. Dr, Chaplais regards the presence in this charter of a
version of the Italian rogatio clause ('quam saepedictam cartulam
scribendam dictavi ... ') as suspicious Journ.Soc.Archivists, iii
(7), 1968, p.335), and has suggested that this charter may have been
forged at Minster in the early 9th century when Abbess Cwoenthryth
was also abbess of Winchcombe; the date of the charter (17th July)
is the feast of the martyr, Kemelm, who was buried at Wincheombe,
and in B,C.S.296 Keneln is actually among the witnesses, But this
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itself the model for the Wootton/Giddinge charter', and it is therefore
possible that Wihtred and Cynegyth granted Wootton and Giddinge to the
Archbishop (Berhtwald) and community in 694, and that the charter was
preserved in the Christ Church archives from that time until it became
partly illegible. But it is also possible that an 11th century forger
adapted a charter of Wihtred that granted a different estate to a
different recipient.

The remaining three documents present similar problems; they
are all grants of King Offa of Mercia (B.C.S8.213, 214, 265), and they
survive on single sheets of parchment purporting to be 'originals®.
But in fact they are in hands of C.X.(2) and g_._;x-_,x;_ﬁ BsC,5.213 and

21/, claim to give Archbishop Jenberht estates at Higham and Lydd (Kent)

seems unnecessarily ingenious; it was scarcely necessary at Minster
to twrn to an Italian formulary, had they wanted a model for a
charter of Wihtred. South-eastern charters of the 7th century are
full of formulae of Italian origin, and B.C.S,86 has many formulae
that are comparable with diplomas of undoubted authenticity (Cf. in
particular B.C.8.34, 35, 45, 67, 72, 73, 81, 97/8)s Cynegyth does
not appear elsewhere as Wihtred's wife, and from 696 he has a queen
named Ethelburga (B.C.8.90, 96, 97, 98}, But this should not
arouse suspicion, for in view of the evidence of a Kentish-West
Saxon alliance early in Wihtred's reign it is not surprising to find
an earlier wife with a West Saxon name, possibly to be equated with
Quoengyth, the sister of Ine (Haddan and Stubbe, Councils,iii p.343).

1. The uncertainty at Christ Church about the identity of the donor
would be difficult to explain were B.C.S.86 the model; 1likewise the

mistakes in B.C.S.296:- dicte (for dicatae), g’ugmmm
nostris (not in 86), et (for ut), mei (for meos), confirmationis
{for affirmationis), ego (for vel), sepaedictam (for saspedictem),
cui supra (for namas. . | |

2, B.C.S.213 (B.M.Cotton Aug,II 991 B.M.Facs., iv 4), W.H.Stevenson
(Eng.Hist.Rev, » xxiv (1914), p.692 n.18) noted that this charter ;.s
in the same hand as the famous Pagham forgery (B.C.S.50: B,M,

Cotton Aug,IT 865 B.M.Facs,, iv 2); B.C.S.214 (B.M.Stowe Ch.is
OsS.Facs., 1ii 4); BsC.8.365 (Cant.Red Book 3t OsS:.Facg., i 3).
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in the year 774. The formulae of the two charters are almost

identical, as are the witnesses; it is clear that both charters,
whether gemuine or not, have a common origin. They present a problem
in diplomatic: they have little in common with authentic 8th century
charters from Kent or from Mercial, and there are a number of formulae
that point to composition in the 10th centuryz. Nonetheless the
brevity of the Latin boundaries and the undoubtedly genuine witness-list
of Mercian bishops, abbots and laymen3 suggest that an authentic charter
of Offa underlies the existing texts. Whether this charter (or charters)
concerned the same estates and the same beneficlary cannot be determined.
We know too little about the land disputes of the church of Canterbury
in the 10th century to know whether the community had reason to forge
claims to Higham and Lydd. But it is clear that it would be hazardous
to accept B.,G.8.213 and 214 as evidence that authentic charters were
preserved in the Christ Church archives since Offa's time.

1. However the formula 'ad cujus cumulum ..... impressimus/perstrinximus'
is a development of a 7th century Kentish formmla (B.C.S.41, 86, 73,
90, 97/8, 99) and is found in very similar form in a Worcester
charter of 759 (B.C.S.187). The formuls 'Manente hac cartula in
sua nihilominug firmitate' is common in the 8th century (B.C.S.152,
175, 177, 195, 196, 199, 207),

2. The royal title rex Anglorum does not occur in authentic charters
until the reign of Athelstan; the dispositive words dabo et concedo
are a formula of the 9th century (see below, p.!53); ~perstringere
(perstrinximus in B.C.S¢213) is rare, but was used in charters of
Eadred and in the forged Pagham charter (B.C.S.50, 899, 900, 903,
904, 908 etc.); ‘trium aratrorum guod Cantianice dici
sulunga' cf, B.C.S.791, 869 etc.; ‘et hujus terrae estimatio v
aratrorum esse videtur .,.,' cf. B.C.S¢50, 899 etc.

3. It is however unique for so many witnesses, including the king and
the bishops, to attest with the formula 'Signum manus ...'
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BsC+8.265 is equally problematical. The inconsistency
between the incarmation date and the regnal yea.rl may only be a
copyist!s error. But grants of land and settlements of disputes at
ecclesiastical councils do not normally have the remarkable narrative
structure of B,0.8.265; a more or less straightforward adaptation of
the diploms form is customary for such documents®, Nor is it likely
that Offa, at a time when he had successfully established the arch-
bishopric of Lichfield with authority over all the sees of the southern
province north of the Thames, would insist on the dishonesty of the
failure of kings to enrich Canterbury the 'mother F the clurches'? .
Despite these unsatisfactory elements, there can be no doubt that the
witnesses do belong to a document emanating from an ecclesiastical
council of 792—64. No forger of the 1llth century could produce such
a faultless series of names unless he had access to a gemnine witness-
list. It seems possible that the grant of Hayes, Yeadding, and

1. A.D.790, 38th year of Offa's reign (=794~5).

2, Cf, B.0.S.241 (Bremtford 781), 247(Chelsea 785), 254(Chelsea 788),
255, 256, 257(Chelsea 789), 274(Clofegho 793x6), 291 (Clofesho 798),
1250

293(Tamworth 799), 308, 309, 310, 312(Clofegho 803), 313(Aclea 80
322(Aclea 805). . 7’ » 3 “)s

3. 'dicens ,...., ©8se inonestum non ditari matrem ecclesiarum a filiabus

et filils guis regibus quos fonte baptimmatis regeneravit'. Similar
phrases occur in post-Conquest forgeries: B.C.S.1039, ‘aliarum

ecclesiarum regni nostri mater'; K.C.D.727, ‘omnium ecclesiarum
regni Angligeni mater et domina{. Cf. Eadmer, Historia Novorum
(ed, M,Rule, [R.S.] 1884, p,26), 'ipsam totius Angliae, Scottias,

el Hiberniae, necne adjacentium inslarum matrem, scilicet ecclesiam
Cantuariensen ,,.'

4e AKEthelheard became archbishop in 792; Ceolwulf of Lindsey must have

died in or before 796, for his successor Eadwulf attests in that
year (B.C.3.277/8, 279).
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Twickenham (Middlesex) has been interpolated into a text of quite
different purpose, For some of the most abnormal features of B.C.S.265
that are out of place in a royal diploma - the naming of the bishops in
the body of the text, and the purported speech of the bishops in
unison = belong naturally to a record of the acta of an ecclesiastical
councill, Since we know from the witnesses that the drafter of B.C.S.
265 had access to authentic material, the hypothesis that this took the
form of a record of an English synod is probably the simplest way of
explaining the curious form of the extant document.

We are now in a position to assess the whole range of
authentic documents from the period 597-796 preserved in the Canterbury
archives either directly in contemporary manuscripts, or indirectly in
later copies. All the royal diplomas in contemporary hands, and almost
all those in reliable later copiew are grants to laymen or to churches
other than Christ Church; like the two 8th century books, they only
passed into the Christ Church archives in later centuries.

Those few documents that do cor%rn Canterbury divide into two
groups, the larger of which is composed of documents of the pontificate
of Archbishop Berhtwald (693-731), It includes:

1) the letter of Bishop Wealdhere to Berhtwald (the only

Canterbury document of this period to surviwe in a cone

temporary or nearly contemporary text. (B.C.S.115),

1, For declarations by all the bishops, see the records of the Council
of Hertford of 672 (Bede, Hist.Eccl., iv.5.) and of Hatfield of 680
éﬂutn.E ccl., iv,17.), but cf, B.C.S.291 a land settlement made at a

ouncll at Clofesho in 798. For the naming of the bishops in the
text see Hertford and Hatfield (loc.cit.) s and later synods at
Clofesho in 747 (B.C.S.174) and at Chelsea in 816 (B.C.S.358).



ii and iii) the two letters of Pope Sergius I concerning Berhtwald's
accession (Boehmer, FElschungen, 5, 6).

iv) ? the grant of Giddinge and Wootton, perhaps by King
Wihtred to Berhtwald in 694 (B.C.S.69/296).

v) the privilege of King Wihtred to the Kentish churches and
monasteries of 8 April 699 (B.\'J___._S.99)1.

vi) the two witness-lists and possibly some passages of the
text of the spurious record of the synod of Bapchild of
ce 716 (B_._c_,_§.91)1.

The second and smaller group all come from the reign of Offa,
and comprise whatever genuine documents may be thought to 1lie behind
the spurious texts of B.C.S.213, 214, and 265.

The nature of these surviving remnants shows how much early
Canterbury material must have been lost. The preservation of several
documents from one pontificate may have been an accident of survival;
perhaps a bundle of Berhtwald documents was separated from the rest of
the early archives, and subsequently preserved. It could be argued
that mach of Canterbury's endowment may have been gifts from the
earliest kings of Kent before the introduction of the diploma into
England (¢,670), Even so when we compare the 15 surviving texts of
royal charters from Minater-in-'l‘hanetz, or the 13 from RochesterB,

1. But the possibility that the document was from one of the Kentish

monasteries and not originally from Christ Church must be bora in
mind,

2. B.C.S. 35, 40, 41, 42, 44, 86, (83), 96, 99, 141, 149/50, 177,
188, 18;’ &60

3, B;g;sé 6%?2, 159, 175, 193, 194, 196, 227, 228, 242, 253, 255,
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with the fact that we have at most five (B.C.S. 69/296, 99, 213, 214,
265) and possibly no royal diplomas granting lands or privileges to the
see and community of Canterbury, we cannot suppose that the extant
documents are any gulde to the real patiern of benefactions to these
churches between the years c.670 and 796, Nor can we accept that the
absence of library books of the time of Archbishop Theodore implies
that the school of Canterbury under Theodore which was famous for its
Latin and Greek learning, had no books. It is more likely that the
early rulers of Kent endowed their archiepiscopal see as gemerously,
and in all probability more generously, than the other churches in
their kingdom, and that the library possessed books commensurate with
the fame of Theodore's teaching. Neither the charters recording the
early benefactions, nor the books of the library have survived. How
and when they were destroyed - whether piecemeal over a long period,
or all at one time - is a problem that can only be answered by a study
of the later history of the Christ Church archives.

A great change is apparent in the Christ Church archives

from the outset of the 9th century. For the first time records
surviving in contemporary manuscripts are comparatively plentiful,
One hundred documents purporting to date from the period 796 to 899
have been preaerved;; fifty-four are on single sheets of parchment,

l. BQGQSQ 266’ 276, 286, 289’ 291) 292’ 293’ 296’ 298’ 301’ 310’ 312’
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and forty-seven of these are in hands of contemporary or near-contemnporary
da.bel. There are good grounds for supposing that many of these documents
were kept in the Christ Church archives from the time when they were first
written., For whilst charters that only came to Canterbury at a later

date (that is grants to other churches and to lay beneficiaries) again

315’ 317, 318) 318 foot, 319, 321’ 322, 326’ 328’ 332, 333, 334,
335, 340, 341, 342, 344, 346, 348, 353, 354, 355, 367, 369, 370,
373, 375, 376, 378, 380, 381, 384, 388, 396, 397, 399, 400, 406,
407, 414, 415, 419, 421, 424, 4R5, 426, 42T, 44O, L4l, L4R, 445,
448, 449, 463, 467, 496, 497, 498, 507, 512, 515, 516, 517, 519,
527, 528, 536, 538, 539, 562, 576, 571/8, 1336.

Harmer, S.E.H.D., 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10.

Robertson, Charters, 3, 6.

Boehmer, F&lschungen, 8, 9b.
AEEndix 9y NOS,, 1, 2e

1, Contemporary or nearly contemporary msse:= B.C.5.289 (B.M.Cotton
AUg.II 97: BeM.Fa Y 1.12)’ 300080293 (B.M.Stowe Ch.7$ OQS!FQQQQ’
111,7), B.C.S.310 fB.M.cott.Aug.n 613 B.M.Facg., 11.6), B.C.S.312
(Cant,Red Book 4: 0.8.Facg., i.4), B:C.S.318 (B-M.Cott.Aug.,Il 1003
BoM.Facg., 11,7), B.Cs8+319 (BeMcCott,Aug,II 55: BsMeFacg., i.13),
BsC.S.321 (B.M.Stowe Ch,9: 0.S.Facs., 1i1.9), BeC.S.326 (B.M.Cott.
Aug,II 98: B.M.Facs., i1,9), BsC.8.332 (BeM.Cott.Aug.II 47: BsMe
Facs., ii,11), B.C.S.335 (Cott.Aug,II 10: B.M.Facs., i.14), B.C.S.
341 (Cant.Red Book 63 0.S.Facge, i.6), B.C.S.348 (Cott.Aug,II 74s
BeMoFacs., i1.13), BsCeS.353 (Stowe Ch,12: 0.S.Facs., iii.12),
B.C.S5.370 (Cott.Aug.Il 93s B.M.Facg., 1i.15), BsC.5.373 (Cott.Aug.
1I 753 B.MsFac .9 ii.l6), BQGOSOB’?S (Stowe Ch.]jpt O.S.Fagg., 1ii,
1), B.C.S.380 EOott.Aug.II_’fZ_—: B.M.Facg., 1i.17), B.C.S.381 (Stowe
Ch.13: 0.S.Facg., 1ii.13), B.C.S.384 (Cott.Aug.II 78: B.M.Facg.,
ii,18), B.C.S.400 (Cott.Aug,II 94: B.M.Facg,, ii.20), B.C.S.406
(Stowe Ch,16: 0.S.Facg., iii 16), B.C.S.421 (Cott.Aug,II 203 BeM.
Facg,, i.17; Cott.Aug.II 21: B.M.Facg., i1.26; Cott,Aug,II 37:
B.MoFacs,, 11,27), B.C.S.442 (Stowe Ch,17: 0O.S.Facs., iii.17),
BsCeSe448 (Stowe Ch,18s 0.S.Facs., 11i.18), B.C.S5.449 (Cott.Aug,
II 603 B.M,Facs., ii.29), B.C.S5.467 (Cott.Aug,II 713 B.M.Facs.,
i1,31), B.C.85.496 (Cotton.Aug.Il 66s B.M.Facs., ii.33); B.0.9.497
(Cott.Aug,IT 16; BeM.Facg., ii.34), BeC.S.507 (Cant.Red Book 103
OQSQF&QB., 1.10)’ BoGoSoSlS (Can’o.Red 8: Q.SoF&cs., 109), B.C.S.

otteAug.II 958 B.M.Facs., 1i.37), BC.5.515 (Cott.Aug,IT 17:
BoM.Facs., 11.38), B.C.S.536 (Stowe Ch.19: Q.S8.Facg., i1i.19),
BeCoSe539 (CotteAug.II 89: B.M.Facg., 11.40), BsCeS.562 (Cant,Ch.

Ant.H.lBOS OOS.FaOSQ, i.ll), B.C.S. 576 (cant.Red Book ll’ OOSO
Facg., 1.12); —

conkinved om\cﬁg
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make up a substantial proportion of the total numberl, we do have at

least twenty-eight grante of lands and privileges to the church of

2
Canterbury that are extant in manuscripts that may well be original ,

and a furtber forty-one in later copies, many of good authoritsﬁ o« Ihe

contrast with the first two centuries of the Christ Church archives

could scarcely be greater; for the whole of the period from 597 to

796 we have one letter to an archbishop, but no single charter to the

community or the archbishop that is extant in a contemporary manuscript;

1.

2.

3.

Harmer, S.E.H.De, 1 (Cott,Aug.II 79: BeM.Facg., 1.15), ibide, 2
(Cott,Aug,II 64: B.M.Facge, ii.23), ib., 3 (Cant.Red Book 93
OoS.Facg,, 1.8), ib., 4 (Cott.hug.II 92: B.M.Facg,, 11,22), ibo,
5 (CotteAug.II 525 B.M.Facg., 1i.21), ib., 7 (Cott.Aug,II 193
B.M.Facs., 1i.19), ib., 9 (Stockholm, Kung,Bibl,, Codex Aureus

£f,10: E.H.Zimmermann, Vorkaroligische en, iv, tafel 284),
ib., 10 (Stowe Ch,20: 0.S.Facg., ui.zog;

Robertson, Charters, 3 (Stowe Ch.8: 0.S.Facg., 11i.8), ib., 6
(CotteAug,II 42: B.M.Facg,, ii.25)

Charters on single sheets but copied laters-= B.C.S.296 (Cott.
Aug, II 963 B.M.Facg., iv.7), BsCsS8.322 (Cott.Aug.II 878 B,M.
Facg., 11.8), B.CsS.346 (Cott.Aug.II 77s %Mma., ii.12),
B.C.8.396 (Cant,Red Book 7: 0O.S.Facg., 1.7), BsC.S.411 (Cott.
lug.II 1023 BoMoFacgo’ 1016)’ 300080426 (cottQAuGQII 283 g_o_Mo
Facs., 1i.,28), BsC.S.538 (Stowe Ch,21: Q.S.Facs., iii.21).

17 on contemporary single sheetss- B.C.S5.289, 318, 326, 442, 449,
467’ 496, 497, 507, 515, 519’ 536’ 539, 562) 576‘ Hmer, SoEoﬁ_ :_D,o,
3y 7 Four in cartulary copies and late transcripts:= B.CeS.317,
1336, 396, 538.

B.G.8. 293, 310, 312, 319, 321, 332, 335, 341, 348, 353, 370, 378,
381, 384, 400, 380, 421, 448, 406, 516; Harmer, S.E.H.D., 1, 2,
4y 55 9, 10; Robertson, Charters, 3, 6.

Of particularly good repute are the texts copied by Somner that
have since been lost or destroyed (B.C.S.342, 344, 445), and the
episcopal professions of faith (B.C.S.266, 286, 292, 298, 315,
333, 334’ 354, 355’ 369) 375, 376, 388’ 397’ 399’ 415, 42{*’ 425’
440, 441, 463, 498, 512, 517, 527, 528; Appendix A, 2), though
in B.C.8.276 Bishop Eadwulf of Lindsay has been changed into a

non-existent Eadwulf of York to support Canterbury's claim to
primacy.,
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whereas if we take the decade 798-808 alone we find no less than eight
Canterbury charters in contemporary textsl. Documents in later copies
tell much the same storys for the two centuries 597=796 we have at
most five grants to the church of Canterbury, which are all either of
doubtful authenticity or else not certainly ascribed to Canterbury;
whereas for the decade 798-808 we have 7 Canterbury documente from
reliable cartulary textsz.

The occasion of this decisive change in the nature of the
extant records of the see and commmnity of Canterbury can be dated
with some precision, The earliest charter to Canterbury in a contem-
porary manuscript (B.C.S.293) is dated 799, The earliest Canterbury
charter from a cartulary text whose authenticity is not in question
(B.C.S.291) belongs to the year 798, The earliest professions of
falth by bishops~elect to the Canterbury metropolitan (B.C.S.266, 276,
286) can be dated within the limits 796x8, and probably also belong to
the year 798°,

1. B.C.S. 293, 310, 312, 318, 319, 321, 322; Harmer, S.E.H.D., 1.
or the mss., see above p.2! note |,

2, 6 professions of faith (B.C.S. 266, 276, 286, 292, 298, 315) and
one charter (B.C.8.291). There is also a brief summary of an
exchange of lands between King Coemmlf and Archbishop Zthelheard
from the main Christ Church cartulary, which ies likely to be
genuire although wrongly dated 791 (B.C.S.301).

3¢ BsCG.5.266 coudd just be as early as 793 if the ummamed Bishop of

ﬁr Sh?orm is Denefrith, and if he was consecrated by Zthelheard
rather than Jenberht; but it is more likely to be the profession
of Wigberht and can be dated T796x801, or 798x801 if we allow that
the consecration is unlikely to have taken place when Ethelheard
was away from his see (796-8), Eadwulf of Lindsey attests as
bishop elect in 796, but his profession (B.CsS.276) states that
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It is clear that the Christ Church archives have preserved
authentic documents from c,798, but that the records of an earlier date
have been almost entirely lost. Accidents of survival may have made
the scarcity of early charters to Canterbury more acute than it once
was. Thus we know that in 798 at the synod of Clovesho, where the long
standing dispute over the monastery of Cookham was brought to a setile-
ment, the church of Canterbury was able to produce with effect the
charters of the monastery of Cookham which they had at Canterbury in
safe keep:l.ngl. The same document, however, refers to the need to
correct the losses of lands and the destruction of charters that the
churches of God had for some time been sufferingz; and there is force
to the argument that the contrast between the survival of Canterbury
records before and after 796 implies something more dramatic than a
plecemeal process of loss and damage over the centuries affecting the

whole of the Canterbury archives. An explanation in terms of an
historical or archival catastrophe is to be preferred.

he has come to Canterbury, and therefore cannot be earlier than
798, Tidfrith of Dunwich's profession (B.C.S.286) must also be
dated 798 if his consecration is correctly placed in that year
by A.S.Chron,!'F*,

1, BeUeSe291. The monastery and its charters had been granted by
ing Zthelbald of Mercia, and the charters were placed on the
altar by Archbishop Cuthbert, They were subsequently stolen,
but were eventually restored by King Cynewulf of Wessex., In 798
they were kept in suo gremio which probably simply means 'in
safe keeping' rather than in the nave of the church.

2. 'Necessarium est fratres karissimi, ecclesias Dei et venerabilos
viros qui iam multo tempore terrarum dispendio et absumcione
cirographorum miserabiliter laboraverant, corrigere.! (ibid,)
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It is poasible that the earliest records (-796) were kept
apart from those of a later date, and were destroyed or lost on some
such occasion as the great fire of 1067 which wrecked the pre-conquest
church at Canterbury, or the capture and sack of Canterbury by the
Danes in 1011. But a more likely explanation is that the early docu=
ments of the see and community were largely destroyed in the turmoils
that followed the death of King Offa (796)., We know that a Kentish
rebellion under Eadberht Pren - who was probably a member of the dis-
possessed Kentish royal family - succeeded in overthrowing Mercian
rule. That the rebels had control of Canterbury is clear from the
production of coins bearing Eadberht's name by the Canterbury mintl.
We also know that Archbishop £thelheard, a Mercian, fled from his see
on the advice of the Canterbury community, and was rebuked for doing
so by Alcuin on the grounds that 'the good shepherd giveth his life
for his sheep, but the hireling fleeth' .2 Evidently the archbishop
was associated in Kentish minds with the hated Mercian hegemony, and
the Canterbury priests feared for their safety whilst he was among
them, KEthelheard cannot have expected to recover his see quickly,
for in exile he was given the monastery of Pectanege by Offals son

and successor, EcgfrithB. We have no direct information about the

l. See, C.E.Blunt, 'The coinage of Offa'!, in Agﬁlo-Samn Coins,
Studies to F.M.Stenton, ed. R.H.M.Dolley, 1961, pp,39-62.

