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1. Introduction

The following is intended to provide a bibliographical guide to the Arthurian references
found in medieval Welsh manuscrilpt@ddition to bibbgraphic datat includes brief
discussions of each text and its significaterally, these short discussions are not
intended replace those found in @oncepts of Art8iroud Tempus, 2007), especially
chapters two, three and four, which are ssac#y considerably more detailed and
involved Nonetheless, it is hoped that the following will prove a useful and easily
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accessible handbook of those texts that are relevant to any study of the early Arthurian
legend.

2. The Manuscripts

Most of the arly references to Arthur are found in only a handful of manuscripts, briefly
outlined belowln addition to the references cited in the individual sections, anyone
seriously interested in Wel s hMedeaah Wasbr i pt s
Manusiptg Cardiff, 2000).

a. The Black Book of Carmarthen

The @lack Book of Carmarth@fNational Library of Wales, Peniarth MS 1) was

compiled by a single scribe over a period of years in the latter half of the thirteenth

centurylt contains religious pogtrearly praiggoems, prophetic verse belonging to the

preGal fridian Merlin cycle and poems concern
The most substantial Arthurian poem contained i@thek Bookis Pa gur yv y

porthauf?0 Wh at mamreipert pergetr k), which has bee

and discussed in detail by Patrick-8nsl | i ams i n 06The Early Wel ¢

in Bromwichet alledd.)The Arthur of the WgGsrdiff, 1991), p@3-71 at pp3846.

The other references Arthur are only brief allusions, for exampkeniglynion y Beddau

(6Stanzas of the Gravesd), though still 1 m
For the text see A.O.H. Jarmhlyfr Du Caerfyrd@@ardiff, 1982for a general

survey of th@Black Boog its date and contents Emglish see A.O.H. Jarma@nL | y f r

Du Caerfyrddin.The Bl ac k B o okProeeédings afrtha &8nitishhA&khadmy

(1985), pp33356 The manuscript, with a good introduction, is now available for

viewing online dittp://www.llgc.org.uk/indexgsHp@ckbookofcarmarthen

b. The Book of Taliesin

The ook of Taliesi@dNLW Peniarth MS 2), of which 38 folios survive, was written by

a single scribe in the first quarter of the fourteenth cehsucpntents (a mixture of

religious, prophetic, mythi and historical poems) purport to comprise the collected

works of the bard/sage Taliesas they were envisaged in the Middle AgesThe

case for a genuine early nucleus which might repfessexuthentic work of a sixth

century Taliesin is based a group of archaic prapeems addressed to Urien of

Rheged and contemporary ruléigr Williams,Canu Talies{@ardiff, 1960and The

Poems of Taligsamslated by J.E. Caerwyn Willigbsblin, 1968)Of more certain

date is the tentbenturyprophetic poemArmes Pryddiatingc930), which briefly

mentions Myrddin (MerlinThe majority of the poems in the manuscript date from

between theeighth and the eleventh centuaesl are implicitly attributed to the

fictional persona of the -&thowing, semdivine Taliesin; for this legendary Taliesin and

his relationship to the historiclLacturesTal i esi
on Early Welsh Pd&uplin, 1954) an€@hwed| Talie6ifOD6 Donne | | Lecture, ‘
Ford, The Mahog(1977); M. Haycock 6 Pr ei ddeu Annwndé and t he
Studia Celti@8/19 (19831), pp. 5278; P.K. FordYstoria Taliegi@ardiff, 1992); P.C.

Bartrum A Welsh Classical DictidAdagrystwyth 1993), pp5957; O. DaviesCeltic

Chistianity in Early Medieval {Caadiff, 1996), chapter 4 J . T De S@rcto hudicaedo

Rege Histo@ad Its Implicatons f or t he JWeNagylandL.&.lJonessi n 0 ,
(edd.)Celtic Studies Association of North America-¥:d4ebuioké®s and Poetic Heroes in
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Celtic Traditigpublin, 2005)pp. 24762 M. HaycocklLegendary Poems from the Book of
TaliesifAberystwyth, 2007), pp22

The name of Arthur appears in only five of the poems @dbkof Tad i esi nd
Kat GodeKadeir T/enonKanu y Meirch, Marwnat vtigraggmndPreideu Annwif¢i

these the most significantPieideu Annwfy® The Spoil s of Annwfyno,
the scarcity of references to Arthur i's p
Taliesin (ke, say, Arthur and Charlemagne) were too impddashare the same

pl at fPoSim¥di:l | i ams, 0The Ear |iyR. BuanwishetalAr t hur i ¢

(edd.)The Arthur of the Wglslrdiff, 1991), 51.

See M. Hay c o c, Nationdl lhilary 6f Walds aldingil38B) npp.
35%86 for a discussion of the manuscript; a fuller study is provided by her unpublished
1983 doctoral dissertatidfurther analysis of the manuscript and the poems can be
found i n Mar ged Ha yotleastthé asticlgmadibodkditesl bk wor k s,
see alsohgr Tal i e si n GanbriQruMedidval Geltis 8R1IE397), pAl9-79,
and 60Some talk of Al exander and some of H
t he 0 BooKk,QGaidbridge ésdleCsltic StoiReg987), pp.d38 Some debate
exists over the links between the Taliesin poems and paganism, with John Koch
suggesting that Haycock and others are wrong to argue that the Taliesin poems do not
reflect in any way Celtic paganism #ndtiuggles with ChristianifyT. Kochdé T h e
Cel t i ¢in N.& hadys(édMedieval Arthurian Literature: A Guide to Recent Research
(New York, 1996pp. 239322 at pp26365)

The text is available in J. Gwenogvryn EvansT{eel.Book of TalieEacsimile
and Tex(Llanbedrog, 191@&nd the legendary poems are now edited, translated and
di scus s ed LegendarPyem® foon the Book (Adedyssimyth, 20077 he
Arthurian references are discussedth further referencesby Sins-Williams in his
6The Early Wel sitmR.Bromwichetra{e@ddnThePAotleunod the Welsh
(Cardiff 1991), pp33-71 A facsimile of the manuscript is also available online from the
National Library of Waleslatp://www.llgc.org.uk/indgajpl=bookoftaliesinpeniarthms2

C. The White Book of Rhydderch

The White Book of RhydderdfiNLW Peniarth MSS. 4 and 5) is a remarkable and
unprecedented compendium of medieval Welsh prose and poetry, written in the mid
fourteenth century, which is ndeund in two volumes in the National Library of
Wales Peniarth 5, which originally preceded Peniarth 4, contains religious texts, the
Welsh Charlemagne cycle and other mR#gsrarth 4 contains the earliest complete text

of the 06 Mabi takeg asamwbolettihite Bookgpnouvides the earliest

texts of much of the best of Welsh medieval secular prose.

