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T H E ABBOTS OF ST. SOPHIA, BENEVENTO, 
IN T H E ELEVENTH CENTURY* 

by 

GRAHAM A. LOUD 

The monastery of St. Sophia at Benevento was one of the 
most important in southern Italy during the period from the elev-
enth through to the fourteenth Century. Not only did it play a most 
significant role in the spiritual and ecclesiastical life of the Terra Be
neventana, but through its dependencies and properties it was a ma
jor influence also in Molise and, to a slightly lesser extent, in the 
Capitanata. This makes it all the more surprising that the history 
of such an important institution has hitherto been very little inves-
tigated, and certainly not with the professional rigour which one 
might think desirable. 

The main reason for this is undoubtedly that, while substan-
tial documentary evidence for this monastery has survived, very 
little of it has been published, and before the history of St. Sophia, 
or indeed that of medieval Benevento as a whole, can receive the 
attention which it deserves the provision of proper, and accessible, 
scholarly editions of its charters will be a desideratum. Until then 
the role played in the medieval Mezzogiorno by the monks of St. 
Sophia will remain so much less clearly delineated than that of the 
erstwhile mother-house of the Beneventan abbey, Montecassino, in 
the study of whose history scholars are doubly fortunate; in that 
among the monks of the eighteenth Century was a great antiquary, 
Erasmo Gattula, who published so much of the essential material 

I am grateful to Rev. H. E. J. Cowdrey for his comments on the first draft of 
this article. 
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for the abbey's history, and in that the monastic community has 
survived the vicissitudes of war and attempts at suppression into 
our own day, maintaining an enviable tradition of scholarly endea-
vour. By contrast St. Sophia never recovered from the era of the 
commendatory abbots, was laid waste by the terrible earthquake of 
1688 and f inally suppressed in 1806. 

However, while the monastery has not survived, and the exist-
ing church is largely a modern reconstruction,1 its archives did, al-
though not in one single collection. While the major part remained 
in Benevento, and was preserved and re-ordered thanks to the anti-
quarian zeal of Archbishop Orsini (the later Pope Benedict XIII) in 
the first years of the eighteenth Century, its Codices had already 
been dispersed a Century earlier, and its chartulary found its way to 
the Vatican Library by 1621.2 In addition a small, but in terms of 
content extremely interesting, group of its charters found its way at 
some period unknown (but clearly before the compilation of the Or
sini catalogue in 1709) into the hands of the Aldobrandini family. 
From them these documents passed to the Vatican Library in 1929, 
although they remained unknown to scholars until the 1950,s. 

The present article deals with only one very small aspect of 
the abbey's history, the succession of its abbots in the eleventh Cen
tury. Obviously the rieh material at historians' disposai can provide 
the basis for much more ambitious and intellectually challenging 
studies. But while such aspects as the abbey's circle of benefactors, 
administration of its property, spirituality and relations with both 
temporal and ecclesiastical authorities deserve attention, as well as 
what its charters reveal of the social structure of contemporary lay 
society, preliminary work is needed to provide a basis for more am
bitious studies in future. That such a basic subjeet, and important 
tool for future work, as the succession of the abbots has not been 
properly delineated, is a sign of how neglected the history of the ab-
bey has hitherto been. The only previous guide to its abbots in the 

1 M. F e r r a n t e , Chiesa e chiostro di S. Sofia a Benevento, Samnium 25 
(1952)73-91. 

2 O. B e r t o l i n i , Gli „Annales Beneventani", Bullettino dell'Istituto storico 
italiano per il medio evo 42 (1923) 25-27 . 
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Middle Ages comes in a footnote to an article by Alfredo Zazo, and 
it must be said that the list given here is seriously deficient, above 
ali because the author did not use the charters now in the Vatican 
Library.3 Zazo's list is particularly unsatisfactory when it comes to 
the mid-eleventh Century when several hitherto quite unknown ab-
bots had brief tenures of office, the details of which need to be 
distinguished. 

The main problem with such an exercise, apart from the 
patchy chronological distribution of the sources, comes in the dat-
ing of eleventh-century Beneventan charters. Many, especially in 
the earlier part of the Century, lack the year of the incarnation. 
They can usually be dated from the regnai years of the princes, to 
which the Annales Beneventani, written at St. Sophia in the early 
twelfth Century, are a guide. But the various indications in the dat-
ing clauses can on occasion be contradictory, and it is by no means 
always clear what system for the beginning of the year was being 
followed by the notary. The dating of the Annales themselves some-
times needs amendment, as in the 1070's when some entries were a 
year in advance; hence the death of Pope Alexander II and the ac-
cession of Gregory VII were placed in 1072, not 1073.4 Thus the 
production of an accurate list of the monastery's abbots requires 
some dose attention to the diplomatic of charter dating clauses. 