2. Letter of Alcuin to Zthelheard (797) quoting John x, 11, 13,
ed, E.Dilmmler, M.G.H., Epist Karol,Aevi, ii, 1895, no.128;
translated by D.Whitelock, in E.H.D., i, p.789~790.

3. B.C.S5.291,
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fortunes of the community of Canterbury during the absence of their
archbishop from 796 to 798, But the coincidence of the Kentish revolt,
the apparent unpopularity of the archbishop, and the loss of Canterbury
records before the years 796~-8 suggests that the cathedral archives
were pillaged so that only a few documents and a few fragments survived.
The next turn of the political kaleidoscope in Kent, the West
Saxon conquest of 825, had little effect on the Canterbury archives.
Grants to Canterbury by the West Saxon kings, and by their sons who
ruled as sub-kings in Kent, are much less common than those of their

Mercian predeces sorsl

» but as evidence for the continuity of the
Canterbury archives they can be supplemented by the benefactions to
Christ Church of laymenz, and of the archbishops themselvesB. The
majority of the royal diplomas of this period, however, are grants to
laymen or to individual priestsl’; whilst it is possible that some of
the grants of bookland to laymen L::v)cle been made with the tacit inteantion

that the land should be given to the Ghurchs s 1t is clear that most of

1. We nave 19 diplomas of the Mercian kings Coemwulf, Ceolwulf, and
Beornwulf, and of the sub-king of Kent, Cuthred, giving lands and
rights to Canterbury: B.C.S. 291, 293, 296, 301, 312, 322, 328,
335, 340, 341, 344, 346, 348, 353, 367, 370, 373, 378, 38, (not
all genuine), By contrast we have only 6 royal diplomas to
Canterbury from the period 825-899:~ B.C.S. 400 (a grant by the
Mercisn king, Wiglaf), 407, 411 (a blatant forgery), 421, 445,

577/8 (of doubtful authenticity).
2' BQG.SQ 4].4; Harmer, SOEOH.D.’ 2’ 4, 5’ 8, 9, 10.

3. B.C.S. 406.

he BsCeS. 396, 426, 442, 448, 449, 467 496, 497, 507, 51
550 538, ;39, ,562, :576. ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ » 515, 516, 519,

5 It should be noted in this context that the only dipl
ploma of un-
doubted authenticity that relates to Ethelwulf's famous decimatio
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them came to Canterbury at a much later date through the pious bene-

1l
factions of descendants of the original beneficiary of the royal grant .
They thersfore throw no light on the development of the Canterbury

archives under the West Saxon kings of the 9th century.
2
Documents from the late 9th century are rare at Ganterbury ,

We have no episcopal professions of faith after the pontificats of

Ceolnoth (833=-870), apart from an isolated 10th century textB. The

only gifts to the church of Canterbury in the years 870 to 899 are King

Alfred's purported grant of Queenhythe in Londonl’, and ealdorman
of
Elfred's bequests an estate Lat Chartham, a gospel-book (Codex Aureus),

of 854/5 (BsC.S.486) is a grant to a thegn rather than to a church,
(See the general discussion of W.H.Stevenson (Asser's Life of Alfred,
1904, pp.186=-191) which remains the best discussion of the decimatio.
The changing pattern of benefactions to Canterbury is discussed
beloy, in Chapter 5. At least one of the lay recipients of the
diplomas listed in the previous note later gave to Christ Church a
reversionary right in the lands he received (Robertson, Charter ’

6, and cf. .B.;Q;S_0449).

l. E,g. Warehorn in Kent (B.C.S.396) was only acquired by Christ Church
in ¢,1010 by the gift of Archbishop £1fheah (Appendix A, 9).

2. 8 of the period 870-899:- B.C.S.536, 539, 562, 577/8 (of which the
first three are all grants to laymens; Harmer, S.E.H.D., 8, 9, 10;
Boehmer, F#lschungen, 9b. The last document, purporting to be a
letter of Pope Formosus I to the English bishops, may well be based
on an authentic letter of Formosusnisee D.Whitelock, E.H.D.,1i p,820),
but the only passage that refers to the church of Canterbury is a
typlcal insertion of the primacy forger.

3. B.C.S8.918
B.C.5.577/8.

be /< An authentic charter is likely to underlie this text, for a Christ
Church forger would be unlikely to include a grant to the church
of Worcester in a forgery. The description of Ethelflad as sororem
Iegls is surprising in a charter of 898, but it may be noted that
Edward attests as king another charter of his father of the same
year which survives in contemporary form (B.C.S.576: Cant, Red
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1l
and rents from various properties mentioned in his will™. The scarcity

of authentic charters of this period at Canterbury is paralleled else-
where2 , and there is no need to look for local causes. The political
conditions of Alfred's reign necessarily limited the king's largesse,
and the decline in learning3 that Alfred lamented and sought to remedy,
may even have caused many land-transactions to be made by oral and
symbolic acts rather than by solemn diploma.

With so few records of Alfred's reign extant from Canterbury
it is impossible to gauge the effect of the arrival of the Great Danish
Army in 892, The Danes divided and carried out a pincer-attack on
Kent, establishing forts at Milton (near Sittingbourne) and at
Appledore (on the edge of Rommey Marsh)l'. The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle
gives us no details of Kentish resistance, and we are not told of any
events at Canterbury, There 1s, however, some numismatic evidence.
It bas recently been shown that the Canterbury mint ceased its output
c.893, and did not resume until the reign of Edward the Elder., It is

Book 11), He may have been crowned in the lifetime of his father,
or more probably have been sub-king in Kent,

1. H&rmer, S.E.H.D., 8, 9, 10¢

2¢ See the discussion of Sir Frank Stenton in his Latin C
the Anglo-Saxon Peried, 1955, pp.50-53, and also W.H.Stevenson's
opinion on the extant diplomas purporting to date from Alfred!s
reign (Aseer's Life of Alfred, 1904, p.151 and note 2). The letter
of Pope John VIII to Archbishop Zthelred in 877x8 shows that Alfred
was considered to have threatened the rights of the church of
Canterbury (E.H.D.j, no,222).

3. The decline in literacy in the 2nd half of the 9th century can be
vividly traced at Canterbury, see below pp.188-9

4. A.S.Ghron., sub anno 892 ('A', 'E', 'F'), 893 (for 892’ 'c" 'D')o
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not certain whether the mint was captured by the Danes, or whether it
was deliberately closed by Alfred to prevent valuable oullion falling
into Danish handsl. The cathedral church, like the Canterbury mint,
was an obvious target, but it is at least clear that the records of the
see and community survived. The extant documents of the late 9th
century are, however, too few and far between to provide any hint of

2
events at Canterbury in these years ,

c¢) From 899 until the establighment of the monastic community (c,1000)

Thbugh the 10th century is the great age of Anglo-Saxon

3

diplomas~, they are relatively poorly represented at Canterbury, In

all the cathedral archives have preserved 45 documents which purport

1. R.H.M.Dolley and C.E.Blunt ('The Chronology of the Coins of Alfred!
in Anglo-Saxon Coins, Studies to F.M.Stenton, ed. Dolley, pp.85-6)
suggest that the mint was captured, and large quantities of coin,
and probably some moneyers, carried off to Northumbria. For coins
imitative of the last Canterbury issues of Alfred (=c.893) were
minted in the name of the Northumbrian Viking ruler Sigeferth
(Siefred) in c.895. But the silence of the Anglo~Saxon Chronicle'd

very full account under the year 893 is against a capture of
Canterbury.

2., The absence of Canterbury and other Kentish burhs from the document
known as the 'Burghal Hidage', which details arrangements for the
defence and maintenance of the 'burhs' of the rest of southern
England, may be a clue to the situation in Kent at this time, But
both the date and the form of this document are too problematical
Y allow reasonable conjecture (see N.P.Brooks, 'The Unidentified

Forts of)the Burghal Hidage', Mediaeval Archaeology, VIII 1964,
Pp. 74-88)

3. There are over 750 texts (of various categories) in the editionms
of Birch (B.C.S.) and Kemble (K.C.D.) dating from the 10th century,

as compared with less than 300 purporting to belong to the 9th
century.
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1l
to belong to the period 899-1000 , that is less than half the 10D texts

that we have seen to0 have survived at Canterbury from the previous

century (796-899) - a period which is elsewhere much more thinly docu-

mented. 21 of these 45 1Cth century texts from Christ Church have

survived on single sheets of parchment2 » 17 in hands of contemporary

or near contemporary date3 .

1.

2.

3.

B00=§0 603, 637, 638, 660 698, 702’ 721’ 722’ 733) 741’ 747’ 753,
766, 780, 784, 791, 811, 813, 820, &3, 860, 869, 880, 918, 1038/9,
1049, 1101, 1102, 1126, 1185, 1212,

K.C.D. 689, 690,

Harmeg, SOE.HQD.’ 18, 23.

Robertgon, Charters, 32.

Whitelock, Wills, 16(1), 16(i1).

Boehmer, 9a, 9b, 10,

Appendix 4, 3, 4, 5, 6.

B.C.S. 603 (B:M.Stowe Ch,22: 0.S.Facg., iii.23), B.C.S.638 (Stowe
Ch.23: 0.S.Facg., 1ii.24), B.C.S.702 (B.M.Cotton Aug,II 65: B.M.
Facg,, iii,5), B.0.S.721 (Cant,Red Book 13: 0.S.Facg., i.14),
BsC.5.722 (Cant.Ch,Ant,T,37), B:C.S.741 (Cott.Aug,II 23: B.M.Facsg.,
1i1.9), B.C.8.753 (Cott.hug.II 62: B.M.Facs., 11i,10), B.C.S.780
(Stowe Ch.24s 0.S.Facg., iii.25), B.C.S.791 (Stowe Ch.25: 0.S.
Facs,, 1i1,26), B.C.S.813 (Cott, Aug,II 73: B.M.Facs., iiil),
B,C.8.820 (Cott.Aug.II 83: B.M.Facg., iii.13), B.C.S.869 (Stowe Ch.
26s 0.S.Facs., 111.27), B.C.S.880 (Cant.Red Book 14: 0.S.Facg.,
1,15), B.C.S5.1101 (Stowe Ch.29: 0.S.Facs,, 1iii,30), B.C.S.1185
(Cant.Ch.Ant.C,267), B.C.S.1212 (Stowe Ch. 30: 0.S.Facg., iii3l).
Harmer, S.E.H.D., 18 (Cant.Red Book 12: O.3.Facs., 1.12), ibid.,
23 (Stowe Ch,28: 0.S.Facs,, iii.29).

Robertson, Charterg, 32 (Stowe Ch,27: 0.S.Facg., iii.28)
Whitelock, Wills, 16(1) (Cant.Red Book 20: 0.S.Facs., 1.16), ibid.
16 (ii) (Cant,Red Book 18: 0.S.Facs., 1.17).

’

B.C.S. 638, 702, 741, 753, T80, 91, €13, 820, 869, 880, 110
1212; Harmer, S.E.E:D., 18, 235~ 0 2 oo HOb

S S———

Robertson, Charters, 32;
Whitelock, Wills, 16(1), 16(ii),
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These figures do not reveal the real paucity of the Christ
Church records of this period. A high proportion (15/21) of the
documents extant on single sheets are not grants to Canterbury, but to
laymen or to other churchesl. Only four 10th century grante to the
archbishops or community of Canterbury have survived in contemporary
or near contemporary manuscriptsz; and there is in addition a contem~
porary text of King Zthelred's confirmation of one of these grantsB.
Four of these five documents (including Ethelred's confirmation) are
written in Old English; only King Eadred's purported bequest of
Reculver (B.C.S. 880)4 is a Latin diploma, The scarcity of Latin

l. To laymen:- B.C.S. 603, 638, 702, 741, 753, 780, 791, 813, &0,
869, 1101, 1212; Harmer, S.E.H,D., 18,
To other churches:- B.C.S. 721 (Exeter), 722 (Exeter), Neither
of these two charters bear Christ Church mediseval endorsements,
and it is likely that they came to the archives after the
Reformation. It may be noted that Archbishop Parker acquired
an Exeter gospel-book (Cambridge, Univ.Lib. Ii.2,11) from the
dean, Gregory Dodde, in 1566 (see N.R.Ker, Catalogue, 21).

2e BQGQSQSSO; Hmer, S.E.H Do, 23; RObertson’ M’ 32;
Whitelock, Wills, 16 (i). For the mss, and facsimiles, see
above, p.30 note2,

3. Whitelock, Wills, 16(ii).

4e The earliest ms. (Cant.Red Book 14: 0O.S.Facs., i.15) is certainly
no later than C.X.(ii), and may be contemporary. The claim that
it wae 'composed and written with his fingers' by Dunstan arcuses
suspicion and can scarcely be regarded as the equivalent of such
phrases as: Ego ..., scribere jussi (B.C.S.816, 889), But Dr,
Chaplais has recently shown that B.C.S.880 shares unique diplomatic
features with Glastonbury charters of the mid=-10th century, which
would be unlikely to appear if the diploma were simply a Canter
forgery ('The Anglo-Saxon Chancery: from the Diploma to the Writ',
Journ,Soc,Archivists, 1ii (4), 1966, p.164). It may perhaps best
be regarded as a copy mede at Canterbury in C.X.(ii) by a seribe
who knew that the original had been drafted at Glastonbury when

g:natan was abbot, but who wished to exaggerate Dunstan's part in
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diplomas granting land to the church of Canterbury in the 10th century
continues a trend that was already apparent in the 9th since the West
Saxon conquest of Kent in 825, It is possible that some Christ Church
documents have since been lost. But the survival of five documents,
four in English and one in Latin, which can be dated 949, 958, c.961,
994x5 and 995x1002 respectively, suggest that any losses of muniments
of the second half of the century at least have been accidental and
piecemeal rather than the result of wholesale destruction.

The twenty-four documents that have survived only in later
copieg or in cartulary textes do not add much to our knowledge of
the Canterbury archives in the 10th centuryl. Only two are free
from suspicion. The profession of faith of Eadwulf, bishop-elect of
Elmham to Archbishop Oda (B.C.S.918) is the gole 10th century survivor
of a class of document that must once have been very numerous, and it
shows that the formulae that had been in use in the 9th century were
still being followed in the 10th2. The charter which records the
alienmation of Monks' Risborough (Bucks.) by Archbishop Sigeric to
Bishop £scwig in 995 (K.C.D.689) has only been preserved in a copy of
the 15th century, but it is likely to be authentic despite the

1. B.C.S. 637, 660, 733, 747, 766, T84, 811, &3, 860, 918, 10
1049, 1102, 1125, {1§5;4 106 T8y BLL, 823, 860, 918, 1038/9,
K.C.D. 689, 690,

Boehmer, Fils en, 9a, 9b, 10,
Appendix &, 3,4, 5, 6.
Three of these (B.C.S.784, 1126; Appendix A, 3) are grants to

beneficiaries other than Canterbury, and are not included in the
ensuing discussion,

2, Compare B.C.S.918 with the professions of £thelnoth of London in
805x11 (B.U.S.333) and of Eadwulf of Hereford in 825x31(B.C.8.399).,
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difficulty in ils date; for the monks would not forge a document
alienating their propertyt,

Beyond this we are on treacherous ground. The brisf
sumraries of grants to Christ Church in 923, 933, 947, 959, 963, 991
and 995 from the main Christ Church cartulary may record reliable
traditions of the community's acquisition of its propertyz. But the
texts are unreliable in details such as dates, and they contain no
formulae to suggest that the cartularist had authentic 10th century
diplomas before him, Rather he seems to have based his summaries on
scraps of information in the extant charters, on the memory of the
community, and on much guesswork where evidence was 19.‘3l::l.ng3 « Even

less worthy of credence is a charter which only survives in an

l. See the comments of D,Whitelock, E.H.D., i, p.527. The summary
from the main Christ Church cartulary purporting to be the res-
toration of Risborough by Bishop £scwig to Archbishop £1fric and
to Christ Church in 995 is misleadingly printed by Kemble (K.GC.D.
690); the dating clause and witness-list that he prints belong
to K.C.D.689, and are not found in any of the versions of K.C.D.
690. Risborough was recovered by Archbishop £1lfric, for in his
will he gave it to Christ Church (Whitelock, Wills, 18), but the
text of K.C.D.690 is a typical composition of ihe compiler of the
main Christ Church cartulary (see below, pp.i06 - 113 ), and is based

on K.C.D.689. For purposes of diplomatic study it has no
authority,

2, B.C.S. 637, 698, 823, 1049, 1102; Appendix &, 5, 6, For the
documents that are assigned to the earliest version of the Christ
Church cartulary, see below, p.!lb ,

3. Thus B.C.S.1102 is based on the endorsement to B.C.5.1101, and the
text of this charter is also used (rather improbably) to provide
the date of Ingeram's supposed bequest. It is possible that
B.C.S.823 is correct in claiming that Wulfric gave Patching, but
the date (947) is impossible since Wulfric is known to have

ssessed Patching in 960 (B.C.S8,1055), Compare also B.C.S.698
ted 933) with Ethelfled's will of 962x91 (Whitelock, Wille,14).

da
The cartularist's methods and errors are more di
velow, ppaiot ik, fully discussed,
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inspeximus of 1290 and in a 1l4th century copy, which purports to be

King Edgar's restoration to the monks (sic) of Canterbury of the port
and town of Sandwich in 966 with righte on both sides of the water and
with houses in the townl. This and another charter attributing the
grant of Sandwich to Zthelred Il in 9792 are two of a series of spurious
charters produced by the monks of Canterbury in the course of litigation
over their rights in Sandwich that lasted nearly a hundred years from
c.10383. Equally spurious and valueless for our present purpose are
two charters, extant only in cartulary copies, which purport to restore
to Christ Church a group of estates in Kent and Sussex, and Twickenham

in Middlesexl'. Closely related to these post-Conquest forgeries are

1, B.C.S.1185. The inspeximugs is Cant,Ch.Ant. C.207, the l4th century
copy, B:M.Cotton Aug,II 67, The forger evidently bad access to a
version of the chronicle attributed to Florence of Worcester for ths
names of the kings attending Edgarts court in 973,

2. Appendix A, 4.

3. There was already dispute with the monastery of St Augustine's which
held the land on the other side of the Stour, in the reign of Harold
Harefoot, if we can accept Robertson, Charters, 91. This diaspute
continued well into the 12th century (see the text of 1127 printed
by D.M.Stenton, English Justice 1066-1215, 1965, pp.116=122). After
the Bonquest Sandwich was seized by Odo, but had been restored by
William I before 1086, (See the obituary of Lanfranc translated
by Professor Du Boulay, Lordship, p.42). Other spurious charters

claiming to grant Sandwich to the monks attributed to Cnut are
discussed below, pp.yS, 95-b:

4Le BeG.S.811, 860, Twickenham was lost before the Conquest, and was
held as part of the manor of Isleworth in 1066 by Zlfgar (DB,i.f,
130a). The monks efforts to recover it are represented not only
by B.C.S.860, but also by the equally spurious B.C.S.265 (above,
ppre!7 ~18), The estates purportedly restored in B.C.S.811 are
almost all known to have been the subject of post-Conquest litiga-
tion, and they all occur again in the version of this charter from
the main Christ Church cartulary (B.C.S.766).
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a series of brief cartulary summaries which were late additions to the
main Christ Church cartulary, and which share a spurious witness—listl.
These documents may incorporate ancient traditions, but they were drawn
up in their present form when the estates which they claim to grant to
the monks were in dispute after the Norman Conquest.

Rather more helpful are two texts from the series of papal
privileges forged to support Canterbury's claims to be a primatial see
(Boehmer, FMlschungen, 9a, 10), John XII's palliwm-privilege to
Archbishop Dunstan has survived in a text free from the forger!s altera-
tions and interpolations, for the document was used to preface a
Canterbury pontifical of C.X.(ii) which passed to Sherborne before the
Norman Gonqnestz. The memorandum on the division of the West Saxon
dioceses in 905 (Boehmer, Filschungen, 9a) is a confused and erroneous
fabrication, of little obvious interest to Ga.nterburyB; but there is
evidence that its mistakes were already current at the end of the 10th

centuryl', 8o we cannot rule out the possibility that the document

1. B.C.S.660, 733, 747, 766. For these post-Gonquest forgeries see
belw, Pe 120 ﬂ.2.

2. Paris, BeNeLatin MS.943 f,7. The importance of this text was
pointed out by W.Levison, England and the Continent in the Sth
Century, 1946, p.201 note %.

3+ It was probably included among the Canterbury 'primacy' forgeries
because of its conmection (mistaken) with the letter of Formosus

and because it showed the archbishop consecrating inter alios a
bishop of Dorchester,

4. They appear in the letter of Archbishop (Dunstan) to King Ethelred
(980x988) concerning some estates of the see of Cormall (Crawford
Charters, 7) in a hand of C.X-XI (Oxford, BodlsLib., MS.Eng,Hist,
8,2.00,XIV), = Dr, Chaplais has recently argued ('The Authenticity
of the royal Anglo-Saxon Diplomas of Exeterf » Bull,Inst.Hist.Res,,
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survived at Canterbury from that time.

history of the Christ Church archives in the period 899-c.1000,

These unsatisfactory texts complete the evidence for the
The

remarkable feature 1s the paucity of the documentation., Four new

grants of land, one royal confirmation, one papal privilege, and one

episcopal profession of faith are the only documents whose beneficiaries
are the archbishops or community of Canterbury which have been preserved

in the Christ Church archives in texts which may be accepted as funda-

mentally authentic (B.C.S.880, 918; Boehmer, Filschungen, 10;

Robertson, Charters 32; Whitelock, Wills 16(i), 16(ii); Harmer,

S.E.H.D.,23)1. None of these documents is earlier than the pontificate
of Oda (942-958), and in view of the obscurity of the archbishops of the

first half of the 10th century there is every reason to suppose that

the scarcity of documents is an accurate reflection of the fact that

Canterbury was receiving very few benefactions at this time.

1.

xxxix, 1966, pp.16~19) that this declaration was both drafted and
written by the beneficiary, in which case it cannot be used as
evidence that the story of Edward the Elder's division of the

dioceses at the behest of Pope Formosus was known at Canterbury
before 10660

Of the documents discussed on pp. 29-30 above, I have excluded
K.G.D.689 because its recipient is the bishop of Dorchester, and
Boehmer, FElschungen,9b (B.C.S.573) because it is not certain
that the original letter belonged to Canterbury. It should be
noted, however, that a number of charters to beneficiaries other
than Canterbury presumably came into the Christ Church archives
in the 10th century:~ charter of Ickham etc. (B.CeS.247) as a
result of Ethelwyrd's bequest c,958 (Robertson, Charters 32);
charter of Cooling (B.C.S.326) as a result of Eadgifu's bequest
c.961 (Hmer, 30E0H0D023)$ charter of Vange (BeCeS+1101) as a
result of Ingeram's gift (B,C.S.1101 endorsement).
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What is surprising is that the age of the great reforming
Archbishops Oda and Dunstan (942-988) is not represented by a flood of
documents as is found at Winchester under Bishop Ethelwold or atb
Worcester under Oswald., William of Malmesbury in his life of Oda
claimed that the archbishop recovered many of the estates of the see
that had been lost during the incursions of the Danes®, But the claim
is not made by the Canterbury hagiographer Eadmer, who was in a better

position to know2 s and the extant records provide little direct confir-

mation> ; though it is possible that Ickham which was willed to Christ
Church in ¢.958 had earlier been among the estates of the minster-church
of Lyminge (Kent) and therefore under the authority of the Archbisho 4.
Dunstan, 1ike Oda has left little mark on the Canterbury records. The
bequest of Queen Eadgifu (Harmer, S.E.H.D.23) may belong to his ponti=-
ficate, and according to a contemporary endorsement the estate of Vange
(Essex) was given to him by thegn Ingeram (B.C.S.1101)., The conclusion
that Oda and Dunstan either did not seek or were unable to attract

large-scale endowments to the cathedral see is important, though subject

1, Wm.Malm., wm’ ed, W.Stnbbs, 1870, Pe24e

2, Vita sancti Odonis, in _A(ggmﬁgm, ed. HeWharton, 1691, ii pp.78-87.
Professor R.W.Southern (St Anselm and his Biographer, 1963, pp.279-

28l) discusses the historical value of Eadmer's Life of Osbern.