A good recent discussion of téWhite Bookis Daniel Huwsé L | y f r Gwyn
Rhydder c hd Medieval Welsh Mdnug@spttiff, 2000)pp. 2272680 a brief
summary, by Huws, catsobe read in R. Bromwi@t aledd.)The Arthur of the Welsh
(Cardiff, 1991)pp. 9-11 The tales have been publishedhe White Book Mabinogion
(1907) by J. Gwenogvryn Evans, reprintet/asGwyn RidefrcfCardiff, 1973), as well
as in numerous individual editioM®st relevant for present purposeR.i8romwich
and D. Simon Evar{iedd.)Culhwch and Olenedition and study of the oldest Arthurian tale
(Cardiff, 1992)A full facsimile is availabfrom the National Library of Wales at
http://www.llgc.org.uk/index.php?id=whitebookofrhydderchpeniart
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a. The Red Book of Hergest

The &Red Book of Hergeslesus College, Oxford MS 111) is the largest of the of the
Welsh medieval vernacular manptsc and includes a copy of almost the whole of
Welsh literature that dates-p#90 (it was created by three sets of scribes working in
collaboration sometime between 1382cddd 0), including the most extensive version
of Trioedd Ynys Prydmeibwih the exception of the materials in @®aok of Aneirid
the ook of Taliesi and the religious and legal texts. The chief scribe was one Hywel
Fychan ap Hywel Goch of Builth and his hand has been identified in several other Welsh
manuscripts, includy in theWhite Book of Rhydderdhwhere the original scribe had
left a space. There is a close correspondence between some of the téResbaritie
White Book§( f or exampl e, their versions of the
generally ¢ld that they derived independently from a lost common archetype.

The main texts of th&ked Boo&can be read in diplomatic editions in J. Rhys
and J. Gwenogvryn Evaite €xt of the Mabinogion and other Welsh tales from the Red Book
of Hergeg€dxford,1887); J. Rhys and J. Gwenogvryn EVaes€éxts of the Bruts from the
Red Book of Herg@siord, 1890) and J. Gwenogvryn Eydhse Poetry in the Red Book of
Hergegt.lanbedrog, 1911A full facsimileo f t he O6Red Bawikbleo f Her g
onlineat http://image.ox.ac.uk/show?collection=jesus&manusEopiamaddription of
the &Red Book see J. Gwenogvryn EvaReport ondduscripts in the Welsh Language
(London, 1898910),l1, pp. 1-29 and the referencesRaBromwichet al(edd.)The
Arthur of the We(Slardiff, 1991) [.2.

e. The Book of Aneirin

The late thirteentbentury@ook of Aneirid (Cardiff MS 2.81) is a mudiscussed
manuscript of 38 small vellum pages, containing five pge@Gwedoddiand its four
60 Addi t i o wraGorch&puArghards mentioned by name only once in the
manuscript, in the-&xt of Y Gododdin

On the@ook of Aneiriisee B.F. Roberts (e&arly Welsh Poetry: Studies in the
Book of Aneir{Aberystwyth1988) and for the text seeWillians (ed.XCanu Aneirin
(Cardiff, 1937). For Gododdsee the above and K.H. Jack3dwe Gododdin: The Oldest
Scottish Paé&dinburgh, 1969), AO.H.Jarmd&m ei r i n: Y Gododdi n, Br i
PoerfLlandysul, 1988nd JI. Koch, The GododdirAaeirinText and Context from -Dark
Age North BritainCar di f f |, 1997) . For a gener al over
the Book of Aneirind see A. O.Studia Qelicaman 0 s
24/25 (1989/90), ppl325 A full facsimileof the manuscript is available at the
following websiténttp://www.gtj.org.uk/en/small/item/GTJ10900//page/1/

3. The Texts
a. Historia Brittonum §56 and theAnnales Cambriae

The CambreLatin Historia Brittonwmaswrittenanonymously in A.D. 829/3@hilst it

has often been ascribed to one ONadni us?o,

is notreallysustainabléseeD.N. Dumville,6 Some Aspects of the Chr
Historia BrittondnBulletin of the Board of Celtic Zbudi®¥4), pp43945; D.N.

Dumvill e, 0 Mistaria Britendi$audial Celtidi@/é1 (1975/6), pp. #85.

Cf . P.J. C. Fi el d, Stadd«€eltidd (1096), ppn 1deh). AlthgughHi st or y &
there has been considerable debate over the natureHodttveamodernscholarship
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largelyrejects theotionthatit represents i mpl 'y a Oheapd of ear|
be mined for largely unaltered and genuinely ancient sbuoght together and
preserved by a simple compiler in the ninth cemaigromoted bl. Alcock, Ar t hur 6 s
Britain: History and Archaeology A&38@farmondsworth, 1973), B2 Instead, a

detailed analysis of the texdicateghat the author of thelistoria Brittonurad in the

main only very late and unreliable sose&ilable to hirthat he wrote with a unity of
structure and outloplkand that he wamngaged in the active processing of his sources
The result of this is th#ftere seems little possibility of recovering usable information
about the fifth and sixtrenturiedrom his textFurthermorethe claim that the twelve
battles ascribed to Arthurtime Historia Britton@6must have been taken from a pre
existing (and early) Welsh poemmerely anassumption, and onehich recent
academic commentators hesjected on a number of groun@szen all of tis, 856 of

the Historia Brittonwran be only really considetedbe evidence for the concept of
Arthur possessed by the early noghtury author of thilistorianothing more. Foa

detailed discussioms all of this seeD. N. Dumvil |l e, 6The Hi st

e

or

Historia BrittondrArthurian Literatue(1986), pp.-26; T.M. CharleEd wa r d s , 0The

Arthur of Hi st etraledi. )TheiArihurif.the BVl rdifty 1981h pp.

1532; D.N D u mMigtorid Beittonudghn | nsul ar Hi story from
in A. Scharer and G. Scheibelreiter (edtistoriographie im frihen Mittelalter
(Wien/Minchen, 1994), pp. 486; T. Greenp The Hi st or i atiotof and
Ar t h u 8)0arciivédd#tp://www.arthuriana.cdiskéricity/arthiuim N.J. Higham,

King Arthur, MyMaking and Histgbypndon, 2002), pp. 1:B89; T. GreenConcepts of
Arthur(Stroud, 2007), gib-26, 3644.The Arthuran battldist in856 runs as follows

At that time the Saxons increased their numbers and grew in Britain
Hengestds deat h, his son Octha «c¢ame
kingdom of the Kentishmen, and from him are sprung the kings of the
KentishmenThen Arthur fought againgtem in those days, together with the

kings of the British, but he was thex bellorumé | eader. Thefirst bat t | es

battle was at the mouth of the river caB&inThe second, the third, the fourth

and the fifth were on another river, calledimylaswhich is in the country of
LinnuisThe sixth battle was on the river caladsashe seventh battle was in
Celyddon Forest, that@at Coit Celiddine eighth battle was @uinniofrort,

and in it Arthur carried the image of the holy Magyeterlasting Virgin, on his
shoulders, and the heathen were put to flight this day, and there was a great
slaughter upon them, through the power of Our Lord Jesus Christ and the power
of the holy Virgin Mary, his moth&he ninth battle was fought in tbigy of

the LegionsThe tenth battle was fought on the bank of the river Jalledit

The eleventh battle was on the hill c#ligedThe twelfth battle was dadon

hill and in it nine hundred and sixty men fell in one day, from a single charge of

Arthur o0s, and no one |l aid them | ow save

campaigns. (J. MorrSennius: British History and The WelsH{Gncola¢ster,
1980), p. 3%vith minormodifications)

The otherimportantpre-Galfridian source whichopsesses a concept of Arthur as a
historical figure who won battles against the Aepons o€A.D. 500 is théAnnales
Cambriae 6 T h e  We [ThishwasAcompided $ndthe 950s anaontains the
following references to Arthur:

[A.D. 516]Bellum Badis, in quo Arthur portavit crucem Domini nostril Jhesu Christi

tribus diebus et tribus noctibus in humeros suos et Brittine§AudtobdFfuerent...
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Guieth Camlann in qua Arthur et Medraut corruerunt, et mortalitas in Brittannia et in
Hibernia fu{Morris, 1980, p. 85)

[A.D. 516] The battle of Badom which Arthur carried the cross of our Lord
Jesus Christ for three days and three nights on his shoulders, and the Britons
were the victors... [A.D. 537] The battle of Camlann, in which Arthur and
Medraut fell, and there was a great moriadipldgue] in Britain and Ireland.

