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Abstract
This study attempts to distinguish the local, regional and supraregional identities that are

produced in manuscriftrecht, Het Utrechtérchief VIIF5( 6t he Ut r echt chr on
ma n u s c Thisfiitderd@hicentury manuscrigh Middle Dutch(c. 1477)contairs aworld

chronicle, followed by ia extensive series of regional chroniclése codex was compiled by

an Utrechtcanon, who was almost certainly part of a network of historiographers centred

around Willem van Berchen, Tbeoricus Pauli and Johannes a Leydis. Cadexnal
references and overl ap between sever al of th
the manuscript form a unity, but, at the same time are able to function independently. The

forward reference i n t he manuscriptos world chronicle
were an intended part of the manuscript. Since identities are partly rooted in space, the
manuscriptds r epr e seographital mfpraatian Systei@|8)saddy s e d .

to perform a data analysis on more than 2500 references to geographical locations. Space is
represented on three level$ie manuscript includeslocal Utrecht space, several regional

spaces and a supraregional space roughly corresgonih the coreareasf the medieval

Low Countriesln all, thecombination ofthenanus cr i pt 6 s c oalverlapp| ogi c al
codexinternal references and represented spaceable tgroduce local, regional and

supraregional identities. Although most territoriggaged in the Low Countries wereledby

the Burgundian dukes, the promoted supraregional identity does not coincide with a possible
Burgundian identity.
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1. Introduction
Over the course of the lafeurteenth and fifteenth centes the dukes of Burgundgame

into possession of nearly the entii@v Countries For inhabitants oferritorieslike Brabant,

Holland or Flanders, it meant that they couentify themselves as being subject to the

Burgundian dukesn addition tothealready existingpossibility ofpossessing local Brabant,

Holland or Flandersegionalcollectiveidentity! Asmo st L o w tErotarieshow hael s 6
oneruler, new opportunities rosepooduces u pr ar e gi o n adlleciiv@demtites ndi an 6

These opportunities were negizedinstantly. In factaccording to Petddoppenbrouwers

it would have been extremely unlikely forasupr& gi onal , O Net herl and
to have developed anywhere before the end of the fifteenth century. And even at that

point the principalities and autonomous regions (Friesland!) dfatneCountries

were separated by large demographic, economic, linguistic and cultural differences,

that were almost impossible to bridge.

In addition, Robert Stein stataboutthe fifteenth and sixteentitentury Netherlandhato i t s
culture was c¢har ac t®mshorswhen the Burgundiarodukgst Hold c a | i s m
of mostprincipalitieswithin the Low Countries a O Bur gundi an nati onal
established right away.

On another level, the Burgundian unifieatiof territoriesdid triggerauthorsto start
writing and copyinghistoriographical narratives, mainiggionalchronicles! Apparently,the
unification set people thinking about thkical past.The Burgundian unificationoincides
with a peak irthe production of regional chroniclendthe copyingof existing narratives
into new manuscripts the second half of the fifteenth centufyese regional chronicles do
not merely survive on their own in singext manuscrig Some of thesenanuscipts
containseriesof regional chroniclesmeaning that the histories of multiple territories are
collected into a single volunvé~or example,theoc al | ed 6 Ber ghs kronieke
(Bergh chronicle manuscriptontains chronicles dhe Popesthe bishops of Cologne, Liege,
Utrecht, Minster, the Germ#fings, the lords of Guelders, Holland, Brabant, Mark, France

! The concept of identity will be explained in the theoretical framework below.

2 Hoppenbrouwers 20H038-39.

3 Stein 20104, 3.

4 Caers 2019, 21. Cf. Levelt 2011, 39.

5 The four most extensive chronicle collectiondMiddle Dutchare&-Heerenbergh, Arcef Kasteel Huis
Bergh, 2095¢. 145361, Lower Rhine area); Leiden, UB, BPL 76 C (1476, Holland); Utrecht, Het Utrechts
Archief, VII F 5 (1477, Utrecht) and the printed Dutch editiofra$ciculus temporur@Johan Veldener,
Utrecht, 1480).



and Cleve$.Althoughmost chronicles inthissesenay be typi fied 6region
as suclcan hardly be called an expegon of regional historiographWhen regionally
orientated histories algeing collectedhext to each othen a manuscriptheindividual texts
still may be analysed as markers of a regional identity.sviate the combination of texts
supersedesneregion (here | mean a single countydoichy)the codex as a whoteay
express a supraregional historical interest withctivapiler, or evenmay be read aan
attemptto producea supraregional identityn this studynot the Bergh chroniclmanuscript
but a different manuscript will be the focal poarfitattention The Utrecht Archives
custodian oHetUtrechts Archief, VII F 5a paper manuscripthich can be datetb the year
1477 and contains a largergs of chroniclesSince the opang world chroniclenarrates
manyevents that happened in or around Utrecht,asmimed that the book was produced in
the city ofUtrecht’ This world chronicle is oftebeing referredtoa8 Ut r ec ht s-e kr oni
1 4 78Heénceforward, Iwilr ef er t o the manuscript ale the 0
spite of its rich collection of regional histories, thgecht chronicle manuscripias barely
been studied by (literary) historiahFheonly extensivestudy is a mster thesigrom 1987
with aneditionof the entire manuscrifsty Liesbeth Orthel®

In thisstudy; | will investigatehow a collection of historiographical texts can produce
(multiple) collectiveidentities. Thesalentities maybe local, regional aridr supraregional
When a singléregional)chronicle text is studied, the process of producing identities is fairly
straightforwardthe chronicle presents a certain version of the past, leading to the promotion
of acollective memory with its readers. i§kcollective memory may lead to the production,
alteration or deconstruction of a collective identityshort, a regional chronicle promotes a
certain identity to its readers. Yet, how this process works with ectiolh of chronicles in a
singlemanuscripis unclearThe promoted identityf a multi-text manuscripis probably not
as simple as beirtpe sum of all regional chronicleBhe mainresearch questioof this study
is as follows:Which local, regional ad supraregional identities angromotedn the Utrecht
chronicle coll ect i onAsbdidadydinkditheproductiantofi e f , VI |

chronicles to the Burgundian unification, | attempt to answer the following related question as

8 6 sleerenberghArchief Kasteel Huis Bergh, 2096. (14531461),0lim. Anholt, Furstlich SalrSalmsche

Bibliothek, Schmitz 42.

" CarasseKok is careful n attributing the manuscript to Utrecht (Cara®k 1981, 299ff.). In the online

Bibliotheca Manuscripta Neerlandig®NM), the manuscript is attributed to Utrecht without a question mark.
See:https://bnmi.huygens.knaw.nl/tekstdragers/TDRAO00000011[®B3#06-2019]. The manuscript is present

in the BNM under its old signature O6Utrecht, HUA, Bib
8 e.g.Van den Hovewan Gendene2001, 157.

9 The history & Guelders contained in the manuschips beemdited in Van Doorninck 1908.

10 Orthel 1987.
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well: Is thesupraregional identity that ipromotedn the Utrecht chronicle collection a

0Bur gundi aAmsweridgthese inteérnglétetjuestiors will reveal multiple things.

First, itwill show how a collectiomf textsproduces multiple, layered identiti€secondit

enables me tdiscern how the identities in this manuscppssiblyrelate to the Burgundian

unification. Third, it shows a possible way in which the Burgundian unification was perceived
relatively far from the Burgundian coult the supraregional identiromotedn the Utrecht

chronicle manuscrigpartly) coincideswi t h t he Bur gund,ihsgigndisnati ona
thattheremay beevidence otfforts to promote Burgundian identity contrary towhat

currentscholarly opiniorholds.

To answer my research questiossyeral intermedrg steps should bget First, it is
importantto gain knowledgen how theUtrecht chroniclenanuscriptame into beingnd
wascompiled A clear view on the o d egenéssand intended audience needed to
under st and t h #sfuocboodnd sonsequenttyehe tvasy it produces identities
Here | will performthe Material philologyapproach to manuscripts.

Next, | want to find out how the individual chronicles in thdlection relate to each
other.When connectionare made between chronicles in the manustrgitherthrough their
contents othroughcrossreference$ this would point atthe production of supraregional
identities.Therefore, thimnalysis will be a&lose readingvith two focal points: overlap ithe
events which are narrat@dmultiple chronicleand secondcodexinternal references.
Overlapmeans tha& single story is expected to be narrated in multiple regional chronicles.
This is the casisn many instanced he dukes of Brabant and Guelders,drnample fought
many warsagainsteach other, which one may expect to be narrated infistibries. How
does thecompilerof the manuscript deal with thi€esheincludetwo differentversions of
the eventor, alternativelyharmonise the two possible perspectives on the evmntRiight
evenomitit in one (or both)nstance(s)Codexinternal referencearefor amodern book
producer a logicaolution to tle problens of overlap and repetitiomhese references are
also present in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript, but the extent and natusssbbuld be
studied in detail.

Finally, this study seekanew way of researching the production of identities in
chroniclesthat is,to quantitativelyinvestigate thgeographicaspace that is represented in
the manuscripfThe production of a collective memaand a collective identity i®r a
considerable @rtrooted in spac& As we already saw abovs;holars caltheworld

11 See Nichols 1990;1997.
12 Misztal 2003, 101; Tomaszek 2018, 18&eChapter 2



chroniclein the Utrecht chronicle manuscriptUt r e ¢ h t 65-@47K& manty besdusé
narratesnany Utrechtrelated event€On the surface in this world chronicle isegpresented
UtrechtspaceThis space helps pduédnga n 6 Ut r e cHowever,athemdcdtidny abe.
mentioned as wellyhose represented spacesatke toproduceotherlocal, regional or
supraregional identitieF.hese are harder toaceby close readingin order to revealvhich
otheridentities are producday referring to geographical locations, | will create a dataset
Containing over 2500 references to geographical loesfine analysis of such a dataset
makes it possiblen establish clusters tdcationsin a quantitative manneCollected arenot
only referenceso specific places i k e 0 U térFd cahBddselss Adso indirectones,
like innamese.g.6 J ohn of [RBwicobBurgandpare collectedThe resulting
dataset will be visualised usingzeospatial Information Systef@1S).:* The use of GIS in
the Humanitiesisrisinga f i el d of 0 Spat i abutitdusehydliterary)i es 6 i
historiangs still scarce.

The current study presents an exploration of new methods to study medieval
chroniclesIn applyingGIS andthecombining of research into medieval chronicles and
multi-text manuscriptst will steer the study of medieval historiography in new directions.
Moreover by notfocussing on centralised institutiqrimit on a piece of historiograiphl
activity not origimating fromthe Burgundiartourt,this studyinvestigateshe production of
supraregional identities from the bottom up.

In the following chapter | will first present a brigtiate of the art in the relevant fields
of researchThere | will alsoexplainthemethods and theories | will udgext, the Utrecht
chronicle manuscript is introducethis is followed bythree chapterpresentinganalyses: the
manuscript s ¢ e nalese adimgwith attemtidp textua overlapnand
codexinternal referenceand, finally,ananalysis of the represented spakier the
concludingchapterpneappendix can be found, containingravisional editiorof the

manuscript

13 SeeChapter 2 and Chapter An introduction to GIS for nospecialists ipresented by Gregory 260
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2. State of the arandtheoseticalframework
In thischapterthiss t u dngirdcenceptareintroduced Sincemy goproachincorporates

methodologiesind theorie$rom multiple research traditionshe relevansubdisciplines will
be introduced in separagectionsincludingindications of thestate of the aiih therespective
fields. As the individual research disciplines are often large fields of reseagskotterviews

are naturally,non-exhaustive.

Chronicles
Central to this study are chronicl&any <holars researching historiograpfwith this |

meanall texttypesdealing with historical topigshave attempted to find a medieval or
modern justification talistinguish chronicles from annafgeste vitaeand other types of
historicaltexts Unfortunatelytheterminology used bynedieval historiographers

insufficient to produce a scholarly sound typologg.Dunphy concludems a discussion on

typology.

Thus medieval usage gives useamies of terms which are generally synonymous, with
at most tendential preferences of distribution. However it is clear that within this vast
textual tradition there are significant variations of genre, and only very occasionally do

we observe medieval thors attempting to link terminology to fortf

Forthe current study, it is natportant whether we are actually dealing with chronijcles
histories or annals. Sineachtext present in the Utrecht chronidtea historical text
following the same principle$ a singledioceséduchycounty, earliest history up to the
presentstructured around theuccession of ruleiis| will call each text a chronicle

The study of Middle Dutch chronicléms long been a small research aféds is
mainly becauséistoriandong assessechroniclesd t oo | i t er a mcgoddingtme ani ng
themthe histories contained too maffgbricated storied.iterary historians, on their part,
neglected them f or BEherepgttivéennoutmelriatteiroanrsy oefn oduhgi
factswere nothing likehewell-composed verses other authors had written.

The founding father adhemost populaapproach to Dutch medieval chroniciss
probablyJan Romein. He published his main study amthiNetherlandisimodernday
NetherlandsMiddle Dutch medievahistoriographyin 1932. InGeschiedenis van de Noerd
Nederlandse geschiedschrijving in de Middeleeulessrgued thaapart fromdisentangling

4 Dunphy 2010, 279.
I5Cf. Van Anrooij 1991, 10203;-1 07 . 0 Ze [MV]bevindeo zich thdns =0 lijkt het, in een soort
Aini emandsl ando, dat idonoaru wheilsitjokrsi,ciofe nalnehearnlsantdei cwei ni |
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facts from fables ichronicles oneshouldaskthe question ofiowa source presents a certain
version of thegpast.What made an author deciderépresent the past in particulathys way?
Similar to howpresendayscholarsstudythe representation of history in chroni¢l®omein
proposed an approaghwhichchroniclesaretoberead s O6een spiegel van h
zel fbewustzijn der Nedegelcanscibgsoebseofthe®atche 6 [ a m
nation]® This progressive approhof reading chronicles was only picked uplmnother
Dutch scholarsomefifty years laterwhen Carass& o k 6 s r e p e rNetberlapndisb f  Nor t
historiographical sources was published in 198his studyeased the path fawo
importantpieces of scholarshipn Dutch historiographythe collection of articlesn North
Netherlandish historiography by Ebéi®ving, Santing & Tilmasin 1987 andhe
dissertation by Verbifschillings on theBavaria Herald in 1998 These studies were thedfir
tooperatRo me i n 6 s .A reperoeywfoSoutiNetherlandish (moderday Belgium)
historiography in 1996omplimented Carasd6 o k 6 s and,evenkually led to the online
databas@he Narrative Sources from the Low Countrighich is kepup-to-dateregularly*®
The presence dhis databaseé and the revival ofesearch ohistoriographyin general
have led to an increase of studies on Middle Dutch historiogrjwadays, articles and
monographs on Middle Dutch chronicles are publistegdlarly by both literary historians
and historiang®
The vibrant study of Dutch medieval chronictesh be regarded as a part of an
internationaimovement of eveincreasing scholarship on medieval historiogragtne
formation ofThe Medieval Chronicle Socigtyst before the turn of the centumgshelped
building an international community of scholars working with medieval chronilescent
landmark in the study of medieval chronicless beerthe Encyclopedia of the Medieval
Chronicle?!
Studieson medieval chroniclesften focus oropics likeintertextuality, source

analysis andfficial court historiographerg.g. the French or Burgundian couris)fact,

18 Romein 1932, XXII.

17 CarasseKok 1981.

18 EbelsHoving, Santing & Tilmans 1987; Verb§chillings 1995.

19 Deploige et al. 2010.

20 Most monographs ofMiddle Dutch) medieval chronicles by Dutspeaking scholars are published by
publisher Verloren (often in Dutchh non-exhaustive list of titlesJanse & Biesheuvel (200%pene (2005)
Tigelaar (2006)Houthuys (2009)Van Moolenbroek Mol & Loer (2009); Doedens & Looijesteijn (2010);
Levelt (2011); Keesman (2017); Caers [2019].

21 Dunphy 2010.
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research on chronicles {multi-text) manuscripts is still very rarén a recent collection of

articleson historiography in the Angidlorman period Cleaver & Worm state:

[ €] a wi de r anaies are feadily @whilal@evtcastholdrs aad students
working in different disciplinesyet easy access to printgstholarly,MV] editions

has often obscured the different levels of circulation of these texts in the Middle Ages,
and drawn attention awagoim the manuscripts in which they survive, resulting in a
tendency for scholars to treat such works as sources of historical facts and, more

recently, as pieces of literatuie.

Foll owing Cl eaver &egh\a of thédnsanuscrigoritextepfmedievaln t h e
chronicles| will not studythe Utrecht chronicle collecticmsmerely a sourcef historical

facts or literary work onlyRather,| aim to connect the production afmanuscriptontaining

a collection of historiographat literature to the production of identitieBhisrequiresa

different way of reading these tex#®zierski hagemonstrated a fruitful way of analysing
medieval chroniclesas he parallels them tilee modernday concepof heritage Heritage is

described as follows by Jezierski:

By the term heritage | mean the kind of historical knowledge delivered by

schoolbooks, themmuseums, memorial parades or national monuments. Heritage is
meant to be exciltusiisvet;o iat ties tootulres 6diast i n .
and is supposed to be, selective in the presentation of historical data, exposing the
victories and successes of oO6ourdé ancestor
hidden?®

By approaching chronicless being similato the historical knowledge promoted by heritage,
Jezierskavoids the comparison betwemredieval chronicleandthe work of moderiday
professional historiang n  J e z i e r Bistoricdysandratmmalitysare madern

inventions, valid neither universally nor eternally, and to require these standards from
medi eval aut hor s ? Nasurallyclsranicles are fartmora than merelyt e 6 .
rhetoricaltreatises celebrating an appropriated gasgtstudying chronicles as heritagpelps
focussing on the ways in which chronicles are able to promote a certain past in brdiet to

acollective memory, as will be shown below.

22 Cleaver & Worm 2018, 3.
23 Jezierski 2008, 100.
24 Jezierski 2008, 100.
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Multi-text manuscrifs
The Utrecht chronicle manuscrigbntairs a multiplicity of (historiographicalexts. There

are multiplenamedo refer tosuch book comprising more than ortext. Frequently used
termsto designate these kinds of codices@mai s c¢ edl al nat nhyodtc ognpdo. it e 6
recentcollection of aticlesPratt Besamusca, Meyer & Puttieavesuggestedo usethe more
neutral -t exim fordaabkswith multiple texts. The main advantage of ttesm
is theabsenc®f anypositive or negative connotations regagthe allegedmiscellaneous or
homogeneous at ur e of t he rfrdnrthisstady iwdl usé the termuitittextn t s
codex or multitext manuscripto referto manuscriptsvith multiple textsin it.