3. The grant of Reculver (B.G.S.BSO), if geniune, belongs to Odals
pontificate, as does the forged grant of Twickenham (B.GC.S.860),

4. BRobertson, Charters, 32. An estate at Ickham had been given in 785
(BsC.S.247) to thegn Ealdbeorht and his sister Selethryth who later
became abbess of Lyminge, The fortunes of the Lyminge estates and

the means by which the see of Canterbury established its claim to
them are very obscure.
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to the dangers of arguments from silence; but it is consistent with the
fact that none of the authors of the lives of Dunstan - the unidentified
1Bt (before 1000), Adelard of Ghent (c.1010), Osbern, and Eadmer - knew
anything of substance about Dunstan's administration of his see or his
relations with the Canterbury communityl.
The scarcity of authentic charters may, however, be misleading
if we suppose that it necessarily implies an inactive community. Dr.
T.A.MeBishop has shown that in the last years of the 10th century the
Christ Church scriptorium was a hive of activit.yz. He has identitied
17 manuscripts as having been written at Christ Church whose script
and ornamentsation 'can hardly be much earlier than the last decade of
the 10th century', and which seem to belong before c¢.1003 when there
was a change in the arrangement of the leaves in books produced by the

Chriet Church scriptorium’. These 17 books mark the introduction of

caroline minuscule at Christ Church, One of them, now Trinity Coll,,
Cambridge MS,141, is written by no less than 20 scribes in an apparent

attempt to exercise the powers of the whole scriptorium. It is clear
that the scriptorium under the control of a master was engaged on a

major programme of equipping the library with the essential works of

1. ':Il.‘.éhg Lives are printed in Memorials of St Dunstan, ed., W,Stubbs,
Yo

2. 'Notes on Cambridge MSS.: The early minuscule of Christ Church
Canterbury', Trans,Cemb,Bibliographical Soc., iii, 1959-63,
PPe4l3=23,

3. Ibid., pp.418, 420, The date 1003 is that of a charter (Stowe
Ch.35: 0.S.Facs., iii 36) whose scribe wrote Christ Church books

vith the leaves arranged hair, flesh, hair, flesh and al
with the later H.F.F.H, a.rranéement,’ ’ 80 books
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Augustine, Isidore, Gregory, Prosper, Smaragdus, Bede, Aldhelm, etc.l
Some of the new books may have been copies in the new script of works
already in the Christ Church library; but some of the exemplars
certainly came from St Augustine's, which was also tne source of both
script and orpament of these Christ Church bocks*. It is unlikely to
be & mere coincidence that Archbishop Sigeric (990-994/5) was remembered
at Canterbury as having bequeathed hie books to the comunityj , and that
he had earlier been abbot of St Augustine's (980-985). We may reason-
ably conjecture that it was during his pontificate that the caroline
soript that had been in use in St Augustine's when he was abbot was
introduced at Christ Church, and that his books provided the models for

the new script.

d) From ¢,1000 until the Norman Conquest (1066)

" The Christ Church archives have preserved 53 texts of the

period from 1000 to 10664. 23 survive on single sheets of parchmen'b5,

1, Ibid., p.420
2¢ Ibid..’ p.417-8

3. Gervase, Actus Pontificum, in Historical Works, ed. W,Stubbs (R.S.),
701.11, 1880, p0357o T

be %ﬁﬁ;; ns, =1, 137, 182, Tk 754, 769, T10, 787, &10.
on ra R), 8, 8, 88 0
9, 101, 103, 103, 108, 116. . = ' %> 90 9, 95,
Whitelock, Willg, 20, X, 32,
Harmer, Writs, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35.
Stowe cmrs 35’ 38, 41 (= 6080%&08:, 13.1 32, 36’ 42)0
Appendix 'A', 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17.

5. K.0.D.737 (Cant.Red Book 15, 16, 17, B.M.Stowe ch.39, Bodleian Eng,
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15 in hands that appear to be contemporaryl. Eight of these 15
authentic and apparently original documents are grants to laymen or to

a church other than Christ Churchz; some passed into the cathedral
archives when the estates were later given to the church, but others
seem to be strays which were probably not preserved at Canterbury until
after the ReformtionB. Moreover it would seem that laymen and churches
were already using the Christ Church archives early in the 1lth century

a8 a place of safe deposit for important documents4. It began to be

hist.8.2, no,viii), 742 (B.M.Cotton ch.X,11), 744 (B.M.Cotton Aug.
II 69), 754 (Cant.Red Book 23), 769 (Cotton Aug,II 69), 770 (Cotton
Aug.II 59), 787 (Cant.Red Book 19) 810 (Cant.Ch.Ant. R,51).
Robertson, Charters, 75 (Mrs.M,Sturges of Biddenden), 85 (Stowe ch.
40), 91 (Cotton Aug.II 90), 101 (Cotton Aug.II 70), 102 (Cant.Red
Book 21), 103 (Cotton Aug.II 35), 108 (Stowe ch.425.

Whitelock, Wills, 20 (Stowe ch.37), (Cant.Ch.Ant.H,68), 30(Cant.
Red Book 22, Cotton Aug,II 34).

Harmer, Writs, 33 (B.M.Campbell ch.XXI.5), 34 (Cant.Ch.Ant.C,3)
Stowe Charters 35, 38, 4l.

1. K.C.D.744 (B.M,Facg., iv 18), 769 (B.M.Facs., iv 25), 770 (B.M,Facs.
o5t 26), 7877___225 ’ 5; 2e22922C0. ’ ’

O.S.Facg., i 24); Robertson Ghazyyaz:g 75 Archaeclogia
Q_O;._n_i_;%g_:g, i (1858), Pe63), 101 (B.M.Fa .: iv 27), i.02 (0.S.Facg. ,
i23), 103 (B.M.Facs., iv 28), 108 (0.S.Facg., iii 43); Whitelock,

Wills, 20 (Q.S.Facs., iii 38), 30 (O.S.Facs., i 25); Harmer, Writs,

33 \Bishop & Chaplais, Facs, of Eng,Royal Writs, 1957, pl.3); Stowe
Charters 35, 38, 41 (0.S.Facs., iii 36, 39, 42;.

2. To laymen: K.C.D.744, 769, 770, 787; Robertson Charters, 75, 103.
To other churches: Robertson, Gha.rt;rg, 102, 10% St Augu;tin;'e).

3. E.g, K.C.D.787 (Cant.Red Book 19; Q.8.Facg., i 24) which probab
came ultimately from St Petroc's, Bodmin, via Exeter; 1ikz two ad
spurious 10th century Exeter charters (B.C.8.721, 722; GCant.Ch,Ant,
T.37, Cant,Red Book 13; no facsimile, 0.S.Facs., i 14) it has none
of the mediaeval Christ Church endorsements. For these and other
E;eter charters see P,Chaplais, 'The authenticity of the Anglo-Saxon
Diplomas of Exeter', Bull. Inst,Hist.Research, 1966, PPe 6=9, 24,

4o There is no clear evidence that the Christ Church archives served
this purpose before the 11th century. But it is difficult to
explain the presence of B.C.S.208 (a charter granting Bexhill in
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common for vernacular agreements, wills, and even straightforward

bequests to be drawn up as tripartite chirographs so that at least one
copy could be kept by an independent pa.rtyl. In Kent the archives of
Christ Church and St Augustine's seem to have served this purpose, and

the formmla:

'Nu synd pissa gewrita preo, an is at
cristes cyricean, 7 oper &t sce augustine,
9 pridde befd N mid him sylfan.'

becomes very comonz. Thus Christ Church preserved records of a unique
marriage agreement3 , and of the purchase of an estate at Offhaml', and

two documents concerning estates belonging to St Augustine's5 = none of

Sussex to the South Saxon see) in the Canterbury cartulary, Lambeth
1212 (p.387), since the estate never belonged to Canterbury.
Similarly Harmer, S.E.H.D.18, (the famous letter about Helmstan's
estate at Fonthill in Wiltshire) appears to be a stray from
Winchester where a dubious charter concerning the same estate was
preserved (B.G.S.590), Harmer, S.E.H.D.18, has a 12th century
Christ Church endorsement., But we cannot be certain whether these
documents were placed at Christ Church in the 8th and 10th centuries
for safe-keeping or whether they passed to Canierbury by mistake
along with other books and manuscripts.

1. These tripartite chirographs anticipate the final concord of
mediseval law, and it may be noted that they frequently seem to
record grants or agreements made before the shire or porough court.

See further, D.M.Stenton, Engligh Jugtice, 1066-1215, 1965, pp.8&,
10, 12"130

2. Robertson, Charters, 77, 86, 101, 102, 103; Whiteloeck, Willa, 30
(cf, Wills 16(11; where the king's haligdom is the independent
depositorys. Exactly comparable formulae are found in chirographs
from other archives (Robertson, Charters, 53, 81, 83, 98, 100, 107,
114; Whitelock, Wills, 24, 25, 29, 33) of which the earliest

belongs to 975~9,
3. Robertson, Charters, 103.
4o Ibid., 103.

50 Ibig.. [} 102, 108.
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which were of any direct interest to the church of Canterbury, nor did
they concern lands which later came into its possession.

43 documents of the period from 1000 to 1066 have been pre-
served which purport to grant lands and rights to the archbishops and
community of Canterbury; but only seven survive in contemporary form
on single sheets of parchment: three royal diplomas, one royal writ,
two wills, and one agreement with a laymanl. This figure is perheps
artificially small, The early l4th century cartularies, Cant.
Registers 'A' and 'B', preserve the full texts of two vernacular docu-
ments whose authenticity is not in doubtz, but which have since been
lost. William Somner printed Eadsige's bequest of Appledore and other

Kentish estates in his Treatise of Gavelkind, but the manuscript does

not seem to have survived the fire in the cathedral Audit House of
1670°.

But even with these three additional texts the fact remains
that the bulk of the supposed grants to the archbishops and monks in
the late Saxon period were not preserved as separate documents in pre-
Conquest hands. The original diplomas by which earlier kings had
once booked the estates to laymen were preserved in the archives, but

no systemmatic record was kept of how the lands passed to the church,

1., Stowe Charters 35, 38, 41 (0.S.Facs., iii 36, 39, 42); Harmer,
Writs, 33; Whitelock, Wills, 20, 30 ; Robertson, Charters, 101,

gzow:h ch,35 is a grant to a layman, but with reversion to Christ
urch,

2. Whitelock, Wills, 32; Robertson, Charters, 116.

3. Robertson, Charters, 86 printed from W,Somner, A Treatise of
Gavelkind, Znd ed,, 1726, p.214. ’ :
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Thus several wills of the 10th and 1llth centuries record bequests of
land to Christ Church, but have only been preserved in the archives of
other chnrchesl. Doubtless the memory of the community for a time kept
fresh the details and traditions of donations to the church; for
prayers, psalms, and masses for the souls of benefactors were an essen-
tial part of the community's routine. But their memory was fallible,
especially when major changes in the personnel of the community had
taken place. Already in the 1030s there was a tradition current at
Canterbury that Archbishop £1fric (995-1005) had expelled the secular
clerks and replaced them by monks>; the tradition may exaggerate a
change that was more gradual, but there can be no doubt of the disrup-
tion a few years later caused by the Viking army which in 1011 captured
archbishop £1fheah and all the community (gebadode), and sacked Christ
Ghurch’, The Christ Church historian, Gervase, states that only four
monks escaped from the DanasA; the archives were evidently preserved,
but we may doubt how much knowledge of the benefactors of the church

would survive such disasters. We have no Liber Vitae from Christ

Church; the earliest obituary - inadequate and incomplete though

1, E.g. the wills of £1fgar, Brihtric and £1fswith, Archbishop £lfric,
and Ketel (Whitelock, Wills, 2, 11, 18, 34).

2. K.C.D.715, For the date when this spurious diploma was entered
into the gospel-book, now BeM.Cotton Tib.A.ii, see below PPe

The composition of the community in the late 10th and early 11th
century is discussed below, pp.285-7.

3. A4,8.Chron,, sub anno.
4+ Historical Works, ed. W.Stubbs, (R.S.), ii, p.357.
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it is - is no earlier than c.11001; and the errors of the earliest
Christ Church cartulary, which belongs to the same period, about the
dates of bequests to the church and about the identity of the donors
suggests that the compiler had little evidence beyond what he could
guess from the extant chartersz.

In the 11th century new threats to the estates and rights of
the community and see of Canterbury exposed the inadequacy of their
records. The preference that kings from Cnut onwards showed for
bishops who had been secular clerks trained in the king's service rather
than monks threatened the monastic status of cathedrals like Canterbury,
The estates of the church were endangered by over-mighty nobles - men
like Godwin or Odo of Bayeux who could invade ecclesiastical property
with apparent impunity whilst they retained political fortune. For the
church of Canterbury there were two defences against such threats,

better record-keeping (which, however, could not repair the omissions
and failures of the past) and forgery.

1, The Christ Church obituaries were printed by J.Dart, History and
Antiquities of the Cathedral Church of Canterbury, 1726, endix,
PPoxxili-vi, xoxii-xl1ii.  A,.Boutemy ('Two obituaries of Ghrist
Church', Eng,Hist.Rev., 1, 1935, pp.292-9) has printed a stray
fragment ﬁ%"beth Pal, MS.430, 2nd fly leaf) of the earliest of
these obituaries (Egy.cotton Nero C.IX, f.19-20), and dates it to
¢.1100, Where occasionally these obituaries preserve information
about the donors of lands that cannot be found in the extant
charters, it is posgible that the memory of the community was

thelr source., It is difficult to check the authority of these
traditions,

2. The authority and the date of composition of the main Chrigt
Church cartulary are discussed below, pp.!02-128.
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Six charters to the community and see of Canterbury survive
on single sheets of parchment, but in post-Conquest handsl; they
include a writ purporting to grant to archbishop Stigand and to the
community financial and judicial rights over their estates and men,
diplomas concerning land at Sandwich, Folkestone, and Saltwood, the
settlement of a dispute over Sandwich, and a lease of property at
Reculver, These rights and estates were in dispute after the Conquest,
and were nearly all the subject of prolonged litigation in the reign of
William I, There can be little doubt that these charters were composed
and written after the Norman Conquest to support the claims of the monks,
even though some of them - particularly the documents concerning
Sandwich - may incorporate genuine documents or at least genuine tradi-

tionaz. Other Christ Church documents that may also be classed as

l. Harmer, Writs, 34 (Cant,Ch.Ant.C.3; Facsimile in Bull.J.Rylandg®
Lib., xxii, 1938, p.339); K.C.D.737 (=Crawford Ch., 12, and
Robertson, Charters, 82; Cant,Red Book 15, 17: 0.S.Facs, » 119,
20,  The other mss. are later); Robertson, Charters, 85 (B.M.
Stowe Ch.,41: 0.S,Fac oy iii 41;; K.C.D.742 (B.M.Cotton Ch.X,11:
B.M.Facg., iv 17); K.C.D.75; (Cant.Red Book 23: 0.S.Facg., i 22);
Robertson, Charters, 91 (B.M.Cotton Aug. II 90: B.M.Facg., iv 20).

2. The surviving texts (excluding Penenden) recording the post-Conguest
litigation of Christ Church and the archbishop to recover the
church!s estates are conveniently translated and discussed in Du
Boulay, Lordship, pp.36-46. Folkestone was adjudged to be the
king's benefice in 1078/9, as it had belonged to Earl Godwin (Gf.
Eadmer, Historia Novorum, ed. M,Rule, (R.S.) 1884, p.6). Saltwood
vas deemed in 1078/9 to be held by Hugh de Montfort of the king, as
it too had belonged to Godwin; but by the time of Domesday Book it
had been recovered and was held (still by Hugh) from the archbishop
as 4 knights fees, Sandwich had been recovered from Odo before
1086, but disputes with St Augustine's contimued (C£,above, p. 3y
n.3, and below p,95 n.l). The financial and judicial | rights over
the archbishop's and the community's property were restored to the
church of Canterbury at Penenden Heath (see J.Le Patourel, 'The
Reports of the Trial on Penenden Heath' » Studies ..... presented to
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post-Conguest forgeries have only survived in cartulary texbsl.

Forgery, however, was not restricted to the post-Conquest
period at Canterbury. Already in the second or third decades of the
11th century spurious documents were being entered into Christ Church
gospel-books. The 32 documents inserted at various times between
¢.1030 and ¢.1130 in blank spaces or on extra leaves added between the
end of one gospel and the beginning of another are analysed in a sub-
sequent chaptsrz. They were written into the gospel=book in order to
confer on the transactions they record something of the asuthority of
the gospel itself; but they are not all spurious. Some of the royal
writs are lrreproachable in form and content, and appear to be in con-
temporary handsB; they were copied in to the gospel-books because the
church did not possess the writs in a form that would guarantee their
authenticity to later generations. Brief notes of bequests to the
church which would otherwise have been unrecorded were also entered

into the gospel-books before the Norman GonquestA. These notes are

FoM,Powicke, 1948, p.23). Reculver was one of several Canterbury
estates that William restored according to the obituary of him pre-
served at Canterbury (Du Boulay, Lordship, p.42).

1. K.G.B.727; Harmer, Writs, 31, 32. These spurious documents are
discussed in Harmer, Writs, pp.169 and n.1l, 178-80,

2, Below, pp. 73 - 102. The documents are listed in the order in which
they were inserted into the various gospel-books in Appendix B,

3. Harmer, Writs, 29, 30, 35. For the mss. and the hands, see below,
PP 80-1, Other writs from the gospel-books, however, are not

strictly contemporary, and may not be authentic (Ibid., 26, 27, 28),
see below, pp.77-%!.

4. Robertson, Charters, 88, 89, 96; and Latin notes hitherto
Unprinted, Xppendix A, 8, 9, 10. i
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seldom if ever strictly contemporary with the transactions they record,
even though they are drawn up with the donor in the first person as if
they were written in the donor's presence at the time of the gift; but
the notes are too brief to serve as forgeries, and the details of the
grants do not arouse suspicion. They may be regarded as the first
attempt to improve the methods of recording benefactions at Christ
Church, though to judge from the extant texts the effort was not
maintained for long.

The community at Christ Church was not the only English
church to use its sacred books to preserve documents which for one
reason or another were considered to need additional authority. Before
the development of this practice in Britain and on the continent can be
adequately traced, detailed paleographical analyses of the documents
are neededl. But it is clear that already in the 8th and 9th centuries
land transactions were being recorded in Welsh gospel—booksz, and that
in England the practice was known, notably at St Augustine's, Canterbury,
in the first half of the 10th centu:y3 -~ that is before the continental

1. Dr.Chaplais (Journ.Soc.Archivists, iii (4), 1966, p.174 note 113)
quotes Dr.A,Bruckner that charters are found in missals and
similar books on the continent.

2. The Welsh documents entered in the St Chad Gospels are printed by
.GtEvans and J.Rhys, The Text of the Book of Llan Dav, 1893, PP.
x1iij-xlviii; their date is discussed Turiber by W.M.Lindsay,

Early Welsh Script, 1912, pp.l-7.

3» For the date of the script of the entries in the 6th century gospel-
book from St, Augustine's, Corpus Coll. Cambridge, MS5.285, see N.R.
Ker, Catelogue, no,55. A manumission written in a hand of C.X(i)
is in B.M.Royal I.B.vii, but the provenance ot this 8th century
gospel~book is uncertain.
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monastic reform movement was felt in England. It was not, however,
until the early llth century that the custom spread widely in England,
not only at Christ Church but also at York, Hereford, Worcester, Bath,
Bury St Edmund's, Thorney, and Glastonbury™.

The idea of inserting documents into the sacred books that
were kept on the altar of the church is not perhaps surprising. In the
7th and 8th centuries when an estate was given to a church, a sod from
the land was sometimes placed on the altarz, or on the gosape:l.-bocl:3 .
Later instead of a sod the donor placed the actual document recording
his gift, or the diploma by which the land had originally been booked,
on the altarl*. The idea of actually writing documents in gospel-books

1. To the mss. listed by F.Wormald, ('The Sherborne Cartulary' in Fritz
Sax] Memorial Essays, ed,D.J.Gordon, 1957, p.106) should be added
CsCeCe285 from St Augustine's with 10th and 11th century additions,
and C.C.C.140 and 11th century gospel-book from Bath abbey with
additions beginning in C.XI(ii), Note also that William of
Malmesbury refers to a charter of Eadmund written in gold letters
in a Glastonbury gospel-book (Gesta Regum, ed, W.Stubbs, 1887, R.S,,
1, po)59) and that according to the Worcester cartularist, Hemmdng,
St Wulfstan of Worcester ordered copies of the Wortester charters
%0 be written into the '0ffa Bible' (T,Hearne, Hemingi Chartularium
Ecclesise Wigorniensis, 1723, p.285; NeR.Ker [Heming™s Cartulary',
in Studies in Mediseval History presented to F.M.Powicke, p.65] has
identified these copies as B.M.Cotton Nero E,i,pt.2.ff.181=-4 and
B.M.Add, S, 46204),

2, B.C.8.40, 86, 291.

3¢ B.C.8.107, A similar ceremony is perhaps to be understood from a
difficult passage in a Worcester charter of 855 (B.C.S.490): |
Aepelwulf dux habeat hanc rem episcopo 7 familiae ejus in iiijor
evangeliorum Christi libris cum suo arrato confixum 7 sub Dei
foenore panum ut sic firmiter custodiat'. The charter existed in
chirograph form in the 18th century (H.Wanley, Librorum Veterum

Septentrionalium ..., Catalogus, 1705, p.302, no, 7), so it would
not seem that it was written into the gospel-book,

4o An interesting example from the early 9th century is found in B.C.S.
378 where, on the death of Ealdberht, his kinsman Oswulf took the



may have been suggested by these symbolic ceremonies, and if we could
be certain that the famous uncial charter by which King Hlothere of
Kent granted land in Thanet to Abbot Berhtwald in 6791 had been bound
up with the Utrecht Psalter in early timesz, we could see another
possible source of the practice. The association of charters with
things sacred was also a means of keeping them safe; at least in the
11th century English kings kept their charters with their relics3 , and
at Christ Church before the great fire of 1067, the ansient privileges
and archives of the church were kept in the little separate church of
St John the Baptist where the bodies of the archbishops were buriedl'.

There is no evidence of orderly practices of record=-keeping

at Christ Church before the Conquest. A few isolated documents have

charter concerning an estate at Easole and laid it on the altar at
Minster-in~Thanet before the abbess and community in an attempt to
prevent the land from passing to Archbishop Wulfred as Ealdberht
and his sister Selethryth had agreed. Comparable descriptions of
placing charters on the altar of a church may be found in documepts
from the Christ Church archives of the 10th and 11th centuries
(e.g. Harmer, S.E.H.D., 23; Harmer, Writs, 26).

1. BsC.8.45 (B:M«Cotton Aug.II 2; B.M.Facs., i 1).

2. The strongest argument for an early association of charter and
gospel-book lies in the fact that the charter is unique in bearing
no Christ Church endorsement of the 12th century. (See P,Chaplais,
‘The authenticity and origin of the royal Anglo-Saxon diploma',
Journ.Soc,Archivists, iii (2), 1965, pp.53-4). But I do not think
the evidence of the five horizontal folds, which shows that the
charter once existed separately, can be gainsaid. The folds are
faint because the charter has been treated with some oily substance.

3. 'mid bes cinges haligdome' Whitelock, Wills, 16(11), 29; Robertson,
Charters, 115.