Although it has sometimes been maintained that these entries derive from much older
British annals, this notion is extremely problematitted light of the textual Hisry of
the Annales Cambrisee especially K. Grabowski and D.N. Dumlkepnicles and
Annals of Medieval Ireland andW\¢aldbridge, 1984), ip0926; Green, 2007, pp.-26
8. Furthermore, there seems to be some kind of relationship betweemtherigd
and theHistoria Brittonins ac c ount o f GuAmadwithutheGesultthatat ory a
number of recent analyses have considefrthaleso be directly derivative of the
Historia Brittondraccount interms ofboth its content ands corcept of Arthur See
further J. T. Ko c h,.Lagyl(bdgMedigeal Arthudan Literatutes A , i n
Guide to Recent Refdamehyork, 1996), pp. 2322 at pp. 253; Higham, 2002, pp.
20%7; Green, 2007, pp.-38 757, 216

For a detailediscussion of botbf these sourceand the context and reliability
of their concepts of Arthur, see T. Gre€oncepts of Art{ttroud, 2007), especially
chapters one, two and ,sind N.J. HighanKing Arthur, MyMaking and History
(London, 2002)specially pp. 1469, 19217 Latin texts with translations of both the
Historia Brittoniand theAnnales Cambigae bemosteasilyobtained inJ. Morris (ed.
and trans.Nennius: British History and The Welsh(@molaéster, 1980yhe best
editims arehoweverthose of J. Stevenson (édennii Historia Britor({lwondon, 1838)
andE. Fard La legende arthurienne: Etudes et documents, les pthseanoinsesxts
(Paris, 1929), Ill, pp-82 Thetenth-centuryWatican Recension of thistoria Brittonum
has been recently edited in D.N. Dumwilistoria Brittonun. The Vatican Recension
(Cambridge, 1985).

b. The Mirabifia of the Historia Brittonum

Themirabilimppear ir8%7-75 of theHistoria Brittondated A.D. 829/30and onsist

of twentymanwels. The first fouare numbered (the rest simply bédjund miraculum, est

60 Anot her \staliddemrabpte$ beoe i s another wonder 0)
in WalesMarvelss to 14 are located in Wales, generally in thib-east of the country

and along t English border, and the lastrearvels are those of Angleseyl@pand

Ireland (120) The nonWelsh marvels appear to be drawn frorrepisting sources

but the central group-(&}) seem to be of a somewhat diffecharacted they seem to

have had a much more popular context for the editor than the others in his list, and the
nature of his account of them suggests that he was personally acquainted with these
mirabiliaO f t hese 0 Wel s 878 of nie Histoasl ase ,assdciated withi n
Arthur:

There is another wonder in the country called Builth. There is a heap of
stones there, and one of these stones placed on the top of the pile has
the footprint of a dog on it. When he hunted Twrch Trwyth, Cafal

(Cabhp , the warrior Arthurds hound, i mpres
and Arthur later brought together the pile of stones, under the stone in
which was his dogds f oo tCarm Cahgl , and it
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Men come and take the stone in theidkdar the space of a day and a
night, and on the morrow it is found upon the stone pile. (J. ,Morris
Nennius: British History and The Welsh(@mrioaéster, 1980), $#2,
marvel no. 12)

Carn Cab# a prehistoric cairn which gives its name to CdaiitCa hill near Rhaeadr

(Powys)The significance of this marvel lies mainly in the fact that it is a solid indication

that the core of the tale of the hunting'afrch Trwyttold in detail i€ulhwch ac Olwen

existed in the early ninth century atléhiest and that Arthur was already associated with

it al so significant | sCahdbdhofrsetd, t satgghAasth
the dog was perceived as being .hligere is an illustration and description of a

candidate for the stonefemed to in theHistoriai n Lady ChaTheotte GL
MabinogiofLondon, 1849), II, p360 (p.290 of the compact 1877 editiommhis

Ar t hur i ahas béemansidered t@ be already ancient by the ninth céstary

Rachel Bromwich and D. Simon &vgedd.Culhwch and Olenedition and study of the

oldest Arthurian (&erdiff, 1992), pxvi andT. GreenConcepts of Ar{f8iroud 2007),

pp. 6770. The other Arthuriamirabiles number 13:

There is another wonder in the country caltggirtg Ercing There is a

tomb there by a spring, called Llygad Ancat{ Amy, the name of the

man who was buried in the tomb was Arfe was the son of the
warrior Arthur, and he killed him there and buried Kiem come to
measure the tomb, and itsemetimes six feet long, sometimes nine,
sometimes twelve, sometimes fifté¢rwhatever measure you measure

it on one occasion, you never find it again of the same measure, and |
have tried it myselMorris, 1980, pl2, marvel nd.3)

The regionErcngis Archenfield (Herefordshire) and the usual identification of the
springLicat Ami6t he ey e Anodr isso utrhcee Jr iovfer Gamber i n
source Gamber Head in Llanwarne, next to which is alestwyed prehistoric
tumulus which isrpsumably the gravel ear |y t hi s O6marvel 6 i s,
onomastic topographic tale drawn from local, popular folklore and here designed to
explain the namecat Amrand an associated graMee story of Arthur killing Amr is
otherwise unknomv, although O6Amhar Serainasodne oAr t hur 0
Art hurds four c¢hambredrsl as ;mrsee @hynlanddimmas h Be d w
Jones (translhe Mabinogidondon, 1949), 231 The milieu of the two Arthurian
mirabiligs thus one of waderful animals, supernatural events and remarkable features in
the landscape that are explained by reference to Arthur and his attendant legends

For a discussion of tmeirabilizee O.J. Padél Th e Nat urGamboadn Ar t hur
Medieval Celtic St@1i€4994), ppl-31 particularly p®-4; B.F. RoberigCulhwch ac
Olwen t he Tr i agdnsR. BrdnaichnA.Gks JatmarvaedsBoF. Roberts (edd.),
The Arthur of the Wélkk: Arthurian Legend in Medieval Welsh (Genditt)r&991 pp.
7395 at pp8893; Patrick K. Fordd On t he Significance of som
We | s Bulletin ohthe Board of Celtic3Bt(#ig33)pp. 26873; and T. Greelgoncepts
of Arthu(Stroud 2007)pp. 6772 A Latin text and translation of th@rabia can be
most easily had from J. Morris (ed. and tralenhius: British History and The Welsh
AnnalgChichester, 1980)he best editions of thdistoria Brittonware, however, those
of J. Stevenson (edNennii Historia Briton(ilmandon,1838) ancE. Farg La legende
arthurienne: Etudes et documents, les plusthresensltexts (Paris, 1929), IIl, pp. 1
62.
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C. Y Gododdin

The collection of heroic deatbngs known a6 Gododdis found in theatethirteenth
century@ook of Aneirid There has been much debate over the statement that the
warrior Gwawddur oO0fed black ravens on the
(B.38). Thomas CharleBdwards, building on hiseory of textual transmissiérset

forth in T.M. CharleEdwards6 The Aut h e @adoddin tAy Hofst ohe ands
in R. Bromwich and R.B. Jones (eddtudiaethau ar yr Hengerdd, Studies in Old Welsh
PoetryCardiff, 1978), ppl471 0 has concluded that, as the reference to Arthur only

occurs in the B text dmot the A text oY Gododdiit need be no older than the ninth

or tenth century ,i0t B Bromwickr al(edd)The Arthur dithe t or y o
Welsh(Cardiff, 1991), pl14) Recently, however, John Koch has attempted to

O0r econst r of &tGododdifvi@ principlestof textual criticism and historical
linguistics) to show how it would have looked if it was composed and written down pre

638, as he believes it to have been, and he argues &hatltinich mentions Arthur

should be seenpsar t of t hi s Gododd{iThge Godaddi® of Andlismt o f

and Context from Dagle North Britaf@ardiff, 1997), esp. Introduction and 13p#8).

