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sufficiently explicit as to the privileges conveyed; the Benedictine reform sup-
plied both the motive and the opportunity for the fabrication of fresh title
deeds.

Finberg’s essay was followed in 1965 by a paper by E. John, in which the
diplomatic of several of the more important items of the Codex was studied in
the context of the monastic revival.! This review upheld the authenticity of a
number of charters previously suspect, among them those numbered 1523 in
the Appendix II to the present paper. It is not my purpose here to develop the
study of the cathedral endowments initiated in these two essays by John and
Finberg, except to put forward the suggestion—it is no more than that—that
each of the estates “restored”’ by charters Nos. 15—23 represented in fact an
individual prebend once held by a Winchester clerk of the unreformed founda-
tion.?

Our indebtedness to Professor Finberg for fresh light on the Codex is not
confined to his work on the cathedral endowments, for in 1961 he pointed out
that several of the cartulary entries related to estates which were very unlikely
ever to have been in the possession of the Old Minster.® He noted that of four
charters entered on fols. 108"-111 relating to estates called Wudetune, only one
concerned the priory estate at Wootton St Lawrence, Hants. Of the three
others, two related to places of the same name in Oxfordshire and Gloucester-
shire. Similarly, he noted that of the six entries on fols. 72'—75 relating to
places called Eastun, two only belonged to estates in Hampshire which may
have belonged to the priory; the remainder were located as far apart as Shrop-
shire and Berkshire. Finally he cited consecutive entries relating to places
called Heantun, one being the Winchester estate at Hinton Ampner, Hants, and
the other no less than Wolverhampton in Staffordshire. “It begins to look,”
continued Finberg, “as if the Winchester scribes took the opportunity to
copy out as many Old English charters as they could lay their hands on. And
where, we may ask, did they find all these documents record!ng grants of land
in distant shires, grants made by kings to laymen? Wl}ere, if not in the royal
archives, which in their day, let us remember, were still housed at Winches-
ter?”

Professor Finberg modestly claimed this discovery to be no more than a
hypothesis, for others to test by more detailed examination of the contents of
the Codex, a suggestion I found sufficiently attractive to cause me to attempt
the present study. Let us now explore, in the light of Flnberg’.s hypothesis, the
charters entered in the Codex, as listed in the appendix to this paper.

1 E. John, “The Church of Winchester and the Tenth Century Reformation’, Bull. John Rylands

Library, 47, 1965, pp. 404—29.
2 Professor M. Deansley has pointed out that a prebendal system was established at Christ Church,
Canterbury, as early as 832.—The Pre-Conguest Church in England, London, 1961, p. 314.

SECWM, pp. 21-2.
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of Winchester, who bequeathed it to his kinsmen some time before 959.* ‘The
property was back in the possession of Winchester Cathedral by the time of
Domesday; it may be presumed that the restoration dates from the time of
King Edgar. Two other entries in this group, Nos. 59 and 60, have bounds
which are copies of those of No. 57. Both charters seem to be Winchester
forgeries, the text of the former being copied verbatim from the genuine No.
195.2 We are left with three charters, Nos. 56, 58, and 61, which relate to estates
which had no known connection with the Old Minster; they concern land in
the western half of Highclere, at Burghclere, and at Ecchinswell. Of these,
No. 61 is one of the important flebilia fortiter diplomas discussed recently by
Eric John.? It was witnessed at Colchester in 931, and conveys Ecchinswell to
an abbot named Zlfric whose house was probably New Minster; certainly the
Old Minster had no abbot at this or at any other time.* The religious lady
Alfswith, the recipient of Burghclere by No. 58, was presumably connected
with Wilton.

The Cle(a)re group of charters is followed in the Codex by six entries relating
to Meon(e), Nos. 62—7. East Meon was held at the time of DB by the bishop of
Winchester, but there is no evidence that he or his predecessors ever held the
land at West Meon, conveyed to a thegn by No. 65.

In 946 Ealdorman ZEthelwold left 12 hides at Wilig to the Old Minster (No.
153). The estate is probably to be equated with the 10 hides at Codford and
Stockton in the Wylye valley which belonged to Winchester Cathedral at the
time of Domesday.® The Codex group of charters concerning lands in the
Wylye valley includes one dated gor by which this estate was granted to some-
one called ZEthelwulf (No. 155).¢ Two later charters in this group (Nos. 152
and 154), both grants to thegns, concern estates which do not appear ever to
have been Winchester property.

So far we have not discussed the date at which selection may have been made
of deeds from the royal muniments to reinforce those of the cathedral. Profes-
sor Finberg postulated that this occurred at the time that tl}e QOdex Was.bemg
compiled, i.e. c. 1130 X 1150, and so far the present investigation has yielded

1'W 1v; ECW, p. 228. ]

% The bounds of No. 59 are in O.E., an anachronism for the date claimed, A.D. 749.