There was a very marked contrast between the first half of the 
eleventh Century, when only three Abbots of St. Sophia can be at-
tested, and the quarter of a Century after 1050, when there were no 
less than six. Unfortunately, with one solitary exception, we have no 
information as to whether death, or deposition or resignation va-
cated the abbatial seat. Nonetheless, it seems important for the ab-
bey's history to be clear as to the abbatial succession. The eleventh-
century abbots were as follows: 

G r e g o r y I, according to the second and fuller version of the 
Annales Beneventani, was elected Abbot in 1005, the same year as 

3 A. Z a z o , I beni della badia di S. Sofia in Benevento nel XIV secolo, Sam-
nium 29 (1956) 152-153 n. 136. 

4 B e r t o l i n i , Annales (above, n. 2) 143. 



4 GRAHAM A. LOUD 

Archbishop Alfanus was elected.5 However charter evidence ex-
pressly contradicts this, for a document from Lucerà, dated Febru
ary, l lth of the indiction, and 41st year of the Emperors Basii and 
Constantine (hence 998), names him as abbot,6 as does a further 
charter, preserved only in a thirteenth-century copy, dated March, 
12th of the indiction, 18th year of Prince Pandulf [II] and 12th of 
his son Prince Landulf [V], which should be ascribed to 999.7 In that 
some month, on llth March he was named as abbot in a diploma of 
the Emperor Otto III, now preserved only in the early-twelfth Cen
tury chartulary or Liber Preceptorum of the abbey.8 More proble-
matic is a fourth document, dated 14th year of Pandulf (with no re-
ference to his son), 3rd of the indiction, also naming Gregory as ab
bot. This might be ascribed to the year 995, it might also be placed 
in 1047; in neither case is the indiction number correct.9 Hence we 
can only place the terminus post quem of Gregory'a abbacy with cer-
tainty in February 998. The last mention of him as Abbot comes in 
two diplomas of the Emperor Henry II, dated respectively lOth 
March and 9th April 1022.10 

Bizant ius can be attested as abbot between July 1033, when 
he received a diploma from the Princes Landulf V and Pandulf III, 
and 26th May 1038 when he was named in a diploma of Conrad II 
for the monastery.11 

5 Ibid., 129. 
6 V. von F a l k e n h a u s e n , Zur byzantinischen Verwaltung Luceras am Ende 

des 10. Jahrhunderts, QFIAB 53 (1973) 401-406. 
7 Benevento, Museo del Sannio, Fondo S. Sofia, vol. 8 no. 12. 
8 Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana [henceforth BAV], Cod. Vat. Lat. 4939 fols. 

130r-132r; MGH Do III 310. Cf. O. Ber to l in i , I Documenti trascritti nel 
„Liber preceptorum beneventani monasterii S. Sophiae" („Chronicon S. So
phiae"), in: Studi di storia napoletana in onore di Michelangelo Schipa, Na
poli 1926, p. 17 no. 19. The documents from this chartulary have also been 
edited in F. Ughe l l i , Italia Sacra, 2nd. ed. by N. Co le t t i , Venezia 1717-
1721, X, but the Ughelli edition is so poor that it will only be cited when 
there is no other printed version. 

9 BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cartolario II no. 52. 
10 MGH DDH E 468, 470; Ber to l in i , I Documenti (above, n. 8) p. 17 

nos. 20-21 . 
11 Cod. Vat. Lat. 4939 fols. 66r-68r, 134v-137r. Ber to l in i , I Documenti, 
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G r e g o r y II had succeeded him as abbot by December 1041. 
He was also recorded in June 1045, in a most interesting charter in 
which a Lombard count made a donation to the monastery in mem-
ory of his nepos (actually it would seem from the charter this was 
his cousin rather than his nephew strictu sensu), who had been 
killed earlier that month fighting against the nefandissimi Norman
ni.12 Gregory's abbacy carne to an unhappy end when he was de-
posed by Leo IX during that pope's third visit to Benevento in the 
spring of 1052. The papal bull confirming his successor described 
Gregory as ewicked5, but it may well be that this wickedness was 
that he had opposed the papal takeover of the city in alliance with 
the emperor and was loyal to the displaced Pandulf III rather than 
any more ecclesiastical shortcomings. Certainly the bull confirming 
his successor spoke tartly of the Beneventans' present troubles 
being the consequence of the injuries thay had done to and the 
pride they had shown towards the Roman Church and the emperor, 
and went on immediately to refer to the Abbot's deposition.13 Fur-
thermore the Montecassino chronicle of Leo Marsicanus described 
him as ea most prudent and strenuous man5, who received Deside-
rius, the future Abbot of Montecassino, into his abbey as a monk 
with great joy (multa hylaritate), and was responsible for replacing 
his baptismal name Dauferius with his name in religion, Desiderius. 
That the Montecassino tradition thought so well of him, even if 