Whether he is right or not is, of course, to be debated T. GreerGoncepts of Arthur

(Stroud 2007)pp. 1314, 562, for an overview of recent opiniodsut the question is

significant, not only for establishing the antiquity odwudbut also the region from

which it, and its concept of Arthur, stemmed.

Whatever the date of thasvfl the nature of the Arthurian reference and its
concept of Arthur deserve commeéns Koch has observed, O6Arthi
unrivalled paragon of martial valour and is thus used to form a highly unusual
comparison by rendering explicitly infether honorand of thewdl 6 Ar t hur was c |
viewed by the poet as the impossible compa
paragon of heroism to whose heights of valour not even a man who killed 300 in one
rush could compare (J.T. KoéhT h & i €e |LnaNnld.acy (ed.Medieval Arthurian
Literature: A Guide to Recent Rd&sarchrk, 1996pp. 239322 at p242; see further
O.J. Padeld The Nat ur, €ambribn Mediavah Geltié 2A0d|£894), pl4;

Green, 2007hp. 1415, 52 This concept of Arthur does not only appeaf (Bododdin
it is also to be found in a number of other-Gatiridian sources, including the mid
seventkcenturyMarwnad Cynddwad the poetry of the twelftland thirteentitentury
Gogynfeirdd

Turning away from the reference to Arthur, there is one other significant
O0Ar t hur i a¥ Godadifhis is theoappearamce of Myrddin (Merddin, Merlin)
in the A text ofY Gododdiistanza A.40), where it is said #matic Moryen / gwenwawt
Mirdyn odéievi defended the fairsomgf | e s sed i nspi r.&dikevner s e ] of
the case of B2.38, thawvdlis found in both texts of Gododdi(A.40 and B1.5),
suggesting it may g.dHowewer khilst toawdishpeser@ mr i gi nal
both texts, the reference gavenwawt Mirgyabsent from the stanza in the more archaic
B text and it has been excluded by Koch from his reconstructtoofloddiit is
generally agreed that the Myrddin allusion cannot be seen as original to thd poem an
instead it should be considered as a relatively late interpolation to ited&dahging
to perhaps the tenth to twelfth centuries, see Koch, 192@2pR245; Koch, 1997, pp.

Ixxxv, ciii, cvi, 158 2; A. O. H. Jar man, t6liéeheB Aok hafr i Ame iA
Studia Celti@a/25 (1989/90), pp20-23) It should, of course, be noted that this

1J.T. Koch,The Gododdin of AneirinText aml Context from Darkge North Britain(Cardiff, 1997)

numbers thigwdl( 6 st anzaé) B|] . 38 and r ec oitmsbe enuArthisThet he Ar t hu
word transl ated gobhoree i &8s t @ked, byl Kiootcdhd@,s O6sends dov
eni cesd® but this does not.change the meaning of the
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reference i s, i n any case, only tangenti al
associated with each other in@gdfridian tradition.

For the textof Y Gododdisee I. Williams (ed€Canu AneirifCardiff, 1938)or
translationsind reconstructed texts, see K.H. JacKdm,Gododdin: The Oldest Scottish
Poen(Edinburgh, 1969); A.O.H. Jarmam e i r i n: Y Gododdem, Brita
(Llandysul, 1988); and J.T. Kothe Gododdin of Andigrt and Context from Bgek
North Britai(Cardiff, 1997).

a. Marwnad Cynddylan

The archaic heroic eldgarwnad Cynddylad T h ev-s Dagt of Cynd-dyl and,
century prince of Powyshly survives in manuscripts dating fcdé31 and latethe
earliest is NLW 4973, p08ff., copd by Dr John Davies of Mallwytbwever these
are believed to be accurate and reliable copies of much earlier origivalsvaad
Cynddylahas been shn to have been almost certainly composed in East Powys
i mmedi ately aft aMnwaEBiyAD ®5bysecalR 6 w | dEarigh \D/eish a t
Saga Poetry: a Study and Edition of thg Eagllgrichye, 1990)

The poem would seem to refer to Arthur inchnthe same way as ddes
Gododd{iRowland, 1990, #86 suggests an alternate;Adhurian reading for the text
of the poem, but this doesnodltimphesthanthed o have
military deeds of Cynddylan and his brothersf awech great valour that these warriors
might be seen asanawon Artur fras, dinas,dengynvh el ps of great Ar t
fortressd (see R. B r StudiavCeltitd/11 (DR, pgléPpt s of A
81 at p.177;T. Green,Concepts of Art{Stroud 2007)pp. 534; R. Bromwichet al
0l ntroduct i o retaleddyTheRArthuBof thenvwdible Arthurian Legend in
Medieval Welsh Liter&@analiff, 1991), pd-14 at p5; J.T.Kochd The Celimi ¢ Land
N.J. Lacy (edNledieal Arthurian Literature: A Guide to Recent(Resedach, 1996)
pp.239322 at pp2456.0 For dinassbBér e has the seAse of o64d
such it shows that the concepts of Arthur
standard bcomparison were present in East Powys (roughly modern Shydyysthiee
midseventhcenturf hi s concept of Arthur as the O6épar
shared by other ne@alfridian Welsh sources too, such as the p&ewhsir Teyrnon
Gereirfil[ius] Erbiny md d i d d a n ,Aandudrwnat vtlayidpen[diaagijs also to
be found in the works of tli@ogynfeirdd

See JRowland,Early Welsh Saga Poetry: a Study and Edition of the Englynion
(Cambridge, 1990), for an edition, translatnd discussion of the historical contéxt o
this poem; J.T. Koch andCarey The Celtic Heroic: Agerary Sources for Ancient Celtic
Europe and Early Ireland and(Walldsn, Mass., 1995), Bf0B2 also has a translation
of the whole poem.

e Pa gur yv y porthaur?

Pa gur yv y porthéué?Wh a t man i s the gat eYndddgaear / por t
Arthur a Glewlwyd Gafaelfawnd The Di al ogue of Arthur and G
important preGalfridian Arthurian dialogue poem from ti@lak Book of

Carmarthed It should most probably be dated to roughly the same period as the other

Black Bookymddiddarthat is the ninth or tenth century (R. Bromwich nt r oduct i on
and B.F. Robert® Rh a i o Gerddi Y md d i ,dndRa Bomwidhy f r Du
and R.B. Jones (eddstudiaethau ar yr Henffeaddiff, 1978)pp. 261, 281325 B.F.

Ro b e €Cuhwch acéOlwenT he Tr i ad &,R. BBoanwichet all@dd.XThev e s 0

Arthur of the We(§tardiff, 1991)pp. 7395 atp. 78 see further TGreen,Concepts of
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Arthut p. 8Q. Howeveras with much Old Welsh verse, a later date is impossible to rule
out entirely and, indeed, Koch has pointed out that a date of composition in the eighth
century is not implausible in the case of this poefpdoulus.4, October 1994p.

11279).

