
THE WRITING OF MEDIEVAL HISTORY: 

DEBATES, DEFINITIONS AND APPROACHES 
 

A one-day colloquium hosted by the Institute of Historical Research 

Senate House, London, Friday 15
th
 June 2012 

 

 

Scholars of Medieval History, from MA students through to post-doctoral researchers, are 

invited to participate in a one-day colloquium which will address key questions in current 

historical writing on western Europe, Byzantium and the Eastern Mediterranean throughout 

the Middle Ages. It will feature a  keynote lecture by Professor David Bates (UEA): ‘Is it 

possible to write a cultural biography of William the Conqueror?’ 

 

This event will provide a unique opportunity for researchers to contribute to some of the most 

pressing debates in current historiography of the Middle Ages. Each strand will take 

inspiration from an example of historical writing and explore the topic through a broad 

opening question.   Participants are invited to act as lead respondents, presenting a 10 

minute pre-prepared response before taking part in a roundtable discussion. 
 

 
Strand 1 – The Early Middle Ages: To what extent are questions of literate culture relevant for historians in 

discussions of property in early medieval Europe? 

Discussing Patrick Geary, ‘Land, Language, and Memory in Europe, 700-1100’, Transactions of the Royal Historical 

Society 9 (1999), 169-84. 

 

Strand 2 – Byzantium and the Eastern Mediterranean: Did the Byzantines have their own version of Holy War? 
Discussing Tia Kolbaba, ‘Fighting for Christianity. Holy War in the Byzantine Empire’, Byzantion 68 (1998), 194-221. 

 

Strand 3 – High Medieval Europe: Can historians of kingship, politics and parliament in high medieval Europe 

learn from the work of early medievalists on ‘assembly politics’ and ‘symbolic communication’? 

Discussing Timothy Reuter, ‘Velle sibi fieri in forma hac: symbolic acts in the Becket dispute’, in Timothy Reuter, 

Medieval Polities and Modern Mentalities (Cambridge, 2006), 167-90. 

 

Strand 4 – The Crusades: To what extent does the ‘pluralist’ view of crusade history dominate historiography on 

the subject? 

Discussing Giles Constable, ‘The Historiography of the Crusades’, in The Crusades from the Perspective of Byzantium 

and the Muslim World, ed. Angeliki E. Laiou and Roy Parviz Mottahedeh (Dumbarton Oaks, 2001), 1-22. 

 

 

All queries and submissions of intent to attend or act as a respondent should be addressed to 

the organisers (Simon John, Sophie Ambler and Mike Carr) at 

medieval.debates.ihr@gmail.com by Monday 16
th

 April 

 

Those wishing to act as lead respondents in a given session should send a summary of 

c.200 words of their thoughts on one of the articles that speaks to its opening question. 

 

Those wishing to attend should provide a brief indication of their research background. 

 

Please be advised that places are strictly limited. 
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