3 E. John, Orbis Britanniae, Leicester, 1966, pp- 49-51- )

4 Elfric heads the abbots witnessing the following charters of the period 931 X 934: CS 674-7,
689, 6012, 635 (a New Minster charter of Athelstan dated 11 Jan. 933, which has been ameflded by
the substitution of King Edward’s name), 695, and 702. In the Codex rubric to No. 61 he is “pro-
moted” to bishop, no doubt to support the inference that this is an Old Minster estate. See footnote 6

below for a similar “promotion.”

5 ECW, p. 88. . ..
& The rubric claims him to be a bishop, but there is no known bishop of this name alive in gor,

either at Winchester or elsewhere. In the body of the charter, the failure to give any title to Ethelwulf
the recipient is most unusual, and I suspect that some such word as minister has been deleted from
the original text by the Codex copyist, so that the rubric should not be contradicted.
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One may suppose that some, if not all, of ZEthelgeard’s charters reached the
Codex via the royal collection, for the lands conveyed by Nos. 65, 85-6, and
116 appear never to have become Winchester property.! Yet Athelgeard’s
No. 80, as Professor Finberg has established, was used as an exemplar for the
attestations to the spurious Codex entries Nos. 28 and 42, composed by the
Winchester monks at the end of the tenth century or soon afterwards.? The
witness list appears also to have been utilized when No. 78 was fabricated,

probably at about the same period.?
More detailed work of this sort is needed before the Codex yields all its

secrets, but the general pattern is beginning to emerge. Soon after the Bene-

1 Nos. 85-6 are two very interesting charters by King Edmund for Zthelgeard, relating to 7 hides
at West Tisted, Hants. The former was issued in 941 from the royal estate at Cheddar, Somerset, and
utilizes formulas common in the early diplomas of King Athelstan, whence the detailed dating clause,
constructed from an Easter table. Evidently the transcriber could not read the incarnation date
clearly, so he supplied it from the indiction; unfortunately he chose the wrong decennovenal cycle,
giving g6o for the supplied date instead of 941. The epact is two years out for either 941 or 960, but
such an error is all too easy to make when reading an Easter table, and in no way invalidates the record
of this transaction. The indiction, concurrent, and regnal year are all right for 941, and the witness
list is compatible. This is a wholly convincing charter, and I see no good reason why Professor
Whitelock should have stigmatized it as “doubtful”” (4nglo-Saxon Charters, ed. P. H. Sawyer, Roy.
Hist. Soc., 1968, p. 192, No. 511). The second West Tisted charter, No. 86, was issued two years
later because the former one had been mislaid—"‘ideo scripsimus novam cartulam quia antiquum
librum non habebamus,” (a phrase repeated in CS 757, 801, and with variations in Nos. 123 and 162),
so the whole thing had to be done again, including the drawing up of a completely fresh set of bounds

for this estate. It looks as if the “lost” charter was stored away in the king’s haligdom all the time.

2 ECW, p. 236, n. 7.

3 The four charters relating to ZEthelgeard’s estates near Wallingford must be considered as a
group (Codex Nos. 78, 80, 86, and the New Minster text CS 988). Of these, the surviving texts of
No. 80 and CS 988 may be accepted as wholly authentic. No. 86 is also basically authentic, bgt has
two late interpolations, discussed below. No. 78, however, bears all the marks of forgery. The witness
list has been lifted from No. 80, and is incompatible with the ostensible date, 945. Incidentally, t}’le
forms of attestation of the witnesses do not appear elsewhere in authentic charters of a date earlier
than 946, e.g. CS 818. The boundary clause is in three parts, the first describing the land conveyed by
No. 80, and the second that of CS 988; the third section repeats part of the boundary clause ?f No. 86,
relating to property within the town of Wallingford, and land just to the north of the ancient town
wall (for a reconstructed map of Wallingford at the time of the Norman Conquest, see VCH Berks.,
1, p. 365). It seems therefore that the 30 hides said to be conveyed by this charter comprise the 1o
hides of No. 8o plus the 15 hides of CS 988, plus the unhidated portion of No. 86. The reason for
making all this come to 30 hides is plain enough; the conveyance is intended to represent the same
territory as in King Zthelwulf’s Decimation Charter, the authentic No. 79. Yet it does appear pos-
sible that No. 78 is a heavily modified version of a lost authentic diploma issued by King Eadwig in
957-8 to confirm the three donations recorded in Nos. 80, 86, and CS 988. The invocation to the
surviving text, for example, is found elsewhere only ina few charters of the years 995 X 997 (CS 909,
949, 956—7, 995), and the reference in the dispositive clause to the king’s childhood is convincing.
Whether No. 78 is completely fabricated or just a heavily amended version of an authentic charter,
the surviving form of the text is likely to be due to the activities of Benedictine revisionists in the late
tenth century. Unhappily, the matter is further complicated by a much later interpolation in the
texts of both No. 78 and No. 86, referring to the castellum at Wallingford. Wallingford castle was a
Norman structure, so these interpolations are probably due to the compilers of the Codex. To the
same period must be assigned the anachronistic reference to Bishop Zthelwold introduced into the

boundary clause of No. 86.





































