The poem is, itself, simply a summary of many earlier mythical Arthurian tales, as
SimswWi | | i ams has pointed out (6The d&alrly Wel
(edd.)The Arthur of the Wglsrdiff, 191), p.38) In it Arthur is the head of a company
of folkloric heroes and pagan gods who exercise marvellous and superhumdh powers
has 90 extant lines, the ending of the piece being lost due to a missing manuscript leaf
(which unfortunately means thiaé poem breaks off in the middle of an extremely
intriguing sentence) n 't he extant portion of the poem
main henchmen and its general world is one in which Arthur and his men fight battles
against human or supernatural eremigcluding cynocephali (deegaded men),
witches, a nTte ré&agsidnshig deswedBragurand Culhwch ac Olgen
problematical as there is some oveylapwever, given the length@f@lhwch ac Olwen
overlap is understandable and there ang pw@nts on which there is no overlajs
thus unlikely that the compilersGflhwatirew on a written text &fa gurthough they
may well have known of Rather they both seem to draw from the same body of early
Arthurian tradition, but witPa gr?r e pr esenting 6a stage prior
tradition with the story of the wooing of
and his heroes were outside the gate rather than inside the court (Koch26%96, p.

The poem begins as adljale between Arthur and Glewlwyd:

60What man is the gatekeeper?590
-0Gl ewl wyd Great Grasp;

what man asks it?80

-6 Art horwi ahpg Cai the fair. o
-OWhat [band] goes with you?50
-0The best men in the world. o

0l nto my house you wi |l not come

unlessyouwoc h f or t hemd

-6 1 shall vouch for them,
and you will see them,2d
(Lines 110: Sim&Nilliams, 1991, g0)

This porter scene is probably a stock narrative formula of vernaculeellistgry

(analogous scenes are to be had in chapter 32 of theeninghHistoria Brittonand

in Culhwch ac Olwenich is derived from Celtic mythology (see Koch, 198&l pnd

6 Fu r t Toregu DotD@ Toinges Mo Thuafiittude® CeltiqRes(1992)pp. 24961)

The wordgwarethat SmaVNi | | i ams tuwvehsfarés cas aveo be
6di scl os eThgmasdldnessha plaesibly suggested in light of this that the
passage should be taken as indicating that when Arthur and his followers arrive at the
gate they are invipibmiesandt @ haevedlsi nlkcem,A
0606endowment sd or magi cal gifts in the back
invisibl,eédhd TEardlomeBvol ut i o, NottinghamtMedievaL e g e n d
Studie® (1964), pB-21 at ppl67). After the above passage the poem develops into a

l'ist of Arthuroés men and their exploits re
himself:

Though Arthur laughedif?played]
he caused the/her blood to flow
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in Afarnachds hall ,
fighting with a witch

He pierced Cudgel(?) Head

in the dwellings of Disethach.

On the mountain of Edinburgh

he fought with dogheads.

By the hundred they fell;

they fell by the hundred

before Bedwyr the PerfeotPerfectSinews].
(Lines 3747: Sim&Villiams, 1991, pgl-2)

The final conflict mentioned by the poem (line8lis a battle agairiigtuan
wildc at s® and t hcatCathoRalsit & Wluaswi nega Cat 0, | ater
attributed to Cailn other sources this features Arthur rather than Cai mems
probable that all the sources are recounting a generally Arthurian battle, with Cai simply
made prominentiRagud?’s t el | i ng a.This mghtwdll apply te &lilshe wh er e
battles referred to in the poem and it is most interesting tAathiibean battle against
werewolves afTraeth Tryfrwydentioned irPa gurflines 122, 4851) as involving
both Bedwyr and the sgad Manawydan son of Llyr, is includeHlistoria Brittonum
chapter 56 as .Arthuroés tenth battl e

For a full discussioand translation d?a gur8ee P. Si/illiamsd The Ear |l vy
Wel s h Ar t h,inBiorawichePafedd)khé® Arthur of the WEBsrdiff, 1991),
pp.3371 at pp3846 and T. GreenConcepts of Arit8iroud 2007)pp. 7985, 10€2,
106, 1123, 1921 See also A.O.H. JarmanT he Del i neati on of Art h
Ve r, ; &.d/arty (ed.An Arthurian Tapestry: Essays in Memory of Le@isJdmape
1981), ppl-21 at pp7-10; AO.H. Jarmad The Art huri an Al l usi ons
of Car mar in PdBn Groutet al(edd.) The Legend of Arthur in the Middle Ages
(Cambridge, 1983)p. 99112 at ppl0#111; B.F. Robertd Rh a i o Gerddi Y md ¢
LIl'yfr Du ,@D&eBromyichdmtiRmoJones (eddtydiaethau ar yr Hengerdd
(Cadiff, 1978) pp. 281325 (which includes the text of the pgeany B.F. Roberts
&@ulhwch ac Olwent h e Tr i a disR. Br@hawichettaedd.)Thei Avtteuisod the
WelsltiCardiff, 1991)pp. 7395 at pp789. For an interesting comparison beméhis
poem and the fragmentary English Dballad 0l
PadelArthur in Medieval Welsh Litef@andiff, 2000), p30-2.

o
(@)
>
(72}

f Culhwceh ac Olwen

Culhwch ac Oligaihe earliest tale inthes@a | | e d 6 Ma bpreseovediinawod and i
manuscripts: th@®Vhite Book of RhydderdPeniarth 4, cols.488) and théred Book

of Hergedi(cols.81814), with the White Book only having the first two thirds of the

story The language ofulhwch ac Olvegpears to be Late OldeWwh and the

composition of the extant redaction of the tale is generally placed in the late eleventh
century athough one recent reviewer kaggested dating it to the siweklfth century

seeR. Bromwich and D.S. Evans (e@u)hwch and Olw&m:edion and study of the oldest
Arthurian talg€ardiff, 1992), pxiv-xxv, Ixxvitlxxxiii; J.T. Kochd6 The Celimi ¢ Land
N.J. Lacy (edNledieval Arthurian Literature: A Guide to Rece(lN&es¢éairkchl996),

pp.2589;D. Edeld The Ar t hwcecrh oafn do Cullwve né -Hemica fi gur
Tr adjReddiognMedieval S&udi®83), p3; S. Rodway, ©6The Date
of Cul hwch ac OlI,Cambrian Medi®al £dtis S49dEHOB) Npp.0o

21-44. All of the above datings do,vever, cause some significant problems if we
choose to give a roughly similar date to
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Branches of the Mabinogi o6 (as has often b
recently, Ford haal instead offered a mntinl latetenth or early eleventtentury date
for the taleT. Jones and G. Jones (trambg Mabinogitwondon, 1949), px; K.H.
JacksonA Celtic Miscellgh\armondsworth, 1971), pp9%204; P.K. Fordd Cul h wc h
and QinW.&. haty (edhe Ne Arthurian Encyclog&hdand, New York, 1996),
pp. 1046, also p508; see also Koch, 1996, 2589. Such a dating is also suggested by
Koch, who has recently dated the tale tentatively0@0 (J.T. Koclhe Gododdin of
Aneirin(Cardiff, 1997pp. civ, cv), and Edel, who supports a date in the second half of
the tenth century for a written version of at least some p&tsheich ac OhiEedel,
1983, p3).
The concept of Arthur held by the tale is both that of a great overlord (he is the
0Cehfi of the Kings of BrsilayedhongbQuihveemat Olvenr e n o wr
is most probably a literary composition it was clearly based on a number of earlier oral
and | egendary Arthurian tales whi cbhs wer e &
daught er 0-tydedd ckeht® theestory ad we now possésthé Arthurian
material is generally considered to represent the same body of very-ketlyricah
tales aPa gur yv y porth&listoria Britton@hapter 73 andreideu Anfyindo. The two
most obvious examples of such-gxisting tales incorporated i@alhwch ac Olaen
(i) the stories of the hunting of the divine great boar Twrch Téwyhich is an event
associated with Arthur from at least as early as the eidbtl oarthe evidence of the
Historia BrittonuigeeBromwich and Evans, 1992,Ixvi: the concept of a mythical
Giant Boar probably has its origins in pagan Celtic religious beliefs), and (ii) the journey
to Ireland by Arthur in his ship Prydwen to stieecauldron of Diwrnach, which is
clearly related to the journey to the Otherworld told in the -eghiilry or earlier
poem Preideu AnnwfBoth would appear to partly derive Qulhwclirom local
onomastic folkloreDther early Arthurian tales whichuld seem to be preserved in the

story ofCulhwch ac Olwemc | ude t he killing of the Very
Hel | 6; the killing of the giants Wrnach ai
warband of the pagan god Mabon ap Modron fronDtherworldly fortress; and