4. Eadmer, Vita Bregowini (ed. B«W.Scholz, Traditio, xxii, 1966), pp.

139-40, 144~5.  The most important seints, however, that is Dunstan,

Wilfrtd, £1fheah, and Oda, were buried at the east end of the main
church,
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10th or 11th century endorsements that may be interpreted as archive
marks, but there was no attempt to work through the whole series until
the 12th century. Even the habit of noting bequests to the church in
a gospel-book had lapsed by the time of Archbishop Stigand, and 1t was
only after the Norman Conguest that a cartulary was compiled that sought
to list all the bequests to the churchl. Nor is there any pre-Conquest
evidence that any member of the community had especial charge of the

muniments, unless we are to interpret the term primicerius applied to

Cuba, who accompanied Archbishop £thelheard at the synod of Clofesho in
798 when he produced the charters to justify the church's claim to the
monastery of Cookham, as implying some secretarial or archival officez.
The archives of the community may have been separate from those of the
archbishop; we know that the estates that supported the community were
separate from the archbishop's lands as early as the late 8th centuryj,
and a charter of 824 recording an exchange of properties between

Archbishop Wulfred and the community shows that the community's title-

deeds were kept distinct from those of the archbishops

'Si quis interrogat quare primitivis telligraffis
vicisse noluerunt, scito ut in eis multorum agrorum
numera congregentur; pro qua etiam causa nil magis
appetere desiderantes, sed cum propriis hereditaris
libellis servandi fieri cautius consiliantes.'4

l. The main Christ Church cartulary is discussed below, pp.102-2%.

2, B.G.8.291. 1In the papal chancery the primicerius was in charge of
e scrinium, but the word in B.C.S5.291 is probably simply a synonym
for praepositus.

3. Below, PPe 256"7-

4e B.C.85.38] (B.M.Stowe Ch,13: 0.S.Facs., iii 13). The hand is
contemporary,
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We have no other references to any division of the archives at Canterbury
before 1066, but at Winchester in the early 1llth century the bishop's
charters were kept distinct from those of the 01d Minsterl, 80 some

separation may have been normal,

e) From 1066 until the Dissolution of the Priory (1540)

After the Norman Conquest the charters of the Anglo-Saxon
period were carefully preserved at Canterbury, as they remained the
esgential proof of the church's title to its estates. The fire of 1067
which gutted the main pre-Conquest church was said by Lanfranc and by
Eadmer to have destroyed many of the ancient privileges of the see2.

But Lanfranc relied on the monks for information about the archives
before the fire, since it was not until 1070 that he became archbishop;
the fire was a useful excuse to explain the absence of authentic evidence
which would establish the Canterbury claim to primatiel authority over
the churches of Britain, The volume of authentic pre-Conguest charters
that survived in the Christ Church archives in no way suggests that

there was large scale destruction of the records of the church in 1067,

There can be no proof that there were no losses in the fire, but we do

1. Robertson, Charters, 98: 'byssa gewrita syndon breo, an is on

galdan.mynstre. oper is mid pa@s bisceopes landbocan. bridde h=fd
sgod,

2. According to Lanfranc the fire destroyed evidences: 'tam authentica
quan eorum exemplaria' (Lanfranci Opera, ed.J.A.Giles, 1844, 1, p.
23~7), According to Eadmer almost all the old privileges of the

church perished in the conflagration (Historia Novorum ed.M.Rule
1884 (R.S.), p.16). ’ ’
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know that some authentic papal letters survived, for they were used
by the forger who produced the famous series of spurious primacy
privilegeal.

Nonetheless the Christ Church archives soon proved deficient
in evidence with which to resist the encroachments of powerful Norman
nobles. Moreover the Conquest introduced new legal concepts by which
bishops were regarded as tenants~in-chief, and their temporalities as
baronies. By the reign of William Rufus, if not before, the king was
not only assuming control of the temporalities of churches during
episcopal vacancies but also exploiting them as a source of royal income
as if they were lay fiefsz. It therefore became a prime concern of
cathedral chapters to prevent the king taking into his hands estates
that had traditionally provided their sustenance and clothing. At
Canterbury since the late 8th century, and perhaps earlier, some estates
bhad been assigned to the needs of the community, but the archbishop
acted for the community in their relations with the outside world?.

This may have provided Rufus with justification on the death of
Archbishop Lanfranc (24th May 1089) for having all the estates of the
church surveyed, asséssing what was necessary for the sustenance of the
monks, and taking the rest into his own handsA. To face this threat

1. Authentic papal privileges seem to underly Bochmer, F&lschungen, 5,
6, 8, and lO.

2. M.Howell, Regalian Right in Mediaeval England, 1962, pp.5-19.

3. The pre-Conquest legal status of the community in relation to their
estates is discussed below, pp.256,260-2.In Domesday Book the lands

of the monks are listed separately from those of the archbishop,
but they are normally said to be held by the archbishop.

4+ Eadmer, Historia Novorum, ed. M.Rule, 188, (R.S.), p.263:'..ecclesiam
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the monks sought to accentuate and define the legal division between
the lands of the monks and those of the archbishop, and to claim for
the community as many of the estates of the church as possible.

The main Christ Church cartulary was compiled towards the end
of the pontificate of Lanfranc, or more probably soon after his death;.
It is an attempt to summarize in chronological order all grants of land
to the community of Canterbury from the time of Augustine's mission.
The documents recording these grants = diplomas, wills, leases, agree-
ments, writs, brief notes in gospel-~books, and so forth - were not
transcribed in full; instead they were transformed into uniform Latin
summaries (irrespective of the language of the original) in the form of
a diploma with disposition, immunity clause and sometimes an anathema.
The cartularist tried to date each donation to the church, even where
the original bore no date, with the result that grants are often
seriously misdated. He also worked on the supposition that the com-
munity at Christ Church had been monastic throughout the 4nglo-Saxon
period, and did not hesitate to record charters to laymen and to
individual archbishops as grants to the monks; in this way he justified
the monks'! title to the estates in his own day. Despite its cavalier

treatment of the original documents and its many errors, this cartulary

o+. Cantuariensem invasit, cuncta quae juris illius erant intus et
extra per clientes suos describi praecepit, taxatoque victu

monachorum inibi Deo famulantium, reliqua sub censum atque in suum
dominium redigi jussit,'

1. The cartulary is analysed and its composition dated below, pp.'02-16
None of the extant mss. (C.C.C.189, ££,195-202; Lambeth 1212, pp.

304=339; Cant.Reg.P., ff,11-29) is earlier than the mid 12th
century.
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remained the only attempt to register all the pre-Conquest documentis
granting lands and rights to Christ Church. During the pontificate of
Anselm and in the wvacancy that followed his death a great many texts
were added to it, and in the 12th and 13th centuries it was frequently
copied at Canterbury.

About the middle of the 12th century the charters of the
church were worked over by a number of scribes who endorsed them with
a brief description of their content and a note indicating whether they
were in Latin or English;. The scribes had access to the charters of
both the archbishop and of the monks, which suggests that they may have
been kept in the same archive~., However it is likely that the arche
bishops kept some charters distinct from those of the chapter; for
12th century documents of interest to both were sometimes issued in
duplicate, one copy for the archbishop and one for the monks, both being
authentic originals duly sealed?. This practise would clearly be

unnecessary had the charters of archbishop and community not been
distinguished,

1. According to J.B.Sheppard (Boyal Commission on Historical MSS, 5th
Rpt., Appendix, p.427a) these endorsements cease in the middle of
the century, and are not found on charters of Henry II. Sheppard
was, however, mistaken in supposing that the same scribe was
responsible for all the endorsements.

2. Neither of the two main endorsing scribes is limited to archie-
piscopal or monastic charters.

3. Dr.Chaplais has drawn attention (Eng,Hist.Rev., 1960 1xxv, p,263-4)
to a chbarter of Henry I to Anselm and the community confirming
earlier grants of William I and Edward the Confessor (= Regesta
Regum Anglo-Normannorum, ed.H.A.Cronne & C.Johnston, ii 840) which
was issued in duplicate inIl00 (Campbell Ch,xxix.5; Lambeth Cart,
Misc, x1), These two mss are endorsed by a 13th century scribe
'reddatur monachis quia duplicatum est', and 'datur archiepiscopo
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Archbishop Anselm gave to the monks full administration of
their own estatesl. This right was zealously maintained when later in
the 12th century a number of bitter quarrels arose between the community
and the archbishops. The efforﬁg of Archbishop Theobald to limit the
revenues of the monks, and of Archoishops Baldwin, Hubert Walter, and
Edmund Rich to recover estates that had peen alienated by their pre-
decessors to the monks in order to endow a collegiate church were
strenuously resistedz. These quarrels drew attention to the need for
archoishop and community to maintain entirely separate archives. The
archbishops had had their own secretariat for writing their letters and
acta since the first half of the 12th century’, but their need to be
constantly journeying about the diocese and province delayed the forma-~
tion of any permanent archiepiscopal archive. Under Hubert Walter an
important development was the composition of a rental of the lands of

the archbishopric as opposed to those of the chapt.erl". Nonetheless the

quia repertum est duplicatum'. This same charter was reissued
again in duplicate in 1106 when Anselm returned from exile, but
only one of the two originals now survives (B.M. Cotton Ch,vii,1).
The endorsements presumably belong to the division of the archives
in 1238 (below, p.56).

1. Eadmer, Histo&l\bvgm, Pe ?.19.

2. For these disputes see Epistolae Cantuarienses, ed. W,Stubbs (R.S.)
1865; there are modern accounts in A,Saltman, Archbishop Theobal
1936, pp.56-64, and C.R.Cheney, Hubert Walter, 1967, pp.135-157,
and C.H.Lawrence, St Edmund of Abingdon, 1960, pp.l6,-8,

3. For the archiepiscopal chancellors and subordinate officials of the

archbishop's chancery, see C.R.Cheney, English Bishops Chanceries
1950, pp,28-37, where the office is traced back to the timg of =’

Archbishop Theobald, and possibly of Ralph d'Escures.

S F- edle
4. See F.R.H. Du Boulay, 'The archbishop as territorial magnate', in

Mediaeval Records of the Archbishops of Canterbury, (The Lambeth
ectures 1960),
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drafts of Archbishop Hubert's letters have only been preserved because
they were transferred to the cathedral muniments, there being no
arrangements for the custody of archiepiscopal records at this timel.
The decision to divide the muniments of the church permanently
between the archbishop and the community was reached only in 1238, In
the previous year the prior John of Chatham and three monks of Christ
Chureh (including the custos cartarum, the sacrist, Simon of Hartlip)
were found to have forged a charter attributed to Thomas Becket against
the interest of the archbishop, and to have altered and then burnt a
privilege of Alexander III which Archbishop Edmund had given to the
previous prior for safe-keeping in the churchg. A papal comnission to
the legate Otto of 22 May 1238 ordered him to examine the muniments of
the church of Canterbury, to assign to the archbishop those which con-
cerned him, to the prior and convent those which concerned the monks;
those of common interest were to go to the archbishop, and where docu-
ments were duplicated one was to go to the archbishop and one to the
conventB. From this time the archives of the archbishop were kept

separate from those of the cathedral priory, and it is no coincidence

l. C.R.Cheney, English Bishops' Chanceriesg, pp.131-2, 138.

2. The affair is analysed by C.R.Cheney, 'Magna Carta Beati Thomes
another Canterbury forgery', Bulletin Inst.Hist.Research, xxxvi,
1963, pp.1=-26, especially p.17-19,

3. BReg,Gregoire IX, no.4371l; Cal,Papal Letters, i 174; there is an
abridged and ial version in Gervase (Historical Works, ed. W,
Stubbs, (BR.S.) 1879, ii, p.132), It was presumably when the
archives were being divided in 1238 that such endorsements on
duplicated charters as 'detur archiepiscopo/reddatur monachis quia

repertum est duplicatum', were writtem. (Above p.Sl note3 ),
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that Archbishop Edmund is the first archbishop known to have had his own
treasurer who had charge of his arcnivesl; for until his time there
were no archiepiscopal archives.

The muniments of the prior and community of course remained
in the cathedral; the archbishop's treasury was probably at first in
his palace, but in or shortly before 1285 it was moved to St Gregory's,
Canterburyg. In the 14th century the archbishop's residence at Lambeth
was also developed as a repository of documents, but Lambeth was sacked
and the records destroyed in the uprising of 1381, However the conven-
lence of having records close to Westminster and London caused the
archbishops to resume their use of Lambeth as an archive; by 1471 the
archbishop's registry was situated in the gatehouse at Lambeth, and
after the Reformation the main body of the archives were moved there.

At Lambeth Palace the Cartae Migcellaneae still form the basic collec-
tion of archiepiscopal charters.

The physicel separation of the ancient archives and the need
to house them adequately acted as a spur both at Christ Church and in
the archbishop's treasury to a thorough reorganisation of their muniments
with three principal aims: (i) to arrange the original charters in a
comprehensible order so that they could be found when they were required,
(i1) to provide full copies of all the documents in a register (cartu-
lary) which could be used for normal administrative needs so as to avoid

the danger of losing or damaging the originals, and (iii) to provide

l. Gf, J.Sayers, 'The mediaeval care and custody of the archbishop of
Canterbury's archives', Bull, Ingt.Hist.Res., xxix, 1966, P.106 n.4,

2. Ibid., ppe95-107. In what follows I am much indebted to Mi
ayers' important study. o




- 58 -

catalogues or finding-lists which would serve as guides to the original
charters.

In the archbishop's treasury some copying and registering of
the archbishops' charters had begun in the 124031, but the effort was
systemmatised during the early years of Archbishop Pecham (1279-92).

To his pontificate shoudd be attributed the compilation by a single
scribe of the bulk of the great archiepiscopal cartulary that is now
Lambeth 1212, which aimed to copy all the archbishops' charters which
survived either in original manuscripts or in later copies in cartu-
lariesz. The ssme scribe also produced a finding-list to the 290
charters in the archiepiscopal treasury at that timeB. This list shows
that the royal diplomas, papal privileges, non-royal charters, and
compositions were stored in 14 vasa, or drawers of a great press or
almery. The charters in each vag are numbered by reign or pontificate,
and the same numbers are found both on the dorse of those of the original
charters that survive among the Cartae Miscellaneae at LambethL, and in

Lambeth 1212 where the documents are transcribed5. By 1330 the

1. E.g. Lambeth 1212 pp.186~225. For the dating of the various parts

of Lambeth 1212 see F.R.H. Du Boulay, The Lordship of Canterbury,
1966, PPe 4=5,

2, Lambeth 1212 pp,14-185, 234-85, 294-301, 304-339. Professor Du
Boulay (loc.cit.) shows that the section of roysl charters (pp.ls-
75) was composed in or after 1277, and the papal documents in or
after 1272, Miss Sayers (Bull,Inst.Hist.Res., xoxix, 1966, p.98)
argues that the cartulary was compiled between 1279 and 1280,

3. Now Lambeth 1212, ppe.4, 68.
4o As first pointed out by Miss Sayers (art.cit., p.98).

5. As demonstrated by A.J.Collins, 'The documents of the Great Charte
1215', Proc.Brit,Acad., xxxiv, 1948, PpP+237=9, "
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accumulation of documents in the archbishop's treasury had necessitated
a new and much larger almery, and a finding-list of that year lists 365
charters (excluding papal privileges) stored in 32 xgggl. The documents
had been rearranged, but all those found in the earlier list are
included.

It is remarkable that these two finding-lists do not include
any pre-Conquest charters. In both lists the royal charters begin
with those of William I, It is in fact likely that none of the
charters of the Anglo-Saxon period had been transferred to the arche-
bishop's treasury. When the scribe of the main part of Lambeth 1212
wished to include pre-Conquest documents in his cartulary, he evidently
had to go to the monks and make a transcript of the main Christ Church
cartulary; his copy, now Lambeth 1212 pp.304-339, is entitled
'Transcripta de veteri libro Gantuar'.'z. Apparently he did not have
access to the original charters,at Christ Church, for he was unaware

that the cartulary he was copying claimed many charters as grants to the
monks where the originals were grants to laymen or to the archbishOpSB.

Somewhat later, probably at the end of the 13th century or
early in the 14th, a different scribe may have had access to the original

1. P.R.0., E,36/137, Printed by I.TeChurchill, 'Table of Canterbury

Archbishopric Charters', in Camden Miscellany XV (Camden Soc., 3rd
891'. ] Jﬂ.i, 1929) ®

2. The relationship of this ms, to other versions of the Christ Church
cartulary is discussed below, pp. 103 -b ,120-8 .

3. And ?s J.A.Robinson ('The early community at Christ Church, Canter-
bury', Journ,Theol,Stud., xxvii, 1926, p.235 n.1, 236 n,1) first
noticed the scribe occasionally mistook the abbreviation for monachi
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documents at Canterbury; his transcripts of pre-Conquest documents of

interest to the archbishops are no Lambeth 1212 pp.384-408., They are

headed 'Transcripta de codicellis primariis sive cartis terrarum

antiquitus dictis landboec', 26 pre-Conquest charters, mostly grants

to archbishops, are transcribed in fulll 3 but they were hurriedly

writt.enz, and it is unclear why they alone were chosen for transcription,

or whether a larger scheme was discontinued. There is no evidence that

any of the 26 charters were ever in the archiepiscopal treasury.

At Christ Church the archives were reorganised in the time of

Prior Henry of Eastry (1285-1331) along lines very similar to those

adopted in the archbishops' treasury. Henry of Eastry was also

responsible for reforms in the administration and exploitation of the

Christ Church estat633 » and for a new catalogue of the 1ibrary4. In the

26

3.
be

in his Christ Church source and extended it as modo. See €.g.B.CqS.
402, The mistake was not made consistently and was not an attempt
Yo deny monastic claims to particular properties.

The contents are:~ B.C.S. 50, 91, 208%, 293, 322, 328%, 340%, 346,
419%, 421, 811%, 860%, 880, 791, 784*,.213, 214, 312, 335, 348,
577"; Harmer,.S.E.H.D., 1, 8%; Robertson, Charters, 85. Those
marked by an asterisk have not survived on single sheets. All these
charters are grants to the archbishop (or to the archbishop and his
church) except 2 grants to South Saxon churches (B.C.S.50, 208), one
to Christ Church (Robertson, Charters, 85), and 2 to laymen concern-
ing estates that later formed part of the monastic manor of Monkton
(B.C.S. 784, 791).

The hand deteriorates rapidly, and early attempts at facsimile (e, 2.
in the transcription of Harmer, S.E.H.D., 1 where some majescule
letters are used) are not sustained, At times the hand is so poor
that tt iskdifficult to be certain whether more than one scribe

was at work,

R.A.L.Smith, Canterbury Cathedral Priory, 1943, pp.22ff,

B.M.Cotton Galba E,iv, ff,128-1.7 ; printed by M.R.James, Ancient

Libraries of Canterbury and Dover, 1903, PP.13=1/2,
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archives his period of office is marked by a great cartulary or

Registrum omnium cartarum et compositionum ecclesise Cantuar', of which

Wo copies survive and which transcribes the 1,995 charters that were
in the archives of the cathedral priory in the early years of the 14th
century'. The cartulary is arranged similarly to Lambeth 1212, and
the charters bhave numbers which agree with the figures found on the
dorse of those of the original charters that are still among the Cartae
Antiguae at Canterbury. The charters of the Anglo-Saxon period are
transcribed in full and in a separate section headed Codicelli; they
are numbered 1 to 20, and corresponding endorsements are found on those
that are extant on single sheets of parc.hmentz. The fact that only
twenty pre-Conquest documents were transeribed is important, for Henry
of Eastry's great register was a most thorough attempt to copy out all
the charters of the church. It suggests that the bulk of the pre-
Conquest records were not kept in the maln charter collection.
Unfortunately no finding-list of Henry of Eagtry's time has
survived, but a summary guide to the Christ Church archive drawn up in

the year 1370 is preserved in a copy made by William Soznner3 « The guide

l. One copy is Cant.Reg.E ;3 another is split up between Cant,
Registers A, B, C, and D,

2. Cant.Reg.A, £f,138-144v(148~154v), Reg.E ££.40-45. The charters
Z:)t‘agsgrg.bed6are;- 1) B.C.S.Z%A, 2) B.C.S.Z?S, 3) B.G.S.2<))3,
20.5,296, 5) B.C.S.319, 6) B.C.S.332, 7) B.C.S.381, 8) B.C.S.
406, 9) B.C.5.407, 10) Harmer, S.B.H.D., &, 11) BsCeS. 811, T3
Robertson, C » 32, 13) Whitelock, Wills, 16(3), 14) Whitelock,
%ll_g, 16(it), 15) Whitelock, Wills, 20, 16) Robertson, Charters,
» 17) Robertson, Charters, 101, 18) Whitelock, Willg, 32*, 19)
Robertson, Charters, 116, 20) Robertson, Charters, &, K.G.D.737,
Those marked by an asterisk have not survived on single sheets,

3. Cant,Ch.Ant, C,232; entitled: ‘Archivum ecclesiae Christi sive
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gives a brief and general description of the contents of each drawer in
the two sides of a great almery; the categories of documents in the
drawers (royal charters, non-royal charters, papal privileges, composi=-
tions etc.) correspond to the divisions of Henry of Eastry's register,
and there can be little doubt that the almery and its arrangement date
from his time., The 10th drawer (vag) of the northern side of the
almery is stated to contain 'codicellos latine et anglice', and these

were doubtless the 20 codicelli transcribed in Registers A and El.

Henry of Eastry's general cartulary served the needs of the
community for the rest of the Middle Agesz, but it was altogether too

descriptio atque supervisio omnium chartarum et munimentorum quae
in vasis tam borealibus quam australibus armarii chartophylacis,
facta per Ioh. de Glocestria, Ioh, de Eastria, custodes A.D.mccclxx!’.

1. & fragment of a full finding-list in a 15th century hand has
survived (P.R.0. E.36/138), It is very poorly arranged and fails
to distinguish between the northern and southern sides of the almery.,
The yasa are called cistae, but it is nonetheless clear that the
same press similarly numbered is being described. Unfortunately
the extant fragment does not include the 10th vag or cista. It does,
however, show that a few pre-Conquest documents had found their vay
into drawers where they did not belong, namely: in 5th cista no.13
'littera Eadsini sacerdotis qui dedit ... eccl' Christi Cant!
Apuldre, Orpington, Palstre, Wictricesham anno domini mcoxit!
(= Bobertson, Charters, 86g, no.l4 'carta Eadwardi regis de sake et
soke' (= Harmer, Writg, 33), no.16 'codicellus Edgari regis de
privilegiis et prerogativa Cant' ecclesie anno 948 (= B.C.S.1038/9),
in 6th cista no.52 'decretum vetus Athelardi archiepiscopi de liber-
tate ecclesiarum, lingua saxonica (B.C.S.290a), in cista marked
with signy, no,1 'consilium Celnothi archiepiscopi apud kingestun
adunatam ubi sibi et ecclesiae Malling recuperavit' (= B.GC.S.421) ,

in 2nd cista no,4l 'carta Kanuti regis de corona sua aures et de
portu Sandwici'! (= K.C.D.737),

2. One of the 2 copies was split up in the period 1400-1430, and
greatly expanded with material, from the main Christ Church cartu-
lary, from Domesday Monachorum, from rentals and from documents of
the 14th century, so that it now fills four volumes, Cant.Registers
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vast a work for speedy reference and day to day use. Already during
Eastry's priorate more selective hand-cartularies were compiledl. A
slightly different need was met in the opening years of the 15th century
by the compilation of brief lists of donations to s Christ Church.
Gervase of Canterbury had intended to include a list of the gifts of
kings and bishops to supplement the information in his Actus Pontifigggz.
But it was not until ¢.1400 when Stephen Birchington was copying the

Actus Pontificum that any such list was c::omp:i.led3 . The author sought

to record in chronological order the bequests of the chief manors of the
community from the foundation of the church until his own day. It was a
hurried and careless work which used neither the main Christ Church
cartulary, nor Henry of Eastry's register. The list records the date,
the name of the donor and of the estate, but no further details of the

grants except to say that the land was M&Q&@Ao It is of

A, B, C, and D, A few documents that had come to reside in Henry
of Eastry's almery are transcribed in full (Harmer, S.E.H.D., 8;
B.,C.S.880, 1185; K.C.D.689).