A major impulseo the study otexts inits manuscript contextasbeen theNew
Philology (later oftencalledMaterial Philology) approach tananuscriptsin a special edition
of Speculumn 1990, Nicholp r oposed a O6newd philological ap
shouldmove beyondhe mere analysis of text and languageen working with medieval
manuscriptHe emphasised the fatttata manuscript is more thamly a text carrier
According to Nicholsamanuscrippage representaultipleé s y s £°&hese are for
instance text, illumination, rubrications, glosses, margina) &#xtOnemay extendthis listto
also includefor examplethedecision to usparchment or paper, th®okd binding, the way
in which gatherings are formed, elicholsstates thafeach system is a unit independent of
the others and yet calls attention to them; each tries to convey something about the other
while to some extersubstituting for 2 In other words, when researching manuscript
books,one ought to study as many aspects as possibleler to understand the book as a
cultural objectas there is an interplay between all elements coristjtatbook?® This study
will take as a starting point a codicological analysis of the Utrecht chronicle manuscript,
paying attention to the different dbdunitsd th
whole andts produced identities

Ni c hNMeW Philologyhashada profoundinfluenceonthe scholarlywork of many
(literary) historiansint he | ast f e apprgaechaa nsedidval rnamusdrijgesd been
especially popular, beingperated in a wide range of conteXtéith regard tany research,
especially onef these contextis important to introducan somedetail Thisis the studyof
the interpretation of texts multi-text manuscriptsAlready in 1997 Nichols demonstrated
thepotential of studying texts in relation its co-texts in a manuscript:

25 Pratt et al. 2017, 13.

26 Njchols 1990, 7.

27 Nichols 1990, 7In a 1997 articlehecallsthem n u s ¢ r i pdti méean smuwl BeelINiciols E987e 0 .
28 Cf. Nichols & Wenzel 1996,-6.
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One can alter some words in a song that
or general implication nearly so much as by presenting it in an altered context. By writing
it down amidst other songs with which it will be irathately compared, one may

radically change many aspects of how we understand the song, even without changing its

lyrics.2®

Whentrying to interpret texti a song, a poem, a chroniélét is of seminal importance to
include in the analysialsothe surraindingco-textsin a manuscriptFurthermoreas
Bouwmeestepointed ouin a recent articlgt should not make a difference how long these
co-texts are’® Often only the longer texts of a mutéxt manuscript are takent@accountn
analysesShortertexts are neglected or overlookasithey are short and therefoegarded
lessimportant Bouwmeesteargueghat also thehortertexts are worth analysing, sinéea | |
too often the meaning of a medieval text is shaped (or inflaggeall its cetexts,
regar dl es s 3b0nthe dtherihandhis daegnbtiméan thiaxt lengthshould not
be taken in accounin fact, in the case of chronicles the length of atexy beanindicaion
of the importance given tb by thecompiler Chronicles are flexible textancompilercould
easily expand or shorten a chronicle narrath®long as thenain structural elemeiit
chronologyi is being adhered td, is fairly easy to produce a largersirorter chronicle.
Sequential items in a chronicle do not necessarily have to releéetoother andan
therefore be added or removed with ease.

Thefinal aspect of multtext manuscripts | want to point out is the followindpeT
selection of texts ia manuscripby a compilercan be seen asform of receptiofd?
Questions likavhy thecompilerdecidel to include precisely these texts, in these order, in this
version etc.are part obscertaimng the intended audien@nd, in the case of historiography,

thecompile® sonceptions of histors?

The production of identitiehroughchronicles
As mentioned above, the Utrecht chronicle manuscript will be analysed as a site in which

local, regional and sup#t@gionalidentities are being producefis research on (national)

identities is a majointernationalfield of researk, | will single out oty thoseaspects relevant

29 Nichols 1997, 19.

30 Bouwmeester 2017, 57ff.

31 Bouwmeester 2017, 558.

32 Pratt et al. 2017, 2%f. Cabinellini, Murano & Signore 2018.
33 Cf. Besamusca 2017, 50; Pani 2018, 131.
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for this study This sectiorwill attempt to explain how identities may be produced through
historiography.

Probably the most important work on the study of nationalism and national identities
i s An dlenagmed Conemunitiesvhich wasfirst published inl981.3* The main
argument of And e rcsoonncoesmatisrbisuhcorstrucgn aimbsaany t h e
communitya member will not know every other member of that commuritereforeall
mentalities towardbeing part of @ommunitywith shared valueareimagined® Whenall
communities are imagie it means that having a single ruilesay,a Burgundian duke
does notutomatically lead tp e o [beéingd Oa rletother way arouné group of
people carclaim topossess collective identity withoubeing part of the same political
unity.3® Moreover being part of a singlgolitical unity does not mean that all its inhabitants
would identify themselves as being part of a single nafibns, identities are na priori
facts, they are created or produced.

Assman has worked on this proce$&entity creatiorand usesthe ogepto c ul t ur al
me mo Hg describesulturalmemoraséa col | ecti ve concept for
behaviour and experience in the interactive framework of a society and one that obtains
through generations in repeated societal practice andanit 3’ Bhis i a broad definition
going way further than describing how past events shape current aSiioees cltural
memoriesconsist ofdiscursiveknowledge ste@ng our behaviouin certain directions
Assmanargues hat cul tur al memories are a major (bt
6awareness of u rfOneyof thee mvays ip which a colturdl memiory may be
constructedand maintaineys through (literary) textsalthoughritesand monumentare
factors as welf®

Theconceptobcol | ecti ve memoryé certpastnl y hel ps
behaviour shapes current and future adtidfet, it fails to explain how(historical) texts
create mentalities or identitiecBhewor k by Mi szt al on O6coll ecti ve
remembrancéheory is a more productiwgay inmakng sense ohow a chronicle produces

identities.According to Misztah collective memory is

341n this study | usehte 2006 reprintAnderson 2006.
35 Anderson 2006, B.

36 Cf. Stein 2010Db.

37 Assman 1995, 126.

38 Assman 1995, 132.

39 Assman 1995, 12829.
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[ €] reptesentation of the past, both that shared by a group and that which is
collectively commemorated, that enacts an

present condition and its vision of the futéfe.

WhereasAssman attempts to explain all sodi@haviour in the model @ultural memory,

Misztal focuses on how representations of the past create group ide@uliestive memory

asserts thawhen a group agrees on a certain representation of the past, a collective memory is
producedtherebycort r i buti ng to the groupoOosrtohavent i ty.
chronicles may produce identitiesccording to Misztal there are two competing views on
howcol | ecti ve memories are constructed. First
p er s p eThis pergpeadveupports the idethat the construction of memories is a-top

down processA collective memory is created by political elitgsoups of peopleoming

from other sections of the populatiare no active agents aneating their own versn of the

past*! Since this study aim® demonstrate that collective identities can be constructed

through a bottorup proces$ thatis, through a chronicle collectigproduced outside a court
environmeni the secondalternativeapproach will prove to be more fruitf.hi s 6 dy na mi

of me mo r y acknpwedgestltahidientities are temporal and able to transform

Seeing collective identities as historically constructed enables this perspective to
account forchangesingroa@® i dent i ties and their aspir;
others [ é] The role of agency and the tempor

historicity of social identities are stressed and anal§sed.

The dynamics of memory approachderstands collective identities as tasultof

competingdiscoursesln this model it would still be possible that thecial elite could

promote a certain collective identitgnly now the elitist discourse is one of nyacompeting

views on the pasflexts, especiallyloronicles can beregardedasbeing part of these

discourses. They promote a certain version of the pashtuallybeing able tshape the

productionof a collectivememory, and, indirectlya collective identitylt shouldfinally be

stressed that people possess mulijptdiective)identities*® In an international context one

might for instance identihims e | f as OFrenchdé, wherhengef t he s

0Pari si andé i nThescomceptualisatiomay betamsposds discursive texts

40 Misztal 208, 7.

41 Misztal 2003, 56, 668.
42 Misztal 2003, 69.

43 Burke & Stets 2009, 3.
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as well.A chronicle of Brabant may produce a regional Brabantine idemtign assessed
isolation However when being part of seriesof chroniclesn a manuscriptit canfunction

as one of the building blocks afsupraregional Dutch or Burgundian identity

From space to identity
It has become clear that chrongtan be read as sites wheneltiple collective memories

are producedand consequentlycollective identitiesnaybe promotedWhat remaingo be
explaned s how the concept of dlepastiefléentialestudgt es t o
on the concept of space has bdenbookL a pr oduct i (bamslatc@ashed e s pac e
production of spadeby Marxist theorist Lefebvi#L e f e bvr e 6s masthe achi ev e
conceptualiation ofspaceln hisstudyon the production of spatereedypeor &ieldsdof
space are importanphysical space (concrete objeetsa t e r i anl gi soatdrg, mentali
space (the physical space people envision in their mind) and social $y@aspace that is
produced in interaction with otherS)According to Lefebvre, social spaskouldbe analysed
as being a social produThis social produds a triadcomposed o$patial practicegthe
Oper cei veemgesentations ef@pa¢ed | i v e d representational space d
( 6concei Vdde tapakhtoesetapects of social space are re@patial practices
encompasthe space one lives in and moves through on a daily basis, icentimeute to
work. The representations of space are where spatial practices gain meaning.@walue
cul d say that this i s wh@anpowdrfreiméneberéhatt spaces
Lefebvre is a Marxist scholafinally, the representatiahspace is the area in which spa
are dominated. Since space pasver(Bourdieu would say that spaceifar m of), 6 capi t
it can be appropriateahd changed through imaginatith.

Allthreeof Le f e b v r e 0 elatadip the Wirschtahroaicle manuscrijind
manuscripts in geneabe it on different level$hysical space is represented through each
location that is mentioned in the chronicleshe codexThemanuscr i pt 8s text s
brought togethely a compiler whos selection otthronicles includedis the result ofan
imagined mental space. This mental space is materialised in the manuscript and enters a social
spaceas soon ag interacts with an audience.

It should by now have become clear how a chronicle reprediéigient types of

space on different levelslowever thismodeldoes noexplain howananalysis of

441 will here use the Eglish translation of 1991. The original French work was first published in 1974.
45 Lefebvre 1991, 1112.

46| efebvre 1991, 26.

47 Lefebvre 1991, 33.

48| efebvre 1991, 389.
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representeghysicalspacehelpstoanswar hi s st udy 6 s matlhatis,hoeas ear c h

collection of chronicles produces identitieefebvredoesexpand on how space relates to

identity:
[ €] one (i .e. each member of the society
situates oneself in space. One confronts

own. One places oneself at the cerdesignates oneself, measures oneself, and uses
oneselfasameasure One i s, i n short, afiassuning ect 6.
always a stable situation, and hence determination by anstates implies a role

and a function: an individual arsdpublic identity. It also implies a location, a place in

society, a positiof’?

According to LefisebVate daredsaietwda,tnaturajly, has
a strong spatial emphasiet, to what extenis this modelusefulfor analysing medieval
identitiesWhen writing about space and identitiefebvre clearlyoots his theory in
modernsociety However scholars working on medieval identities halso started to stress
the importance of space for medieval identitlesa recent collection of articles on collective
identities in medieval Europseveral scholars stress the importance of space in the
construction of identities. Tomaszek, for instararglyses monastic identities aauticulates
that spacé aiys n@ga af @atrdar im t he conR%ntthecaset i on o«
of monks the spacén which theylivedit h e 6 s p a tiiwasthe mponaateryThisc e 0
spaceheavilydeterminedheir identities, as this is where they would spendribet part of
their lives.In the same&olumeRhys Robertd8 ¢ o n t brimgb fantvardamother aspect of
group identities, which is the fact that groups of peoptee Middle Agesare often indicat
by their territorial backgrountt. Moreover,in designating groups thereas playa strong
territorial componentAs will be shown below, this alsapplies tahe Utrecht chronicle
manuscriptAlthough a general study on the relationship betw#enrepresentation of)
space and group identitys$ill a desideratumt can be assumed that there isoanection
between space and group identities, and that chronicles should be pa#s asdiscourses
being able to create such group identitereover,mentioning place names and other

locations in a chronicle can be seen as a way of appropriating this lo¥dtien.areference

49 efebvre 1991, 18483.
50 Tomaszek 2018, 118ff.
51 Rhys Roberts 2018, 270. Cf. Stein 2002, 231.
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toaplacei s i ncluded in the chronicle, the author

history,ithel ps deter mining who we are. o

Spatial Humanities
Before zooming in on the Utrecht chronicle manuscript,fabe of research should be

introduced whi ch i s the emer gi nhyers$incedrsdnalof & Spati a
computers have become part of darly lives, scholars have sought ways in which computers
canprovideresearch tool® scholarship. Since the 198§sographers haveegun tause

Geographic Information Syster(G1S).5? In the simplest explanation@IS refers tacomputer
softwarethat allows you tassigppoi nt s, | ines and arnceas (often
coordinates on a magith additional metadat® As GIS softwarés able tocommunicate

with large databases, it provides scholars with a powerful tool in dpiagtitdive research.

I n the words of[ &r egoGgo &r HLehlide sl nfor mati on
dat abase for man agtGiSgoftgaehasehfde prefounddnduerttaan a 6 .

the field of geographybut already in the 1990s social sciengstseered inncorporating

Gl S6s in their r esear chadadeaquantgativeapproackiongl vy, t
history>® Increasingly, GIS software is being ussda wide range of scholars from difeit
disciplinesin the Humanitisst he fi el d of GI S research is now
Hu ma n iP°tAltheughdGlS has somelearadvantagewith regards talatavisualisation,

data structuring and incorporating a wide range of soimtes single datasgf there are

also someanethodological problems which are hard to overcorhe. most important problem

is thata GIS has trouble dealing withon-binarydata.Elementdike vague borders or

approximate datesre hard to define in a GR8In this paragraphl will not be going into the
methodologicaproblemsl have faced working with a GIS and how | have dealt with them.

would result in a metdiscussion, whereas tigsue can be explained best when working on a

concrete casayhich will be the Utrecht chronicle manuscr{pee Chapter 6)

52 Gregory & Geddes 2014, ix.

53 Gregory 2005, ®.

54 Gregory & Geddes 2014, xi.

55 Gregory & Geddes 2014, ix.

%Gregory & Geddes dn20t4lwhsealéedovwnn Spatial Hamanities. HistasicaliGIS and
Spatial History The 2018 volume by Gregory, DeBats & Lafreni€he Routledge Companion to Spatial
History assumes the existence of a Spatial Hutr@ndiscipline.

57 Gregory & Geddes 2014, xixvi.

58 Gregory 2005, 13, 33, 62.
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3. The Utrecht chronicle manuscript
The Utrecht chronicle manuscript is keph d e r

s i g n atHaetUtechts Xrthlef F

(HUA, &trecht municipal archiv@ in Utrecht, The Netherlandis contentsare the

following:
No. | Chronicle Pages Incipit
la | World chronicle 1-35 dopen als voirseit is ende opten selven dach
(beginning is missing) jaer dair nae maecte hij wijn van water.

2 Lords ofArkel 36-42 Inden jaer M CCC XCVI sterff Otto heer van
Arkel die nae hem I

1b | World chronicle 4399 Inden jaer hijr te voeren alsmen screeff M C(

(continued) XClll quam biscop Fr

3 Counts ofHolland 105111 | Int jaer OnsHeren VIIE ende LXIII was die
il erste greve van Hol

4 Dukes ofCleves 112-116 | Helyas die ierste greve van Cleve ende quan
uten eertschen parad

5 Bishops ofUtrecht 117-144 | WILLIBRORDUS was die ierste biscop tlétné
ende was omtrent doemen screeffé/ln d e é

6 Dukes ofGuelders 145155 | In dien tiden dattie Roemsche keyseren endeé
conynghen van Vrancr

7 Bishops ofCologne 157-167 | Item te weten dattie kerck van Coelen ierst d
gheloveamam bij toedoen

8 Counts ofFlanders 169178 | JULIUS CESAR doe hi die Walen
nederghetoghen had e

9 Dukes ofBrabant 179184 | KAROLOMANNUS die ierste vorst ende hee
van Brabant ende van Haspengouwen.

10 | Bishops ofLiége 185204 | edel ende gheboirtich vol van allen duechder

(beginning is missing)

broch die heerlicheit an Tricht.

Figurel: overview of the contents éfet Utrechts Archief, VII F 5.

50

Theextensiveworld chronicle with which the manuscript opens encompasses almost half the

manuscriptand isi besidegheinsertedArkel chroniclei followed byas many as eight

regional chroniclesAs indicated inFigurel, in its current state the manuscript is nmssi

pagesat boththe beginningf the world chronicleandthe Liege chronicledow much text

exactlyis missing can be explained best when addressing the quire structure.

The manuscripturrentlycounts 10Zmedieval)paper folos (paginated 4204)and

measures around 213x142mimits current binding it alsmcludesfour modernflyleavesat

both the beginning and emd the manuscriptMost gatherings anegularquaternimsor

ternions, although in the second half of the manuscript the gathdegsmeancreasingly

irregular.Between gatherinthirteen andourteen it isunclear whethethefolio 6 p a g e

1926

I s preeeding ofollowing datering. Irthe quireformulabelowit is part of

gathering fourteenThe quire formulatateghe quire number withn Roman numerals

21
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(superscript)theamountof bifolios. Any folio not part of a bifolias designated witn
Arabic numeralPage numbers are added between bracketsqiiineformularepresenting

the current arrangement of gatherimgas follows:

1-6V (1-96), 7' (97-104), 89" (105-136), 10"** (137-150), 111*1 (151-166),
12-13" (167-190), 14'"*1 (191-204)

Some gatheringsequireadditionalexplanationThefirst six gatherings areegular
guaternions, followdby a binionto complete the world chronicl&he Hollandand Brabant
chronicles are the only regional chroniclesstart on the first page of a negathering.
Initially, the scribe decided to make quaternions again from the ejglitiering onwards.
Yet, alreadyatthe tenth gatherinthis schemeés deviated fronmas this quires a ternion with
in its centrean addedolio (page 143144) As there is no loss of text, it is safe to assume a
folio is added and not removéia which case the gathering would have been a quaternion
like the preceding gatherihgrhe eleventh gathering t®nstructed like gathering téi also
hasan added f ol i o i)pbutitbortaingan éxtna®lio atthggdast hceerni tnrged s
end>As said,hnt h e bcorrkbinding it is hard to distinguish whethge folio with
pagenumbersl91-192 is part of gathering thirteen or fourte@his folio lacks a stub as well.
Apart fromloss at the beginninghereis also text missingt the beginning of the Liege
chronicle The first mentioned bishap this textis6 Amgondol phuasthe, accor di
numberingof bishopsin the manuscript the thirteenth bishop of Liégenay be assumed that
originally there was an extra folar bifolio in this quire between page 184 and 1B&ese
would haveformedtheg at her i npggegss centr e

At several places in the manuscript medieval custods are still vagitiie bottom of
the pageThese are the following:ii (p. 107), dim (p. 111), Mt (p. 155), Ni (p. 167), Nil
(p- 169), Nl (p. 171)Assumi ng the scribe startedt countir
becomeglearthat in its current statthe manuscript is missirtgefirst gathering.The
manuscript now starts in the mitdodldesaefto a sen
assume the original manuscript started with the Credtisnow possible to reconstruct the

original manuscript (see Figug.