Arthurds settling of a dispute between th

Greidawl See further particularBromwich and Evans, 1992, espe@allylvii-Ixxv; T.
Green,Concepts of Arif3troud 2007)especially pp78, 65, 68, 95100, 108, 112
16, 15952, 166, 178; Edel, 1983; and B.F. Robe@sulhwch ac Olwde Triads,
Sai nt girsR. Bromwielst &(edd.)The Arthur of the Wglsrdiff, 1991) p.395,
especiallpp. 76-80).

At least some of éhmain characters of the tale (including both Culhwch and
Olwen) may not have been traditional and have almost no recorded existence outside of
the story itself, b e | degend thagformsoa frantedortliegi ant 6
pre-existing Arthuan tales rather than these tales themselves, although Yspaddaden
Penkawr may have his origins in-p8® oral tradition (see Koch, 199&5%) and the
name Culhwchis mentioned in a probably nhatbntury englyrirom a lament to
Cynddylan of PowyBor the text with superb notes, a bibliography and a full discussion
see Rachel Bromwich andSimon Evans (eddoulhwch and Olw&n:edition and study
of the oldest ArthurianGaleliff, 1992)See alsd. Green,Concepts of Art{&iroud
2007), chaters twothreeand four B.F. Roberts&Culhwch ac Olwent he Tr i ads, S
L i via R.@Bromwiclet aledd.)The Arthur of the W&Grdiff, 1991 )pp. 73-95; D.
Edel 6The Arthur of o Cul hHwecrho iacn dRe@dopw etni 60 nads
Medieval Studgd983), pp3-15; and J.T. Kogld The Ce | ibh N.& Latyged.yl s &
Medieval Arthurian LitergiNee York, 1996), pe39322 at pp25662 Modern and
reliable translations are available in T. Jones and G. JonesT{imrdghogion
(London, 1949) and P.K. Ford (tranigMabinogBerkeleyl977).
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g. Preideu Annwiyn

Preideu Asnnwfy® The Spoils of the Otherworl dd) i s
@ook of Taliesit(Poem XXX) and features the figures of Taliesiiethdr. Haycock
has suggested that the date of composition cannot easily be narrowed further than to the
Old Welsh period in general but this has been challengedHyywho has shown that
amid tolateeighthcentury date would suit this poem, makiag é@arlier witness to the
Arthurian legend than thistoria BrittonuM. Haycockd 6 Pr ei ddeu Annwnd a
Fi gur e oStudd @eltii8/a9%(19836), p.57; J.T. Kocho The Celimi ¢ Land
N.J. Lacy (ed.Medieval Arthurian Literaiev Yok, 1996) pp. 26365 Ko c h 6 s
research does, of course, confirm and vind
should be dated t©900 or before (in R.S. Loopnds6é The Spoil s of Annwn
We | s h ,iRR.8. lndbmjsVales and the Arthuriegen(Cardiff, 1956), @31) It
should be noted that the features Koch uses to date the poermtd théateeighth
century would be presentaarliecompositions alsand themid tolateeighth century
might therefore be seen d@sraninus agieem

The background to the poem is a story of an expedition by Arthur in his ship,
Prydwen, to Annwfyd the Celtic Otherworlé to seize a magical cauldron belonging
to Pen Annwfyf 6 T h e Chi ef of t he Ot herwor !l dd) ,
remarkable/faergnimals, from a fortress there, to which there are numerous analogues
in Celtic I|iterature (for exampl e, the qu
Culhwch ac Olwe€here also seems to be a story of the imprisonment of Gweir in the
Otherworld andhis release by Arthur, which again finds analog@eshwch ac Olwen
(with the rescue by Arthuroés warband of t
Otherworldly fortress) and elsewherdler versions of these stories must, by necessity,
have been padf the mental furniture of the audiencdPafideu Annwiilgrorder that
they might understand the now obscure allusions contained wilsirsiich, these
stories must prdate to some unknowable degree the composition of the geem
Haycock, 19838, p 55; T. GreenConcepts of Ar{{@iroud 2007), pp. 587.

For discussion, text and translation see M. HagycackP r ei ddeu Annwnd ¢
Fi gur e oStudid Celtitid/@9%s(19830), pp. 5278 M. Haycockl.egendary Poems
from the Book of Tal{@serystwyth, 2007), pp. 43B For detailed analyses of the
poem see also T. Gre€gncepts of Ari{@iroud 2007)especially pp. 5%, 15950, P.
SimsWillamsé The Ear |y Wel sihBromwithét aledd. Jime Afthare ms 6
of the Wel&Pardiff, 1991), p8371 at pp5457; A. Budgeyp 0 Pr ei ddeu Annwno
the Wel sh Tr aidC.d. Bwne, MoHarryfand Ph Q@ Biédhail (Eadti
Languages and Celtic (adjfex, Nova Scotia, 199@p. 392404; and R.S. Loomis
600Thei ISs of Annwnd ,AMR.SElLamomiyyalesded tlsebArthBriare m &
LegendCardiff, 1956), ppl31178 Both Budgey and Loomis contain alternative
translations of the text, as do J.B. Coe and S. Y@ eltic Sources for the Arthurian
LegengFelinfach 1995) and J.T. Koch and J. Garbg Celtic Heroic Age: Literary Sources
for Ancient Celtic Europe and Early Ireland @dldaldglass., 1995).

h. Englynion y Beddau

The Englynion y Bedflah St anzas of t he Gunexpeeted@eticr ecor d,
power, the sites of the graves of daoeous heroes, testifying to the close association

bet ween heroes and pl ac eWillamgb Tehaer | Bya rWeyl sWe [l ¢
Art hur i amR.BRanwiohset@l(edd.)The Arthur dhe WelgiCardiff, 1991), p.