1. Such as Cant.Reg.I ff,5-123, which only includes three pre-Conquest
charters in its section on royal charters (K.C.D.,737; Harmer,
Writs, 33; Robertson, Charters, 95).

2, Historical Works of Gervase, ed.W.Stubbs (R.S.), 1880, ii, 325, 348.
Gervase had access to the original charters, or some of them, but he
uses them little, relying mostly on the main Christ Church cartulary,

3. The earliest copies of this list are Lambeth Palace, MS,303 ff,112
119 and Cant.Roll C.158, Lambeth 303 is Birchington's copy of the
Actus Pontificum,

4o Adisham the firgt manor in the list was rtedly granted K
Eadbald in 616 (B.C.S.12) with immunity ?‘?ggoall sgcglar servbice:s-ng
and payments except the three common burdens. The compiler of the
list made use of information in Gervase, in the Christ Church
obituaries; he had access to a few charters in Henry of Eastry's
almery, and possibly to a brief cartulary tbat has not survived,
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interest because despite its errors and omissions it records three
bequests to Christ Church which have not been preserved either on single
sheets or in any cartulary cOpyl. This list filled an immediate need,
and many copies on rolls and small quires are known of the 15th and 16th
centuries; it was also soon extended and improved with additional
entries from the main Christ Church cartulary which more than doubled
its lengthz. But as a record of the church's acquisition of its
estates it suffered from the fact that neither its compiler nor those
who extended it had access to the main body of the pre-Conquest charters
of the church.

It is difficult to understand how the bulk of the pre-~lonquest

charters escaped not only the division of the archives in 1238 , and the

In its original version the 1list contained 57 entries covering the
years 597-1395., Some of the mss, are discussed by E.G.Box,
'Donations of manors to Christ Church', Archaeologia Cantiana, xliv,
1932, pp.103-19.

1. &) Loose (Kent) purportedly given by King £thelwulf to a widow Suete
and her daughter, who gave it to Christ Church; b) Bramling (Kent)
iven to Christ Church by Wullaf who had received it from Edwif rex
gic !); ) Myddyltun (Milton Hall in Prittlewell, Essex ?) given
to Christ Church by Lyfchild (Leofcild) with later confirmation by
King Ceolwulf. Some mss. stete that the bequest of Southchurch
(Essex) by Lyfstan was also confirmed by Ceolwulf, but the earlier
mss. have Henry II instead! None of these supposed bequests are
dated, and the details may well be unreliable; it is likely that
the source was a Christ Church obituary that has not survived.

2, Later mss. of the list are:- OCant.Roll C,157; Oxford, Corpus
Christi Coll.MS.256 ff.82-87v (C.XV.)., Cant.Roll C,156; Cambridge,
Corpus Christi Coll.MS.298 pt2 pp,61-85 (C.XVI.). B.M.Harley MS.258
ff, 19v-23; Oxford, Bodl,Lib., Dugdale MS.21 ff.19v-25. The
extended version has not survived in ms., but was printed from
different mss. by W.Somner, (Antiquities of Canter » 2nd ed.
(1703), appendix pp.36-4l) and by W,Dugdale (Monasticon Anglicam ,
2nd ed.1846, i, pp.95=8).
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reorganisation of the muniments and the copying into registers of all
the charters of Christ Church under Prior Henry of Eastry, but also all
later attempts to revise his registers and to draw up new lists of dona=-
tions to the church of Canterbury. A few early charters were stated in
the early 15th century to be 'in cancellariam nostram'; but they prove
to be identical with the 20 codicelli copied into Henry of Eastry's
regis’wrl. Perhaps we should not seek for orderly and consistent
arrengement in a mediaeval archive; we know that even in Prior Eastry's
time miscellaneous documents were kept in hampers, linen sacks, and
pyxes in various places about the church, even in the dormitoryz. But
it would be surprising if the pre-Conquest charters which provided the
church!s title to nearly all its estates were kept so haphazardly, or
that they should then elude successive searches of the muniments, We
know that at St Paul's, London, already in the early 12th century there
wes a treasury close to the high altar which was guarded by a watchmans.
At Canterbury the treasury - a handsome chamber off the choir begun under
Archbishop Anselm and completed in 1130 - is still in use to this day as
a place of safe deposit for the chief treasures of the cathedral; until
the 19th century it also contained a mass of archive materia.lA. It is

1. E.g. Cant.,Reg.B, f,148v gives the text of Harmer, S.E.H.D., 8 and
BeCeS.530, and then adds, 'ut patet per cartam suam superius anglice
inde confectam, potius dicimus codicellum, qui usque in hanec diem in
cancellariam nostram honestissime conservatur tale signaculo
consignitus(@).' The charter is no.l0 among the codicelli in
Eastry's register (Reg.E.f./2v, Reg.A.f.141l (151)).

2., GCant.Reg.l., ff.452«77,

See Roysl Commission on Hist.MSS.9th Rpt,
AEEendj-x’ p.74-5.

3. M.Gibbs, Early Charters of St Pauls (Camden Soc, 3rd ser., lvii,
1939), p.xxxvi and no,273. -

4. For information about the treasury I am indebted to Dr, W.Urry, the
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noteworthy that the altar books ~ illuminated gospels, bibles, and
liturgical works - were not included in Henry of Eastry's catalogue of
the library, for the simple reason that they were too valuable to be
kept in the libraryl. In view of the fact that some charters of the
Anglo-Saxon period are known to have been placed on the altar at Christ
Church, and that others were copied into gospel-books, it seems reason-
able to conjecture that the bulk of the pre-Conquest documents were kept

with them near the high altar in the treasury of the catbedralz.

f) From the Dissolution until the present day
The dissolution of the cathedral priory (20th March 1540)° did

not cause such a revolution in the Christ Church muniments as might have
been expected. For the bulk of the monastic estates soon passed intact
to the new cathedral cha.pterl' » and it may be doubted whether the title-
deeds ever actually left the cathedral treasury. Nor did the complex
process by which most of the archiepiscopal manors passed into the king's
bands (and subsequently to lay gentry) in exchange for other sources of

cathedral librarian. A few years ago some lost documents came to
light in a forgotten cupboard in the treasury.

1, M.Re.James, Ancient Libraries of Canterbury and DPover, 1903, p,xxv.

2. Gervase says nothing of the treasury in his description of the
cathedral before and after the fire of 1174 (Historical Works, ed.,
-Stubbs, 1879, i pp.1-29), but his concern was primarily with the
relics of the Canterbury saints and the position of their altars,

3. Letters & Papers; Foreign & Domestics He ViIi, xv, no,378.
4« In May 1541, see ibid., xvi (i), no, 878.
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revennel lead to the dispersal of the pre~Conquest documents concerning
these estates; for the archbishops! treasury had never acquired any
charters earlier than the reign of William 12 « We might suppose that
the charters of the Anglo-Saxon period, having thus survived Henry VIII's
revolution, would have been preserved in the archives of the Dean and
Chapter until the present day; but the 28 documents on single sheets of
parchment purporting to date to the Anglo-Saxon period that survive in
the cathedral muniment-room today are only a small fraction of those

that existed in 15403.

The main threat to the pre-Conguest title~deeds came not from
royal interference, but from the attentions of local gentry with anti=
quarian interests. John Twyne, master of King's School, Canterbury,
and his sons, John and Thomas, are knmown to have acquired books from the
Christ Church library, and cartularies from the archives s Wwithin a few

years of the Dissolution‘; later Kentish antiquaries like La.mbav.rde5 and

l. F.R.He Du Boulay, 'Archbishop Cranmer and the Canterbury temporal-
itles', Eng,Hist,Reyv., lxvii (1952), pp.19-36. Notice (ibid., p.33)
that the relevant muniments should have been handed over with the
lands to the Court of Augmentations.

2. Above p,59, The experience at Winchester seems to have peen
different, The charters that passed to Winchester College (Winchester
College Muniment Room, cabinet 7 drawer 2 nosel=4: O.S.Facs,, ii
Winchester College 1-4) from the New Minster concern estates that
were given to the College soon after the Dissolution,

3. And some of these 28 are probably post-Reformation acquisitions (see
8bove pp. 3| al, LO a3,

4o M.ReJames, Ancient Libraries of Canterbury and Dover, 1903, Pelxxxii;
of the Christ Church cartularies, C.C.C.189 ff,195-201 belonged to

Thomas Twyne (1543-1613), and B.M.Cotton Galba E.iv fos,1-86 belonged
to John Twyne (the father, 1501-1581), before passing to the son, John,

5. W,Lambarde, Perambulation of Kent, 1570,




.Philipotl had access to the Christ Church archives, in particular to the
cartularies. Whether these men also acquired pre-Conquest charters
from the treasury is not knmown, but it is by no means improbable. In
the early 17th century the interest of educated gentlemen in genealogy
and heraldry, and in local history and topography naturally led them to
the study of charters, and they were able to obtain enormous collections
of charters from the great ecclesiastical archives, Sir Robert Cotton
secured by means that are still little understood 120 pre-Conquest
charters, and no less than 56 of these were from Christ Ghurchz. One
of Cotton's sources was the Kentish antiquary, Sir Edward Dering, who in
a famous letter of 10th May 1630 promised to send to Sir Robert not only
an original manuseript of Magna Carta from Dover Castle where he was
Lisutenant, but also 'the Saxon charters as fast as I can copy them'3.
Dering's copies of 1630 have survived, and they show that at least six
charters that subsequently formed part of Cotton's collection on the

shelf, Augustug II, had been in Dering's hands in 16304. We do not

1. J.Philipot, Villare Cantium, published by his son T,Philipot, 1659.

2. One Christ Church charter (K.C.De742: B.M.Cotton Ch,X,11) is among
the Cotton Charters, the remaining 55 are all in B.M.Cotton Augustus
II (nos.2, 10, 1621, 23, 26~8, 32, 34~y 42, 47, 52, 55, 57, 59-62,
64~75, T1-9, 82-3, 86-102). It is not clear whether the order of
the charters in this ecollection bears any relation to the order in
which Cotton acquired them,

3. B.M.Cotton Julius C.iii f,143, quoted by C.E.Wright, 'Sir Edward
Dering; a 17th century antiquary and his 'Saxon' charters', in The
Early Cultures of N.W. Europe (H.M.Chadwick Memorial Essgy_g5, 1950,
p.375. My account of Dering's acquisition of Christ Church charters
and of the fortunes of his collection is largely drawn from this
important artide,

4. Dering's transcripts were identified by C.E.Wright (art,cit.) as
B.M.Stowe M5.853 ff,2-36, and his fair copy of these as B.M.Add.MS,
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know whether Cotton had other Kentish sources or whether he himself
visited Christ Church and came away with the kernel of what was to be
the Augustus II collection. In the Cotton library these Christ Church
charters bave remained ever since; for being bequeathed to the nation
by the third baronet, Sir John Cotton, in 1700, and passing to the
British Museum at its foundation in 1753, they nonetheless retain their
classification by the bookcases and shelf-numbers of Sir Robert's
1library.

Sir Edward Dering was not content for long merely to pass on
to Cotton the documents that he removed from the archives of Christ
Church, St Augustine's, and of Dover Castle. His own collection of
40 pre-Conquest charters, all from Christ Church, remained for over a
century in the library at Surrenden Dering. 37 of them were bought in
1765 or 1766 by Thomas Astle, from whom they passed in 1803 to the
Marquess of Buckingham, and in 1849 to the Earl of Ashburnham, before
being sold to the British Museum in 18831. Three of Dering's !Saxon
charters! had a different history: one which has not survived and is
only known from Dering's transcript was probably lost before Astle

purchased the ccllect:’.on2 ; another seems to have been separated from

43471 in which marginal notes indicate the 6 charters tbat had gone
to Cotton. These 6 documents (now Cotton Aug,II 10, 96, 97, 98, 101,
102) all bear marks indicating Dering's ownership on the dorse. For
these marks, see the agreement between Dering, Dugdale, Hatton, and
Shirley printed by L.B.Larking'®n the Surrenden Charters!,
Archaeologia Cantiana, i (1858), p.55-8.

l, C.E.Wright, art.cit., especially pp.380=-2. The charters retain the
numbers that they were given in the Buckingham library at Stowe, and
are novw B.M.Stowe Charters 1-30, 35, 37-42. It is not clear why
C.E.Wright omitted BeM.Stowe Charters 41 and 42 which are both from
Christ Church and both have Dering's marks on the dorse.

2. B.C.S. 1336 from B.M.Stowe 853 £.Qv —11 Tam 4La -2+ o =
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the rest of the collection, for it was sold along with many post-Conquest
charters from the Dering library in 1861, and was finally acquired by the
Kent County Record Office in 19451 ; the third has remained in the Dering
femily owing to the mistaken belief that it is concerned with the
ancestral estate at Surrenden Deringz.

Cotton and Dering were certainly the principal despoilers of
the Christ Church collection of pre-Conquest charters. But there may
well have been others whose manuscripts have not survived. In 1637
Archbishop Laud attempted to halt the losses from the archives by order-
ing that the records and muniments of the church be kept under lock and
key in the inner room of the treasury, and that a skillful man should
be appointed to catalogue them so that the archives could be conveniently
consulted and losses detectedB. Through Laud's influence William Somner

was appointed the first Keeper of the cathedral archivesl'. Somner used

Dering's transcripts, see C.E.Wright, art.cit., p.382.

1. B.C.S.99 (printed from Christ Church and St Augustine's cartularies
and from Dering's transcript). A photograph of the charter and an
account of its history was published by G.Ward in Archaeologia
Cantiana, 1x (1947), pp.l-1l4.

2., Robertson, Charters, 75; there is a fac-simile in Archaeologisa
Cantiana, i (1858), opposite p.65. The charter is now in the
possession of Mrs.M.Sturges of Biddenden. For the identification of
the estate, see K.Wallenberg, Kentish Place-Namesg, 1931, pe331=2. The
charter has a Christ Church endorsement of the 12th century so there
is no question of its having belonged to the Dering family since
pre-Conquest times.

3. Cal,State Papers, Domestic.1637, p.87=-8., If Somner attempted a
catalogue, it has not survived. The only catalogue of the cathedral
archives remains the manuscript catalogue of Cyprian Bunce of c¢.1800,

4. There is no adequate survey of Somner's career. White Kennett's
brief memoir published in expanded form in the 1726 edition of

Somner's Antigquities of Canterbury is useful but very incomplete.
p.T.0.
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his position not only to investigate the history of the city of
Canterbury, but also to become the foremost Anglo-Saxon scholar of his
day. Among the documents which he printed in the appendices to his

Antiquities of Canterbury (1640) and A Treatise of Gavelkind (1660) were

many pre-Conquest charters, and he quoted passages from others in the
text of his books. Most of these charters are still extant at
Canterbury, but 8 have been lost since Somner's timel. They may have
perished in the fire in the cathedral Audit House in 1670, or they may
have been removed by later antiquaries whose manuscripts have not passed
into the national collections.

Thus it may be seen what a role fortune has played in the
survival of the Christ Church archives. The efforts of Laud, and of
Somner and his successors, to preserve this incomparable heritage did
check the outflow of important documents. But the survival of so many
pre-Conquest charters from Christ Church is less the result of their

efforts than of the fact that the archives were systematically despoiled

The account in the Dictionary of National Biography gives some
indication of Somner's contribution to Old English studies.

l. B.C.S5.317, 342, 344, 445; Robertson, Charters, 77, 86; Appendix
nos.l, 3. Somner also refers to a charter of 956 witnessed by
Hlothwig port-reeve (Antiquities, 1640, p.364) which if it is not a
misdated reference to B.C.S5.1212 must refer to a ninth lost charter.
(See W.Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, 1967, p.82 n.6).
Somner was a knowledgeable and reliable transcriber, but his printer
frequently let him down. His own corrected copies of Antiguities
and Gavelkind are still in the cathedral library. Battely had
access to them, but does not seem to have incorporated Somner's
corrections to O.E.texts in his edition of the Antiquities (1703).
(See W.Urry op,cit., p.385).
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in the early 17¢h century by two men, Sir Robert Cotton and Sir Edward
Dering, whose manuscript collections were so large that later scholars
never entirely lost sight of them. The more piecemeal robbing of

other ecclesiastical archives proved immeasurably more destructive.



CHAPTER 2

COPIES OF CHRIST CHURCH CHARTERS

A) Entries in Gospel-books

An innovation in the practice of record-keeping was made at
Christ Church as in many other English churches early in the 1lth
century. Copies of documents of particular interest and notes of
otherwise unrecorded benefactions were entered into gospel~books
belonging to the church in order to reinforce the church's possession
of estates or rights by the association of the record with the sacred
bookt. Four Christ Ghurch gospel-books (B.M.Cotton Tiberius A ii,
Lambeth Palace MS,771 (MacDurnan Gospels), B.M.Royal I.D.ix, and St
John's Coll. Oxford MS,194) received such entries inserted on available
blank spaces between the end of one gospel and the beginning of another,
or (if space was lacking) on new leaves that were specially inserted.

Some of the leaves on which these texts were written were removed early

1. I have not considered in this chapter the letter of Pope John XII
to Archbishop Dunstan (Boehmer, Filschungen, no.10) which was copied
(long before it was interpolated by the forger of the primac
forgeries) at the head of a Canterbury pontifical of C.X.(ii) by the
scribe of the main text (Paris, B.N.Latin MS,943, f.7), The purpose
of including the papal letter conferring the ium on Dunstan in
the pontifical was to give authority (or identity ?) to the ponti-
fical, rather than to the document; it therefore does not come
under the same category as documents entered into gospel-books,
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in the 17th century by Sir Robert Cotton and bound up with other books
in his library; but thanks to the work of N.R.Kerl the original form of
the Christ Church gospel-books can be reconstructed, and the order in

which the various documents were inserted can be ascertained with some

confidence (Appendix B).

i) The 'refoundation' charter (Plate Ia)

The earliest documents copied into Christ Church gospels are
the purported refoundation of the monastic chapter by £thelred and
Archbishop £1fric in J.00€>2 » and the writ of Cnut to Archbishop Lyfing
purporting to confirm the privileges granted by his predecessors to the
church of CanterburyB. Both documents are in the same hand, that of a
Canterbury scribe who was certainly at work in the first half of the
11th century since he also wrote a Latin diploma of Cnut granting land
at Hazelhurst in Sussex to Archbishop Elfstan (Lyfing) in 1018 which
survives on a single sheet and appears to be both genuine and contem-
poraryA. Unfortunately, however, we cannot assume that the two texts
that this scribe wrote into Canterbury gospel-books are also strictly
contemporary. The refoundation charter of Ethelred which includes a

1. British Museum Quarterly, xii (1937-8), pp.130-1; Catalogue, nos.
185, 284.

2. K.C.D.715, originally in B.M.Cotton Tib.A,ii, now Cotton Claudius
A.iii, ff,2-3v, 4~6, See Appendix B, I art.c., and Plate Ia.

3. Harmer, Writs, 26, form B.M.Royal I.D,ix fe44v (Appendix B, III
art!b.s.

4. B.M.Stowe Ch.38: 0.S.Facg., iii 39, The identification of the

band was first made by Dr. Chaplais (Journ,Soc.Archivists, iii (4),
1966, p.174.
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generel confirmation of all the estates of the reformed monastic community
cannot be authentic since the date (1006) is incompatible with the text

of the document and with the witnesses, and the witnesses are incompatible
with the list of estatesl. It is possible that Zthelred did in fact
assist Archbishop £1fric to expel the clerks from Christ Church and
establish monks in their stead as the charter claims; but the inconsist-
encies are not such as could have arisen through faulty copying of an
authentic document. It is difficult to be certain how early such

errors could be made, but some of the purported witnesses were certainly
still alive in the early years of Cnut's reign?. Since the hand can
scarcely be later than the first half of the 1llth century, a historical
context must be sought in the second quarter of the century to explain

the desire to give spurious authority to the monastic status of the
cathedral community and to those estates that were specificly assigned

to them. Towards the end of his reign Cnut began to appoint priests

from the royal household, rather than monks, to the English bishoprics.

1. It is dated 1006, and includes estates (Westw£ll, Risborough) which
only yassed to the community at the death of Archbishop Zl1frie
(1005) in accordance with his will (Whitelock, Wills, 18). But the
charter is attested by Archbishop £1fric, and indeed is said to
have been drawn up at his urging; the other witnesses point to a
date in 1001 or 1002, The witness-list agrees very largely with
that of a Canterbury charter of 1002 (ms,1003) (BsM.Stowe Ch, 35:
O.S.Facs.,, iii 36), and may have been based upon it. The inclusion
of Appledore (Kents among the estates confirmed to the monks is
surprising since this estate only passed to the monks about the
year 1032 (Robertson, Charters, 86).

2. Abbot Elfsige of Ely died in 1019, ealdorman Leofwine in or shortly
beofre 1023.
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In 1032 the kings priest, £1fwine, was appointed to Winchesterl, where

he acquired a scandalous reputationz. About the same time Cnut began
to groom another of his priests, Eadsige, for Canterbury. It is likely
to have been at the community's insistence that Eadsige beaame a mon]é ’
so that the line of monk-archbishops unbroken since Dunstan should not
be interrupted, and the precedent of electing one of the community in
accordance with the Rule of St Benedict and the Re rig Concordia, as

bhad been established by the election of £thelnoth, the dean, in 1020,
should be maintainedl*. In these circumstances fears for the future
status of the monastic chapter and its endowment would inevitably be

near the surface, and may well explain the resort to forgery in ome of

1, A-S,Chron,'E', sub anno., For Cnut's policy, see F,Barlow, The
English Church, 1000=1066, p.75.

2, In the 13th century Annales Ecclesie Wintoniensis and in Thomas of
Budborne's Historia Maior Wintoniensis a scandalous relationship
between £1lfwine and Emma, the mother of Edward the Confessor, is
made the cause of Edward's proceedings against Emma in 1043; but
Edward is proved misguided by a miracle of St Swithun (Anglis Sacra,
ed. H.Wharton, i, ps291=3, 233-4).

3. Robertson, Charters, 86, records various grants and leases to Christ
Church by Eadsige when he became a monk. The charter only survives
in Somner's copy, but there seems no reason to reject its authentic-
ity. The grants were conditional upon the community's loyalty to
Eadsige. The document is undated, and must clearly be earlier than
1035 when Eadsige was consecrated oishop (see below, p.24!). The
main Christ Church cartulary dates the grant 1035 Zeg.Lambeth 1212
Pe329), but wrongly styles Eadsige bishop. The late 15th cen
lists of donations provide the more probable date of 1032 (e.g.
W.Dugdale, Monasticon Anglicanum (2nd.eds1846), i, Ps97)e It may
be noted that according to Winchester tradition £1fwine also became
a monk before he was consecrated bishop (Anglia Sacra, i, p.133).

4e A=S,Chron,, 1020, 1038; Regularig Concordia, ed.T+Symons, c.9;

Benedicti Regula, ed.R.Hanslik in Corpus SS. Ecclesiasticorum
Latinorum, 1960, c.lxiv.
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the church's most prized gospel-booksl.
1) Writs

The fact that the only fullelength diploma among the texts
inserted into Christ Church gospel-books is spurious suggests caution
before we accept the many shorter writs and notes whose authenticity is
less easily tested, since they are not dated and do not have witness~-
lists. The same scribe who entered the 'refoundation' charter of
Ethelred into B.M«Cotton Tiberiue A.ii also wrote in another Christ
Church gospel-book (BsM.Royal I.,D.ix) a writ of Cmut purporting to con-
firm at the request of Archbishop Lyfing the liberties of Christ Churchz.