59 Orthel claimed that the eleventh quire (the twelfth in her study, as she includes the flyleaves as a quire) was
originally a quaternion with an added folio (page -16#%).As there is a stub between the empty page 156 and
157, containing the beginning of the Cologne chronicle, Orthel submitted that the original gathering would have
been a quaternion. This is highly unlikely, since an extra page at this 8gbt in the mddle of a gathering,

just before the beginning of a new chronicleould only result in two extra blank pages. It makes more sense to
see it as an addition, like in the tenth and fourteenth gathering. Cf. Orthel 1987, 5.
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79-80 149-150
81-82 151-152
G / 6 83-84 153-154
85-86 155-156
< o
C

89-90 w 157-158
91-92 159-160

13-14
93-94 161-162

15-16
95-96 163-164

17-18
H N2
C/2 120 /7 167-168
21-22 97-98 Fanders, 169-170
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Figure 2 Quire structurevisualisedRed lines
represent reconstructed nsuarviving bifolios.
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The manuscripivas copied by a single scrilb#no wrote in dittera gothica hybridaln the
Dutch contexthis script type i®ften called théletherlandish hybridaas itwasusedfor

writing manyfifteenth-century Dutch vernacular boaR&The scribeuseda pencil with a
relatively broad nibHe worked onthe manuscript in three stages. First, he copied the main
textwhich is written in a single column spannitig full width of the page. Next, hedded

the marginal texatthe outer margins of each padée marginatext is written down in the

same level of executicand seems to facilitate selective reading of the manuscript. In this

stage some text corrections were maslevell. At timeswhenthe scribe had forgotten a

word somewhere, he add#ae missingvord in the margin ancharked the place where

should be inserted’ he character he uséor these corrections best represented by our
modern quotation markif. Finally, the scribalsoexecutedherubricaton of the

manuscripf! Sometimesed inkis used as wellor headings maikg the startof anew

chronicle.A second round of correctirthe main textvas also part of this stafjes was r k

sometimes full lines of text amrossed out with red inknd additional marginal annotations

were addedh red
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Figure3. Two (separately photogrépheﬂages of the Utrecht chronicle manuscrip'f showing

sign which
OV esidether f f t 0

third line of page 37. An entire entisyadded in the margin as well. Text corrections are made

60 See Derolez 2003, 165ff.

with both black and red ink.

61 The scribe forgot to rubricate several pages, e.g. page 6, 11.

24

V



Thescri beds exec ubverallguitestabt] Thid suggesthat therssribe was
a regular writeror at least knew how to write a consistent hanéh contraston almost

every pageorrections and revisions had to be maldeerefore, it seasthat the scribe
valued spea over tidiness when copying the manuscrijpiis is also visible in two individual
scribal featuresThe mostkeyecatching scribal featuti@ the manuscripis the broaa which

is occasionallyused at line ending8Vhere the seconstroke ofn i this is the second miniiin
usually moves more or less horizontally downwdretore ending on baselifiggometimes
bending away in a right, upward movemert)e broach at line endings has a second stroke
whichtravels a mule larger horizontal span before going downwands directionequalling

seven CGdnpdreb b & . 6 rexecutioaslofithe ¢ r i b erbversus tiediraadnr

7 TP
XTIV D

Figure4. O n odr nvaelrsmcs O6broad

A secondeyecatchingfeatureconcernghe two different executions dfwhich can be found
throughout the manuscripthe scribe uses both a looped and-fompedd, althoughthe
occurrence oloopedd, a feature adopted from cursive scriptjmited. Comparehe two

different executions of this letter

WADI
39239,

Figure5. 0 n dor nveelr SUdD | ooped

Both the broach and loopedi suggesthat the scribe wrote at a fast p44t line endings
his handsometimeslready began moving towards the ledfore lifting his pen from the

paper.Thisalso occursvith other letterhiavingminims as final strokes.

20rthel typified it as Ohaastwerkdé [a rushed job].
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Themanuscript containsomeannotations by secondcribalhand.In ten instances
textis added in the margins or in the main t&Xthe eight marginal annotations aimilar to
the other marginal annotatiorlsh e s e may be O6not ad Thefirggin-s or sh
text contributionis theaddition of thef i r st n a atée gpadt lefdopen bydhe main
scribebefore the sur a me 6 v a 4 ldterestinylye thensecorid-text addition also
relates to Ludolf vanden Veen. At the end of the Utrecht regional chrg¢pidlé4)the

annotatoldded a few lines:

Itemint jaer ons Heren doemeacreef dusent vijfhondert daacht den XVsten dach
in december sterf die eerbaer prelaet Ludolf vandsen edewas doemdeken
tUtrecht.

[Item in the year obur Lord, when they wrote thousand five hundred and eighthe
fifteenth dayof December th@onourableprelate Ludolf vanden Veen passed away,

who wasdeanat Utrecht]

PG FRIeRs 4 =
D maas ) 2 PerDzaseen 0]
- uw A2t Ve Domdohan D°
m.‘t ’»\g woslsns [ad TR X
en - D M"“

pases -8 Vrrnaeron M
prﬁ\um ﬁg;ri}asmmtzn [

¢ ""‘é H m(ﬂ?n\cz o ?g7év’ }M .‘
%ﬁuk\ﬂﬁw‘zka’ Aﬂ?“'ﬁ-"
1 24e sk pi o
(ot morellek Qo f\,m&"'\”e-’ oy 4
g .‘no.ms.ﬁ.., “‘“*f’” B

Figure®6. Annotatlon on the Iast page of the Utreehd:le5|ast|cad:hron|cle (p 144).

The two intext additiongyield some of the scarqaeces oinformation about thafterlife of
the cod&. Shortly after the year 1508 the codex was in possession of someone whelvas
informed about what happened in the city of Utreohfat least knewabout the passing away
of Utrecht dean Ludolf vanden Veen.

83 Marginal annotations can be found pages 6, 13, 15, 16, 17, 23, 27 and 28. On page 92 and 144 text is added
in the man text.
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Orthelin her study concluded that the paper used for the manuscript can be.dated
1475 based on its watermaykéth a localisation of Utreck¢InPi ccar dds water mar
databasegntry 108100matchestheUtrech chroniclema nu s cr i pt Owhichwsaat er mar k
gothic letter Bwith a height of 49mm and a width of 20nf#iThe entryrefeis to adocument
from theSint Jan(Utrecht)archive®®
The paped s ewstrgaaitat least one perhaps second timevith theb o o k 6 s
rebinding Not much of thgp a g edge@verecut off, as prickings are stillisible on multiple
pagesThe scribedid notrule every line; the margins usually have four or five prickings. As
the writing surface was paper, theribe woulchave hadissisatncefromt he paper 6 s ¢ he
linesto keepwriting on baseline
Decoration and illustration in the manuscript is scaitesome pagethe first letters
decoratedusing the regular brown ink and the red ink used for rubricafilis. decoration is
executed largé it spans the height of up to ten lines of tdotit usessimple motifs.See
Figure3 above for an example.
The book has a modern bindingth cardboard platteysvhich arecovered with
parchment and a paper mdske Figure). Orthel mentiongragments of medval
manuscript pages being glutthe inner side of the plattefsutthis is not the cas®.As the
book hasa modern binding (nineteentin twentiethcentury, it would be unlikely that

fragments of medieval manuscripterepasted onto the modern bindinih its rebindingf®

Figure7. Frontcoverof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript.

64 Orthel 1987, 67. She refers to Piccardw h t he reference &nr.. 111 70, deel
65 Seehttps://www.piccarebnline.de/ The website is hosted by the Hauptstaatsarchiv Stuttgart.
6Awatermark¢t osely resembling the Utrecht chronicle manusc

document is watermark 107170, found in a document from the Utrecht Domkapittel archive. This watermark is a

little wider (22mm).

57 Orthel 1987, 4.

58 Orthel suggested a date fhetmodern flyleaves, which seem to be added with the rebinding of the
manuscript. The flyleaves have watermarks reading 060Va
until today.See Orthel 1987, 7ff.
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In the introductiorthedate of 147%vasmentioned for the manuscrigs said,the paper used

for the manuscriptan be dated. 1475.Furthermore, the chronicle narrates evémms the

year1477, provithg aterminuspost quemAs Orthel noticed, &erminus ante queiran also

be given the chronicle of Clevesentionsduke John of Cleveiswho died in 1481 being

alive 8° Therefore, the chronicle was written between 1477 and 1484ct, his date can be

set sharpefThe compilerof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript used documents from the city

administratioras sources for the world chronicle. One of these sourceskatus

Dagelijksch Boek® This bookwasused for an item on the appointment ofyors

(6bor ger me yyortad rded@ )meann d émasrer st e

Raads Dagelijksch Boek 1473481 Utrecht, VII F 5, p. 99
1474 Borgermeyster: Itemint jaer M CCCC ede LXXIIll begeerde
(138rv) | - Jan over die Vecht biscop David van Burgogendie vier overste
- Janvan Veen te noemen afesette doe Jan van Veen Jan
Overste oudermans: van Over de Vecht borghermeaist Jacob var
- Jonge Jacob van Amerongqd Amerongen Jacobgnende Tyman Deel
- Tyman Dedel overste oudermans.
1475 Borgermeyster: Itemint jaer LXXV begheerde biscop David
(3rv) - Eerst van Drakenborch voirseit etcals voireitis erdesette doe Erst
- Jan Knijff van Drakenborch Jan Knijff borgermeisters
Overste oudermans: Willam van Lochorst Dirc Bor van
- Willam van Lochorst Amerongen oerste ou@érmans.
- Dyrck Bor vanAmerongen
1476 Borgermeyster: Itemint it jaer van LXXVI begeende als
(29r- - Willem die Vosse voirseit is sette die biscop vorg Willam die
20v) - Gheyt van Rijn Ger ryts. Vos Gherrijt van Rijn Gherrytsen
Overste oudermans: borgermeisters Frederic die Voechtdm
- Frederick die Voicht Gherrijt ute Leen osrste ou@grmans.
- Gheryt uten Leen
1477 Borgermeyster: Itemint jaer van LXXVII begeende als
(31rv) |- Jan Knijff voirseit is sette bisop David etcHenric van
- Henrick van Ghent Ghent Jan Knijff borgermeisters Dirc Bormva
Overste oudermans: Amerongen ede Willam van Lochorst
- Willem van Lochorst overste oudermans.
- Dyrck Bor van Amerongen

Figure8. Themayorsand mgor-aldermen in th&kaads Dagelijksch Boednd Utrecht
chronicle manuscript.

As Figure 8 shows,dith theRaadsch Dagelijksch Boeald the Utrecht chronicle manuscript

offer the same contents. Y#te Figure above does not shthat the 1477 accouof the

5 Orthel 198717.
0 This source was already indicated®@sthel 1987, 24More on theRaadsch Dagelijksch Boelan be found in
the next chapter.
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Raads Dagelijksch Boekas reworked later on in 147Mayor Henrick van Ghent passed
away on ®Suntae hbad®st. Jacobds day, July
Othermayoraldermen were replaced as wélBee Figure.

Figure9. Detail fromRaads Dagelijksch Boeld 751481, fol. 31v.
At the top,mayorHerrick van Ghent is crossemlit.

The replacement ohayorsandmayoraldermen in 1477 is not narrated in the Utrecht
chronicle manuscript. This means that tbenpilerconsulted thd&kaads Dagelijksch Boek
before thechanges were made. These changes should be dated shortly &ffeh thieJuly in
1477. As a conseguence, the mBE8lcanbechanged s
into a less approximattateof first half of 1477.

What happened afterwards with the manuscript is unclear. In or shortly after 1508 it
would probablystill have been in Utrechas the second scribal hand added information about
Utrecht dean Ludolf vanden VeeBince the book is still kept in Utrecht, | doubt that the book
ever left the city, although there is no evidence to corroborateltiéscodex was
reconditionedsomewheren the second half of the nineteenth or twentieth century, but how
the bookcamein possession dhe Utrecht Archive remains unclear.

"Sai nt $ae adcarging to Grotefend 1960.
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Conclusion
The codicological description has revealed thatUtrecht chroniclenanuscript was

produced by single copyisivho wrote a collection aimostly regionalchronicles Although
the manuscript is not in its original statas certain that the codéxas been writtem one
go; it comprises of a single codicological unibrdughout the manuscript the script has one
level of execution and the same paper is tieedll gatheringsThe scribewrote at a fast
pace, but he did revise the manuscript in two stagescond hand masa smal number of
annotations in or after 1508.

Someimportant aspects of the manuscript have not yet been discussed. These are the
scribed s ntitydtiee intended audiene@ad naturally the texts themselveSincethese
aspects of the coddgrm the groundwork in assessing which identities are produced in the

codex,theyare analysed in a separate chapter
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4. Analysis:author compilation sourcesand intended audience
The production of identitiethrough a collection of chronicles acommunicativgorocessn

which a reader interacts with the manuscgt, until nowthis communicative processs

not been addressdilis uncleathow themanuscript could have been readvhich grouys of
peoplewerethe intended audience. More fundamentallyjew should emergen the
manuscriptds genesis. Who was t he@t?What hor , an
sources did he us&mly afterthis information is gathered, clear assessment can be made

about how the manuscrif able to function, and, eventually, howibducesdentities. This

chaptemwill attempt to trace the possible authBurthermorethe compilation, sources and

intended audience will bdiscussed

Author
Thecompiler(read:scribecompile) of the Utrecht chronicle manuscript probably lived in

Utrecht.Not only did heusedocuannt s f r om t he chepapetusedtad mi ni str
produce the manuscripbntains a watermark thetalsofound inanother Utrecht document
Furthermoreth e ¢ h r o n i csuggestbat Wtrechttiwasriheospile® s honire ci t y.
variousinstanceghe description ofraUtrecht location isvery detailedFor instance, Wwen a

member of the Utrechit L i ¢ h t mamyis enengjodedn the Utrechecclesiasticathronicle

on pagel35 his house is situated behind the schodleaitskerkhofdhurchyarchext to

Janskerkn Utrecht]’? Other examplea r #at® hoechuus van de Nuede
[the corner house of NeudeseeskpurdédQ pe68waidi ch i s ¢

6Bernt Haserts huseb6 [the house of Beernt Ha

Figurel10. Corner house at Neudguare Utrecht.The sign reads
60T GLV NBNNO.Alhduserwith the same name probably stood
right there in the late fifteenth centudynagevia Google StreetView.

72 ther Jacob van Lichtenberch proest vamt8Peters tUtrecht sijn hudis é Hlat op SinteJans kerchoff aftert
scoelstaét (p. 135).
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It would be safe to conclude thaetma n u s ccompipetwérlsedin Utrecht Our scope can
be narrowedlownfurtherusingt h e ma n costentskopiristanse, one could look for
biased reports on local conflictBhe latemedieval Low Countriegerefull of local conflicts
or socalledparty strives The most fiercef thesewas without doubt thevalry between the
Hook and Cod pasin Holland Otherparty strivesoccurred in Gueldersifieekerens vs.
Bronckhorsted), Frisia and GroningeSchieringers vs. Vetkop&ysandUtrecht
(d.ichtenbergers vs. Gunterlingen/Lockhers). & Conflictsin Utrechtarepresent in
abundance ithe Utrecht chronicle manuscrip@rthel hagointed out that the author his
reportsusuallysides with the Lichtenberg parin particularthe Proygranch of this
family.”* An example of thiss a fight between the Lichtenberg and Gunterlingi@sir the
1420s When the policies of the Utrecht bishdweder ofCulemborgi who sided with the
Gunterling partyi arebeing describechisact i ons ar e c anfeasendbleé o n wi | s S
unwisq. Furthermorehe iscriticisedfor the factthathé condet s oéwdsypoet r eqgi
able togovernfmanageitvell and &émaecte veel muohldishdrenonyi nder
in the city](p. 134). In this episodehte beheading of Aernt Proystiee awful climax ofthe
bloody encanter between both partié€sThe mentioning of other events featuring the Proys
family led Orthel to suggesihatRodolphus Proyscanon at the Dom chaptieom 1463 on
could be theossible authoof the chronicl€’® Later onin her analysishe abandons ¢h
attributionof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript to hiagRodolphus Proykimselfis
mentionedon page 81 in the chroniclepiould be highly unlikely for a medieval chronicler
to speak about himself in the third perssime argue$§’Alegalacf r om t he Dom chap
archive writtenin Rodolphus Proys h feom @11 May 1472 confirms that he was not the
author, asthishandisery di fferent from PhtheemdOnthelscr i pt o
concludeghat the author might have been a canon at one efcttiesiasticathapters in
Utrecht, holding amxecutive positiomnd beingn close contact with the Utrecht bishop
David of Burgundy~®
In my view, Orthelis right insuggestig that thecompilerof the Utrecht chronicle

manuscript waa canonwho workedat one ofUtrech administrative bodied here are

73 See Hoppenbrouwers 2010the journalTijdschrift voor Geschiedenidevoted a special issii£32 (2))to
party strives in the latenedieval Low Countries in 2010.

74 Orthel 1987, 54.

> Seepp. 134136.

6 Orthel 1987, 52.

"7 Orthel 1987, 57

"8 The charter is kept in the Utrecht Archive, archive entry 216, no. 177.

7 Orthel 1987, 57.
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multiple arguments in favour of this attribution. Fistlerical background of the author is

suggested bthenumeroussectionsn the manuscriptnentioning théoundation of

monasteesor churchesPlaces of worship are mentioned over two hundredstittm®ughout

the manuscriptSecondthe paper on which the chronicles were writtas the same

watermarkasis found inan account bookn theSint Jarc h a p arehived® 3his suggests a

link between the Utrecht chronicle manuscript are $int Jarchapter Third, in the

manuscripbi shop David of Burgundy is mentioned t

Des saterdages na onser vrouwen daobeqatio was die reyseir Wijc vander stat
van Utrecht daimijr-heerin lach David va Burgoemen(p. 76)

[The Saturday aftehe Feast of the Immaculate Conception wagahmeyto Wijk
bij Duurstederfrom the city of Utrechtvhereresidedmy-erd David of Burgundy]

Dass rvgptpaas 10 lacl) Dasssd V& b
gt 2

Figure 11. David of Burgundy mentioned
p. 76 of the Utrecht chronicle manuscript. The words are crossed out.

Iteminden jaer dair nae LXX mijn heer van Utrecht veits (p. 91)

[Item in the following yead 470 my lord of Utrecht aforementionéd]

v

”o?«‘ﬂﬂ f't‘?\\‘iﬁ‘ @dli‘ e’ K&lf iadia) !))4 2629
ﬁl\émgg \\) :,.«k[s \\(‘ \\\'\\ m’!/ M "“t’ﬂ"}w ho fedael.

FlgureJZ DaV|d of Burgundy i's addressed as
[my lord of Utrecht] on p. 91 of the Utrecht chronicle manuscript.

Although tie two mentionsire possibly onlypoliteness formulagheystrengthen the idea

that thecompilerconsidered David of Burgundy his loM/hy 6 mi j n  hceossed@ut ana s

page 76s perhaps due to the fact thilaé scribanitially might have wanted toonceahis

connection witlthe Utiecht bishopln any casgethe author was rather positigbout his lord.

I n the Utrecht regional chronicle the bishop
groten hertoghen Phi llegifinsatesomaithedreatdgke Phiigsefn 6 [ Da
Burgundy](p. 141) The fourth argumenb ascribe the abnicle to a Utrecht canon is

80 See theprevious chapter.
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rel ated t o t heAsaevidsmentioned laleadhecanpilerhac acsess to at
| east two doc wengamdnsnistration,thtne n¢i oypy@s 6 Raads Dag
Boekd socdltled ¢ Bu @linshpBuarspradkimekdl decisions and
ordinances (Dutch: O6buurspraak6) made by the
down, which provided theompilerof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript with the perfect
source for information on the Idddtrecht history?? The Raads Dagelijksch Boé a similar
source, but more detailed, since this source mgisverything rangingrom the payments of
debts and guardianship over children, to the appointmentydmhandnayoraldermen and
the banishment of thieves and lawbreakéihese andheother sources of the Utrecht
chronicle manuscript will be discussed beldwr now,it strengthens thattribution of the
manuscript to mUtrecht canon.
It has become clear thatethompilerof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript war®bably

a canon working in the Utrecht city administration, or one ottlutesiastical chapter&n
abundance of archival documehtss survived from these administrative bogvelsichlead
to an increasedhanceof finding the scribal hand of the Utrecht chronicle manuschbipt,on
the other handhere isalso thechance that a long search remainsuccessfulProblematic
in this respecis the fact that most archival documents are writtezursive scriptswhereas
the Utrecht chronicle manuscripses anybrid script. A broadh at line endings and two forms
of d arenot much tovork with whenlooking for a scribal hand in@luminous archiveYet,
it should still berewarding to at least explore some of theselyrelated documenis these
archives.