pp. 40, 17-18 nos. 155, 22; MGH DCO II 267. Bisantius also received a 
charter from Bishop Angelo of Troia in February 1037, Cod. Vat. Lat. 4939 
fols. 172v-175r , U g h e l l i , Italia Sacra (above, n. 8) X, 512-513; B e r t o l i 
n o I Documenti, p. 21 no. 35. 

12 BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. I no. 36. The 1041 charter is Beneven
to, Museo del Sannio, voi. 28 no. 2. See Z a z o (above, n. 3). It should be 
remembered tha t the father of Abbot Desiderius of Montecassino was an-
other Beneventan noble killed fighting the Normans, only a few years later, 
Chronica Monasterii Casinensis, ed. H. H o f f m a n n , MGH SS XXXIV, 
1980, p. 364. 

13 Italia Pontificia IX, ed. W. H o l t z m a n n , Berlin 1962, 83 no. 5. For the 
background to this and the papal takeover see O. Vehse , Benevent als Ter
ritorium des Kirchenstaates bis zum Beginn der Avignonesischen Epoche, 
I: Bis zum Ausgang der. normannischen Dynastie, QFIAB 22 (1930-1931), 
especially 87-100. 
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that tradition was committed to writing half a Century later, sug-
gests once again the the motives for his removal were politicai and 
had nothing to do with his fitness to rule. This would seem all the 
more likely if Hoffmann's identification of Abbot Gregory with the 
Gregorius sa[cerdos] et abbas commemorated in Leo of Ostia's Calen-
dar and the mid-twelfth-century Necrology of Codice Cassinese 47 
is accepted.14 

The bull confirming his successor in office was dated 21st 
May 1052, at which time Pope Leo would seem to have been in the 
city (although no place of issue is expressly mentioned). It implied 
that Gregory's deposition and his successore appointment had 
only just occurred, and this is confirmed by a charter recording a 
donation to St. Sophia's dependency of S. Angelo, Ariano, written 
in March 1052, in which Gregory was named as (still) the Abbot of 
St. Sophia.15 

His successor, S ikenu l fus , is almost certainly to be identi-
fied with the Siconolfus prepositus whom the Montecassino chroni-
cle described as aiding and abetting Desiderius in his attempts to 
escape his family and enter into the monastic life in the time of Ab
bot Gregory, visiting him secretly at night in the cathedral of Be
nevento where he had taken refuge.16 In his Dialogues Desiderius 
also cited a monk of St. Sophia called Sikenolfus as a witness to a 
miracle in the monastery in which a monk had appararently been 
restored from the dead.17 This once again may well have been the 
future abbot, although the Dialogues do not expressly describe him 
as such. Abbot Sikenulfus can last be found in office in May 1056, in 
a document whose dating clause confirms the testimony of the An
nales Beneventani as to the return of the prince from exile. Like the 
Annales entry for 1056 it is dated in the 10th year of the Emperor 

14 Cron. Cas. (above, n. 12) p. 366; H. H o f f m a n n , Der Kalender des Leo 
Marsicanus, Deutsches Archiv für Erforschung des Mittelalters 109 (1965), 
135 n. 51. 