49) , and Othe heroes named...belong to |I|e
(A.O.H. Jarmagmd The Art hurian Allusions,inMB.the Bl &
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Grout et aledd.)The Legend of Arthur in the Midd|€akgbedge, 1983)p. 99112 at

p. 111) Whilst the earliest extant manuscript containing them(tek Book of
Carmarthe@d dates to the thirteenth century, there can be no doubt that the vast
majority of theenglyni@me far older than th&JennyRowland has recently dated th
Black Book text to the mid tate ninth century, but as antiquarian records of oral tales
and topographic folklore they may well represent much older traditi®wsvland,

Early Welsh Saga Poetry: a Study and Eslikoglphig@ambridge, 1990), 389; see
alsoT.Jone The Bl ack Book of Car pPaoceedingsnoftheSt an z
British AcadeB8/(1967), pf@7-137 Of the 73 stanzas in the Black Book, only three (8,
12 and 44) mention w&hown Arhurian characters and of these the most important is
no. 44 which names Arthur himself:

[There is] a grave for March, a grave for Gwythur,
a grave for Gwgawn Redord;

t he wor | dndghisivagrave rArthur
(SimsWilliams, 1991, g9)

The poetds iIimplication is that the graves
Arthur himself inoethmpossible to find/achieve, probably because he was rumoured

not to be dead (a belief which is referred to elsewhere in-Galfpician iterature, see

T. GreenConcepts of Arf{8iroud 2007)pp. 725). With regards to the other heroes in

this passage, Gwythur is found associated with Arti@ulhmch ac Ohaed Kanu y
MeirchGwgawn appears Breuddwyd RhonadovdyMarch is thaickolded king of the
semiArthurian Tristan storie$he following two stanzas (8 and 12, respectively) also
concern characters and events from the early Arthurian legend:

The grave of Gwalchmai is in Perydgbami{on
as a reproach to men;
at Llanbardrn is the grave of Cynon.

The grave of C&dahr ands son i s at
after many a slaughter;
the grave of Bedwyr is on Tryfan fdIimsWilliams, 1991p.50)

The grave of Gwa | ¢ hCulwich ac ®lwgrdisa refersed ta byp he w i 1
Williamof Malmesburg1125 in hissesta Regum Anglomnare is it placed upon the
sesshore 6in the province of Wales called R(
both the size of the grave and natiure of t
themirabili@f theHistoria Brittonumalld Tryvaprobably refers to Tryfan in Snowdonia
but unfortunately no otherngha | f ri di an references to a ta
survived to usCamlann s obvi ously Art hur @&<olldcaieant | egen
with Tryfan in the abovenglyauggests it was identified, at least by this-centary
text, withCamlanmear Mallwyd, Merionethshire

SeeT. Green,Concepts of Artf&troud 2007), pp72-8, andP. Sims/Nilliams
0 The Ear lhy r WalnsiriR dsmigiahet aledd.)The Arthur of the Welsh:
The Arthurian Legend in Medieval Welsh (Genditfyr£991), pR371 at pp49-51, for
an examination of thenglynio®.J Padel 6 s 6 Th e , QambrianrMediesaf Ar t h
Cel Studi@y (1994), pd-31 at pp8-12 hasdiscussion of the belief that Arthur was
not dead and would retyras does Green, 2007, chapter. taw the text and
discussion see Thomas Jpoe§he Bl ack Book of Car marthen:
Procdmgs of the British Ac&de(h967), p@7-137.
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/. Kat Godeu

Kat Godeud6 The Battl e of t h-alled-tamsorsationpl paems one o
from the fourteenticentury@ook of Taliesié As it stands the poem itseHrtainly

dates from latethan the sixth century but contains elements which may reflect much

older sources, for example the possible survival of paghmetrémhn BCoe and

Simon YoungThe Celtic Sources for the ArthuriafFekgeat 1995), pl41) The

bulk of the pem is concerned thia great mythological batfi@lso mentioned in a

varietyof other norGalfridian sourcedfought by the divine sons of D6n via an army

of magically animated trees, the forest thus animated, it has been argued, being the
famedCoed Geldgn 6t he Cal HodWiliamaThe Foenrs efsT al(iBsiblin,

1968), ppxlii-xliv; R. Bromwich (edlrioedd Ynys Prydein. The WelslChrndiis

1978), pp207#8, 540; MHaycockd The Signi fi cance -Lstfin t he 0 Ca
the Book oiff MX Bdliet al(edd)Cditic Linguistics: Readings in the Brythonic
Languages for T. Arwyn Wébkirsterdam, 199Q)p. 297331 app. 3089.

Arthur hi mself iI's named only once, wh e
commandedt@ pr ophesy [ t 0-P38)Ahmettexttherd couldlmean either 2 3 7
6of Arthurd or o6to Arthuro, but iidad seems m
that he was therefore pres@atSimaVi | | i ams 6 The Earl,yn Wel sh /£

R.Bromwichet aledd.)The Arthur of the WEIsdiff, 1991)pp. 3371 atpp.51-2). In

additon near the beginning of the poem the 0I
of the battle and Haycock has argued that this should probably be seenaxa tef

Arthurtoo (see Haycock 1990,298):

Keint yg kat godeu bric / Rac Prydein wledic

| sang in the van of the trbeat t al i on (or &6in the batt]
before the lord of Britaiflines 267: SimaVilliams 1991, 52)

Thereforan Kat Godeme seento have a potentially early podsatfeatures a mythical

battle fought by the trees 6bed Celyddwhich is in somé perhaps majod way

associated with Arthugrfa full discussion of all this¢luding the potential date Kt

Godetself,see T. GreerGoncepts of Arif&troud, 2007), pp.-G2The association of

thisbattlewith Arthurd henceforth calle@Gad Goddau distinguish it from the poem of

the same namiis, to some large degre®nfirmed by an emanation & other early

sourcesThus in the poenKat Godeat least part of the fightidgcoming immediately

after the ref er edisfecussad arbunchadort cattaedNeferfnir Br i t a i |

| wounded a great scaly animal: a hundred heads on him

And a fierce host beneath the base of his tongue,

And another host is on his necks.

A black, forked toad: a hundred claws on him.

An enchanted, crested snake in whose skin a hundred souls are punished.
| was inKaer Nefenhihere grass and trees attacked,

Poets sang, warriors rushed forth.

(lines 314: P.K. Ford,The Mabinogi and Other Medieval We(Berkeleg,
1977), p.184)

There is only one other reference in medieval Welsh literature to this dattisss

named as one of the places conquerdéade pastoy Arthur inCulhwch ac Olsae
Green, 2007, p. BT hisis obviouslysuggestivef Arthur indeed beinthe Prydein wledic
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0l ord of Britaino, at Kdt 6aebmdadyd latey WWelshh e ar m
manuscriptstatethat an aéirnate name for the batttad GoddawasCad Achrema

name which is highbuggestivef the name obne of theforts d Caer Ochrérthat

Arthur leadthe attack on ithe early poerRreideu Annwfge for this identification,

Green, 2007, p3pA.Bulgey, O0Preiddeu Annwnoé and the
in C.J. Burne, M. Harry and P. O Siadhail (€éttiy Languages and Celti¢Hrditate

Nova Scotia, 1992), pp. 3914 at p. 396, arM. Haycock, O0Preiddeu A
Figure of Taliesi &tudia Celtiz8/19 (19831), pp. 58 at p.75 Such dink between

Cad Achremn d Ar t h u rCaes Ochrgams aorisitlerablensupport from the fact

that Trioedd Ynys Prydath other Welsh texts describe the battleaof Goddas a
oOfatpodintl ess batt | a doebwh and b dog, adentifiedaassae d by
greyhound in one texthis accords welith the description gk r t hagsault siCaer

Ochrem Preideu Annwéys a Owoef ul conflictd which see
ooder to retrieve the 0[Geans2007tph@8yBudgeyep wi t
1992, p. 396

Given all thisand the fact that the forest animateldah Godeas considered to
have beerCoed Celyddions dfficult to avoid connecting thepparently mythical
Arthurian battle with theCat Coit Celidén6t h e Goad Celydgnoat t ri but ed
Arthur in 856 of the early nirtbenturyHistoria Brittony@reen, 2007, p. BAs with
theHistoriis tenth battl e, w Istiweravohzep ipvehdang the as a b
former seagod Manawydan son of Llyr Ra gur yv y porthaug?appear tchave a
situation in which a mythical Arthurian battle has been borrowed and historicised by the
author of theHistoria(or his hypothetical source) fori s | i st of Art huro
victories against the Saxons

See further on this baftle. Green,Concepts of Arttg&troud 2007)pp. 62-7.
The full textof the poem can be found inGlvenogvryn Evans (edhe Book of Taliesin:
Facsimile and Tgkanbedrog, 191@nd M. HaycocK,egendary Poems from the Book of
TaliesiAberystwyth, 2007), pp. 3539 it has been translatedHigycock in the above
volume and bi?.K. Ford as an appendix to Tiree MabindBierkeleyl977), ppl837.