The most direct linko the Utrechtchronicle manuscripould be the document written
onthe papethat haghe same watermarRossibly the author wrote both the manuscript and
theadministrative documenthis documents an account book fromti&i nt Jan chapt
0 F a bskt a radabrica gcclesiag This part of theecclesiastical administration had as its
main taskhe carefor the church building in this case the Janskeérfla nd t he chur chos
inventory.When donations and regular incomerenot able to cover expenses, this body
wasallowed toorganise an offertorgr sell indulgence® Record 1625 oft he o6 Kapi tt el
Si nt Jan arthiwe(no.t222)atthé Wtrécht Archiveeontains the accounts the

81 Orthel 1987, 24ff.

20n oO6buurspraako, sCékKwaBram20ab r1688he ibdk4 are kdpRab Wtrbchts Archief,

701 6Stadsbestuvbl5s7maEm Ut recht 1122

8Utrechts Archief, 701 -853®adebesfi8ur van Utrecht 1122
84 An introduction(in Dutch) to the organisation of the diocese Utrecht administrégiomon-specialistss Kuys

2004. For thdabrica ecclesiagsee Kuys 2004, 59ff.
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fabrica ecclesiad¢or 14671479 it is aseries of gatheringa folio format with a different

scribe for each yeafhe watermark&rom the Utrecht chronicle manuscrantei to state the

obviousi foundin the year 1475. As each yearly account starts with an imeh@@alingwho

held the accounts for that year, te@mirce would ideallprovidethema nus cr i pt 6 s scr
nameThe account f or 1 4ernse Jacobasrde Brieb@mirt officioo Recept a
st r u c tHoweeeglOa c o dunsigescribal hand isiot similar to thenybridahandin the
Utrechtchronicle manuscript, see Figure Jacobus de Driebergen uses many loops, whereas

the Utrechtchronicle manuscript onlycarcely has loops ih

2 :\J‘ ,A\

»L ¢ wﬁ\ ? e lacoB: "3{%, Toif 1y oﬂqﬂo‘léﬂtﬁw&
3~ 22 2L\ ‘ s . >, ; .!’

g - ™~
»O l( v f? e ’7‘0]}”&.0

} )

Flgure 11. Incipit bthe 1475 accourdf the Fabriekskamer.
Het Utrechts Archief, archive no. 222cord 1625.

)

A different account from this record looks more like Utrechtthronicle manuscripts s cr i pt
althought he s cr i pt gdlilsdifferenteSeakrigured 2ior thesl477 accounts by Adam

de Zulenwho writes in a script whichas no loopd ascendeygust likethe Utrecht chronicle

manuscript.
N 0

et P < (q'"d\e"*'“: de {nieny mw offine

T J '
J N s IOV

whrs B¢ cng WPon 1< $) andjoands
VorrthM Ane Yyebwlafp <

L! LY. ne Y o SN =0 ro

Figure 12. Incipit 6the 1477 account of the Fabriekskamer.
Het Utrechts Archief, archive no. 222, record 52

Theabsence of looped ascenslaione in this account is nedoughto ascribe the manuscript

to Adam de ZulenAs said, bottd o c u me nt s 6 | daiffers reswlting iredifferent t i o n
letter formsIn Adam deZ u | esgrildaBand for instancethe letterx is written without

l'ifting the peno6s Rrinthe Utrectd ahronide enanpisergdmnsisis ofwh er e a
two strokesThese kinds of differensean also be found ipandg, amongst other letters

forms
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Thematchbetweenvatermarks did not redt in a matchbetween scriptsAnother
possible match could ke scribal hands of the Utrecht chronicle manuscripioaedof the
Ut recht ad sources issedrfoatheicloronioles, which are the mentioned
Buurspraakboeland theRaads Dagelijksh Boek However both of these sourcese from
different hands thathe Utrecht chronicle manuscript.
A systematic, thorough search through the Utradminstration of the 1470s would
have a considerable chance of finding the scribe of the Uithotrticle manuscriptn this
study, though, this kind of survey will not be conduct&lthough it leaves an unsatisfactory
feeling knowing thatthe cr i beds i1 dentity i s somewhere to
is in the light of this studgufficient knowingthat the scribe worked in the Utrecht

administration.

Compilation
The Utrecht chronicle manuscript contaies chronicles, of which orise enclosed in the

world chronicle.The territories beingescribed cover large parts of the current Netherlands
and Belgium, along with parts tixembourgand Germany (see Map 1 abovE)e
interpolationof the Arkel chronicleight in the middle otheworld chronicle will be

discussed belowlhe ten chroniclegary in length The shortest chronicles only cover a few

pages, whereas the world chronialas originally ovea hundred pages long, see Figure 13.

No. | Chronicle length in pages
1 | World chronicle 93 [originally 16 more]
5 | Bishops of Utrecht 28
10 | Bishops of Liege 20 [originally 4 more]
7 | Bishops of Cologne 11
6 | Dukes of Guelders 11
8 | Counts of Flanders 10
2 Lords of Arkel 7
3 | Counts of Holland 7
9 | Dukes of Brabant 6
4 | Dukes ofCleves 5

Figure 13. The chronicles in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript sorted on textilepgites.
The rumbersin the first columrrefer tothe manuscripsequence as indicated in Figure 1.

As becomes clear from Figuig, the world chronicle is biar the lengthiest chronicle.

Considering the regional chroniclesspecially the histories dioceses received a lengthy

85 Orthel mentions that adok from the Paulusabdij at Utrecht was used byctimapiler. From this monastery,

many books have survivedcompared manydigitised) books from the Paulusabdij with the Utrecht chronicle
manuscriptds script, but tUtiechstchrdnice manostriptihas alovetlevelof any n
execution than most Paulusabliijoks.Cf. Orthel 198756. See also Van Engen\¥an Vliet 2012.
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treatment by theompiler Sincethe manuscript was made in Utrecht, it does not come as a
surprise to find that themost extensiveegional chronicle is the history of the Utrecht bishops.
In its original statehe Liege chroniclewould have beenearly as long as the Utrecht
chronicle.lt is possible that the prindgishopric of Liege was of special interésthe
compiler, or, altematively,for whomeveithe compilerworked for.On another levek
simpler explanation may be ththe compilerhad found a lengthgource for the Lieége
chronicle which resulted in bongerhistory of the Liége bishop& any case, when
importance isttachedo text length in assessing tsi@atus of a chronicle within the Utrecht
chronicle manuscriptheepiscopal chroniclegerform better than the histories of secular
rulers.

On the other handyhen the sequence dfitonicles is considered, different image
arises.The Utrecht chronicle manuscrigtiarts with a world historgndis followed by a
series of regional histories. &sequencef a world history beingvritten downin front ofa
(series of) regionathronicle(s)is commonin medieval codices with Middle Dutch
chronicles®® Yet, in this manuscripthe sequence of regional chronickezms arbitraryThe
episcopal or secular chronicles are not clustered next to eachfdthessible clustering of
chroricleson their geography iaglso norapparentThe first two regional chroniclgsiolland
and Clevelareno adjacent territories, nor are thecond and the third (Cleves and Utrecht).
Alternatively, one could search f@ome kind of clusteringf Northern and Southern
territories.The first three regional chronicles afelland, Cleves and Utreghtheseare
rel ati vel y O NiothelLoweQouniliesthe chrnoricte that folkowsextis
Guelderg alreadysituatedmore Southerii and nextare Cologne, Flanders, Brabant and
Liége. Theseall belong to theSoutherrparts of the Low Countriesiowever | doubt that the
compilerwould structure a manuscript according to gosmewhat farfetchegrinciple. It

should be concluded, therefore, that the arrangemeagmalchronicles in precisely this

86 In my unpublishedMA ThesisMiddelnederlandse kronieken in verzamelhandschrifteveerameldrukken (c.
1280-1500)this phenomenon is discussed in detdére,| will only list some examples of codices with world
chronicles being followed by regional chronicles. Mentioned already were the Bergh chronicle maésiscript
Heerenberg, Archigkasteel Huis Bergh, 2095 (which actually doubles this sequence, first wigledlesiastical
histories and secondlith the secular history), Leiden, BPL 76 C and the 1480 printed editibasgiiculus
temporum(Johan Veldener, Utrecht). Other examplesthe first part of the composite manuscBpasses,

KBR, 83745 (World chronicle + Holland chronicle), Brussels KBR, 19607 (World chronicle + Brabant
chronicle) and Haarlem, AVK, SA rood 21 (poem on the Nine Worthies + Holland chronicle + Haarlem
chronicle). Naturally, also within a chronicle a chronicler might decide to start his regional history with a brief
overview of the history of theworl®n t hi s, see Sl eiderink & Visscher o0Va
preparatioh
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sequence is somewhat arbitrafyie order in which the chronicles are npmesented may
even be the order in which tkempilergained access to sources fa bhronicles.
All chronicles are written iprose.The languagef the entire manuscrips Middle
Dutch, although hr oughout the manuscript an occasi on
Often, these verses are introduced il Latin wordsd i u xutdabheivdérdesometimes
refer tobiblical texts but often a source cannot be traB&fihe names of persons mentioned
in the chroniclesire also Latinised sometimé&hereat he Dut ch name O6Dir ko
written as O0Di r caledalsoseverabentdse ro fc kad , 0 TiHieameee r i C U !
applies for OFIlbéoFrliosrde,n cwhuiscoh ibne ctohnee sUt r echt e«
The individual items in thehronicles are usually shprhost ofthem consist of two to
five lines The regional chronicles are structusrdund the succession of rulendjose
names are written in a larger script. See FigdreA structuring element is absent in the
world chronicle. Often, world chronicles follow the successioRapfes or the German
kings/emperors, buhe Utrecht chronicle manuscrips wor | d céastrectring | e | a c k
element like thislt probably best regsents the interest of thkempiler, which explains the
relative emphasis on the foundation of religious ordam)asteries and events concerning the
city of Utrecht.
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Figurel4. Page180181 of the Utrecht chronicle
manuscript with some of thearliest rulers of Brabant.

87 An exampleof aBible quotationdss& ont er e br achi um peccatorisé [Psal ms
to the Latin Vulgate and Doudédeims Bible fittp://www.drbo.org{30-4-2019)).
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Both the world chronicle and some of the regional chronicles contain marginal annotations. |

the world chroniclehese maypecalledkeywordsd , r ¢ loatwihmag i s narrated

main bodyApart fromé n o t a,dhe keywgrasareoftennames, sometimes combined with

addi ti

Marginal annotations are also presergame otthe regional chronicleS he Holland, Cleves

onal

andUtrecht regional chronicles contain Roman numetestrackthe sequencef the

counts, dukes and bishops ruling these territories. At the end of the Utrecht chronicle three

textual annotations may be noticed. From@uelders chroniclenwardsuntil the end of the

manuscript marginal annotations become very scéneg areonly included whemnerror

was mader in cases of éack of clarityi n t he main textds body.

Sources

Ortheb studylistswhat sheargues o0 be t he Utrecht c¢hS&imei

her studyis unpublished and only available in the Utrecht Archive and the Utrecht University

Library, | will reproduce her conclusiohgre:

World
Chronicle

Johannis de Bek&hronografia

i Dut c h Cr8n&kdénean den Stichte van Utrecht ende van Hollant
Martinus Polonu€hronicon summorum pontificum imperatorumque
Vincent de BeauvaiSpeculum Historiale

Richardus Cluniaecensghronicon

Tielse kroniek£Chronicon Tielenge

Annales Tielense

Willem van BercherGGelderse kroniek

Theodoricus PaulChronicon Hollandie / Universale

Simon MulartDe ortu Victoria et triumph domini Karoli ducis Burgundi
moderni

Alphonsus (Lopez) de Spirortalitium fidei

Raads Dagelijksch Boek

Buurspraakboek

Archief Dom (RAU), inv. nr. 3155

Archief bisschoppen (RAU), inv. nr. 491

Holland

Johannis de Beke Theodoricus Pauli

Cleves

Cleves chronicle in Dutch edition Basciculus temporurfUtrecht, Johan
Veldener, 1480)

Utrecht

Johannis de Beke- Theodoricus Pauli

Guelders

Willem van Berchen + Henricus van Hervoirde@hronicon Tielense

Cologne

Cronica archiepescoporum Coloniensi@mGH edition)

Flanders

Chronicon sancti Bavonis Dutch edition ofFasciculus temporum

Brabant

Shortverse chronicle of Brabant (Ed. Serrure 1-8880) +Spiegel istoriael

Liege

Undiscoverd sourcet Willem van Berchen (only the recent bishops)

Figurel5. Sources mentioned by Orthel 1987, p-285
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This is an impressive list of sources, suggestingttieatompilerhad access to a large library
of texts some of thenonly a few yearsld. However some of théexts inOrtheb Bst arenot
likely to bedirectsources othe Utrecht chronicle manuscripthe compilerat times copied a
referencento his narrative that had been presargadyin his source texOrthelsometimes

mistakes this foa reference by theompilerhimself.For example, whe@rtheltries to trace

thesources of the earliest events in the world chronicle, she concludes that Martinus von

T r o p pChranizan pontificum et imperatoruim used. Considering the reference on page

fiteensayi ng odit

vijntmen i nden cr ochrohkces

van

of Rome],this is a safe attributiorlProblematic, however, is that added to the list of sources is

also a source that is cited by Von Troppau. On page nine of the world chronicle there is an

item that ends

wi t hi accéng to ®iheld la eeferdngestd ,

whi ch

Richardus Cluniaecengisvelfth-centuryworld chronicle. In realityit makes more sense that

this source was used by Von Troppau andaydhe compiler Orthel nonetheless adds

Richardus Cluniaecensis to the list of sources. | highly doubt thabthpilerturned to

Ri char dus 0 c lespexially whemthe same pisce of information walseady

availableinvon Tr o p p a uThisexanpledemonstcatettatOr t hel 6 s

is to be approached with caution. Some sources she listslefargely used by theompiler,

but otherswereprobablynot.

st

There are sources that can be ascribed with certainty. As mentioned above (and listed
by Orthel), thecompilerhad access to tHeaads Dagelijksch Boelnd theBuurspraakboek

two accountshat werekept bythe city administration of UtrechTheyare used for the final

parts of the world chronic Compare, for instance, the report on the banishment of Hendrik

Trinde and Steven Witvoet from Utrecht:

Raadsch Dagelijksch Boek 1461469, fol. 174r

Utrecht, VII F 5, p. 84

Des dinxdaghes raonciani

Overdroegen die raide, out ende nywe, dat hee
Henric Trynde, canoni
Steven Wi tfoet, wvicar
alles besten willen terstont uut der stad gaen e
bliven zellen, ende ene mile van der stadt blive
ter tijt toe hemluden die raide, out ende nywe,

anders laten weten.

Inden selven jaer [1468)V] op Sunte
Agnieten avont wert her Heynric
Trinde canonick 8nteJan tUtecht
erdesteverher Steven Witvoet
vicarius inde doem die stadt
verboden edeher-hdair uut gheleit

Figurel6. The banishment of Hendrik Trinde and Steven Witvoet from Utrecht in 1468,

narrated in both thRaads Dagelijksch Boelnd the Utrecht chronicle manuscript.

88 Seefootnote & and & for references to the primary sources.

40

R

o f



The use of thBuurspraakboels asource become=ertainfrom the final pages of the world
chronicle,wheretwo unrelated Utrecht events are narrated. Theesatsappear in the same

order inboth sources

Buurspraakboek 14731481, 10rv Utrecht, VII F 5, p. 97-98

Deswoensdages na Translacionis Martini| Inden selven jaer LXXIII des woensdzg)
WantPeter van Zulen, Jacob Borre van | den VIl dach in julio worden mitter clocken
Amerongen, Gherit van Aemstel ende uut die-geluyt-edeve der stat geluyt ate
Beernt van Everdingentot vele tijden endg dat ganse Sticht verboden duwte tot

plaetzen over den hoichgeboeren, biscop Davids van Burgogengoetduncken
duerluchtigen, vermogenden forst den Peter van ZulenJacob Bor van
Hertoich van Bourgondien, endeayv Amerongen Peter Crom Beernt van

mijnen gnedigen here van Utrecht, ende q Everdingen ende Gherrijt van Aemstel om
over onsen raide ende singulaere person¢ dat si op biscop David veBurgoergen

van onsen raide, vele onduechdelike end¢ gesproken hadden.

onware woerde ende sprake gehadt ende
gevoert hebben, [ é]

Oick verbieden die raide, out ende nywe,
Peter Krom, dyenre der hren van
Breedrode ons st at
WantPhilips Beernts. van Utrecht in Itemopter selver tijt wert mede uutgheluut
verleden tijden een doetslach ghedaen | jaer emleeen durendePhilips Beernts
heeft op Sunte Jans kerchobinnen onser | zoen van Utrecht om den dootslach die hi
stat aen enen dienre des proists van Sunt ghedaen had invoirtiden des nachtesp
Peter al hyr, [é]. Sunte Jans kerchoff hadde ghedaen.
Figurel7. Two items fromthe Buurspraakboeknd the Utrecht chronicle manuscript

Thecompilerdid not literally copy the events as they were written down in the
Buurspraakboekbut rather turned them into smaller items. Whereas iBtlwespraakboek
the sentencing of Peter Crom &odr other Utrecht inhabitants is narrated in separate
paragraphs, theompilermerges them into a single paragraph. Concerning the sentencing of
Phlips Beerntszoen, theompilerwrites that Beerntszoen is banished for 101 years, whereas
theBuurspraakboekloes not mention this. It is well possible ttiecompilerhad been
present at the sentencing, or at least knew about it from an oral source.

Another source that was certainly used Buelders chronicle by Wam van

Berchen. Tis author is explicitly mentioned at the beginning of the Guelders chronicle:

Dair nae, alsmen screeff M CCCdarXXXIX, wert greve Reynalt van Ghelre éa
van Zutpheen [€é] ghemaect dewantmmdie ste hert
geboirte edegheslachten der vorsten die doe voir gheweest wardeheler namen,

overmits der outheit vander tijt nyet en weet. Nocl#ign zommighe dairmen off
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weet, dair een goet man gheheten Willam van Berchhem, priester, uut
mennigherhande boeken @ajeesten van landen sijn neersticheit toeghedaen heet,
erdedie bi een vergadert, als hier nae besarestaet(p. 145)

[Afterwards,when it was the year 1339, count Reginald of Guelders and Zutphen was
made the first duke of Guelders. And people do not know the birth and lineage of
rulers that have been there before, and their names, because of span of time.
Nonetheless, there are ompEople know of, since a good man named Willem van
Berchen, priest, has collected from many books and histories of lands with diligence

what is described hereafter.]