The writs address to 'all my thegns twelfhynde 7 twihynde' is unique, but

since the writ is largely narrative and since the scribe was writing in
the first half of the 1llth century, it is not surprising that there are
no conclusive objections to its authenticity. The substance of the
writ however, is at least remarkable: Archbishop Lyfing is said to have
complained to the king that Christ Church had less mund than hitherto,

and to apparently to have refused the suggestion that he should draw up

1, In view of the later entries in Cotton Tiberius A.ii it is not easy
to suppose that the band of K.C.D.715 could be as late as 1051 when
on the death of Eadsige the monks attempted to secure the election
of one of their number, but failed to secure the king's consent
(Vite Eadwardi, ed.F.Barlow, pp.18-19), If the tradition recorded
by Gervase (Historical Works, ed. W.Stubbs (ReS.), ii, p.361) that
only 4 monks survived the sack of Canterbury in 1011, and that it
was necessary to introduce secular clerks until they were expelled
by Archbishop £thelnoth ¢,1021 has any basis in fact, it would pro-
vide an alternative context for the forging of K.C.D.715 and one
that would be closer in time to the authentic charter of the same
scribe (B.Me.Stowe Ch.39 of 1018).

2, Harmer, Writs, 26 (= Appendix B, III art.b.).
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a new charter of freedom (freols) on the grounds that he had such
charters in plenty if only they were worth anything; instead Cnut is
stated to have performed a public ceremony which involved placing the
charters (freolsas) of Cnut's predecessors on the altar at Christ Church.
Ethelbert is the only king who is named as having grented liberties o
the chureh, and this attribution of Christ Church's freedom to Ethelbert
recalls the statement in the same scribe's forged !refoundation' charter
of Athelred that the establishment of monks at Christ Church had been
made with Ethelbert's approval ('rege piissimo annuente Edelberhto!).
Certainly if Cnut placed on the altar a charter of Ethelbert granting
liberties to the church of Canterbury, it must have been a forgery.

Amongst the freolsas of other kings was doubtless the spurious
privilege of Wihtred of Kent confirmed by Zthelbald of Mercias which pur-
ports to free Christ Church from secular burdens and to give the
archbishop control of the elections of the abbots and abbesgses of Kentish
monasteriesl. It cannot be a coincidence that the only pre-Conquest
text of this document is in the same hand as Cnut's purported writ

confirming the freolsas of earlier kingsz, and that there are verbal

1. BeC.S.91 (B.MeStowe Ch.2: Q.S.Facg.,, iii 2)s See below pp.222-5
where I suggest that this charter was originally forged in the 9th
century, but may have been modified in the 1lth, It should be noted
that the 15th century cartulary, Cant.Reg.h., records a charter pur-
porting to be the freola of Cnut drawn up as a result of the writ
and that it specifically refers to 'libertatem monasteriorum intra
Cantiam positorum' (K.C.D.727).

2, The identification was made by P,Chaplais (Journ.Soc.Archivists, iii
(4), 1966, pel74 n.118) and seems acceptable tho' the scribe of B.M,
Stowe Ch.2 twice uses the curved form of y which is not found in his

other writings. It may derive from his exgmplafmjﬁﬁis forve
originally composed in the 9th century. N €Ty was
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similarities between the two documentsl. Cnut's writ to confirm the
freedom of Christ Church therefore keeps bad company; this does not
rule out the possibility that the writ is an accurate copy of a message
addressed by the king to the shire court of Kent, but the suspicion
remains that it may have been convenient at Canterbury in the years
after Cnut's death to claim that he had confirmed the privileges of
Christ Church in a way that neatly avoided the necessity to produce a
formel Latin diploma with full lists of witnessesz.

Four other Christ Church writs were entered into another
Christ Church gospel-book, the MacDurnan Gogpel 3 , and a fifth into
B.M.Cotton Tiberius A,ii% The letter of Archbishop Wulfstan of York
to Cout announcing the consecration of Archbishop Zthelnoth (1020) is

written in a hand that may well be contemporary, and is closely

1. BeCsSe 91 Harmer, Writs, 26
(Bracketed phrasee are from the
earlier of the two anathemas)

'Si quie autem tyrannica potestate 'pet nefre man ne sy swa

inflatus ex habitu secularium geu dyrsti. sy he gehadod, sy
ecclesiasticarum (huic kartule) he lswode bt @nig para

infringere minuere temptaverit.... binga gelytlie be on bpam
nisi digna satisfactione correxerit freolse stent....butan he

judicio episcoporum (nisi ante hit be stidlicor gebete e&r
pleniter emendaverit judicio his =nde be b#s arcebisceopes
episcopi)’. tecinge, !

2, Only Earl Thorkell is mentioned as having been present at the

ceremony at the altar; he was exiled in 1021, and died shortly
after 1023,

3. Laubeth Palace MS.77L, ££.69v, 1l4v, BuM.Cotton Tib,Byiv £.87, &7y, .
Harmer, Writs 27, 28, 30, 29 (= Appendix B, II arts, b, c, d, and o).

4. BeMcCotton Claudius A.iii, £,5v;

I art.k.).

Harmer, Writs, 35 (= Appendix B,
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comparable to that of the three later writs of Cnut in this gospel-book.
But we need to ask why the monks of Christ Church should wish o enter
a text that conveyed no rights into one of their gospels. No other
archbishop was singled out in this way, so it would seem that either

the election of Ethelnoth, who had been dean of the community, or his
consecration by an outstanding archbishop of York, or the combination
of these two events, was regarded as a particularly important precedent
which required permanent testimony. The evidence does not allow us to
judge whether the 'writ! of Wulfstan is a strictly contemporary copy of
8 letter actually sent by Wulfstan, or a somewhat later copy, or whether
it is the composition of a Canterbury scribe corresponding to the sense
of a message sent to the king by Wulfs’oanl.

The three remaining writs of Cnut copied into the MacDurnan

Gospels (Harmer, Writs, 28, 29, 30) are all in a single hand; they are
written on two leaves that were especlially inserted into the book after
the gospels of Mark and of John, and they are set out on the page in
the same manner and appear to be in the same :i.nkz. There can be little
doubt that all three were written on the same occasion, that is not

before 1035, the date of the two writs that are addressed to Bishop

1. The 'writ' is too short to show decisive evidence of Wulfstan's
style. Miss Harmer (Writs, p.449) noted that the expression 'bpet

e witan on Gode ba mebe’ is also found in Wulfstan's Sermo Lupl ad
f"gg'ios (ed.D,Whitelock, 1939, p.33 1.84): 'gif man on Gode gride
mebe witan wolde'.

2., There cannot be complete certainty, since one leaf is in Lambeth
Palace Library, the other in the British Museum. I have not peen
able to identify other works by this scribe, but the hand is
certainly of C.XI.(i).
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Badsige (Harmer, Writs, 29, 30). The writ granting Archbishop Zthelnoth
judicial and finaneial rights over the lands of the church of Canterbury
was therefore copied into the gospel-book at least 15 years after
Kthelnoth's accessionl, at a time when, as the writs addressed to Eadsige
show, there were disputes over the landed possessions of the church and
over the payments and services due from them. In its formulae and in
content, as Miss Harmer showedz, it is beyond reproach; but we have no
means of determining whether it is a reliable copy of a genuine writ of
Cnut or whether it was composed by a Canterbury monk ¢,1035-40. In
either event it confirms the evidence of the 'writ! of Wu]%tan that
there was a desire at Canterbury during or soon after Cnut's reign to
mark the precendent of Zthelnoth's election by preserving in more
authoritative form documents associated with his consecration and
succession, We may leave open until later the question of why these
documents should need the added authority of the gospel-booka.

iii) Notes of bequests

The majority of the pre-Conquest entries in Christ Church
gospel=-books are notes of bequests to the community made by archbishops

and by lay nobles. Some are in Latin, some in 014 Englishl'; they are

1. The writ (Harmer, Writs, 28) is not of course dated, but it only
makes sense as a grant to the new archbishop of the customary rights
over the lands of the church, and may therefore be dated to the year
of Ethelnoth's accession (1020).

2, J1bid., p.l171.

3. Below, pp.85-8, I have not discussed Harmer, Writs 35 which wag
entered into B.M.Cotton Tiberius A.ii and is now Cotton Claud.A, iii

f,5v; the hand appears to be contemporary (= Appendix B, L.art.k, ),

L. The Latin notes are written on the blank space following the Latin
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drewn up in the first person singular and with the dispositive word in
the present temse as if they were contemporary entries made at the time
of the bequests. But when the hands and the form of the entries are
examined, it soon appears that few, if any, are strictly contemporary.
Thus five entries in Tiberius A.ii recording grants to Christ Church
were written by a single scribe (Appemdix B, I arts. f, g, h, 1, j)l;
the first four (arts. f-i) are all in the same ink, and were apparently
written into the gospel-book at the same time. TYet the grants range

in date from ¢,1018 to 1042x52. The latest, Elfgyfu's grant of
Newington (Oxon,) was written higher up the page than two grants whieh
are of earlier date (arts, h, i, see Plate I b, ¢, d; only Zlfgifuts
bequest of these four entries can therefore possibly be a strictly
econtemporary record.

Similar doubts arise about the agreements entered into the
MacDurnan Gogpels by which Tokl secured a life-interest in an-estate at
Halton (Bucks.) from Archbishops Zthelnoth and Eadsige (Appendix B, IT
arts. g, h)z. They were written by one scribe in the same ink on
available blank spaces on fos, 114 and 115, and there can be little
doubt that both agreements were inserted into the gospels on the same
occasion, certainly therefore no earlier than the accession of Areh-
bishop Eadsige in 1038, Their authenticity has not hitherto been

text of K,C.D.715 (= Appendix B, I arts, d, e, £). All the other
pre-Conquest notes are % U.E.

l. Ar&f is printed in Appendix A, no,11; the other four are Robertson
harter Py 96, 89; 88, 95 (to 'oooma"bre gebyrige.'). ‘mﬁ Es h, ’

andt:. E:.bo seen in Plate I, b, ¢, d; Art, j may be seen in

2. Robertson, Charters, 80, 90,
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questioned, and the hand is of a rounded type that was in use at Christ
Church about the middle of the centuryl. Yet it is difficult to under-
stand why it was necessary to insert the earlier agreement of Toki and
Archbishop £thelnoth, when the later agreement alone would have sufficed.
Moreover the agreement of Toki and Zthelnoth opens with the phrase 'Her

swuteliad on 3isse Cristes bec Epelnodes arceb' forword 7 Tokiges se..’

as though it were entered into the gospel book at the time the agreement
was made - which we have seen to be palaeographicly unlikely, It is
also remarkable that such agreements should be written into a gospel-
book at all, rather then drawn up as a cyrograph in duplicate or tripli-
cate so that both parties could keep a copyz. When we find in Domesday
Book” that Halton in 1066 had been in the hands of Earl Leofwine rather
than of Christ Church, the suspicion arises that these agreements -
though they may accurately record the terms on which Toki had held
Halton - were only written into the gospel-book when the estate had

fallen into the hands of the Godwin family, At that time there would

1. Cf. Robertson, Charters, 108 (of 1048-50) (B.M.Stowe Ch,423
O.S.Facs., iil 43); Harmer, Writs, 33 (of c,1052) (B.M.Campbell
Choxxi.5: Facgs,Eng,Royal Writs, pl.iii). The hand is a somewhat
neater version of that of Robertson, Charters, 82 (B.M.Cotton Aug,
II,90: B.M.Facs., iv 20), and may well be by the same scribe,

This scribe was responsible for entering a number of forged docu-
ments into the Tiberius A.ii gospels in the years immediately after
the Conquest (Below pp.88-91).

2. A number of comparable agreements of this period survive as
cyrographs from the Christ Church archives (Robertson, Charters,
101, 102, 103, 108), It may be noticed that these texts begin
with the words, 'Her swutelad onj%sum _gewrite.,..'. There is no
parallel in Robertson, Charters, 78 where the gospel-book of a
neutral church (Hereford) was used to record the settlement of a

3, D.B.i f,143b.
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have been a need to bolster Christ Church's claim to the land with the
authority of the gospel=-book.

Palasographical and diplomatic tests cannot always resolve
questions about whether a document is a slightly later copy or a forgery
composed within a few years of its purported date. But it is clear
that the pre~Conquest entries in Christ Church gospels began with the
spurious 'refoundation' charter of Lthelred, and that several of the
later entries lie under varying degrees of suspicion. Moreover a high
proportion of the texts are demonstrably later than the transactions
they record. This in itself would not throw suspicion on them; but
it may be noted that of the 17 documents copied into the Christ Church
gospel=-books in pre-Conquest hands not one survives as a separate docu-
ment on a single sheet of parchment, This is true not only of the
writs, but also of the vernacular agreements, the 'refoundation' diploma,
and the brief notes of bequests of land. It is clear that the gospel-
entries were regarded at Canterbury as the best and only evidence of the
church!s title to the rights and lands in question. It is possible
that once the documenis had been copied into a gospel=book, there was
less need to keep the original; but in view of the number of charters
of no value to Christ Church that were preserved in the archives of the
church®, it would be remarkable had nome of the 17 survived. It is
possible that after being entered into the gospels, they were automat-
ically destroyed; but this is the action of a forger rather than an

honest copyist. It is also possible that 'originals' never existed,

1, Cf, for example the documents endorsed inutile in the 12th century,
but nonetheless preserved (Above, p.2 n.l).
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and that the documents were drafted by the Christ Church scribes who
wrote them into their gospel-books,

Dr, Chaplaisl has already pointed out that we do not have
sealed originals of any of the six Christ Church writs from the gospel-
books, and that the only pre-~Conquest Christ Church writ for which a
sealed original is extant is not to be found in any of the extant
gospel-booksz. Indeed if sealed origimals of the wiits of Cnut and of
Archbishop Wulfstan had existed, there would have been no need to copy
them into the gospels, Dr. Chaplais therefore suggests that written
originals of the writs never existed, that the king's message was
delivered orally to the shire-court, and that if the monks of Christ
Church wanted a permanent record they entered some semblance of the oral
message into their gospel-book. But this explapation fails to explain
why the monks should chose to record the acquisition of the property of
£1fmer and the bequest of Mersham by Sigweard and his wife (Harmer,
Writs, 30, 35) in writ~form whilst the bequests of other laymen, such
as Thored's grant of East Horsley (Robertson, Charters, 88) were drafted
as simple statements by the donor that he hsd given the land in question,

The answer may therefore be more complex, Some of the docu~
ments entered into Christ Church gospels before 1066 are forgeries
concocted by the monks - the 'refoundation' charter of Ethelred

l. Journ.SoceArchivists, iii (4), 1966, ppel74=5.

2. Harmer, Writs, 33 (B.M.Campbell Ch,xxi.5), Only the first
and the seal of this writ are authentic., See Facs,Eng.Ro 3wi;§:s
Pl.iii where the erasure and rewriting of the bottom 7 Iines is
attributed to a scribe of C.XII(i),
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certainly, and probably also the writ of Cnut confirming the privileges
of Christ Church, and the agreements of Toki with Archbishops £thelnoth
and Badsige. The notes of bequests by laymen and by archbishops are
so brief that their authenticity camnot easily be checked. But their
brevity is rather an argument in their favour; forgers were normally
more ambitious. It is likely that they represent sporadic and
unsystemmatic attempts to improve the inadequate methods of record-
keeping at Christ Church by which the original diplomas or 'books'
concerning the church's estates were preserved, but no record of how
the estate actually passed to Christ Church;. The writs also fall
into different categories. As we have seen, Cnut's confirmation of
the privileges granted by his predecessors (Harmer, Writs, 26) may well
be a forgery; the writs connected with Archbishop Zthelnoth's accession
(Barmer, Writs, 27, 28) may be copies of authentic writs but they were
probably both inserted into the gospels about fifteen years after the
events to which they refer; the two writs addressed to Bishop Eadsige
(Harmer, Writs, 29, 30) and the writ to Archbishop Stigand concerning
the estate at Mersham may well be strictly contemporary. These six
writs are not all therefore easily regarded as contemporary records by
the beneficiary of messages that were purely oral. Where the gospel=~
entry is later than the transaction, it is easier to suppose that the
Christ Church scribe was copying or adapting a written text. Until the

device of sealing royal writs sur simple queue was invented in Edward

the Confessor's reign, such written notifications would have immediate

1. Of the estates concerned in these brief notes, only Newington (Oxon)
(Robertson, Charters, 96) was in dispute in the 1lth century; it was
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authority only and be of little lasting value to the beneficiaryl.
Subsequent copying of these notifications into a gospel-book was one
means of giving them permanent authority, but was evidently open to
abuse where the beneficlary privately entered writs into their own
gospels. As a method of recording the acquisition of estates and
rights it was inconvenient and was to be replaced by the cartulary, as
a means of authentication it was soon replaced by the pendant seal.

The period from ¢.,1020 to ¢,1050 was the heyday of the pre-
Conquest gospel-entries at Christ Church. Not only do they antedate
the appearance of the writ-charter with pendant seal, but they also
reflect the declingbf the Latin diploms. By the 1lth century the vast
bulk of the land in noble hands was already bookland, and bequests to a
church were therefore seldom marked by the drawing up of a Latin diploma;
instead the original charter by which the land had been !booked! was
simply banded over., The ecclesiastical archive therefore had no record
of the church's acquisition of its estates. Public declarations and
ceremonies either at the shire-court or at the altar of the church pro-
vided a safeguard for a generation. But the need for the lasting
security of written evidence became more apparent as the 11th century

advanced. The crown's interest in retaining and extending its financial

restored to Christ Church by William I (See the Christ Church
obituary of Lanfranc, printed by J.Le Patourel, 'The Reports on the
Trial on Penenden Heath', in Studies... presented to F.M.Powicke,
1948’ p.26).

1. They may have been sent sealed 'close' or the bearer may have
carried a sign of credence such as a loose seal (Cf, P.Chaplais,
Journ.Soc.Archivists, iii (4), 1966, pp.167-9, 174-5).
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and judicial rights caused churches and nobles to seek to corroborate
their pre-scriptive rights with royal confirmationsl. The rise of a
poverful aristocracy greedy for land and the appointment of secular
clerks as bishops also contributed to the need at Christ Church for
incontestable written evidence to defend the interests of the community.
The insertion of texts of varying authenticity into their gospels was
the first attempt to solve the deficiencies in their records.

Post~Conquest Entrieg: iv) The !foundation' privilege. (Plate IIIa)

After 1066 supposedly pre-Conquest documents were once more
entered into the Christ Church gospel-books (particularly into B.M.Cotton
Tiberius A.ii) in order to authenticate claims to rights and lands that
were in dispute, Almost all the texts are forgeriesz, and we can date
their insertion into the gospels more accurately than the earlier entries
because we have fuller knowledge of both the Christ Church scrigtoriggB
and of the litigation of the archbishop and community after the Conquest.,

The first post~Conquest entry was the famous spurious privilege
of Pope Boniface IV purporting to establish in 610 a permanent monastic

community at Christ Chur 4. The document was forged in order to defend

1. For the parallel development of royal control of justice and of
ecclesiastical andlay exemptions from it, see H.M.Cam, 'The Evolu-
tion of the Mediaeval English Franchise', S eculum, xxxii, 1957,
PP 427"4420

2. See, however, the remarks on the privileges of Pope Sergius I, below
pp. 101-2 . One authentic post-Conquest papal privilege was also
entered, i.e, Paschal II's primacy privilege of 1103 (Appendix B, I
art.r.; Ph.,Jaffe, Regesta Pontificum Romanorum, 2nd. ed., 5595),

3. See especially N.R.Ker, English MSS, in the century after the Norman
Conquest, 1960, passim.

4. H.Boehmer, Filschungen, no.l. (= Appendix B, I art,1,)
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the monastic chapter against the attacks of those new Norman bishops led
by Walkelin of Winchester who wished to secularize the English monastic
cathedralsl. It is likely that the monks of Christ Church cooperated
with those of Winchegster in resisting this threat to their existence,
for the spurious Boniface privilege is based not only on texts and

information from Bede's Historia Ecclesiatica but also on a privilege of

John XIII confirming about the year 970 the establishment of monks in
place of secular clerks at‘Winchesterg. The efforts of Walkelin and
the Norman bishops foundered on the opposition of Lanfranc who was able
to secure papal support for the monastic chapters. We know that the

privilege of Boniface was forged before April, 1073, for after prolonged

1. Eadwmer, Historia Novorum, ed., M,Rule, (R.S.), 1884, pp.18-19. Not
surprisingly Walkelin's attempt to replace the monks at Winchester
by secular canons proceeded further than the subsequent attempt to
secularize Canterbury, (See Thomas of Rudbourne, Hist.maior
Wintoniensis, in H.Wharton, Anglia Sacra, 1691, i, p.255). The monks
appeal to Rome, Alexander IITs privilege confirming the monastic
status of the chapter, and his letter on the same subject to Lanfranc
gere printed by Wharton (ibid., p.320~1) from B.M.Cotton Vitellius

oiv,

2. B.C,S5.1275, The relationship of this text to the spurious Boniface
privilege is discussed by C.N.L.Brooke, 'The Canterbury Forgeries
and their author', Downside Review, lxviii, 1949~50, PPe464=4"T1,
Professor Brooke and W.H.Levison (England and the Continent, p.203-4)
bave shown that the Boniface privilege stands in a very close rela-
tionship to the privilege of Boniface IV for St Augustine's (B.C.S.
11) which was one of the texts fabricated by the well-known forger,
Guerno, Levison's conclusion that the Christ Church privilege was
based on that for St Augustine's does not seem to result from his
comparison of the texts. As Professor Brooke (loc,cit.) has showm
both forgeries use Bede and the privilege of John XIII to Winchester
independently of the other - a fact that is most easily explained by
the assumption that they are the work of the same man, It is likely
that the St Augustine's forgeries of Guerno are some 10 or 15 years
later than the Christ Church Boniface privilege.
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lobbying Lanfranc secured from Pope Alexander II g privilege which con-
firmed the claims of the Canterbury monks and even quoted from the
spurious Boniface privilegel. The hand of the Boniface privilege in
the gospel-book is that of a well-known Canterbury writer whose other
datable works belong to the early 107082. There is therefore no
difficulty in supposing that the gospel-entry is the original draft of
the forger - a conclusion suggested by the frequent mistakes and
corrections which are not of a type that would occur in a fair copy
entered into a precious gospel-book, but rather show the forger at workB.
v) The royal pancarta (Plate II)

The scribe of the Boniface privilege also extended the pro-
Conquest entry recording Edward the GConfessor's gift of Charthan

l. Eadmer, Historia Novorum, (ed.Rule, pp.19-21)., Alexander II died
on 23rd April, 1073,

2. He wrote the first (and only authentic) line of & writ of William I
Yo Lanfranc of c.1070 (Facs.Eng,Royal Writg, pl.iv), and a series of
brief O.E. annals down to 1073 with a later addition in different
ink for the year 1076 (BsM.Cotton Caligula A,xv, ££f,133-7; see N.R.
Ker, Catalogue, 139, art.r; printed by F,Liebermann, Ungedruckte
anglo-normannische Geschichtsquellen, 1879, no,3).