15 BAV, Cod. Vat. Lat. 13490, doc. no. 9. 
16 Cron. Cas. (above, n. 12) p. 366. 
17 Dialogi, ed. A. H o f m e i s t e r & U. S c h w a r z , MGH SS XXX,2, 1934, 

pp. 1150-1151. 
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Henry III, and 41st year of Prince Pandulf [III].18 The same thir-
teenth-century notarial copy as was mentioned above in connection 
with a document of 999 also preserves two further charters record-
ing Sikenulfus as abbot, dated March and December 1055, al-
though the regnai years and the indiction number indicate that the 
former should be correctly ascribed to March 1056.19 

His successor, Abbot A m i c u s , was abbot by September 
1058.20 Amicus was subsequently recorded in several charters, the 
last of which is dated April 1062.21 The most important of these 
documents is that recording a legai dispute between the Abbot of 
St. Sophia and the Bishop of Dragonara over possession of two 
churches in that city, which was heard before an archiepiscopal syn-
od in June 1061 attended by the papal vicar Bishop Dodo of Gros-
setto and nine other suf fragan bishops of the province of Benevento 
(in addition to Leo of Dragonara).22 Several scholars have thought 
that Amicus held office up to 1065, when an Abbot Amicus was 
named in a charter of Robert Guiscard in the monastery's favour.23 

However a whole series of charters from both St. Sophia and S. An
gelo, Ariano, make clear that before then there had been a further 
Abbot of St. Sophia called P e t e r . It seems therefore that Ottorino 

Benevento, Museo del Sannio, Fondo S. Sofia, voi. 12 no. 17. Cf. B e r t o l i n i , 
Annales (above, n. 2) 140. The princes' return from exile is mentioned by 
the Annales for 1055; Vehse , Benevent (above, n. 13) 99-100. 
Benevento, Museo del Sannio, Fondo S. Sofia, voi. 8 no. 12. 
Benevento, Museo del Sannio, Fondo S. Sofia, voi. 12 no. 18. Z a z o (above, 
n. 3) was misled by the presence of an Abbot Dauferius in the witness list to 
postulate him as an otherwise unknown abbot of St. Sophia. But the text of 
the charter clearly refers to dominus amicus venerabili^ abbas monasterii 
sancte sofie» 
BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. II no. 53 (November 1058). BAV, Cod. 
Vat. Lat. 13491, doc. no. 6 ( July 1059). Ibid. no. 7 is a copy of the same doc
ument of 1279. BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. I no. 12 (June 1060). 
A. P r a t e s i , „Chartae rescriptae" del secolo X I provenienti da Ariano Irpi-
no, Bullettino dell'Istituto storico italiano per il medio evo 68 (1956) 197-
199 no. 3 (Aprii 1062). 
BAV, Cod. Vat. Lat. 4939 fols. 166r-168r ; U g h e l l i , Italia Sacra (above, 
n. 8) X, 507-509; B e r t o l i n i , I Documenti (above, n. 8) pp. 19-20 no. 29. 
For this see below note 31. 
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Bertolini was right when he suggested in 1923 that a marginal addi-
tion to the second version of the Annales Beneventani should be in-
terpreted as Abbas Amicus obiit, and that his subsequent change of 
mind, influenced by Guiscardo 1065 diploma was mistaken.24 Ami
cus, that is the original Abbot Amicus, therefore apparently died in 
1063. 

Once this is established it helps to clarify the dating of the 
charters involving Abbot Peter. There are five of these, of which 
four are memoratoria drawn up in the abbot's name, all in fact in
volving the lease of property at Leocubante, south-west of Bene
vento, one of the most important of the monastery's possessions 
throughout its history.25 Two of these documents, written on the 
same parchment, carry the date September 1062, Ist of the indic-
tion, 25th year of Prince Landulf [VII] and 7th year of Pandulf [IV] 
his son.26 However, not only do the Annales Beneventani suggest 
that Abbot Amicus died in 1063, but they also describe this year as 
the as the 25th of Landulf and 7th of Pandulf. Hence these two leas
es ought to be dated to September 1063, not 1062. Thus the two 
earliest documents which mention Peter as Abbot of St. Sophia are 
a palimpsest donation charter to S. Angelo, Ariano, of March 1063, 
and a memoratorium of the abbot of May 1063, both dated in the 
25th year of Landulf and 7th year of Pandulf.27 

Two potential problems remain. First of all there is the ques-
tion of the indiction number. Both these documents are dated Ist 
year of the indiction. One must therefore suggest that Abbot Peter, 
or his notary (for the September 1062 (recte 1063) leases and the 
May 1063 one are written by the same man, John cleric and notary) 
used either the Caesarean or the Roman method of calculating the 
indiction - that is beginning the new indiction year on 24th Sep
tember (Caesarean) or Christmas Day (Roman), and that if the 