Willem van Berchen was a priest from Nijmegen who is best known for his extensive Latin
chronicle of Guelders title®e nobili principatu Gelrie et eius origirfé It is estimated that

he passed away in 1481, so whendbmpilerof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript used his
work, Willem van Berchen was still alivé Although it would make senge assume the long

Guelders chronicle was used, it seems more probable that a shorter version of this chronicle,

also by Van Berchemwas usedThis is theCronica brevis illustrium ac magnificorum

principum domus Gelri& See Figurd 8:

De nobili principatu
Gelrie (Ed. Sloet van de
Beele 1870), p. 36

Cronica brevis(Ed. Sloet van
de Beele 1870), p. 133

Utrecht, HUA, VII F 5,
p. 147148

[ €] Demum Hg
comes, postquam
comitatum Gelrie XXXII
annis, in magno statu et
honore, strennue
gubernasset, annos Dom
MCLXII, tempore dicti
Fredrici magni, moritur et
in moasterio Campensi,
ordinis Cistersiensis, ad
destrum latus a choro,
luctuosesepelitur.

Henricus, filius Gerardhi,
comes Gelrie tercius et
Zutphanie, prefuit annis 32,
temporibus Lotharii tercii,
Conradi tercii et Fredrici primi
Rom. Imp.

Obiitque a. D. 1162, in
solempni monasterio
Campensi, ordinis
Cisterciensis, sepultus, cuius
uxor eratSeynardis, Henrici,
ducis Brabancie, filia.

HENRICUS greve van
Ghelre edevan Zutphen
greve Gherrijts zoen voieg
erdewas in tiden keysers
Lothariusdie derde
Coenrardi die derde dn
Frederici die ierste alsoe
ghenoemt. Ende sterff
alsmen screeff M @nde
LXIl endeleyt int cloester
te Camp van sunte
Beernairts oerde begraven

Figure18. Henry | of Guelders in two chronicles by Willem van Berchen and the Utrecht

chronicle manuscript.

8This chronicle

has been

Sloet van de Beele (1870), the second one by De Mooy (1950).

% CarasseKok 1981, 427.
91 Ed. Sloet van de &:le 1870.
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Both accounts by Van Berchen contain all the information that leasveetten down in the
Utrecht chronicle manuscript.Yet, the brevity in both th€ronica brevisand the Utrecht
chronicle manuscript make it more probably that@henica brevisvas used.

In fact,morework byVan Berchen can be linked to the Utrecht chronicle manuscript,
evensuggeshg that thecompilerwas incontact with Van Berchen himsefhe Royal
Library of Belgium(KBR) is custodiarof amanuscripfrom the 1470sowned and partly
written by Van Berclen®® This Brussels manuscrigbntainsLatin historiographic textsAn
edition orfacsimile ofthe manuscriptioes not existrhis hampers a thorougiext
comparisonYet, there is compelling reason to assuhecompilerused it MeMO (Medieval
Memoralia Onling lists the Domkerk in Utrecht as the original holding institution of the
manuscripf? This means that the autograph by Van Berdraslaid under the nose of the
compiler, right at the momertieworkedon the Utrecht chronicle manuscriptereforejt
seems almost certain ththe Brussels manuscripias usedin fact, it would be very unlikely
for thecompilerto nothaveusel this manuscriptasit was at his direct dispos&ee Figure
19for an overview of the contents of the Brussels manuscript:

No. | Title Fols.

1 Chronicle of the SBertin monastery (Sair®@mery® fol. 16r-231r
2 Chronicle of Brabant fol. 232r310v
3 On the earliest historgf Holland, Zeeland and Utrecht fol. 311r313v
da Chronicle of Holland, Zeeland and Frisia fol. 314r354v
5 On duke Adolf of Gueldeésmprisonment by Charles the Bold| fol. 355r358v
4b Chronicle of Holland, Zeeland and Frisia (continued) fol. 359360V
6 Chronicle of Cologne fol. 361r379v
7 On the earliest history of the bishops of Utrecht fol. 380r-389r
8 Chronicle of Holland, Zeeland and Frisia fol. 390r393r
9 Chronicle of Brabant fol. 394r395v
10 Chronicle of Utrecht fol. 396r398v
11 Chronicle of Egmond fol. 421r

12 Chronicle of Culemborg fol. 421v

13 Chronicle of Arkel fol. 422r439r
14 Chronicle of Heusden and Altena fol. 440r442v
15 Chronicle of Tonges Utrecht and Liege fol. 443r458v

Figurel9. The contents ahanuscripBrussels, KBR, 803B0.

92 The two other German emperargntioned bypoth theCronica brevis illustriumand the Utrecht chronicle

manuscript aréeaturedin De nobili principatu Gelriea few pages earlier

93 Ms. Brussels, KBR, 8038050.

% MeMO is accessed viattps://memodatabase.hum.uu.drussels, KBR, 803B05M®has text carrier 1D 309.

%®Thist ext was not part of Wil | elmfacy iawas dged onlyaferdvan or i gi nal
Berchen had passed awéywas bound in with the other texts by accident. Cf. Stapel & De Vries 2014, 108.
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Thechroniclesof multiple territoriesn the Brussels manuscript are aggesenin the Utrecht

chronicle manuscripfhe Brussels manuscript sometine@gncontains two chronicles of a

territory, which is the case for BrabamidHolland (including its related territories). An

extensive Arkel chronicle can be found as wEtlere are several arguments to asstinse

manuscriptvasusedby thecompiler. First, the presence of thetographmanuscripby Van

Berchenin the Domkerk combined with the mentioning of him in the Utrecht chronicle

manuscriptfostessthe ideathat the manuscript wasnsulted by theompiler If heknew

Vv

an

in the Domkerk. Secon@dpme chronicles in the Brussels manuscript share a visual

presentation that is also used in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript. diivese&clesare the

shortHolland, Brabant and Utrecht chronicRhe chronicles in both mancripts are

structured by theames of the rulemxecuted in a large scrilg.o t h
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Flgure21 Left: fol. 394r of Brussels KBR 80350 with the first page d])e
origine ducum Brabantieright: p.179of the Utrecht chronicle manuscript
with the first page obDie hertogen van Brabaniote that the Utrecht

chronicle manuscript skigsh e f ourt h duke of

Third, the succession of rulers in the Brabant, Utrecht and Holland chraarelesarly

identical. The only differences are the skipping\tfiiam Il of Holland (Holland chronicle)

andPepin of Herstal (Brabant chronicle)the Utrecht chronicle manuscripind the

inclusion of Philipthe Boldas duke of Brabantvho in realitynever officially ruled this

duchy®’ The first two differences may be due to the sloppiness afaimpiler®® Considering

the inclusion of Philip the Boldt is possible that theompilerborrowedthis piece of

information from the chroniel of Flanders, as in that chroni€&ilip the Boldis said to have
reigned Flanderdor twenty years?® This number of regnal yeais mentioned in the Brabant
chronicle as wellThe fact that the lineages of the Utrecht, Brabant and Holland rulers are

97 Stein 2014a, 36.

98 The compilerof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript was especially sloppy when he copied the tBriatoanicle.
Lambert | of Louvain, who is often called cal
6Scamelairtdéd [ the o6timidé, O6modestd, but al

SO

Godfrey I, Henry | d Brabant was initially inserted, but after writing six words tenpilerrealised that he
made a mistake and struck the words out. Furthermore, John | of Brabant was skipped and added after John Il of
Brabant. With a sign in the margin, the right plémethis passage is indicated. Finally, the regnal years of John

Il of Brabant were initially mixed up with the regnal years of John Ill of Brabant. The mistake was repaired

eventually.
9 Philip the Bold is mentioned in the Flanders chronicle on p. 177.
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identical in bothmanuscriptsnight be coincidentalputthe inclusion of Ada of Holland as
countess of Holland strengthens theory that the Brussels manuscript was used. In most
chronicles of Holland, for instance tldronographiaby Bekeand theGouds kroniekjeAda
is not listed as countess of Hollat.

Sincemost chronicles in theneditedBrussels manuscrigtrewritten in a fast,
sometimes sloppy hanldeavilyabbreviatng, a thorougtiext comparisomandue to time
constrainsot be conductedror now it is sufficientknowingthat thecompilerhad access to
this manuscript and borrowed its visual presentation and structuring of material. The way in
which he ompiled from this sourceequires a thorouglseparatetudy Yet, it can be
concludedalreadythat not allpieces oinformation in the Brabant, Holland and Utrecht
chronicles in the Utrecht chronicle manuscapginate solely from the short chroniclesthe
Brussels manuscripft times regnalyears, death yearsr places of buriahre missing in the
short Latin chronicles, batre included in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript.

Itis likely that thecompilerconsulted (parts othe manuscripby Van Bercherwhile
he was still working ofit. On fol. 360y for exampleMaximilian of Austria is mentioned as
count of Holland. He officially became count of Holland after his marriage with Mary of
Burgundy on the nineteenth of Augugt7¥. Thisis a little later tharthe Utrechtchronicle
manuscrippb s p r o p oisfiestchalf@fal47vi pgearing thatnot all texts in the Brussels
manuscript were finished when tbempilerconsulted itMaximilian of Austria is not
mentioned in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript.

The connection between thbempilerof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript and (the
chronicles by) Willem van Berchen enab$épeculation about the network tb@mpiler
operated inStapel and De Vries have demonstrated that Van Berchen was part of a network
with other historiographers like Theodoricus Pauli, Johannes a Leydis and ypdsh#nh van

Drongelen(the commander of the Teutonic OrdeitJtrech). They conclude that

This dialogue will certainly not have been limited itself to just three history writing
enthusiasts, Leydis, Pauli and Berchen. Rather, it will have included other less well
known readers and writers as well; people who were part of a lively and growing
group interested in (and capable of) history writing in the fifteeetitury Low
Countriest?

100 For theChronographiasee Bruch 1973; 1982. Ti@&ouds kroniekjdas not been edited in a modern
scholarly edition yetlt was printed by Gerard Leeu in 1478. Used exemplar: The Haguel69BG 95.
101 Stapel & De Vries 2014, 136.
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It is likely that thecompilerof the Utrecht chronicle manuscript was part of a network
consisting of history writerbke Van Berchen, Leydis and Paulihe fact that he had access
to the work of Van Bercheduring his lifetimedemonstrates that tlkempilerwasin any
casenot far emoved from this circle. Placirigm in a network with Van Berchem.eydisand
Pauli would als@xplainthe presence of the Arkel chronicle right in the middle of the world
chroniclein the Utrecht chronicle manuscrigtheodericus?aulialsoincorporateda short
Arkel chronicle in hisChronicon Universalé®?

Orthelassumedhat thecompilerused different sources for every individual regional
chronicle.As was demonstrated above, the possititigt sources (read: manuscripts) with
multiple historiograptu textswere usegshould not be neglected/hat is morethe compiler
was not the first one who came up witie idea to copy a collection of chronicl@e
Utrecht chronicle manuscriptd h e r e s t o patierdofecopyirgawartd whronicle
followed byregional chronicle$®® Therefore, it is not farfetched assume he knew about
other chronicle manuscripté/hen one searches for fifteeatentury manuscripts in which
histories ofmultiple territoriesrom the Low Countries armcluded, two sourcestand out.
Both of them can be indirectly linked to the Utrecht chronicle manusbrigie first place,
this is thealreadymentioned Bergh chronicle manuscript.

The Bergh chronicle manuscript with signataréleerenberghArchiefKasteelHuis
Bergh, 209%as recently been acquired by Huis Bergh. The manuscript was written between
1453 and 1461 and was probabtgeredby theLord of Berght®* Bergh Castle is situated
about 35 kilometres from Nijmegérwhere Willem van Berchen residddand fifteen
kilometresfrom the town of Cleves, the former centre of the duchy of Clévks.the
Utrecht chronicle manuscrighe Bergh chronicle manuscrigta collection of chronicles in
Middle Dutch See Figure22.

O8ler enberg, Archief Kasteel Hui s Ber gl
1 | History of the popes (142v) 7 | Lords of Guelders (214222r)
2 | Bishops of Cologne (4956v) 8 Lords of Holland (223224v)
3 | Bishops of Liege (6074r) 9 | Lords ofBrabant (226231v)
4 | Bishops of Utrecht (7580v) 10 | Lords of Mark (2321238v)
5 | Bishops of Minster (91105v) 11 | Kings of France (240v)
6 | Popes and German kings (121r2v) 12 | Lords of Cleves (242244v)

Figure22. Overview of the contents of tligergh chronicle manuscript.

102Brych 1931, 110.
103 Seefootnote 86.
104van Anrooij & Verbij-Schillings 2018.
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The Bergh chronicle manuscript is the only source preserving a Middle Dutch chronicle of
Cleves predating the Utrecht chronicle manuscript. Therefore, it is worth comparing the two
Middle Dutch chronicles of Cleve$he opening lines of th€leves chronicles both

manuscripts are very similar. Compare:

0 -8leerenberg, AKHB, 2095 fol. 242r Utrecht, HUA, VII F 5, p. 112

Die ijrste greue van Cleue was geheyten helig Helyas die ierste greve n&leve enle
ende vuten eertschen paradise Den een swaq quam uten eertschen paradise myten
dair had een gulden ketten an sijtals dair hij | zwaen die had een gulden ketten an 7
dat schip mede toich yn welke schip dese hals dair mede trecte hi een scip dair
voirgenoemde greue helias was was die voirsidegreve Helyas

ind bracht on den rijn hier aff thent totten cast( ende bracht hem alsoe tot Hynegen
nymmeghen dat doe hoirden totten lande van| an dat lant dat doe Cleefs was dair
cleue In welken casteel was een ddatfrouwe | wonde een vrouwe van dien lande op
erdevrouwe des lands van cleue die dair steg borch enledie quam neder totem an
vanden slait ind quam totten varsuengreue dat scip edeleyde hem op dat huus d:
heliam huer was

Ind die greue helias nam dese ioncfrouw tot | endehi street myt huer etehalp huer
eenre huysfrouweande verwan all vyande des dat lant behalden alsoe dat sihe
lands van cleue ende behielde van allen sijne| trouweden edenam hem tot huere
will gheechten man

Figure23. The frst sentences of two Cleves chronicles.

The similarities ee striking. If the Bergh chronicle manuscript was not a direct source for this
section of the Cleves chronicle, both manussipttainly based their narratives on the same
source. Furthermore, alsime sequence of rulers and the mentioned death years are exactly the
same; the only difference is the mip of the names of Dirck and Aerim,the Utrecht
chronicle manuscrighe sixteenth and seventeenth ruler of Cleves. i§hpsobablyone of
the mary scribalerrois by thecompiler Furthermore, theompilerof the Utrecht chronicle
manuscript did not copy al/|l names | iterally;
which was probably closer to how tbempilerwould usually write this name. three
instances, the Utrecht chronicle manuscript contains an epithet that is absent in the Bergh
chronicle manuscript, which keep door open to the possibility that another source was used
or that thecompilercomplimented the narrative using anotkeurce.

Considering its contents, there are two other differences that should be mentioned. In
the Bergh chronicle manuscript, the first duleenedAleph istold to have been married
twice; first he marriedhe daughter of the Roman emperor and aftehatelied he

remarried with a daughter of tdelke of Burgundyln the Utrecht chronicle manuscript, only
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the secon@Burgundian wife is mentioned. In the light of thmmpilerworking in the

administratiorof a Burgundiarbishop it is striking that thisnformation is left out. The

second difference is the chronicleddfirsendi ng.
duke of Clevekare listed. In the Utrecht account this is replaced by a short report on the
Soestreud This war isalso narrated in the world chronicle and the Cologne chronicle in the
Utrecht chronicle manuscript;seems probabléhat thecompilercopied it from onef those

chronicles probably the world chronicle.

Other regional chronicles in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript clearly do not originate
from the Bergh chronicle manuscript. Obviously, the Flanders chronicle cannot derive from
the Bergh manuscript, ad=anders chronicle is absent in that manuscript. Furthermore, the
Utrecht chronicleand theearlier discusse@uelders chronicle amertainlybased oranother
source Considering the fact that multiple chronicles in the Bergh chronicle manuscript were
not usedas a source for the Utrecht chronicle manusdtigt use of th€leves chroniclérom
the Bergh chronicle manuscripas to remain hypotheticah spite ofthe close resemblance.
Possibly, theompilerconsulted anow lostmanuscript witithe Cleves chronicléat was
copied fromthe Bergh chronicle manuscript

The second muliext manuscript thdtas gpotentiallink to the Utrecht chronicle
manuscript is théatin world chronicle=lorarium temporumThis chronicle waswritten by
the Bndhoven clergyman Nicolaas Clopper between 1468 and #3This bookincludesi
apart from the world historly the histories of many rulers and bishdmsn the Low
Countries |1t was written for Nicholas Cl aspper Sr
an advisoland council membdor the dukes of Burgundy This was initiallyPhilip the Good
andafter his deatiCharles the BoldJtrecht bishop David of Burgundy was the bastard son
of Philip the Good andhus a haltbrotherof Charles the BoldSince thecompilerof the
Utrecht chronicle manuscriptorked inDavid of Burgund$ s a d mi and Blitolaast i o n
Clopper Jworked forthe Burgundian dukes, it l/pothetically possible that ttoempiler
had access t o wirkwadhe aetworks©f theip Burgundias rulers
Alternatively, Clopperand thecompilerknew each other from their shared network of history
writers. Stapel & De Vries have suggestieelpossillity that Cloppemwas part othe network

of historywritersmentioned abov&®

105 pjjls, Arts & Toorians 2018, also for what follows &forarium temporumgClopper Jr and Clopper Sr.
106 Stapel & De Vries 20141,34ff.
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Recently,an editionwaspublished otwo Florarium temporunmanuscriptshathave
beencopiedby Clopper Jr himself, aat leasin his close proximity. Théully searchable
editionmalkesit fairly easyto compare the Utrecht chronicle manuscript withRlogarium
temporum'®” The chronicle by Clopper is not like the Bergh and Utrecht chronicle
manuscripts a collection of chronicles, but rather a compilation. Every chronicle has its own

6l ineaged, represented by a h#d)izont al l i ne

L a
Figure24. An opening ofFlorarium temporumDuisburg, Landesarchiv Nordrhein

Westfalen, Abteilung Rheinland, ms. C X 2, fol. 2288r. In the outer margins, the
60l ineagesd are indicated. When an orange or
ruler fromone of the lineages is introduced.