3. The corrections are mostly words written over erasures by the orig-
inal scribe; but in the dating clause the word 'martiarum' is an
interlineation of later date, and in the anathema ' quoadusque' has
been emended by a different scribe. The alterations are listed by
A.J.MacDonald ('Eadmer and the Canterbury Forgeries', Journ,Theol,
Stud., xoxii, 1931, p.50-1) and some can be studied in the facsimile
he provides and in Plate IIIb., It should be noted that many of the
corrections occur where the forger departs from his source. Thus the
Boniface privilege has 'Dum', ‘anmuntiata', and 'decernentes! over
erasures where his models, a5 the letter of Honorius I to Edwin
(Bede, Hist.Eccl,, ii.11) and b) the Winchester privilege of John
XIII (B.C.S.1275), have (a) 'Ita' and 'adnuntiate', and (b)
'sancientes' respectively, Other corrections occur at the point
where the forger ceases following his source verbatim, which suggests
that he first continued to follow his model and then amended to fit
the sense required. MacDonald's brief discussion of the corrections

is marred by his belief thaf the core of the Boniface privilege ig
authentic.
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(Appendix B, I art,j.) so as to turn it into a general confirmation of
the estates of Christ Church as they existed under King Zthelred

(Appendix B, I art.m.)l. The loss of estates to Odo of Bayeux and his

men in the years following 1066 doubtless explains the desire to attri-
bute to Edward a general confirmation of the estates of the community,
for it was as Edward's true heir that William the Conqueror claimed to
rule, The subsequent addition by another scribe of a long list of the
demesne manors of the monks to this spurious confirmation charter

(Appendix B, I art.n.) may be connected with the attempts of Lanfranc

to recover the lost estates at the trial of Penenden Heath and in sub-
sequent less well recorded litigationz. It is remarkable that the

names of nine manors (six in Kent and three in Essex) have been erased
from this list, for it is difficult to believe that the monks would
voluntarily give up their claims to properties that they had lost, Six
of these nine erased names can, however, be restored from the version

of this document in the 'main Christ Church cartulary', for the cartulary

evidently derives from a copy made before all the names had been erased?.

1. Edward's grant of Chartham and the subsequent additions by later
scribes are printed (as one document) by Robertson, Charters, 95.

2. The course of this litigation is most clearly set out by Professor

Du Boulay (Lordship, pp.36-42), where the extant texts are trans-
lated and discussed.

3. The cartulary version of this document has recently been printed
from Lambeth 1212 by C.E.Hart (Early Charters of Eastern England,
1966, pp.73=4). Mr. Hart has rightly discarded his earlier view
that the Latin cartulary text was the source of the 0.E. text from
the gospel-book, It would be difficult to account for the pres-
ence of three different hands in the O.E. text except on the premise
that the 0.E. version is the original forged compilation., Hart's
discussion of the cartulary version assumes that it derives from g
copy made after the erasures had been made in the gospel-book, and
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The missing names are Folkestone, Brook, and Hythe in Kent, and Laver,
St Osyth, and Stisted in Essex. The remaining three estates in Kent
which are not found in the cartulary text can with some probability be
restored from the comparable list of estates in the spurious 'foundation'
charter of Ethelred (K.sC.D.715) earlier in the same gospel-book. It can
hardly be a coincidence that only three estates in the Ethelred charter
are absent from the pancarta of Edward the Confessor and that they are
all in Kent: Bossington (in Adisham), Swarling, and Graveneyl.

Why should these nine estates be erased from the Christ Church
gospel-book? All nine were in lay hands after the Norman Conquest.
Folkestone, Bossington, Laver, and St Osyth were never recovered by
Christ Church®, and their erasure from the gospel-book may have been
intended to0 prevent any claims arising in the future. Graveney,
Swarling and Hythe (part of the manor of Saltwood) were never fully
recovered as monastic demesne after they had fallen into Norman hands,

for the Norman intruders remained in possession even though by 1086 they

that the 6 additional names in the cartulary text are interpolations
(of the cartularist ?). But the variation in the order of the names
between the two versions does not require this complex hypothesis,
and it is based on the mistaken belief (ibid., p.76) that there is
only one name erased from the Essex estates in the O.E. text.

1. C.E.Hart (ibid., p.76) rightly states that the list of estates in

K.C.D.715 is one of the sources of the list in Robertson, Charters,
95; but he does not notice that 3 estates in K.C.D.715 are not
found in the later charter.

2, DB., i.f.9b (Folkestone), ii.ff,32b, 75b (St Osyth), ii.ff,30b, 31,
91 (Laver). Folkestone is adjudged the king's benefice in a
memorandum of ¢,1078/9 (Du Boulay, Lordship, p«38). For charters
forged shortly after the Conquest concerning Folkestone, see below
pp.qs’ﬂq-g,lﬁz.
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recognised that they held these estates as knight's fees from the
archbishop, and they paid a small annual rent to the monks by way of
compensation;. The archbishop (rather than the community or the prior)
was regarded as the lord of all the enfeoffments on the property of the
church of Canterbury, and it was presumably for this reason that the
names of these three estates were erased from the gospels, Brook and
Stisted stand apart from the other seven estates for they were recovered
for Christ Church by Lanfranc and are recorded as monastic estates in
Domesday Book. Brook was recovered at the trbl of Penenden Heath, and
Stisted at some subsequent datez. But despite the evidence of Domesday
Book these two estates seem in practice to have passed to the archbishop;
for Brook was part of the fief of the archbishop's knight Robert fitzWazo,
and Stisted was only finally restored to the monks by Archbishop Anselm
in 1106-93. The evidence therefore suggests that these nine names were

erased when the estates were deemed to have passed from the control of

the monks either to laymen or to the archbishOpA. The erasures were

1. Du Boulay (Lordship, ch.3 and especially p.8l n.5) collects the
difficult and sometimes conflicting evidence of DB and D,Mon,
about the enfeoffments on Christ Church lands,

2, Stisted is one of the estates restored by William I according to
the Christ Church obituary of Lanfrane (J.Le Patourel, 'The Reports
of the Trial of Penenden Heath', Studies,..presented to F.M, Powicke,
Pe26); For the restoration of Brook, see ibid, p.22,

3« For Brook see Du Boulay, Lordship, pp.44, 62, &Rn, 331, For Anselm's
grant of Stisted see F.S.Schmitt, Sancti Anselmi Opera Omnia, v, Ep,
474, The date of this charter is discussed below De n,

4e The practice of erasing the names of estates from charters after
they had been adjudged to a different party by a court is known
before the Conquest, and is referred to in BeC.S.384: ‘Hac conditione
ut illorum praedictorum agellorum nomina de antiquis privilegiis,....
eradati fuerint iterumque inposterum non sunt prolati'. Among extant
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not all made at the same time since only three names were missing when
the compiler of the main Christ Church cartulary copied the list from
the gospel=book either during the later years of Archbishop Lanfranc or
during the vacancy that followed his death (1089—93)1. We cannot know
whether the remaining six were all erased on the same occasion, but one
of them (Stisted) is likely to have been removed at a time when restora-
tion of the estate to the monks (1106=9) was not yet in prospect.

vi) Royal diplomas

Three other spurious charters that may be connected with the

land disputes of the monks after 1066 were written into the Christ

Church gospel-books, BeM«Cotton Tiberius A.ii, The MacDurnan Gospels,,

and St John's Coll,, Oxford MS,194. The first (B«C.S.660: Appendix B,

I art,o0.) purports to be the grant of Folkestone by King Athelstan in
927 to Christ Church, and is in a hand of the late 1lth or early 12th

century. The charter is certainly spurious2, and would seem to have
i
‘another
~

forgery concerned with FolkestoneB, that Christ Church had possessed

been concocted in response to the impossible claim, found

ghgrters with such erasures are B.sC.S.442 (BeM.Stowe Ch,17: OeSeFacs.
iii 17) and B.C.S.507 (Cant.Red Book 10: Q.S.Facs., i 10),.

1. The date of the composition of this cartulary is discussed below
PP. 117-20.

2. The formilae are not those of authentic diplomas of Athelstan, and
?he witness~list cannot agree with the date 927 since it includes
4lfheah who was not bishop of Winchester until 934. Oda is wrongly
stated to be bishop of Sherborne, a mistaeke also found in Eadmer!s
Life of Oda (ed,HeWharton, Anglia Sacra, ii 80).

3. Robertson, Charters, 85 (B.M.Stowe Che40: 0.S.Facs., iii 41). The

R ————

hand of this charter is of C.XI(ii) and the composition
may res
ably be associated with the litizafion of 1078/gowhen Folkg;ton:oszs

deemed to be in the king's gift (Du Boulay, Lordship, p.38). The
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Folkestone in the time of King Athelstan (who died in 939) and of
Archbishop Oda (who was consecrated in 942), Whether or not there is
any truth in the tradition that Athelstan had given Folkestone to the
community, it is clear that the existing gospel-entry represents a
despairing attempt to reassert the monks' claims after an earlier forgery
had failed.

The second diploma (K.C.D.1328s Appendix B, II arte.i.) is a

summary of the famous charter of Cnut purporting to grant Sandwich to
Christ Church in 10231. The hand is of the early 12th century, and the
insertion of this text into the gospel-~book must be regarded as one of
the numerous attempts of the monks to bolster their rights in Sandwich.
It is of interest that for the first time the grant of Sandwich is
associated with the gift of the important relic of the arm of St
Bartholomew, doubtless in an attempt to add the authority of the saint
to the spurious record of Cnut's bequest of Sandwich, But the gospel-

entry here goes against the Canterbury tradition that the arm of St

monks claimed that Godwin had wrongfully acquired Folkestone by

bribing Archbishop Eadsige (Eadmer, Historia Novorum, ed.M.Rule,

(_R,-_i-) ai884, pe6), but the court evidently regarded the alienation
as legal,

1. K.C.D.737, Kemble's text of KeC.D.1328 is taken from BeM.Add MS,
14907, an 18th century transcript of Ihe MacDurnan Gospels by lLewis
Morris. According to Domesday Book, Sandwich had been given to
Christ Church by Edward the Confessor (DB.i f.3); after the
Conquest this vital port was seized by Odo of Bayeux but was restored
before 1086 (The Domesday Mopachorum of Christ Church, ed.D.C.Douglas,
P+89: 'quando archiepiscopus recuperavit'; Odo's restoration of
properties in Sandwich is Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannorum, ed.H.W.C,
Davis, 1.,101; see also the obituary of William I, printed by J.Le
Patourel in Studies,...presented to FeMePowicke, pe25), Disputes
with St Augustine's who possessed The opposite bank of the Stour
continued into the 12th century before being temporarily settled in

a lengthy plea in 1127 (printed by D.M.Stenton, English Justic
between the Norman Conguest and the Great Char”oer, 1965, pp.112-122).
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Bartholomew had been given by Emma rather than by Cnut himselfl.

The third diploma, entered into the gospel-book that is now
St John's Coll.Oxford M5,194 in & 13th century hand, purports to be the
grant of Bastry and Sandwich by King Ethelred in 979 (Appendix B, IV

55329.)2. The text is given in Latin and in English, and is full of
anachronismSB. The English version has passages in common with the
O.E. version of Cnut's 1023 charter concerning SandwichA. It is a
clumsy forgery, but the gospel-entry can only be regarded as a late
copy, since the Latin version is already found in the manuscripts of the
main Christ Church cartulary, and was therefore included in the original
compilation of the late 1llth centurys.

vii) Primacy privileges (Plates III, IV, V and VI)

The remaining gospel-entries are all in B.M.Cotton Tiberius
Aeii in hands of the late 1llth and early 12th century, They are all

papal privileges purporting to establish Canterbury's claim to be a

l. Eadmer, Historia Novorum, (ed.M,Rule, 1884), pp.108-110. Eadmer's
agcount based on information from eye-witnesses is too cireumstan-
tial to be mistaken on this point,

2, Printed in Appendix A, no.4.

3o Thus the charter speaks of monks at Christ Church, and refers (in
the gospel-book version) to castle-work,

4o Robertson, Charters, 82, See especially the royal title, the
anathema, and the dating clause, The natural assumption is that the
£thelred charter is based on that of Cnut, but it should be noted
that the earliest version of the main Christ Church cartulary(c,1090)
contained the purported grant of 979, but not Cmut's grant of 1023
which was only added in the second group of additional texts at some
time after 1106~9, The date of the various stages of the compila-
tion of the cartulary are discussed below PP+ 129~ 178

5 The origimal compilation of this cartulary is dated to ¢,1090 below
PPe 17 -0 |
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primatial see, Eight of the famous series of nine forged papal

1
privileges and also the document entitled 'Memorabile Factum' are found ;

the omission of the privilege of Pope John XII to Dunstan (Boehmer,

FZlschungen, 10) may only mean that one of the stray leaves cut out by

Sir Robert Cotton has been lostz. Since the work of H,Boehmer the
manner in these forgeries were composed has been well known, and schol=-
arly interest and controversy has concentrated upon the date of
composition and the identity of the forger. The arguments of A.J.
MacDonald that the forgeries were not compiled in 1072 but in the early
12th century’ have been restated and reinforced by Professor R.W,Southern®

whose opinion that the forgeries were fabricated in the period from 1121

to 1123 has met wide a.ccepi;za,nce5 +» Badmer describes under the year 1120

how the privileges were found after an intensive search of the ancient
chests and gospel-books of the church6 3 there is every reason to suppose,

as Professor Southern has argued7, that B.M.Cotton Tiberius A,ii was the

l, Boehmer, F{lschungen, 2-9; Appendix B, I arts.p, ds S=Y.

2. But the privilege of Pope Formosus to the English bishops (Boehmer,

Felschungen, 9) ends on the recto of a leaf which is blank on the
verso iggb_/I.Cotton Faustina B.vi,f,100(99),).

3¢ AeJeMachonald, Lanfrane: His life, work and writing, 1926, Appendix
and the same author's 'Eadmer and the Canterbury Privileges', Journ,
Theol,Stud., xxii (1931), ppe39-55.

4e 'The Canterbury Forgeries', Eng.Hist.Reve, lxxiii (1958), pp.192-226.,

5 See e.gs the view of Prof,C.N.L.Brooke in Studies in the Early
British Church, ed. N.K.Chadwick, 1958, p.242, addendum.

6. 'et....antiquorum scriniorum abdita, sacrorum evangeliorum volumins
«eeodiligentius perscrutata est'. (Eadmer, Historia Novorum, ed,
M.Rule, 1884, p.261,

7. Eng,Hist,Rev., lxxiii (1958), p.217-8.
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gospel-book (or one of the gospel-books) in which the privileges were
so conveniently found either in 1120 or more probably a year or two
later.

It is therefore remarkasble that the primacy privileges from
this gospel=book are not all the work of a single scribe, as one might
expect if they were the autographs of the forger or if they had been
deliberately copied into the gospel-book from the forger's draft. In
fact three different scribes wrote the privileges into the gospelsl,
and the evidence does not suggest that they were all writing in the
period from 1121 to 1123. Scribe A (Plates IIIb and IVa) wrote the two
letters of Pope Sergius concerning the accession of Archbishop Berhtwald

(Appendix B, I arts.p, g; Boehmer, F&lschungen, 6, 5) The hand is

heavy and untidy, and makes few concessgions to the 'Christ Church script'
that was being introduced in the late 108032. I{ may belong to the last
years of the 1llth centuryB, but can scarcely be as late as the 1120s when
the 'Christ Church seript was at the high point of its development.
Scribe B (Plates IVb, V) wrote three documents:
a) the privilege of Pope Paschal II of 16th November 1103 granting

to Anselm and his successors such primacy as his predecessors had

l. See Plates III, IV, V, VI, Professor Southern misleadingly states

that the primacy forgeries are 'in a hand of the early 12th century
(art,cit., p.217).

2. The essential guide to the scripts in use at Christ Church at this
period is N.R.Ker, English MSS, in the Century after the Norman
Conguest, 1960, pp.25-9 and pls. 5, 6, 7, 8.

3. It follows and is therefore written later than the spurious

privilege of Boniface IV (Boehmer, Filschungen, 1: A -
art.l.) of 1070-3, ’ ungen, l; Appendix B, I
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enjoyed (Appendix B, I art.r.). The document was entered on a

blank space immediately after the letters of Pope Sergius
(Plate IVb).
b) the forged privilege of Pope Boniface V to Archbishop Justus

(Appendix B, I art,s; Boehmer, Filschungen, 2; Plate V).

¢) the forged privilege of Pope Honorius I to Archbishop Honorius

(Appendix B, I art.t; Boehmer, F&lschungen, 3).

All three documents are written in ink of similar colour and may well
have been written on the same occasion. The hand of G XI/XII, though
again rather rough is more at home with the letter forms of the 'Christ
Church script'l. Paschal Il's privilege to Anselm and his successors
was the nearest that Canterbury ever came to achieving papal recognition
of its claims to primacy, and Anselm in exile therefore sent it to
Canterbury with orders that it should be copied and carefully preservedz.
The gospel~book, B.M.Tiberius A,ii, had been in use for most of the 1llth
century as the main repository for documents, both authentic and
spurious, of key importance in the community's legal disputes. It was
the obvious place to preserve a copy of this vital papal privilege, and
there is no palaeographical difficulty in supposing that the Paschal

1, A.J.MacDonald (Journ.Theol,Stud., xocxii 1931, p.52) stated that the
two letters of Pope Sergius I (scribe A) were in the same hand as
these three documents. But, as can be seen in Plate IV, scribe B
writes a far more assured script, and there are consistent
differences in the letters ¢ and g, and in the abbreviation marks.

2. 'Privilegium quod dominus papa mihi dedit vobis mitto ad trans-

cribendum et diligenter custodiendum'. (F.S.Schmitt, S.Anselmi
Opera Omnia, v.Ep.307), quoted by R.W.Southern, St Anselm and his
Biographer, 1963, p.137.
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privilege was entered into the gospels when it arrived at Canterbury,
probably early in 1104. It this dating is correct, the forged privi-
leges of Boniface V and Honorius I, which are unique in the primacy
series in being based on authentic pallium letters of these popes
recorded by Bede, were probably written on the same occasion or at
least within a few yearsl.

Scribe C wrote the remaining forged privileges (Appendix B, I

arts, U, Vv, W, X, y; DBoehmer, Fdlschungen, 4, 7, 8, 'Memorabile Factunm',

9). His hand (Plate VI) is an excellent finished example of the 'Christ
Church seript', typical of that written at Canterbury in the 1D2082.

The evidence of the gospel-book, BeMeCotton Tiberius 4.ii,
which provides thé earliest extant text of the primacy forgeries, does
not agree very well with the assumption that they were all forged by one
man ¢,1121-1123, The gospel-entries may not be in the hands of the
forger(s) who fabricated them, but the fact that they are in three
different hands suggests that they were produced over a number of years,
and not as the result of a single intensive effort by a single forger,

It would be possible to narrow the period of their production if we

1. It is of course possible that scribe B wrote the Paschal privilege
in 1104 and the 2 forged privileges some 17 years later; but on
this hypothesis it is difficult to explain why scribe B did not

glso wri?e the remaining privileges (Boehmer, Filschungen, 4, 7,
9y 9a
b ] ? .

2, Of the script of the book containing copies of episcopal pro-
fessions of faith to the archbishops, B.M.Cotton Cleopatra E, i
fos, 1625, which was written ¢,1125, and Eadmer's personal ms. of
his works written at various times between 1116 and c.1130, Corpus
Christi Coll.Camb, MS.371 (see R.W.Southern, St Anselm and his
Biographer, 1963, pp.367-74 and frontispiece),
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rejected the suggestion that the privilege of Pashal II was inserted
into the gospels as a result of Anselm's instructions, and if we
supposed that scribes & and B were still writing an archaic and awkward
script at a time when the 'Christ Church script! was supreme and had
reached the peak of its developmentl. But there is some independent
evidence that the forgeries were produced piecemeal., The gospel=book
was avallable to the compiler of the main Christ Church cartulary of
c.1090; many of the supposedly pre-Conquest texts from the gospel-book
were recorded in the earliest form of the cartulary, but none of the
primacy forgeries. However the version of the cartulary that is now
represented by the 13th century manuscript, Lembeth 1212 PP.304~339,
includes the two privileges of Sergius but no others (i.e. the two texts
inserted by scribe 4); Lambeth 1212 pp.304-39 is derived from an
exemplar written between the years 1106 and 11232. At some date
between these years the Canterbury gospel~-book contained the Sergius
privileges and no others. It can scarcely be a coincidence that in
these two privileges Boehmer found least evidence of the forger's inter-
polations and alterations. They are fundamentally authentic texts
announcing the grant of the pallium to Archbishop Berhtwald to the
kings of Northumbria, East Anglia, and Mercia, and to the English
bishops; and it is doubtful whether they have been significantly

altered at all?, It would therefore seem that the production of the

1. N.E;Ker, English M5S in the Century after the Norman Conquest, 1960
PeR7.

)
2. See below, PpP. 125-~7,

3. Boehmer, Félschungen, pp,89-95, Boehmer had no material objections
to no.5, but regarded two passages in no.6 ('Cumque ita sit
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primacy forgeries was a more gradual process than has been supposed, and
the assumption that they are all the work of the same man may need to be
revised. About the end of the 11th century, the monks inserted into
their gospels two privileges of Sergius I that needed little modifica=-
tion, A few years later forged privileges based on texts in Bede were
added; finally, ¢.1121-3, the remaining privileges in the series were
also copied into the gospel-book,

B) The Main Christ Church Cartulary

The cathedral church of Canterbury has been less well served
by its cartularies than other English sees. The great archiepiscopal
and monastic general cartularies (Lambeth 1212, Cant,Reg,'B') compiled
in the time of Archbishop Pecham and of Prior Henry of Eastry which
almed to transcribe the entire muniments of the archbishop and community
respectively, in fact only recorded a small fraction of the pre-Conquest
title-deeds of the church., There is no equivalent at Canterbury to

Hemming's cartulary or to the Textus Roffensis, or even to the less

reputable cartularies of pre-Conquest documents from Winchester and

demandatus est!, and 'Ideoque fratres.......serventur in perpe tuun* )
as interpolations of the forger. But they fall short of the clear-
cut grant of primacy to all successors in the see of Canterbury that
typifies the interpolations in the other forged privileges, and they

do not seem entirely out of place in the context of the quarrels of
Archbishops Theodore and Berhtwald with Wilfred,



103

Sherbornet. The main Christ Church cartulary of pre-Conquest deeds
generally does little more than catalogue the benefactions to the church
by recording the date of the bequest, the name of the donor, and the
details of the land or privileges granted. There are four extant

manuscripts of this cartulary:

'C!  Cambridge, Corpus Christi Coll., M5,189 f,195-202 C.XII mid,

'P'  Canterbury, D. & C, Lib,, Register 'P! £,11-29 CoXIL/XIII
'L' Lambeth Palace Lib., ¥5,1212 p.304~339 C.XIIT (ii)
'T*  Oxford, Bodleian Lib., Tanner M5,223 ff,8=2lv C.XVI (i)

Apart from 'C!' which is a stray quire now bound up with a
manuscript of the St Augustine's chronicle of William Thornez, all these
manuscripts form part of large composite cartularies. 'P! was inserted
into a later cartulary of the cathedral priory that was compiled c.1270,
'L' is part of the main archiepiscopal cartulary compiled about the year

12803. 'T' is a 16th century revision of 'L! and, since it has no

independent value, it is not discussed hereafterA.
The cartulary represented by the three manuscripts of the 12th
and 13th centuries, 'C', 'P', and 'L', arranges the documents in approx-

imately chronological order., 'C!' the oldest of the three manuscripts

1. BelM.Cotton TibyAsxii (ed.T.Hearne, Hemingi Chartularium Ecclesiae
Wigorniengis, g vols., 1723); Rochester D, & Cey Au3.5 (ed.P,Sa er,
Lextus Roffensis |Early Eng MSS,in Facsimile, vii, ix] 1957, 1962 ;

BeMeAdd.}5.15350 (Winchester cartulary); B.M.Add.1S,46487 (Sherborne
cartulary).