B e r t o l i n i , Annales (above, n. 2) 142; id . , I Documenti (above, n. 8) p. 43 
n. 1. 
For Leocubante, A. Z a z o , Chiese, feudi e possessi della badia di S. Sofia di 
Benevento nel sec. XIV, Samnium 37 (1964) 37 -40 . 
BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. I no. 14. 
P r a t e s i , Chartae rescriptae (above, n. 22) 200-202 no. 4; Benevento, Mu
seo del Sannio, Fondo S. Sofia, voi. 28 no. 4. 
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former was used then the September leases must have been made 
before 24th of that month. The Greek indiction cycle, making the 
new indiction year begin on Ist September, would invalidate this 
dating. (Both Caesarean and Greek cycles were widely used in 
southern Italy.) But, given the princely regnai years and the testi-
mony of the Annales about these and the death of Amicus, it seems 
that the September 1062 dating should be amended to September 
1063. Furthermore the last of Abbot Peter's charters seems to con
fimi this hypothesis. This, a further lease, again written by John 
cleric and notary, is dated January 1063, 26th year of Pandulf and 
8th of Landulf, and 2nd of the indiction.28 The regnai years show 
clearly that it must be after the other documents, and thus, since it 
is in the next indiction year, it ought to be redated to 1064. This is 
confirmed by a further charter of S. Angelo, Ariano, which makes 
no mention of St. Sophia, dated May 1064, 2nd of the indiction, 
26th year of Landulf and 8th of Pandulf.29 The second year of this 
particular indiction, according to locai notarial practice, thus ran 
from September 24th or Christmas 1063 onwards. Secondly, one 
would like to know when the notaries and the contemporary annal-
ist began the year of the incarnation. The twelfth-century chroni-
cler Falco of Benevento, himself a notary, and the Compiler of the 
entries in the Annales Beneventani from 1110 onwards began the 
year at Ist March.30 But this practice, which was a very rare one in 
Europe as a whole, may not have been the norm in the mid-eleventh 
Century Terra Beneventana, or indeed even at the time when Falco 
and the annalist of the second decade of the twelfth Century were 
writing. The 'January 1063' chartere correct dating to 1064 would 
be explicable either by this style or the Fiorentine one. The fact 
that the 'March 1063' document would seem to be correctly dated 
suggests however that the beginning of the year was indeed taken 
from Ist March. But if this was so, why did the Annales date the 

28 BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. I no. 10. 
29 BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. I no. 16. 
30 R. L. P o o le , The Beginning of the Year in the Middle Ages, in: id . , Studies 

in Chronology and History, Oxford 1934, p. 7; B e r t o l i n i , Annales (above, 
n. 2) p. 89. 
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death of Abbot Amicus to 1063? Was this was a year too late, or, 
perhaps more probably, was the annalist of the 1060's beginning the 
year at say Christmas, and thus Amicus died during the first three 
months of 1063? We cannot be altogether certain, and whatever so
lution is proposed cannot be entirely satisfactory (as will be seen 
below there is some evidence to suggest that in the 1070's the an
nalist did begin his year in March). But the case of the September 
charters being a year in arrears must surely be put down to simple 
scribal miscalculation. In conclusion therefore, despite the Prob
lems of reconciling contradictory indications, it would seem that 
the period when Peter can be attested as abbot ought to be dated 
from March 1063 to January 1064. 

It follows therefore that the Abbot Amicus who was named in 
Robert Guiscardo charter of March 1065 was A m i c u s I I , and not 
the same man as the earlier Abbot Amicus.31 He was still in office in 
October 1068, when his rule was mentioned in a donation charter to 
S. Angelo, Ariano.32 

However, relatively soon afterwards he was succeeded by Ab
bot J o h n . How soon depends on the interpretation of a somewhat 
eccentric dating clause on a memoratorium made by the new abbot, 
according to the document in August 1069, granting out some 
wooded land at Leocubante. This document, once again written by 
John cleric and notary, is badly damp-marked, but the dating 
clause can be deciphered as being in the 32nd year of Prince Lan-
dulf and the 13th year of Prince Pandulf his son, Ist year of the in-
diction.33 Now the indiction number simply does not fit with the 
rest of the contemporary St. Sophia documents or with the Annales 
Beneventani and probably ought to be disregarded. But, according 
to the Annales, 1069 was indeed the 13th year of Pandulf IV, but 
only the 31st year of Landulf VI.34 Again scribal error must be at 
fault, and it seems prudent to assign this document to the year of 