Almost every item irOrtheb s id amang the sourcesed by Nicolaas Cloppéar his
Florarium temporumin theprologueClopper explicittymentions the chronicles artinus
PolonusVincent de Beauvais ardlphonsus de Spin®? In addition, the chronicles by
Johannes de Bek&/illem van BerchenHenricus of HervoirdeandTheodoricus Pauli

together with th&hronicon Tielensandthe Cologne sourcéave been indicated as

107 Theedition by Willem Ervens part of Pijl, Arts & Toorians 2018.

108 Eryven 2018, 5. Whether Clopper actually used Berchen and Pauli is up for deb&tap€f& De Vries

2014, 135d\either Pauli nor Leydis were exgtly mentioned by Cloppen his list of sources, but they would

not have been the only contemporary texts Clopper failed to mention. It is equally uncertain whether the

Florarium temporunused theChronicles of Gueldesy Ber chen or only shared some
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(possiblé sources by editor Willem Erveéf® Therefore, it is possibléhat thecompilerof the
Utrecht chronicle manuscript usBtbrarium temporurd s comtents

Especially the ecclesiastical lineageslorarium temporunoften correspond with

chro

the Utrechtchronc | e manuscri pt 6 s Tredodowiagsekamgle friors thd

Cologne chroniclshowsan item from the Utrecht chronicle manuscript of wheekry piece

of informationis also includedn Florarium temporum

Florarium temporum (Ed. Erven 2018), p. 774

Utrecht, HUA, VII F 5, p. 158

Iste sanctus Cunibertus septimus presul
Coloniensis ecclesie cepit anno Domini DC X
anno tercio Eraclii imperatoris, sedit annis XL

CUNIBERTUS die sevende dese sal
XL jaer in tijden Heraclius keys

Hic beatus Cunibertus fuit filius Crallonis
illustris ducis Lotharingie.

erdewas des hertoghen zoen van
Doeringher{changedo d_othringerd
in themargin MV]

Ipse quoque beatus Cunibertus nobilem illam
possessionem, videlicet opidum Zusaziense,

dese myt zijnre neersticheit creech @
stede Zuzatiesn

suo territorio ecclesie Coloniensi sua industrig
acquisivit.
Extruxit quoque ecclesiam extra muros arbi | dese stichte een kerck int conveat d
Coloniensis in honore sancti Clementis martir| bruederen buten den murean
conventumque fratrum ibidem instituit et Coelen in die eer vanuteClement
possessionibus magnifice dotavit, que tanden| die nu hiet 8nteCunibertiskercke
mutato nominee sancti Cuniberti ecclesia ende aldair is hi begraven.
nuncupatur.
Figure25. St. Cunibert irfFlorarium temporunmand the Utrecht chronicle manuscript.
As said, every piece of informatienn C u n i bnehe Utéeshthironidleemanuscripgs
presentirC| o p mistarydTee only significant difference isdhthe starting date of
Cuni bertds r ei g nnspitad thensonilaritiegst is hrard to agsesewhether
thecompileractually usedrlorarium temporum C| opper 6s chronicle oft

historical events, whereas the Utrecht manuscript celebrates brevity. Also, Clopper wrote in
Latin whereas the Utrecht chronicle manuscript is in Middle Dutbls does not exclude the
possibility that theconpiler excerpted fronlorarium temporumbut nor can it be

confirmed

Utrecht

It has been possible to ascribe the use bfe ci t Wilesn admi ni

van Ber chend softhetUtrdcht ehsonicte onanuscrgpt. However, for the Bergh
chronide manuscript an&lorarium temporuma similar relatioshipcannot be established

yet. These sources will for now havelie regarded s 6 p ot e n On aamore genarat c e s 0 .

109The USBstick inPijl, Arts & Toorians 2018 contains a PHife with a twentyfive page bibliography with
the sources Clopper used.
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level, the search for the sources of a late fifteeetitury chronicle colle@n hasproven to
be intricate and laborioughe list ofpossibly consultedources and texts seems endless, and
oftenit cannot be identified from whicéource a narrative has been compiled

Audience
This study ai ms t o proneotddantitieshbuttsfae theri@a@ushasc r i pt 6 s

exclusively been on the productiand compilatiorof the Utrecht chronicle manuscrjjis
possibleaudience should be considered as well.

As became cleararlier, at least one persoaad andisedthe manuscripfThis person
addeda few noes, the name of.udolf vandenVeen n t he running text anc
death yearOther readers are not knownddespite the&eompilerbeing part of a network of
famous hitoriographersite manuscri pt s contents have not
historiographers.

Whereas the actual audience will remiaithe dark for the largest pag bit more can
be said abouhe intended audien@nd possible functions of the mantipt. The intended
audience is foremost an Utrecht audieMat many readers from outside Utrecht woliae
beenthoroughlyinterested in the localtrechtevents and quarretkat arewritten down in
extensive detailMoreover, even if they were interestedhese evenighecompilerassumed
that his audience had a s ountherkhaltantisdol ge of t
many outsiders would have been abletokmolver e t he house o6rynt GIin
Utrechtor who Beernt Hasert was and where he livad the other hand, the Utrecht
chronicle manuscript covetise history of large parts of the Low Countriiffers a
treasury of information for those interestedme or multiple territories neé#neir ownliving
area The combination of short items and marginal annotations functioning as keywords
enablesthe manuscript to be used as a reference v@@wksidering the fact thabe
manuscript was writtehy someone whworked in thebishop of Utreckis ad mi ,iti st r at i
might have functioned as a reference work in the context obileis

TheUtrecht chroniclenanuscript was in any case not a showpa®s. Although the
compilerhad a Burgundian as tssiperior themanuscript is nothing likeome of the well
knownlavish Burgundiandedication manuscripfé® Its simple layout, paper as a writing
surface, its humble arfdstscript and the lack of illuminatiomule out the possibility that the
manuscript was intendex$ a gift toa specific person.

110 SeeWijsman 2006.
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Conclusion
TheUtrecht chroniclenanuscript was assembled by a caliaing in Utrecht.Apart from the

extensive world chronicle he compiled, the ecclesiastical histofieltrecht, Cologne and
Liege are thena n u s clangegt thiosiclesTheorder in whichtheeightregional
chroniclesappearafter the world chroniclas arbitrary. The layout and structuring of
information encourages selective reading of the manuscript. Searching for specific
informationis facilitatedby thekeywords in the marggand the execution in larger script of
the names of rulers. Theseof Willem van Berche® s wnakesit almost certain that the
compilerwas part of a network of welnown historiographers from the Low Countries
centred around Willem van Berchen, Theodoricus Pauli and Jeharireydislt is possible
thatthe compilerused otheextensive chronicle collections like the Bergh chronicle
manuscript anélorarium temporumbut this should be studied in more detéhe compiler
assumed knowledge of locations in the city of Utrecht with its audience.

Whatdoes this mearof thepossiblepromoteddentities in the Utrecht chronicle
manuscriptA local, Utrecht identity is certainly evoked by mentionuggy specific
locationsin Utrecht.Readers not from Utrecht would hasecountered references to places
theydidnok now. On anot her | eutencouragedhtectiveraadings cr i pt o
One the one hanthis facilitates comparison between chroni¢lesmemayeasily leaf back
and forth On the other handhe encouragment of reading only parts of the manudovigrs
the necessity to read multiple historiEepending on the mode of reading appleedggional
or supraregionatollective memorynay befueled.Finally, assuming that the omission of the
first, non-Burgundianwife of dukeAleph of Clevesvas a cascious choice, this certainly
helps establishing a mop®sitive view of the Burgundian familyith the omissionMaria
of Burgundy does not <come ac cYetpthisisanestwhat e p h 6 s
should baegarded asomethinghat helps t@stablish a Burgundian identigsthatrelates
more to the way in which the territories ruled by the Burgundia@addressed and

represented in the manuscript.
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5. Analysis:overlap andeferences
When a single text narrates thistory of multiple regions in a positive manner, a

supraregional identity may be produced by this téxdging by their titles, the regional
chronicles in the Utrecht chronicle manuscdphfine themselves to just one territory.
However,when multiple aronicles in the manuscript narrate a story in the same way, or
whenchronicles refer to other chroniclemsmparison between narratiieencourageds a
consequence, this may lead to the production of supraregional ideBiibasly speaking,
thischapted analysisstudiesthe relationship between the individual chronigtethe Utrecht
chronicle manuscript.will first discusgheoccurrences in which two chronicles narrate the
same evenin what follows,h i s wi | | b e Sonestimesirdsteadl of overtap, the 6 .
compileraddeda referencgthis will be discussed in detadls well.

Overlap
The Utrecht chronicle manuscriigtfull of overlap Often itoccurs betweethe world

chronicle andne ofthe regional chroniclegvery regional chronicléasat least one item
that isalso present in the world chronicféne could, therpresume that the world chronicle
was compiled from the regional chronicles, but the opposite is true. Multiple items in the
regional chronicles are partly copied from the world chronilidhés can be demonstrated ay
scribalcorrectionin the Utrecht ecelsiastical chronicldnitially, in an item on Otto Il of
Lippe the Utrechtecclesiastical chronicleontainsthe same datéhatwas written downn the
world chronicle6i er st en dadh r\ddanr daesssttddnne has beér
corrected inta28th day of Jul§i Compare the following

World chronicle, p. 14 Utrecht ecclesiastical chonicle, p. 124

dair wert verslegen die greve van Ghelre dair wert verslgen die greve van Gelre
Ghijsbert van Aemstel Dirc vander Lippe deg Ghijsbert van Aemstel Dirck vander
biscops brueder die proest van Datee erde | Lippe des biscops brueder die proest v
biscop Ot selve die zij zijn cruun myt zweerd Deventer erdebiscop Otto selve die si
off villeden erdeversmoerden hem in dat veg sijn cruun myt zweerden off willeden
erdeversmoirden hem in dat veen
Endehijr bleeff mede doot die vermeerde
ridder her Beernt diemen hiet die goede van
Horstmeer
dit ghesciede optersten-dachn-oest
erdeghescieden opten iersten dach van oes| XXVIII dach in julio
Figure26. The heroic death ddtto Il of Lippe, bishop of Utrechharrated in the world
chronicleand the Utrechécclesiasticathronicle of the Utrecht chronicle manuscript.

11 Harvest month is AugusteeMiddelnederlandsch Woordenbogktp://gtb.inl.nlj atéest
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Perhaps an even stronger argument corroingrtitat the world chronicle was copied first, is
the presence of forward referencéhese will be discussed below.

As Figure26 also demonstratethecompilercopiedtheitem on the death of Utrecht
bishop Otto Il of Lippealmost word for wordAlthough exactverbatimcopies of items are
rare,an item isoftenclearly copied from another. Compdhe following items orthe death

of Utrecht bishop Floris van Wevelinkhoven

World chronicle, p.35 Utrecht ecclesiastical chronicle, p133

Inden jaer M CCC XClII op @nteAmbrosius| Desebiscop Florens regierde zeer wel hi
dach dat was doe goeden vridach onder | starff ten Herdenberch opten goeden
tombocht sterff ten Herdenberch biscop vridach onder tamborcht alsmen screeff
Florens van Wevelichoven CCC ereXCllI

erdeleyt begraven tUtrecht inden doem voi| endewert begraven tUtrecht inden doem

dat hoge outaer nae dat hi zeer eerlic dat | opt choer voir dat hoge outair. @hi

bisdom XIlI jaer edeV maende gheregiert | regierde XIlII jaer.

hadde.
Figure27. The death and burial of Utrecht bishop Floris van Wevelinkhoven in the Utrecht
chronicle manuscripiNote that the regnal years differ a year.

The contents of both itenshiowonly minor differencesSome pieces of information have
beenputin a differen order Also, the wording islightly differentin the assessment of his
reign (ows.ero zadtrihiaced &dt)e (omi ssion of &édSunte
Somehow, thenentionedegnal yearsilso differ Thirteen years and five montimsthe world
chroniclebecomes fourteen years in the ecclesiastical chronicle of UtRsstiaps this
resembles the way tlmmpilerrounds of numbers, buhis difference mags well @gair) be
due to theompile® s s | o@heralmastsidenticaitems in both the world chronicle and
a regional chronicle atte succession of Arnold of Egmoad duke of Gueldewester
Regi nal d woNd&lronidlepad4 nd Guelders chronicle p. 152), the election of
David of Burgundy as Utrecht bishop (wabdhronicle p. 73 and Utrecht chronicle p. 141)
and the Guelder€leves walworld chronicle p. 84 and Guelders chronicle p. 154).
The contents of different chronicles argually in harmonylin the Utrecht
ecclesiastical chronic]&loris Il of Hollandis said to havénelpedin foundinga monastery.
He isaddressedsbeingthe eightcount of Holland (p. 122), which is in accordance with the
Holland regional chronicle c al | i ng F | o[the eight éodnit[e 108)ISémle gr ev e 6
pieces of informatiorcan be found ithreeor even fourchronicles Similar reports on the
Soest Feud ( Ger ncambe foun&ithe wotldechroni€l€ph6éd)ehe Cleves
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chronicle(p. 115116)and the Cologne ecclesiastical chronigdel66) The passing away of

Philip the Goodof Burgundyis featuredn evenfour chronicles.

World chr. p. 81

Holland chr. p. 110

Flanders chr. p.178

Brabant chr. p. 183

Inden selven jaer val
LXVII op Sunte
Vitus dach omtrent
tusschen IX ede X
uren inden avont
sterff toe Brugge
hertoech Philips van
Burgoemgen

nae dien dat hi
hertoech van
Burgoenge had
gheweest omtrint
XLVIII jaer ende
hertoech van
Brabant XXXVII
jaer emegreve van
Hollant XXIlIII jaer
dar hi aVlll jaer te
voeren ruwaert of

gheweest hadde.

[ é énderegierde
Hollant XXIlIII jaer
dair hi acht jaer te
voeren ruwaert off
was of gheweest
hadde dese had te
wive Elizabeth des
conyncs dochter var
Poirtegael

erdesterff int jaer M
CCCC emeLXVII
toe Brugge op nte
Vitus dach tusschme
IX ende X uren
inden avont.

Hi was hertoech van
Bergoemgenomtrent
XLVII jaer ende
hertoech van
BrabanboA-
XXXVII jaer greve
van Vlaendeen
[*gap*] endegreve
van Hollant XXIIII
jaer dair hi acht jaer
te voeren ruwaert off
gheweest hadde.

Endestarff inden jair
ons HeraM CCCC
erdeLXVIl op
SunteVitus dach te
Brugge.

PHILIPPUS
hertoech van
Burgoengen des
voirseidePhilippus
oems zoen wert
hertoech van
Brabant inda jaer M
CCCC emle XXX
erderegierde XXVII

jaer.

Ende sterff etcals
voirseitis.

Figure28. Philip the Good of Burgundy in the world chronicle and the Holland, Flanders and
Brabant regional chronicles.

There are some small differences between the accouRigure 28 but theindividual items

in eachchroniclegenerally provide the sangformation. In the world chronicléhe regnal

yearsof Philip of Burgundy as count of Brabant and Holland are narratedratieating the

date and place dfis passing away. In the regional chronicles it is the other way ardohad.

first three accounts all nae

0 Sunt e of\the yeard46das bidwiaf death together

with Bruges as the place in which he passed aWag.Brabant chronicle omits this

information andnstead includethe quite unspecific referencé a | s

mentioned beforelhe scribeéh a d

WT i

tten down

Voi

t he

rsei-t

i s6 |

nf ormati or

already three timesindmay havelecided taot include it a fourth time. By adding a

reference this unspecifithe compilerprobablyassuned that his readers ¢heead this piece

of information before as welMoreover, hisis a possible indicatiothathe expected his

audience to read the manuscript from front to back.

The world chronicle mentions that Phdipgeignlastedthirty-seven years Brabant

and twentyfour yearsn Holland(eight of whicha s

Or waegeat 6), The&dpr ot ect
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Holland regnal years are copied in the Holland regional chronicle. In the Flanders chronicle
both the Holland an Brabant regnal yeams presenfThere is space left open to fill in the
time sparPhilip had ruled Flanderén the Brabant chronicle tH&rabantregnal years have
been copied erroneously, lasre the regnal yeasetwenty-seven instead of thirtgeven.
Wheno r e g imattesate@arrated in the world chroniglene would expect them to
be also present in one of the regional chroni¢tiesvever, ofterin these casesdfe x pect e d
o v e r, tharggidnal chronicle does not containthe r | d ¢ hrr e rgiintatiesad adb
Theparty strife between thidook and Cogartiesin Holland for instanceis mentionedon
page 27 of the world chroniclé is not mentionedh the Holland regional chronicl@he
assassination of Ald van Poelgee$tsaid to be the mistress of count Albert of Bavaraand
Willem Cuserin The Hague in 139¢. 34-35) is also missing in the Holland regional
chronicle.This catches the eye, footh omittedevents ar@resent in most fifteentbentury
chronicles of Héand 12 Dissimilarities also occupetween regional chronicles the
Guel ders chronicle Margaret, O0greve Ghien do
daughter], is mentioned as the second wifeejiRald | of Guelder§p. 149). In the Flanders
chronicle(p. 175)Guy 6s chil dren are mentione®, but Ma

absent:

GWIDO van Dampier, sijn brueder, nam te wive een enige dochtéBethunen, dair
hi bi creech veel zoenen, als Robbert, Whi)&hilips, Boudewijn, etie Johan, biscop
van Ludick een dochterhertoghinne van Bralog een grevynne van Hollardgnde
een gravgne van GulickEndeals desdsijn vrouwg ghestorven wasiam hi te wive
des greven dochter van Lutzelenbgmthir bi wan Joharden greve vaWilgen,*!3

endejoncfrouwePhilippg die sterff in des conyncs vangenisse vamvriic.

[Guy of Dampierre, his brother, tods his wife a single daughter Béthune, with

whomhe got many sons, like Robbert, William, Philip, Baldwin and John, bishop of
Liége a daughter, duchess of Brabant, a countess of Holland and a countess of Jlich.
And when shehis wife) had passed away, he took as his wife the count of

12 For the assassination of Aleid van Poelgeestvliliém Cuser, see for instanouds kroniekjefol. 82y,
Fasciculus temporunipl. 305rv;Bruch 1982, 237.

58



Luxembour goés wdomhbegdt doar, the count bffsalitéand lady
Philippa, who died ijn the king of Francebo

In the Flanders chronicle, tlohildren of Guy of Dampierre receive a relaty extensive
treatmentGuy 6 s daughters became duchesses/ count es
Luxembourg, buapparentlyMargaret, countess of Guelders, had been forgotten.

There are also historical eveimsolving multiple territorieshathave been entirely
left out The Brabant Succession Wars (13&57) for instancejnvolved Brabant, Flanders
andGuelderst!* The world chronicle, Guelders chronicle and Flanders chronicle fail to
mention anything on this successwar.Only the Brabant chroniclg. 182)alludes to it

statingthat

JOHANNES, sijn soen, hertoech van Brabant, regierde XLIII jaer, desgaen

ontseit XVII vorstendair hi hem manlic teghen verweerde

[JOHN, his son, duke of Brabant, rules foryars,seventeen sovereigns had

opposechim, against which he defended himself manly.]

Especiallyinteresting are cas@s whichtwo accountdothnarratea certain event, bumh a
differentversion or with different content§hese instancesre numerous/hen year numbers
areinvolved The yeaiin which Saint Willibrord of Utrecht is said to have lived igt&9 the

world chronicle (p6), thoughit is 696in theUtrecht ecclesiastical chroniclp. 117).