2 The chronicle and the cartulary are printed by R.Twysden, Hi
Anglicanae Scriptores X, 1652, cols. 2207_222Z. wysden, Historiae

3. For the date of Lambeth 1212 see the discussion b
> Y F.R.H.Du Boula
(The Lordship of Canterbury, 1966, p.4~5), and the works there cizéd.

4e For 'T!' gee D.M.Barrett, 'The Libra .
. ry of John Selden
History', Bodl,Lib,Record, iii, 1950-1, p.137. and its later
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includes 81 documents, 'P' has 87, and 'L' the latest in date has 1011,
The contents of the threekmanuscripts are set out in diagrammatic form
in Appendix G, It can be seen there that all the texts that are found
in 'C' occur also in 'P' and 'L'; moreover the additional texts in 'P!
that are not in 'C' do occur again in 'L'; whereas 'L' includes docu-
ments that are in neither 'C!' nor 'P', It might therefore be thought
that 'C'! represents the earliest version of the Canterbury cartulary,
that 'P' is simply an enlarged version of it, and that 'L! is an en-
larged edition of 'P'. The fact that the order in which the documents
are recorded is identical in 'C' and 'P', but has been revised in 'L!
in order to correct irregularities in the chronological sequence would
also agree with a straightforward interpretation of the relationship of

these three manuscripts, thus:

Ce1150 C
Co1200 f (with additions)
c.1280 L (with further additbns and revised order) .

There are, however, immediate difficulties which rule this
simple stemma oul of court. The latest documents in all three versions
of the cartulary are Henry I's grant of Slindon (Sussex) and Anselm's
bequest of the manor of Stisted to the monks; they can be dated to the

years 1106-9%, Moreover the additional documents in 'P! and 'L! are not

1, For these purposes I have omitted from 'L!' the last 2 documents since
they are added in a different hand and do not seem to be part of the
same schame, They are i) the Constitutions of Clarendon, and ii) g

set of rules governing the comnunity's relations with the king and
with Rome during Becket's absence.

2. Henry's grant of Slindon is no.756 in Regesta Regum Anglo-No
ij rmanno
ii, 1956, ed, C.Johngon & H.A.Cronne, and is there dated 1106 ?Juzzm:
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documents of the late 12th and 13th centuries, but of the late 1lth
century; they relate to the disputes and litigation that involved the
archbishop and community during the 60 years after the Norman Congueste
The cartulary, in fact, does not read like a composition of ¢.1150 twice
revised in the 13th century. And textual evidence proves that the
relationship of the three manuscripts is far more complex. 'P' and 'L!
are not derived from 'C' since they consistently have a fuller text of
individual documents than 'C', In fact !'C' so far from being the
original Christ Church cartulary is an abbreviated version of it, which
records the texts in a shortened forml. Mbreove;téhe latest of the
three manuscripts sometimes preserves a better text of individual docu~
ments than either 'C! or 'P'2. Thus 'C', 'P', and 'L!' must be regarded
as versions (each independent of the other) of a Canterbury cartulary,
which we may call 'X', and which may be dated after 1106-9 (the date of
the last documents) and before c,115C (the date of 'C'). Discussion of

the complex relationship between the extant manuscripts, 'C!', 'P', and

Anselm's grant of Stisted must belong between this and his death
(April 21st 1109); it is printed as Ep.474 by F.S.Schmitt 0.S.B.,
Sancti Angelmi Opera Omnia, v, (1958). It seems likely that these
2 entries in the cartulary were made before Anselm's grant of Hythe

and Saltwood to the community (ibid., Ep.475) in the last year of
his 1life, since the cartulary omits this grant.

l. 'C' consistently omits the anathemas which are found in the texts in
'P' and 'L', Since there could be no motive for the later addition
of these formulae, and since they are of a piece with the other
spurious formulae of the cartulary entries (see below p. ), they

can be accepted as the work of the compiler of the cartulary and not
of a later reviser.

2. ©See for instance the superior readings of 'L' in the hitherto
unprinted texts, Appendix 4, no,é6.
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'L!', and this archetype ('X') may conveniently be postponed until we have

examined ite contents and learnt something of the compiler!s intentions

and manner of work.

In what follows, the earliest manuscript ('C') has

been taken as the best indication of the documents that were included in

'X' and of the order in which they were recorded;

but 'P' and 'L' have

been used where they provide better texts of individual documents.

The most noticeable feature of the cartulary ('X') is that it

imposes upon all but a few of the later texts a common pattern, even

though this may involve substantiasl alterations to the text of the docu-

ment it is recording,

A few examples will show how the cartularist

straight-jacketed the text of the oviginal charters into his common form:

1)

BeCoeSe 214 (Stowe ch,
OsSeFacseiil.4)

...« (igvocation & proem)..Ego
Offa rex totius Anglorum

patriae dabo et concedo
Iaenberto archiepiscopo ad
aecclesiam Christi aliquam
partem terrae trium aratrorum
««oin occidentali parte regi-
onis quae dicitur Merscuuare
ubi nominatur ad Hlidum. Et
hujus terrae sunt haec
territoria...(boundaries)..Et
hoc praedictum donum in perpet-
uum largitum qui averterit a
possessione zcclesiz Christi,
avertat a se Christus miseri-
cordiam suam. seeveee Signum
sanctae crucis Christi anno
dominicae incarnationis
DCCLXXIIII impressimus cum
sacerdotibus et senioribus
populi more testium subssceri-
DENdO.  seeees. (Witnesses).

Cartulary version
(BsC.S.215)

Anno dominicae Incarnmationis
DCCLXXITII Ego Offa rex concedo
partem terrae in marisco ubl
dicitur Hlide ad opus familise
Christi id est monachorum qui
in gcclesia Christi quae sita
est in Dorobernia civitate,
Jamberto archiepigcopo ejusdem
civitatis rogante pro salute
anime mee, liberam ab omni
seculari servicio et fisecali
tributo exceptis expeditione,
arcis constructione et pontis.
Si quis huic donationi nostre
contradixerit perpetuo anath-
emate subjaceat.
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iii)
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B.C.S.1101 (Stowe ch,27
- 0.S.Facg, iiie 30)

(endorsements)

+ 5as boc sealde Ingram mid
lande Dunstane arcebisceope.
+ bis is para. vii, hida land
boc 2t Fenggeeecoos

(text)

«s5go EBadgar.,quandam telluris
particulam. vii, videlicet
cassatos loco qui celebri =t
Fengge numcupatur vocabulo,
cuidam ministro mihi valde
fideli...Ingelram, .largitus sum
.scum omnibus utensilibus pratis
videlicet pascuis silvis,...Sit
autem predictum rus omni terren-
ae servitutis jugo liberum,
tribus exceptis rata videlicet
expeditione, pontis arcisve
restauratione.

Si quis......(anathe
followed by boundarieg)....anno
dominicae incarnationis
DCCCCLXIII scripta est haec
carta, his testibus consentien-
tibus. seesss (Witnesses).

Whitelock, Wills xx
(Stowe ch.37, 0.S.Facs.iii.38)

oelc Zbestan ®peling geswutelige
on pysum gewrite, hu ic mine
are....sgeunnen hzbbe, gode to
lofe. 7 minre saule to
alysednysse, 7 mines feder
Zbelredes cynges. be ic hit =t
geearnode,eesss 71 ic geann into
Cristes cyrican on Cantwarabyrig.
bes landes =t Holungaburnan

pb&s barto hyrd. buton pazre anre
sulunge be ic Siferde geunnen
hzbbe., 7 p2s landes at
G&I‘W&ldintuneo scecee

Cartulary version
(B.C.S.1102)

Anno dominice Incarpationis
DCCCCIXITI, Ego Dunstanus primas
tocius Britannie consentiente et
Eadgaro rege terre partem septem
aratrorum quod anglice dicitur
vii hidas, cum libro ejusdem
terre emi, quae nominatur Fenge,
pro competenti peccunia ab
Ingelram optimato regis Eadgari
cum omnibus ad eam rite perti-
nentibus, liberam ab omni jugo
terrene servitutis tribus
exceptis expeditione, pontis
arcisve restauratione. Hanec
autem terram cum ejus libro
Christi ad ecclesiam contuli.

Cartulary version
(L.1212 p,325)

Anno dominice Incarnationis
DCCCCLXXX, BEgo Athelstanus filius
Agelredi regis cum consensu et
licencia eius concedo ecclesie
Christi in Dorobernia terram
iuris mei nomine Holingeburnan
quam emi a patre meo cum omnibus
ad eam rite pertinentibus, libe
eram ab omni seculari servitute
exceptis expeditione, pontis et
arcis constructione. Quisquis
hanc meam largifluam munificentism
violare presumpserit, cum reprohis
in die judicii a sinistris
judiecii Christi collocatus,
accipiat sententiam dampnationis
cum diabolo et angelis eius,
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These examples serve to establish the pattern of the cartulary
entries. The texts are recorded in the form of Latin diplomas ~ with
date, disposition, appurtenance clause, immunity, reservation of the
three 'common burdens', and sometimes an anathema; witnesses are not
included. This form prevails when the original text was in English
(ii, iii), when it was not a diploma at all but a will (iii), and even
when it was merely a single sentence endorsement (ii). Where the
original text was itself a Latin diploma, the cartulary version sometimes
uses its formulae for the appurtenance clause, anathema, or (ii) immunity;
but more frequently the cartulary's phrasing is entirely (as in (i)) or
largely independent. The compiler of the cartulary provided spurious
immunity clauses and anathemas, even though they were in no way more
powerful or more favourable to Canterbury than the formulae found in the
charters themselves. There seems to have been little fraudulent intent
in these formulae invented by the cartularist. What ulterior motive
can there have been in insisting so regularly that Canterbury estates
were obliged to render the threefold necessity of borough-work, bridge-
work, and fyrd-service? We do not find - as we might have expected -
any claim to exemption from the three burdens. Rather the compiler of
the cartulary seems only to have been concerned to establish that all
the Christ Church estates had the privilege of bookland. From the
original texts he was content to extract (where possible) the date, the
name of the donor, and the nature of the transaction; unless his eye
then happened to light upon some suitable formula, he was ready to invent
the rest of the text that he required rather than copy the whole of the

original charter or work out a grammatical paraphrase.



109

More significant are the changes that the cartularist makes to
the recipients of the charters he was cataloguing. Thus Offa's pur-
ported grant of Lydd to archbishop Jaenbert and to Christ Church is
entered in the cartulary as a grant to the monks of Christ Church at the
request of the archbishop (i); whilst the statement of the endorsement
to BsC.5.1101 that Ingeram gave (sealde) Vange to Dunstan is transformed
by the cartularist into a formal record of Dunstan's Eurchasel of the
estate from Ingeram and subsequent grant to Christ Church (ii), Other
examples show that these changes are not fortuitous: a grant of Offa to
thegn Ealdbeorht and his sister Selethryth (B.C.S.247/8) is entered in
the cartulary as a grant of Offa to Christ Church?; Zthelred II's grant
to his man Ethelred (Stowe ch.35, 0.S.Facs., iii.36) is entered as a
grant by Athelred 'dux' to Christ ChurchB; and a series of royal diplomas
in which the donees are the archbishops alone, appear in the cartulary as

grants to the archbishops 'ad opus monachorum' or 'ad opus ecclesie

Christi'A.

It is evident that the compiler of the cartulary consistently

altered the documents he was copying in favour of the comunity at Christ

1. Sellan retains its basic meaning 'to give'! throughout the 0.E. period,
but the sense 'to sell' is also common (see J.Bosworth and T.N.Toller,
Anglo-Saxon Dictionary, 1898, sub verbo, IV,

2, L.1212 p.310, f,155; Reg.P, f.21: C.C.C,189 f,1 : i
AN ’ 3 fegelt H 89 99v; printed as

3. L.1212 p.326, (£.163); Reg.P., f.23; C.C.C.189 f.200v.

4o Compare the original donations to Archbishop Wulfred (B.C.S.32
. 20.5.322 8
with the corresponding cartulary text (B.C.S.323), Compare als; 2€hir

charters to Wulfred (B.C.S.340, 335 344, 370 .
texts (B.C.S.329, 336, 345, 371, 375). » 370, 378) with cartulary
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Church., Sometimes the cartularist may have had access to charters no
longer extant showing that the estates passed to the monks as he recorded.
But it would be rash to assume that such documents ever existed, For the
compiler was mistaken when he specified the monks as the recipients of
grants of the 8th, 9th, and 10th centuries, when the community was com-
posed, not of monks, but of secular clerksl. Moreover the purported
grants to the monks of Christ Church in the cartulary are frequently
verbally dependent upon the text of extant charters where the monks do
not feature among the beneficiaries. Thus in one of the examples
already quoted (ii), Dunstan's purchase of Vange and his bequest of the
estate to the community borrow both date and immunity clause from the
charter, which survives in contemporary form, by which Eadgar gave Vange
to his thegn Ingeram. Had a document recording Dunstan's bequest to

the monks ever existed, it would surely have been far easier to copy
that? We have an instructive parallel concerning an estate at Eythorne
(Kent)., The land was given in 805 by king Cuthred of Kent to his reeve
Ethelnoth, and subsequently by £thelnoth and his wife to Archbishop
Wulfred (B.C.S.318 and endorsement), The charter was preserved in two
contemporary manuscripts in the Canterbury archivesz, but was not copied
into the cartulary because the archives also preserved a contemporary

text of the transaction by which the comnunity acquired Eythorne from

1. For the composition of the Christ Church community in the Anglo-Saxon
period, see below pp. 238-4!,254-5, 271-8, 285-8

2. B.M.Stowe ch,7. (0.S.Facs., iii 8); B.M.Cotton Augustus II 106 (B.M,
Facg., ii 7). Only the Stowe ms, has the endorsement. T
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Archbishop Wulfred (§;§;§.381)1. It was a version of this document
which was entered into the cartulary, not of the original royal grant to
a layman, nor of its endorsement recording the acquisition of the estate
by the archbishop. We may conclude that when the compiler of the
cartulary came to deal with Vange, he found no comparable text recording
Archbishop Dunstan's bequest to Christ Church; only for this reason did
he maeke use of Edgar's original charter to Ingeram with its endorsement
noting Ingeram's gift of the estate to Dunstan.

The cartularist's concern was to show how the Canterbury
community came to possess its lands and privileges. Therefore none of
the 37 diplomas with lay recipients which were preserved in contemporary
form in the Christ Church archives were copied into the cartulary, They
were only used if they contained some indication, either in the text or
in an endorsement, about how the estate passed to Christ Church.
Similarly grants to the archbishops were repeatedly modified to make the
community joint or sole beneficiaryg. Only grants to the Kentish
minster churches of Reculver and Lyminge (whose communities from the 9th

century at least were regarded as part of the Christ Church familia)

were allowed to remsin with their donees unaltered?.

1, B.MeStowe ch,13. (O.S.Facs., iii 14)

2. There are two exceptions where the cartularist records purchases by
archbishops Ceolnoth (B.C.S.427) and Wulfhelm (BeC.S.637) without
mentioning any subsequent grant to the community,

3+ The relationship between the see of Canterbury and the minsters of
Kent is discussed below in Chapter 4.
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The liberties that the cartularist took with the text and the
terms of the documents he was recording make the cartulary a very unreli-
able source for the historian today. It is the only authority for 34 of
the pre~Conquest charters of Canterbury, but these texts need to be used
with extreme caution, In form, it is unlikely that they owe much, if
anything, to the lost documents that the cartularist usedl, and in
content there must always be doubt whether they have been altered in
favour of the Christ Church community, quite apart from minor interpola-
tions and errors of transmission; for there are many inaccuracies in
the dates to which individual benefactions are ascribedz, and even in
the names of the donorsB. And there are some obvious interpolations
that may be laid at the door of the compiler of the cartulary, such as
references (not found in the original texts) to archbishops in terms

that imply a primatial authority over the whole of Britainé.

1. In particular it is dangerous to use the cartulary as evidence for
the existence of a lost Latin diploma as does C.Hart (The Early
Charters of Esgex, 1957, pte.ii, appendix A, no.l,) in connection
with the grant of Bocking (Essex) by iZtheric and his wife Leofwynn.

2e E.go a grant of King Coenwulf (796-823) entered under the year 791
(BsC+5.301); decree of Archbishop Zthelheard (B.C.S.290) wrongly
dated 798 (recte 803) and located at Bapchild (recte Clofesho);
other misdated entries include B.C.S5.38% (822 recte 825) and B.C.S.
766 (grent of Athelstan dated 941), Worse errors occurred where
the cartularist had to cope with wills and writs which bore no date,
Thus for instance £thelfl=d's bequest of Hamme to Christ Church
(Whitelock, Wills, 14) which can be dated between 962 and 991, is
entered in the cartulary under the year 933 (B.C.S5.698).

3. The cartulary confuses Coenwulf and Ceolwulf in BeCoS.371 and 374

Ceadwalla, Cenwalh, and Coenwulf in B.C.S5.69 (see above PPe'3 <1y )

4. Compare the text of B.C.S5.293 which survives in & co
(BelStowe ch,6., Q.S.Facs. iii 7), '....EDILHARDO

nostro rogante....' with the cartulary form (B.C.S.
archiepiscopo Athelardo et primate t

ntemporary ms,
archiepiscopo

. _ 294)" e .venerabili
otius Britannise rogante., e, "

P.r.0.
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Such defects limit the historical value of the entries in the

Canterbury cartulary ('X'); these texts are useless for the study of

the diplomatic of the period to which they purport to belong., Nonetheless

the cartulary remains an important source when its limitations are under-

stood and its texts used with care; for where they can be checked

against extant manuscripts the majority do accurately record the name of

the donor, the name of the estate, and (less reliably) the date of the

grant, Sometimes the cartularist noted additional details, apparently

circumstantial, that are not found in the original documents, and which

may derive from the living memory of the communityl. Moreover even

where the cartulary's record of a grant to the community is unsupported

by any evidence from Canterbury, its substantial accuracy can sometimes

be established from records preserved in other archives , Thus despite

1.

Re

Similarly BeC.S.1064 (Harmer, S.E.H.D.,xxiii) has simply 'Eadgifu cyp
bam arcebiscop' whereas the cartulary has '...0doni archisacerdoti
totius Britanniae primati...' Other primatial titles are found in
cartulary textes B.C.S.881, 1102, but not in the manuscripts from
which they derive (BsC.S.880, 1101), An interpolation of a different
type is found in B.C.S.161 where the cartularist has wrongly identi=-
fied the donee, king Eadbert (of Kent), with the Eadbert Eating, king

of Northumbria, whose accession is recorded in the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle under the year 738. (A.S.Chron., A, E, sub anno).

For instance the cartulary version (Harmer, Writs, 35b) of the writ
of Edward the Confessor announcing Sigweard's bequest of Mersham
(Kent) (ibid., 35) associates Matildis (Sigweard's wife)with the
rant). The Canterbury obituaries preserved only the name of Matildis
ibid., p.18l), It may well have been personal memory of the masses
said for the souls of benefactors of Christ Church that enabled the
cartularist to couple Godwin with Wulfgyth in the grant of Stisted
(and Goggeshall), where the extant will only mentions Wulfgyth
(Appendix A, 15, and compare Whitelock, Wills, 32).

The cartulary's record of Wulfric's grant of Patching (BeCaS.823) to
Christ Church finds no support in the Canterbury archiﬁgg-—gut a
charter from Abingdon (B.C.5.1055) records the restoratioa of
Patching (among other estates) to Wulfric by king Edgar in 960 -
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all its imperfections and inadequacies, the cartulary is an invaluable
guide to the history of the endowment of the cathedral church and
monastery of Canterbury, and forms an important supplement to the docu-
ments from the Christ Church archives that have survived on single sheets
of parchment or as entries in gospel~books.

Close analysis of the cartularist's methods can therefore
produce some criteria for establishing the validity of texts from the
cartulary. Similar study of the internal evidence may allow us t
define more precisely the date and stages of its compilation. As we have
seen, the three extant manuscripts of the cartulary ('G', 'P', and 1LY)
all derive from an archetype ('*X') whose latest documents belonged to
the years 1106~9, But we shouid not necessarily assume that the cartu-
lary was first compiled after this time. Earlier in this chapter we saw
how texts of Canterbury charters were added to Christ Church gospel-books
at various times during the 1llth and early 12th centuries, Such addi-
tions were certainly made to the cartulary after 1106-9, as the additional
documents in 'P' and 'L' show, Could similar additions have been made
before 1106~9? Is it possible that many of the later documents in the

cartulary ('*X') are additions to a basic compilation that had been

drawn up mucﬁ earlier?

which shows that the cartulary's date is impossible, but suggests
that the compiler had good reason to associate Wulfric with Patching,
Even more striking is the fact that the cartulary's record of
Agylfleda's gift of Hamme is directly confirmed by the will of
£thelfled, the widow of ealdorman £thelstan, which was preserved at
Bury St Edmund's (Whitelock, Willg, 14) - tho' here again the
cartulary's date is in error (above p.l'. , note2 )
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These questions need to be asked because of the irregularities
that become more and more noticeable towards the end of the cartulary.
The chronological order breaks down, and the cartulary ceases to impose
its characteristic pattern on the texts that it is recording; the
spurious immnity clauses and anathemas disappear, and for the first time
some of the texts include the names of witnesses, In fact the cartulary
departs from its overall plan, and the suggestion may be made that these
irregular texts are additions inserted in subsequent revisions by
different men. It is true that in the main body of the cartulary there
are a few texts - such as the lengthy records of synods at Bapchild and
Clofegho (B.C.8.94, 290, 385) and the long memorandum under the year 743

(Appendix D, pp. 326-7 ) about the burial of the archbishops of

Canterbury - which could not be reduced to the characteristic short
diploma form of the cartulary. There is no reason to doubt that these
texts were part of the original scheme of the cartulary, But if we
leave aside these few exceptionally long entries, and follow the order
and numeration of the documents in 'C'! (and we may suppose in 1¥X'), we
find that in the early stages the cartulary entries conform to tﬁe
regular pattern; this persists up to and including 'C! no. 37 (B.C.S.
637); then follow five documents ('G' 38-42) which are out of chrono-
logical order and have a quite different form - they have none of the
superfluous immunity clauses and anathemas, and they include witnesses,
These five records form a group of highly doubtful texts concerned with

lands that were in dispute after the Norman Conquestz. The characterig-

l. As set out in Appendix €, below pp,

320"50 The numbe s
not being found in the manusecript. Ts are supplied,

2. DBelow, p.12042.
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tic cartulary format then resumes again, and continues until 'C' no.65,
being interrupted only by a single text ('C' no.46) which again has a
dubious witness 1list and should be classed along with the previous five
(1C' 38-42)., Of the remdaining 16 entries ('C! 66-8l) only six ('C' 68,
69, T4, 75, 76, and 77) are in the regular cartulaery form. The other

ten are a mixed bag of writs, summaries of wills, and narrative chartersl;
but there is nothing in their content or length to suggest that the
compiler of the cartulary would have had any difficulty in reducing them
to his normal pattern, had he been responsible for their inclusion in

the cartulary.

In the absence of the archetype, '*X', we cammot distinguish
the work of the original compiler from that ;f later revisions with
certainty, But it would be difficult to explain the irregularities in
the order of the entries and the breakdown of their characteristic format
if the cartulary were the work of one man, There will always be room
for argument about whether a particular text was part of the original
compilation or was a later additionz. But we can probably accept that
'C! nose 1-37, 43-45, 47-65, 68-69, and 74=77 represent the cartulary in
its earliest form’, and that 'C' nos. 38-42, 46, 66=7, 70=74, and 78-81
were added on various occasions on available blank spaces, inserted

leaves, and at the end of the cartulary.

1. See for instance the narrative of the supposed grant of Saltwood
Hythe by Haldene Scearpa (Appendix.&, no.13). and

2. See the discussion of the privilege of Boniface IV, above pp.®8-490.
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