/. Marwnat Uthyr Penfdragon], Kadeir Teyrnon, Madfawg] drut ac
Erof, and Kanu y Meirch

Aside fromPreideu Annwéymd Kat Goddhere are four other Arthurian references in

the @ook of Taliesi@d These are found in the poeMarwnat Uthyr Pen[dragdn]T h e
DeathSongo f Ut hyr ORPendrdgselgoreviafied in the manuscrig@deir
Teymoff 6 The Chair o f a Pr i ncMadlawg]rdrutéad Bref Ch ai |
(6 Mad[ awg] t h & Mddaws abbreviatedin theHnanmuscidp); lkadu y

Meirclf 6ePno o f t h Nonetbbtmeseg@eiege usuallglated any more precisely

than to the Old Welsh periagdgeneralroughly the ninth to eleventh centuidsrwnat

Uthyr Pendragoa wholly Arthurian piece, being probably envisaged as being spoken by
Arthurdos father, Ut hy rTrioédd Yriys Rrygle@28 andvh o s e e
Ge o f fHis®na®egum Britantvakave been a Taliebke figure, a magician and
shapechanger in Welsh traditidn.SimsWiliamsé The Ear |l y Weld&d h Art hu
in R.Bromwichet aledd.)The Arthur of the WETstrdiff, 1991)p. 53 The lines that are

of particular significance for Arthur are as follows:

A victorious swordtroke before the sons of Cawrnur.

| shared my shelter,

a ninth shaloue i n Arthuros va
| broke a hundred forts.
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| slew a hundred stewards.

| bestowed a hundred mantles.

| cut a hundred heads.

| gave to an old chief

very great swords of protection.

[?7?27]

An iron protection ...[??2inountaintop.

To my deprivation, to my sorrow, rgsv was brave].
The world would not exist were it not for my offspring
(lines 1224: J.B. Coe and S. Youhige Celtic Sources for the Arthurian Legend
(Felinfach 1995), ppl5G1)

Lines 1314 are clearlyo be related to the concept of Arthur as ayig/arrior and
SimsWilliams has suggested that Uthyr here means that he has passed on his qualities to
his son (1991, @®3) This is reinforced by the proud and intriguing boast (reflecting
perhaps the neal f ri di an concept ooff ABrrtihtuari n®s aftgls
supernatur al threats) in |line 24 that 0Th
of f s.pwith negards to Uthyr he is clearly conceived of as a powerful warrior and
protector himself in the above lines, whilst the earlier ptressoem have sometimes
been used to argue that Uthyr was a pagan Celtic God (see K.Malbne Hi st or i ci
of A rJoumal of&nglish and Germanic Phib&y), ppl6391 at pp46971; R.
LoomisCeltic Myth and Arthurian Rothanden,1926), p352. It is interesting in this
context that the god Mabon ap Mod4dn is de
Pa gur yv y porth&ar?a full analysis of this poem, see now T. G@zartepts of Arthur
(Stroud 2007)pp. 14550,

Kaekir Teyrniman obscure boasting poem uttered by the legendasgivaemi
Taliesin before he releases his patron Elffin from imprisarteebégins by praising a
certainTeyrnowho, if this is taken as the comammunteyrnon 0 a O6pr immacy we | | k
Arthur himself:SimsWilliams, 1991, &2 T. Gr e e nAladup MatoMdmdt e o n
Arthud Sttudia Celtig2007) 41, p23%41, M. HaycocK,egendary Poems from the Book of
TaliesifAberystwyth, 2007), @034, 300Unfortunately as a whole theeppremains
difficult but the following lines deserve comment:

He brought them from Cawrnur,
pale horses under saddle...

The third deep matter for the wise one:

the blessing of Arthur

0 Blessed Arthud

with harmonious song:

the defender in battle,

the rampler on nine.

(lines 1314, 1722: Coe and Young, 1995, pf89 and SimyVilliams, 1991, p.
52)

Clearly the latter lines tell us something about how the tales of Arthur were viewed by

the bards, as well as confirming again the concept of Arthugreast avarrior and

defenderThe former lines (lines-13) recall line 12 dfarwnat Uthyr Pendragbich

refers to Uthyr 6s atMeweadkogether thesh o réfereances of C
can probably be taken to imply the existence of a lostiamtkale in which Arthur and

Uthyr warred against Cawrnur and his sons (who were probably giantsaWrelsh
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Further discussion of this poem can be fourgr@en,0 A N o t Goidcepiza 118,
197

The other two references are less significarstibubterestingMadawg drut ac
Erofis a fragment of a poem:

Madog, the rampart of rejoicing.
Madog, before he was in the grave,
he was a fortress of generosity
[consisting] of feat(s) and play.

The son of Uthyr, before death

he handed over pledges.
(9msWilliams, 1991, pp34)

This Madog is also mentionedimd d i d d a n And it deems clearGthrat h&wag r

Art hur ds bGaleidian &aditionThe abhowenhowever is all that really remains

of whatever stories were current in earlysWehdition regarding Madog, asidenfro

two lines from a late twelithent ury rel i gi ous poem (6Madog,
he had great pr of i-WiliamsviOH t mAhFendlly theverisrtloew ! 6 : Si
untitted poem generally callédnu yMeircha long list of the horses of traditional

heroes:

And Gwyt hur o
And Gwawr ddu
And Arthur os
boldly bestowing pain;

A.nd Llamrei, full valuable,
widenostrilled and powerful;
(lines 3683, 5851: Coe and Young, 1995, p#89)

The grouping of the heroes was clearly dictated by rhyme but it is interesting that
Gwythur and Gwawrddur are found elsewhere associated with ArtBagl{inion y
BeddaandY GododdmespectivelyAr t hur s horse is nbu given
in Culhwch ac Ohtés named alamred intriguingly, a horse so named appears later
Kanu y Meir¢houghwithout the name of its owner

The text of these poeman be found in Gwenogvryn Evans (ed:he Book of
Taliesin: Facsimile and(Olexbedrog, 191@&nd M. HaycocHK,egendary Poems from the
Book of Taliegidberystwyth, 2007), Ap.~#239, 293811, 38403, 45%2, 5033
Haycockds edition i ncl udaeidtrahstatomssalorgtwitho ns o f
the correspondingxt are also given by P. SiWidiams® The Early Wel sh Ar
P o e mrs B. Bromwichet al(edd.)The Arthur of the Welsh: The Arthurian Legend in
Medieval Welsh Liter@@aeliff, 1991), p83-71 at pp524), and Coe and Younghe
Celtic Sourtmsthe Arthurian LedEetinfach 1995), ppl4:t51) W.F. SkeneThe Four
Ancient Books of Wales volumes (Edinburgh, 1868) gives full translations of the
poems, but these are not reliable.

K. Ymddi ddan Art hur aébr Eryr
TheYmddi ddanryrfA6Dhaltogte &f Arthur amd the E:

manuscripts of the fourteentkentury and late©On linguistic and thematic grounds it
shouldprobablybe datea:1150 and considered r@alfridian in contenThe poem is
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