Differences like these are probably unintentional, amaly bedue to thecompile®d kck of

skill with numbersAt timeshe misread the minims for the Roman numeral two @B five

(V). In the world chronicldJtrecht bishop Rudolf van Diepholt diesintheyédr M CCCC]
LI'lTd (p. 68), but in the W rCCcCht eencdcel elsVidast i
Occasionallyeven three separate dates are mentitorea single eventlacqueline of

Bavaria,countess of Hollands said to have diedné Sunt e Vi aQctolerldthjmv o nt

the Holland chronicle (p. 110l the world chroniclenot one, butwo other dates are

mentioned:

BaAmedi eval county or lordship of O0Wilgend did not exi
former lordship in moderday France, close to the Swiss border. In Latin, this lordship was often designated as
6Salinisod.confpileirb abl gt ot hen his source misread Salinis
used for a willow tree. I n Middl e Dutch, a willow tre

114 Boffia 2004, 3.
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Int jaer XXVI op SunteDyonisiusdach sterf te Teylinggie drie uren nae middach
vrouwe Jacob vaHollant, hertoech Willans dochter van Hddint, die dair voir
geboren wert doemescreef M CCCC eatte een endesij sterff op Sate Meertens
dach inde somer(p. 59)

[In the year 1426 on SDenidayat Teylingenthree hours after midday, lady
Jacqueline of Ho#indpassedawayl uk e Wi | I i am of Holl andds ¢
bornin1401, and she died on St. Martinbs day

That thecompileroccasionallymisread a Roman numeialsloppy, but understandable. Yet,
thesedatesareindicatedbyas a i maméAgpart from thgouzzlingand erroneoumclusion

of Saint Marti nod)tdhaey dinf fseurmameace [eutlween Sai
9thJandSai nt Vi ct or 0 s signagghatta diffe@iot soarbeevas udeq fortihp

world chronicle and the Holland regional chroni€@nfronted with multiple dates far

single eventthecompilerdid not harmonise the two items.

It would have been confugirior amedieval reader to find otitata singlehistorical
eventhappened odifferentdates throughout the manuscriphere is, however, also
incoherenc®n anotherlevel, that is, concernintiperulers of territories. In the world
chronicle theBattle of Baesweiler is narrateficcording to the Utrecht chronicle manuscript,
duke &6Wensel i | thisbatleand Basadptaredt(pd 3@Y. odsutk e 6 Wensel i |
Brabant is absent in the sucsies of rulers in the Brabant regional chronidtefact his
name is not even mentioned in the chronidlenceslaus, lduke of Luxembourg, was
married to Joanna of Brabaht® buttheBrabantc h r o niiera dnthéfifty-oneyear reign
of Joanna is so shaitit counts a mere tenwordld h at We nole & 8riabantised
history remains in the darklere, thema n u s cpossilget fuhciorasareference workails
to fulfil its purpose.

The differences betvem two accounts of treame historical event are not only factual.
Sometimeghere is disharmoniy tone as wellWhen a difference in tone is noticeable, this
always seems to involve tlepiscopatity of Liege.The first example features the world
chronicle and the Guelders regional chronittleoncernghe foundation othe

Monnikhuizen monastery in Arnhem by Regindldf Guelders

115BJockmans 1980, 205.
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World chronicle, p. 24

Guelders chronicle, p.150

Inden jaer M CCC XLV off dair omtrent stich
hertoge Reynolt die eerste hertoghe van Gh
dat cloester buten Aernhem Monichusen

REYNALDUS die anderde soe ghenoe
greveReynalts soen voiest endewas die
lerste hertoghe van Gelredsstichte dat
carthuser cloester te Monichusen in tid

omden groten nederslach ethescade die hi
dien van Ludick ghedaen hadde

keyser Lodewicx die vierde.

Figure 29. The foundation of Monnikhuizen in Arnhem by Reginal Il of Guelders.

Whereas the Gueldersregioh  c hr oni

cle merely

was founded by Reginald, the world chronicle contains a senégptarnng why the

monastery was founded 6 omden gr

ghedaen

oten neder sl

ach

h a d dreslaughjteir and damate causedjorothosé Liege]. The

menti ons

ende

sentence seems to suggest that Reginald had to make dorahé$act that he harmed the

people of Liege, making @less neutrah s s e s s me n't

o f.It Rakesisense thdt 6 s

the sentences absent in the Guelders regional chronicle, as it wpatdntially damagéhe

reputation ofGueldersts rulers

Another difference in tone is found between the world chronicle and the Liége

chronicle.Thenarratives containraextensivespisode on the destruction of Liége by Charles

the Bold both ofwhich arev e r y

passagérom theitem onthedestruction ot.iege:

negati ve

a.bee lrigureGh far eelectes 6

World chronicle, p. 82

Liege dronicle, p. 204

Dair nae inden jaer van LXVIII des
sonnendages opu8teSymon inden
dach quam hi weder voir Ludick
anderwarff edebecrachtichde die stat
noch weder dair groten scade ghescig

an live emlean goede

want nae dien dattie stat noch
anderwerven uut gheslegerden
beroefft was wertse opusteBrichus
dach an ghestekenambernde drie
dage lanck dair na worden alle die
vrouwen die stadt verboden

Dair nae inden jaer M CCCC LXVIII des
sonnendages opu8teSymon edeinden dach
guam noch weder voir Ludick efequamdair in
tot sinen wille edebecrachtichde die stat
anderwerffdair noch meer efegroten scade
erdejamers ghesciede

an lijve edean goede an gheestelikerpone
an weerlike an wive etean kijnder an allen
kercken edegoetshuseh € ]

Endena dien dat hi dese stadt aldus anderwel
uutgheslegen ele beroefft hadden wast hem
noch nyet ghenoectmer hi liet die stat an
steken op BnteBrictiusdach edewert dat
meeste deel verbernt. &adrie daghe dair nae
worden alle die vrouwen die starboden.

Figure 30.Report on thesecond attack on Liege by Charles the Bold.

In the world chronicle, Charles is saiditave caused great damaga n |

i ve

[to lives and possessidnén the Liege chronicle this is expandeglalsohaving affecied
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clerics,worldly people, women, children, churches and other houses of wotdtapvards,
both narratives reveal that the citasplundered antburned dowrby Charles The Liege
chronicle emphasises therrific implications of thearsonly wr i ti ng 6éen wast h
ghenoch me © anfl thié was not enough for hiagh e € Even more than in the world
chronicle, the account in the Liege chronicle wanted to make sure the reader understood that
the attaclon Liége by Charles the Bold should be condemned.
Although thee aresome overlappingpisodesvith differences in tone and contents
Geal 6 contradi ct i on bereasmapisadarsaayiext.inthé-ltrechte x a mp | e
chronicle manuscripgubmtting thatthe Liége peopleaused the raid by Charles the Bold
themselvesAs has been demonstrated, thikerentchronicles in théJtrecht chronicle
manuscriptare not harmoniseak times However, the instances in whitliis happens are

minor, andareoftendue to thecompileb s f ai |l ure to be consistent.

References
When analysinghe relationship between the different chronicles in the Utrecht chronicle

manuscriptthe most interestingategory of references to studgncernseferenceso places
within the c¢ode xRefer@ncestodexthautsider eé ecedexsoddext e
r ef er,areictaresting as well, but to a lesser extent usefyditoknowledge of the
codexd 6 p e r f o r araufti¢egt nanassriptExternal referencesan be used better to
studytheuse of sources and the intended audieNoaethelessyoth types of referencesll
be discussed in this sectiomaetheyhave the same basic function, whisho refer to
another piece of text.

External references are plentifalthe Utrecht chronicle manuscrigtheyalways
referto a certain bogkextor genre Note thathe presence of an external reference not
necessarily means that the mentionedkbmatext was used as a sourBecallt he O hec
Ri ¢ har du swhichrwadiscussed @abev&xternal references can have many
functions.Reference$o specific bookganfunctionas justifications for theinformation that
is narrated Furthermore, thegncouragdurther readingn the book that is referred.tAn
example of this type akferencecan be founan page six, when an item on theglo-Saxon
history writer Beddinisheswith the sentencé al s o e ¢ e Bitcspigelistoriael yrit a
XXI*boecod [ as the 2th bookio@Sigel Mistoriaed. Literary historians
specialising in Middle Dutch literature will immediately recognise this as a reference to Jacob
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v an Ma dhirteeatiacentuisy world chronicl&piegel Historiaglthough itis morelikely
thatthe Latin original byvincent de Beawais (Speculum historialds meant heré!®

Occasionally, generareferenceo chroniclesor (old) booksisadded &6 si ¢ scr i bi
cronic#4)abd(pnad8 dat men i n oThdamthorabsoneedithah v i j nt
his readers would know where to fiedtrainformationabout whahe justhad writtendown
for them The reason as to why references of this type are acdgdrified by theauthor
himself. A lengthy enumeration of the deedduifecht biiop Frederick of Blankenhei(p.

133)ends as follows:
€ erdenoch meerdat te lanc te scrivewair, enrdemen inden croniken wel vijnt

[é and even more, that would be too longapy, and which onewelywill find in

the chronicleg

Byaddingaref@ence that basically says o6there is mo
the scribdells the readerthat hehas more knowledgen a certain topic or historical event
buthas chosenot to write it dowrfor reasons of brevityYet, he does encourage them to go
search for the information elsewhere.

Besides references to books, texts or chronicles in generatrihe also refers to
authors, often history writer§hesenames of the authoese often accompanied by ttite
of a text, though someti mes WWilenvanedBerehenence i s
has already been discussed ab@ber exampleare6 At hanasi us bi scop van
die Quicumgue valt salvus esse naieunquevalt [ At ha
salvusesddp.2),6 Pet rus Comest or di ePetrcComhestsrivioc a hi st
madeScholastica Historip(p. 12)and6 Henr i cus van Hervoirden een
[Henry of Herford a great history writer] (p45).Perhaps the authors are added to give the
referenceto textssome authoritypr demonstrate that the scribe wdshawledgeablenan.
Alternatively, he might just have considered it importamhmtionthese persons in his
chronicles, as they are a part of history as well.

The Utrecht chronicle manuscript contains two types of internal refereghoss to
things that have beanentioned earlier, and those to pieoéinformation that are described
further in the manuscripT.he majority of referencaglateto something that has been written

down a few sentences earli&ordsl i k e O[sadiearlisf®ivtod r s[writtenv e n 6

e found in the world chr
0) and the Brabant <chron
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eariefjor O v o i rngeetionecceartiedndicate thasomethinghas beemarrated
already For instancein anitem on Baldwin VI of Flandergp. 172) the length ohis reign
(eight year¥is mentioned twiceThe secondtima &év oi r scr dheseshdrt i s added
di stance references are not very relevant fo
collection of textsthey will notbe discussed in detail.
Somereferences spamore pages the manuscript. Mentioned abowethe section
on overlap was the item dthilip the Goodn the Brabant chronicle, where the scraukled a
reference to something he had alreaditen downthree timesl have found three other
instance® f adistoanrgc e 6 r e f e r. Eha Utedt etclestaktivabchrongle
contains a few sentences on the death of Floris V, count of Holland. At the end of this
passage, the scribbefers back to the world chroniglp. 20)and the Holland chronicl@.
108)usig t he words déal s voir ev aejaskhagldeenvette1 or en s
downearlieron count Floris|p. 127) This reference isot very specific in wherene should
look. The compilelassumes that his readership either dleeadyread the passage in the
world chronicle or the Holland chronicle, or, alternatively, that they would know how to
effectively navigate to the riglsection.
The Utrecht ecclesiastical chroni@kso refers bek to the world chronicl€p. 93)
when theescape from prison ihe Brederode nobles arhn van Amerongen is mentioned.
Here, the scribe makes explibibwoneis able tdfind the informationOne needs to look for

thesame datel'he words used are

Dese voirscreven hereende Walravertc, quamen uter vanghenis&nde Jan van

Amerongenalsvoirseit is op dese datunzuect dai(p.143)

[Thesdords, mentioneckarlier, and Walraveat ceterg got out of prisonand Jan van

Amerongenas has beenotedearlier, on this date, look thede

A third referencéo something mentioned earlisrpart ofan item orthe destruction of Liége

by Charles the Bold. In the Brabant chronitleh e s cr i be writes that O6h
endeverddsr ueer det als voirseit 1is06 [he conquere
said earlier]p. 183) Ironically, a little later in the manuscrif the Liége chronicléhe story

is extensively narratedgain Nonetheless, the readsradvised tdeaf backward. By not

mentioning in which chronicle one should searchpimdablyassumed that his readership

would start looking in the world chronicldote that theeompileragainuses a date and not a

page numbeito refer to theight place where the information can be found.
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Fourtimes a sentence in the world chronicle refers to something fulblnarin the
manuscript. This demonstrates ttteg inclusion of a series of regional chronicles was not just
an aftethought it wasalreadyan intended part of the manusctigtm the moment hkad
only juststartedwriting. The firstdorwardreferencécan be found on page eigtitis the

most puzzling one:
Nota van den greven van Holland vijndi nae op Isehaen ghescrevehiden biscopen.
[Note: on the counts of Hollangu will find hereafteon their ownatthe bishopg

It is unclearto what ths sentenceefers The scribalirects his readers to a section further
downin the manuscripthat narrates the history of theunts of Hollanénd is situate¢h (or
near?) a section dmshops.in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript, the chronicle on the counts
of Holland is the firsthronicle after the world chronicle, hihisis followed by the Cleves
chronicle. Only thereaftex chronicle on the Utrecht bishops followerhapshe compiler
had originallyplanned tanclude a combined history of the counts of Holland and the hitrec
bi shops, | i ke Chronogapma&gentdly, h@vedere thescounts and
bishops received an exclusive treatment in a separate chronicle.

A reference to the Cologne ecclesiastical chronicle can be found on page 46 of the
world chronicle When Sigismund of Luxembourg ésownedGerman kingDietrich 1l von
Meurssingshis first Mass at Cologne. This is mentioned only briefly in the worldretie

butas the scribe mentions:

Dit staet ook hijr nae ghescrevampter tijt dat die biscop van Coelen sterff voirgeseit
etc. (p. 46)

[Thisis also written down hereafter, at the tidete that the bishop of Cologne died,
as was said earliet cetera)

Thereference backwar@ v o i r)@tdhe end of the sentence does not refantearlier
mention of either the bishop or t@erman king, though treame informton can be found
some thirty pagefurther in the world chronicle (p. 77) amdthe Cologne chronicle (p. 166).
Again, the chronicle in which the information should be sought is not made exgitloitigh

it is likely most readers searchfor information ona Cologne bishowould startwith the

Cologne ecclesiastical chronicle.

65



The third referencdoesmake explicit in which chronicle to look. When the world
chronicle narrates thattrecht bishop Rudolf van Diepholt passes awag,itemon page 69

ends with:
Zuect voirt van hem hijnae, dair vandebiscopen van Utrecht staet op hem selven.
[On him,look furtherdown where the bishops of Utrecéitand ortheir own.]

Thefourth forwardreferencecan be foundn the world chroniclenpage 7778. It is the final
sentence o&n item orthe capture ofluke Arnold of Guelders by his son Adolf of Guelders.

Thefull item reads

Inden jaer M CCCC LXV IX dagenijanuario venck hertoge Adolph jongheshto
Ghelre hertoech Aernt sinen vader dat hem qualic verghjakesen woirden

naebescreven vijntmalen datm vanden jaer dat dit ghesciede.

[In the year 1465, 9 days in January, duke Adaifing lord of Guelders, captured duke
Arnold, his fatherwhich fared badlyfor him; & these wordslescribed hereaftene finds

the date of the year that this happened.]

Thesentenceefers tothe Guelders chronicle, in which both dukes feafpré53) It is well
possible that this referen¢eagaini waserroneouslycopiedfrom thecompile® s s,@aur c e
theexactdateArnold of Guelders was capturedngntionedight at the beginning of the

item. The manuscript does not show any evidesfdbe datebeingaddedat a lateistage See
Figure 31.

!'@o - 4 w677 oy 1w Doy v
/ lomnjk;@;: g 1?"”"";{’1 “' '?t:;
’ ghe b to ghliw b«ﬂwb sl
[ossen Ma&;r— Das- bem oree doples— P2
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P W Vipptame Dem Dadul Pade seee—

Figure 31.The capture of Arnold of Gueldepy his son Adolin the world chronicle.

Apart from the fact thathe date is alreadyentionedn the world chroniclethe promise that
one finds the dateon a different place in the manuscript is not képthe Guelders chronicle

the date isnissing.The Guelders chronicle does mention the ttz€Arnold is releasedrom
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prison (06Sunt e T hndheemld ahraniclehis2vent i®dly)mentidnedt

multiple sentences after tsentence containing tmeference.

Concluson
Relatively much attention has gonectmtradictions, differences and disharmony between the

individual chronicles in the Utrecht chronicle manusciy#t, the text colkection forms a
unity. It should be stressed that for every difference in overlap@matives, there are
perhaps as much as ten instances in wiwchnarratives provide exactly the same
information.Striking discrepancies between two chronicles are ab¥éeir absences
perhaps due to theetup of theregional chroniclesBecause thgare often very short,
narrating not much more than the succession of rulers and one or two episodes from their
lives,there is less chance that serious dissent occurs betweehronicleswithin the
manuscriptThenumber of episodes that can be coihedtagei intentionally biasedeports
to mythologiseo n e 6 s 4 aralimpedirsthe short regional chronicleBotentialy
sensitive historical events, like the Brabant Succession War, angretdsc entirelyleft out
of all narrativesAll of this contributes tdhe manuscrif@ soherence

Moreover, thdour referenceso chronicles furthedownin the manuscript
demonstrateth& | r eady i n an early stage of the manu
intent to writea world chronicldollowed bya series of regional chronicless has been
demonstrated in the previous chaptdrsgarderin which these regional chronicles added
does not follow a clear pattean plan.Despite some of the referendssingpuzzling or even
erroneously copied from a source, tlage functiomal. By adding them, readewgere to realise
that thehistories included in the Utrecht chronicle mamiyare related.

Thecoherencef the Utrecht chroniclenanuscripshould not obscurihe fact hat
each chronicle is able to functiomdependentlyThe compilercould have saved much paper
and timeby not fully writing out several episodes over and over agdnethelesshe
repeagdpieces of information sometimes up to four tiptes made sure it was possible to
learn about the history of a single duchy/county without the need of reading@théne
chroniclesln this sense, the manuscript has a layered performance and function. At the same
time a chronicleoperatesnsidea web of interrelated textsyt stands on its owas well

By studying the Utrecht chronicle manuscript as a riekt codex,th s chapt er 6s
analysis has demonstrated thatupraregional identity is promotedthe manuscript. Beside
indications that theompilerassumed his readers would read the manuscriptdower to

cover,the harmonised narratives and refererstesulatereading the manuscript as a single

67



unity, rather than a collection of individually operating teXtse fact that the inclusion of
regional chronicles was planned and not an afterthaugttributes to this ideddowever, the
manuscripis able tanstigate regional identitiemseach chronicle is able to operate by itself
However,due to their brevitythe produced regional idemgsin the shortegionalhistories

arenot very strong

68



6. Analysis: represented space

In the previous chapters, multipdenensionsave beemliscusseda strong focus on Utrecht,

biased reports concerning Liege, possible but not very strong regional identities and a

supraregional identitthati s evoked by t he manutheimdangtyod s ¢

thesepossibleproduceddentities is hard to asselsg close reading-rom the theoretical

framework, it became clear that identity(jmartly) rooted in space. This means that a spatial

analysis would be able tmnfirm which identitiesare produced, but also reveal how strong

persuasivehesedentities areThis chapé r d@pgroach is quantitatiybased on the following

oh

assumption:hie more a place is mentioned, thenlikglyi t ent ermentel r eader 6s

projection of t he spaciwil explorewhithépacerisegpreserded imt e d

the Utrecht chronie manuscript bpresenting a datasett h e ma n references @t 6 s

geographical locations. This dataset willayaalysed using @eographical Information

Systen{GIS). Space is analysed on three levels: locally, regionallysapdaregionally.

Dataset
All references to geographical locatianghe Utrecht chronicle manuscripave been

collected into a dataséh this datasel distinguish wo types of referenceReferences of the

first type directl o c a trefeoto asldrationn a direct waySee the following example

Alsmen screeff VA ende XLII wert getymmert SinteThomas kerc tUtrecht die men
nu Oudemunster he@t. 6)

[In 642 Saint Thomasdé church in Utrecht

60Oudemynster 6.

There can be no mistals towhatentityis meantwittd Sunt e Thomas kercd

church]. Itis a building in Utrecht,rad, according to thenanuscript, &hurch.In thedataset
referencedike thisare classified a8 b a seferenges

At times, the type ofeferral is directbut thementionedocationis not specific
enough to include it in the datas€he following sentence contains three examplesoof
specifiedlocationsthat cannot be includedn den velde etieinden bosschen debiden
weghend [in t he falomglkhdsdes of the ronds]dp. Zomtees t s
context itdoes not become cleahwh fields, forests and roads are meant hssea result,

thesereferencemec | assi f is@d ca § | @These octionae exsldded from

the datasetNot included as welirereferencethat are too general, for example refererioes

wa .

[

the entireworldé o ver al[p.9g)iordao@Neountriesdo i n al | [.Ag)l andend
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Over a thousantbcationsin the dataset amdirect referenceshey ardabelledas
reference typébasicd .  thligcoversonly about forty percent of thentire datasefThe
datasetontains2508entries The r emai ning sixty PBArrcent ar
indirect referenceefers to a locatioonly by associationAgain, thiscategorycontains two
subtypes, of which the firgtarries the labad t i This eatiegoryonsists ohames, titles,
functiors or affiliations thatcan be linkedo a geographical are@erritories are oftemrmplied
in namesFor instancewhen the historicaduchy of Brabant was ruled by someone named
John hewould have beenalledd J o h n o fIn tBerfistiplaceBrabant is part of his
name, but it also refers to the duchy of Brab@he same applig® bishops¢t he bi shop o
Utrecht) andnobles( ba n v a n A é\s therrejesencé tp the location is secondary,
theseare indirect references.

Groups of people are the second type of indirect refereAbesit 150timesthe
manuscript referto a group of peoplthat can be linked ta certain geographical arélchese
may be | arge areas ,p.iBaewlFDamaeamar ko6 E o abusatspe & e & ,0
theresidentsaf i ti es | i ke Utrecht (dddeGhemngefsddivam
Ghent 6 Jnsych cas® @ group of people is addressadhe first placebut at the same
time a location is evoked.

In summary| distinguishbetween direct and indirect referencéseseare
subcategorisediob asi c8peénbdbncd (not i n thmwmadlgseaset ),
the datasemnot only the referendgpes but alsahe locatios need to be categorised.

distinguish eight types of locatians

Subcategory Type of location Visualisation
Principality Larger administrative bodkipngdom duchy, county) | Area

Manor Smaller piece of lan¢seignory) owned by a lord Point
Diocese Cathedral city +dndsowned bythe bishogic Point + area
Region Non-administrative area (cultural regidioymer Area

administrative bodies)

Place of worshig Churches, monasteries, etc. Point

Town Non-religious site (citiestowns, castles, etc.) Point
Building Non-religious site withina t o wn 6 Point

Water Rivers, lakes, sees, etc. -

Figure 32: subcategories location typesand their way of visualisation

17 This subcategory also contains references that are not necessarily implied, inuftk#l work in the same
way. When, for instance, a reference to the &écronyken
refer to the historiographical text, and only secondary to the city of Rome.
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Some categoriga Figure 32requiresome explanatiorManorsare represented as poddta
in the datasetand not as area®ften amanorseignory has clear centre (a castle or
stronghold) but its borders are difficult to reconstruetesenting them as poidatasaves
time inbuildingthe dataset, and, perhaps more importatitly visualisation will be easier to
graspas they would otherwigeotentiallyoverlap with theprincipalitydsubcategoryA
diocesé s ia re@easentednly by its secular landsThis means thawvhen for instancethe
dioceseUtrechtis representedn a mapits territorydoes not includéhe county of Holland.
Hollandwas part of th bishopic of Utrech, butits secular rule wawith the count of
Holland.When a diocese did not own secular lamdss, only visualisedby a green cross
(point datd. The subcategorgregiorbmay eithebea noradministrative area or a former
administrative area. An example of thisSaxony. This was a former duchy@arolingian
times but in the fifteenth century this area tabadyfor some timebeen split up in smaller
duchies and countiesocationsinth&e at egory o6t ownd do nost neces:
theycan be cies castla or fortresgsas well. Theyrefer to any nosreligious sitethat cannot
be placed into another category A 6 b u i | -deligiogs Gite that is situatedtimn a
town. An example ofthisis he 6 st at h uowrshalvohBrussBls] (pe3S)e | 6 [
Locations likeNeudesquare in Utrechare part of this category as wdllivers, lakes, a8
and othewatersare included in the dataséyt are not visualised.o reconstruct the
fifteenth-century course of rivers would requaghoroughseparate studyvhich has not been
conductedor many rivers and lake3 herefore, they are not representethe data
visualisations.

Each entry containthefollowing information.Listed first isanID number toersure
thatidentical reference@nultiple mentions ofa single locatiopcan bekept apartThe ID is
followed bythename of thdocationasit is mentioned in thenanuscript To take the first
citation from this chapter as an exampitegsw o u | dunteEhontas kerc tUtrecht die men
nu Oude mu nrsthe@maxt columate dormalisedocationnameis addedIn the
specificcaseo f 6 Sunt e ,ifikmona darddianraveldvhich location is meant.
The manuscript mentions that the church is situated in Utrecht and provides two names for the
church.Nowadays, this church is best knowrtlsdemolishedd S iSratl v at thek er k 6 .
reference type is O6basi cd &heldatibnhisacherechbhey pe i s
entry also includethe page number (p. 6) and the chronicle in which the reference is found:
the world chronicleAs SintSalvatorkerk in Utrecht stood at a known locatibis possible

to add a reference to its geographical laratisinglatitude and longituddegrees
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® 2. 09005 7 ,ThesSintsavat@lkkerk iin Utrechs now spatially referencedor
georeferenced'® When georeferenced, the locaticanbe included in a GIS.

Not all referencesire easy ttocate Recall that theompilerassumed that his readers
knew wheretofind Be er nt Ha s e.TheRaads Dagelijzsch Bpekentsos)
Beernt Haserseveral timesisone of the mgor-aldermerf r om t he nnitlel er s6 gui
1450s'%Yet, a search onmill (oranyestate) wned by someone called 6
fifteenth century was unsuccessfin.26 otheroccasiong was not able téocatea
reference?® In 21 caseghe location | listed in the dataset should be approached with
cautiont?For i nstance, a ment i o(m36)séemsthreferéoltheer | i cl
seignory of Sittardbutit cannot be stated with full certainfijhese cases are clearly marked
in the dataset using brackets.

There are some casesinwh&lo meone 6 s s u, thoughmeaveny ongksly b | y
case onlyrefersto a geographical locatioRor example, the world chronicle mentions a
personcalled Hey nr i ¢ v an ThiMaaydbd drefgrepce to &8 fprmer castle Ten
Masschebut this isnot very probableas this persoandhis family did not live therg?2 A bit
more complicated i s §.98)dmevadl is averthatbplitsaff van Wa
from the Rhine, but in Middle Dutch w a @ also meaépool/moraséandé we | | ¥¥3good 6 .
In this case, | decided to not include thassible referenda the datasetas it isfar from
certainthatthis surname refers to a geographical location

The o6Dirc v amsandthee Mdre fundamentalrisauie.Oae could guestio
if mostreaders or eventhe scribé understood each reference to a geographical locdtmn.
give another example, the manustri@ps wor |l d chronicle mentions
surname refers to the small town of KuBsifikastelKues Germany)on the banks of the
Mosel river Probably, ot everymedievalreader would have known this pla&milar
guestions can be raised abowd tbference t€olumna(near Romg implied in the name of
60tto de CA)llnuspip of théunlikelipood users of théJtrecht chronicle

118 Gregory 2005, 9.

19 Utrechts Archie , 701 O0StadsbesltSumufd,vamo.UtIre.cht 1122
120These areD numbers 191, 269, 283, 338, 382, 479, 521, 614, 622, 667, 863, 864, 881, 883, 983, 901, 903,
905, 911, 985, 1525, 1638, 1902, 1918, 2199, 2303 and 2363.

1217 These are ID numbers 156, 1293, 226, 264, 353, 440, 476, 902, 984, 1114, 1191, 1682, 1846, 2004, 211,
2322, 2332, 2384, 2385, 2386.

1220n the castle, see Van Schaik 2008, 128.

123 seeMiddelnederlandsch Woordenbogktp:/gtb.inl.nl) atbva e | 6

72


http://gtb.inl.nl/

manuscript understood references like these, both locations are thclhdeaim isto

reconstruct the manus c reveppotersial read@gmentabspacee d s p a

GIS
The dataset is set up with the aim to do data visualisations Wigographical Information

System The GIS | useds QGIS(QuantumGIS), an open sourcand free software
program'?* As mentioned in the theoretical framewosk, GI S6s mai n advantag:
to deal with large amounts @deographicaljlata.With over2500 entriesarryingspatial
data,GIS becomes a powerful research t@&specially two features will be uséd/hen
loading a dataset ia GIS, the program is able to generate algosttiat automatically sizes
point data according to how ofterlocationis listed In a similar way, it caalso style areas
in different colours or with different transparendoesed on the number of menti@rsany
other value

A GIS usestwo data types: spatial data and attribute &&t@he firsttyperelatesto a
place on earthnd consists of (a series of) coordinagzatial data areitherpoints, lines or
polygors. A point is a single pair of longitude and latitutiegreesLines can be used
represent elements likeversor roads;one could think of them as beiognnected series of
points When a series of points is connectieugh a line, and the first point also functions
as the last point, an enclosed area is created. In GIS language this is called a pakgon.
second data typattribute dataencompasseal nonspatial data (namedatestype of
location, populationetc.)that can be attributed to spatial data

In visualising the locations of thdtrecht chronicle manuscript, especially polygons
provide a challengés1S softwarademands you to draprecisebordersIn many cases, the
exact borders of historical regioase hard to reconstrudihereare some GIS datasets
available on the historical bordersroédieval territories, but this does not cover the entire
cat egory O phereis aniapcardtd QIS datasét foratiministrativeerritoriesof
themedievalLow Countries?® In contrast, hiere are hardly publicly available GIS dataséts o
nonadministrative entities andreasoutside the Low Countriedn alternativeto using
readymade datasetis to create polygonisy drawing ovemgeoreferenced map$’ A

georeferenced map is a midgat contais spatialdata.There aressomedatabasewith

24luyseder si on 3.4 6Madeiraod. The phitpdigwwayos.oogan be downl oact
125 Gregory 2005, 10ff.

126 Stapel 2018.

27| mainly used the following (map) sources: Colin 1898; DARMC; Shepherd 1911; Stapel 2018; Van den

Bergh 1852; Van der Aa 183I851.
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georeferenced maphough it is also possible to georeference a map your&dispecially
when a map contains latitude and longitude raster dataeferencing can be performed
within minutesWhenon a digitised map a sufficient number of locatioogains spatial
data, the map can Ipdacedon top ofother mapdike Google Maps or the OpenStreetMap

Now, the historical region can be drawwerand copiednto adatasetSee Figure 33.
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Figure 33 .Left: creenshoof software progran@GISwith adigitised(georeferencedmap
of Central Europed, 1477)from Shepherd 1B1. Note that the map containgster lines with
longitude and latitudes degre@#e red area is thmedievalKingdom of BohemiaRight: the
same Kingdom of Bohemia, but ndhelayer with thedigitisedmaphas been removed

leaving only the polygon shapéth thebasicOpenStreetMap on the background

In the theoretical framework | mentioned that a GIS has trouble dealingwith gue .bor der
For instance, the Utrecht chronicle manusagitains a referenceod i e Twent end (p
Twente was a Frankish pagus, but in the fifteenth century it wavdreferred to the place

where t he 6T weavdrsoougblytiHe eagterrdpart diemiodernDutch province

of OverijsselWhen this area is visualised like the Kingdom of Bohemigigure 33it

would suggest that Twenie the fifteenth centurywasanadministrative unitvith clear

borders, which is not the cade.the data visualisations this problem is solved by using a

transparent diamond pattern fmeas without definable borders.

Dataanalysis
The full dataset contains 2508 references to 530 unique locations. On average, each location

is mentioned almost five times. However, about half of the locatiooigis only once. Only
twentypercent of the locationis referredto over three timesTen locations make ugbout a

third of the total number of referenc&sgure 3! gives a general idea abdbemanuscr i pt 0 s
most mentioned locationkisted are théop tensof the whole manuscript and the world

chronicle.Eachregionalc hr oni cl eds tot al number onfostr ef er e

mentioned placeare listed as welMaps 2 and 3 are visualisationstié full dataset.

128 Utrecht University Libray has digitised and georeferenced a large number of historical maps. See
http://bc.library.uu.nl/georeferencig0-05-2019].
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UTRECHT CHRONICLE MANUSCRIPT

Number of locations per type

Principality (845)

Place ofworship (213)

Building (44)

Town (679)

Manor (201)

Water (18)

Diocese (420)

Region (61)

Undefined (27)

Ten most mentioned locations Ten most mentioned locations
(no principalities)
Location Subtype # Location Subtype | #
1 | Utrecht diocese 182 | 1 | Utrecht diocese | 182
2 | Liege diocese 106 | 2 | Liege diocese | 106
3 | Holland principality | 91 3 | Cologne diocese | 70
4 | Burgundy principality | 91 4 | Arkel manor 59
5 | Guelders principality | 88 5 | Rome town 36
6 | Cologne diocese 70 6 | Domkerk (U) worship | 34
7 | Brabant principality | 67 7 | Brederode manor 21
8 | Cleves principality | 60 8 | Wijk bij Duurstede | town 20
9 | France principality | 59 9 | Montfoort town 19
10 | Arkel manor 59 | 10 | Gorinchem town 19
WORLD CHRONICLE
Ten most mentioned locations Ten most mentioned locations
(no principalities)
Location Subtype # Location Subtype | #
1 | Utrecht diocese 94 | 1 | Utrecht diocese | 94
2 | Burgundy principality 53 | 2 | Arkel manor 53
3 | Arkel manor 53 | 3 | Liege diocese |23
4 | Holland principality 43 | 4 | Wijk bij Duurstede town 15
5 | Guelders principality 41 | 5 | Cologne diocese | 13
6 | France principality 27 | 6 | Amerongen town 13
7 | Brabant principality 25 | 7 | Rome town 11
8 | Cleves principality 24 | 8 | Montfoort town 10
9 | Liege diocese 23 | 9 | Lichtenberg castle (U] building | 10
10 | Flanders principality 20 | 10 | Ghent town 9
REGIONAL CHRONICLES
Locations (unique) Three most mentioned locations
Arkel 141 (55) | Arkel (37), Gorinchem (13), Holland (8)
Holland 70 (44) Holland (11), France (4England/Burgundy/Saxony (3)
Cleves 46 (16) Cleves (21), Cologne (4), France/Wissel/Soest(3)
Utrecht 398 (123) | Utrecht (81), Domkerk (27), Holland (14)
Guelders 134 (45) | Guelders (34), Zutphen (20), Rome/Cleves/KI. Graefenthg
Cologne 122 (52) | Cologne (40), Julich (6), Bonn/Soest (4)
Flanders 156 (69) | Flanders (25), Holland (9), France (9)
Brabant 57 (20) Brabant (27), France (6), Burgundy/Lotharingia (3)
Liege 285 (101) | Liege (74), Church of Stambert (11), Maastricht (10)
Figure3.The Utrecht chronicle manuscriptos
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Map 2. Visualisation of locations mentioned in the Utrecht chronicle manusatlipt
categories)The more a location is being referred to, the larger/darker its representation.
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Map 3.Visualisationofc at e g o r lgcations mentiowed in the Utrecht chronicle
manuscriptThe more a location is being referred to, the larger/darker its representation.
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Both Figure 34 and Maps 2 and 3 yield a lot of informafianget a griponthemasuc r i pt 6 s
treament of space, ansheethe aim is to distinguish local, regional and supraregional
identities,the following paragraphs will analyse space on these three levels.

Local space
A manuscripthat is called after a citfgheUtrechtc hr oni c | e)ismesactedtor i pt 0

have a strong spatial dimensithratrelatesto that placeBy some distance, Utrecht is the
most mentioned location in the Utrecht chronicle manuscript. This is clearly visualised in
Maps2an®.Ut r e c ht 6 sisgery ageancits terstory is deep red, meaning that the
location is mentioned often. If one adds to the total of Utreeflerences also the mentioned
|l ocations within the city of Utrecht (these
numbers are even more stunning. Out of 1049
a location in the city of Utrecht. This is 22 percent or one in five mentions of a location. When
all references are taken in account, 317 out of 2508 referareés Utrecht, this is 12,5
percent or one in eiglstancesAs many as 32 unique locations in Utrecht are mentioned
(Map4).

Although locations in the city of Utrecht are unmistakably a dominant force in the Utrecht
chronicle manuscript, there are etlirequently mentioned cities as well. If one accumulates
all Liegerelated references, they add up to a total of 85 direct references (8%) and 141 total
references (5,5%). The manuscript mentions eighteen unique locations withirf{N&g®).
The thirdmost referenced city is Cologiieagain an episcopal cenfrewith a total of 38
direct references, 88 total references (both 3,5%) and nine unique locations within the city
(Map 6) Although Liege and Cologne are referred to often, it is mainly witl@nitr 6 o wn 6
regional chronicles. About 77 percent of the total references to Liege comes from the Liege
regional chronicle; for Cologne thisis 64 percént. ocal o6ur ban Li ge i den
Col ogne imdidyproduded/itheiregional chrongd dealing with these dioceses.
This contrasts with Utrecht, of whidho n46 peicent of the references can be found in the

Utrecht regional chronicle.
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+ Place of worship
® Building

References to locations in the medieval city of Utrecht.
Manuscript: Utrecht, Het Utrechts Archief, VII F 5
(Utrecht chronicle manuscript) c. 1477

Background image: Vtrecht %o\taagwaos (1621)
Published by Adam van Vianen (Utrecht)

via http://uu.georeferencer.com/maps/13841242230

Map 4. Visualisation of locations mentioned in the Utrecht chronicle

manuscript that are situated inside the city of Utrecht
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References to locations in the medieval city of Liége.
Manuscript: Utrecht, Het Utrechts Archief, VII F 5
(Utrecht chronicle manuscript) c. 1477

v

Background image: Carte de Liege au XVle siecle (1649)
Engraving by Julius Milheuser (1627)

Published by Johannes Blaeu (Amsterdam)

via https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/0/01/
Liege-Blaeu-00.jpg

Map 5. Visualisation of locations mentioned in the Utrecht chronicle

Bue to the

€g

Y

manuscript that arsituated inside the city of Li

the background mapthetshed.

process of georeferencing
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Map 6. Visualisation of locations mentioned in the Utrecht chronicle
manuscript that are situated inside the citfofogne
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