Recueil des Actes des Ducs Normands d'Italie (1046-1127), I: Les Premiers 
Ducs (1046-1087), ed. L. R. M é n a g e r , Bari 1981, 6 2 - 6 5 no. 14. 
BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. I no. 13. 
Benevento, Museo del Sannio, Fondo S. Sofia, voi. 28 no. 5. 
B e r t o l i n i , Annales (above, n. 2) p. 143. 
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the incarnation on it, that is to August 1069. Three further docu-
ments, ali from S. Angelo, Ariano, mention John as Abbot of St. So
phia. Two are dated October 1070, one a memoratorium by its pre
positus Urso and the other a confirmation charter of Count Gerard 
of Ariano. In these ali the chronological elements concur, with each 
other and with the Annales Beneventani.35 The third, once again a 
memoratorium by Ursus the prepositus, dated March 1072, has an 
eccentric indiction number, but the regnai years agree with those of 
the Annales Beneventani and are in sequence with the earlier char
ters.36 John, in other words, can be dated as abbot on the charter 
evidence between August 1069 and March 1072. 

The presence of the previously unidentified Abbot John also 
helps to solve a problem with the abbatial succession as a whole. 
The distinguished twelfth-century abbot of St. Sophia and cardinal, 
who held office from 1142 onwards and was responsible for the con-
struction of the still-surviving cloister of the abbey, was identified 
in charters, and described himself in his own charters, as Abbot 
John IV.37 Now the third Abbot John, though he was never express-
ly identified as such, was John the Grammarian, who was elected 
after some dispute (and the abortive and uncanonical election of 
another) on 14th August 1120 and died on 8th November 1128.38 

Zazo's list did not mention either of the previous abbots called 
John: it seems almost certain that the abbot between 1069-1072 
was John II, and probable that the unknown John I held office 
briefly in the mid-tenth Century, from which period only a little 
charter evidence survives, or just possibly in the 1020's. 

In fact, the putative John II probably held office somewhat 
longer than the period the charters suggest, for both extant ver-

35 BAV, Cod. Vat. Lat. 13490 nos. 15 - 1 6 . 
36 BAV, Cod. Vat. Lat. 13490 no. 17. 
37 E.g. Benevento, Museo del Sannio, Fondo S. Sofia, voi. 10 no. 27 (1155), 

voi. 13 no. 12 (September 1161), vol. 10 no. 21 (December 1164); BAV, Per
gamene Aldobrandini, Cart. II no. 25 (May 1172), Cart. II no. 28b (1175). 
E. M. J a m i s o n , Notes on S. Maria della Strada at Matrice. Its History 
and Sculpture, Papers of the British School at Rome 14 (1938) 8 0 - 8 1 no. 2. 

38 Falco of Benevento, Chronicon, in: G. D e l R e , Cronisti e scrittori sincroni 
napoletani I, Napoli 1845, 181-182, 200. 
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sions of the Annales Beneventani record the election of his successor 
M a d e l m u s , as well as the consecration of Archbishop Milo in 
1074. The problem here is whether the Annales are at this point re-
cording the correct year or are one year behind. The earlier version 
certainly records the siege of Salerno a year behind, 1075 rather 
than 1076. On the other hand the later version correctly records 
1074 as the second year of Pope Gregory (which would have begun 
in Aprii 1074) and the 1076 entry in the same manuscript notes the 
election of Archbishop Roffred. When Roffred died in September 
1107 (a third version of the Benevento Annais teils us this was on 
9th September) the chronicler Falco noted that he had been arch
bishop for thirty one years, two months and twenty days, i. e. that 
he was elected in June 1076. Hence the 1076 entry in the second 
version of the Annales is correct. Thus we might assume that Ma
delmus was indeed elected in 1074, as the Annales suggest.39 The 
first documentary evidence for the new abbot comes in Aprii 1075, 
when the dispute between St. Sophia and the Bishop of Dragonara 
was once again raised before the archiepiscopal synod.40 This would 
at first sight seem to back up the dating of Madelmus's accession to 
1074, for while possible it is perhaps a little unlikely that both the 
archiepiscopal and abbatial seats were filled in the first three 
months of 1075. But it should be remembered that for the annalist 
the year may well have begun in March, and indeed there is some 
evidence to suggest that Archbishop Milo, whose death the Annales 
recorded in 1075, actually died on 23rd February 1076.41 In other 
words Madelmus became abbot between March 1074 and February 
or March 1075 (depending on whether the new year was deemed to 
have begun on Ist or 25th March). He died, after an abbacy of 
about thirty-three years, in September 1107; according to the third 
version of the Annales Beneventani on 28th September, though if 
this was the case his successor, Bernard, was elected with indecent 

B e r t o l i n i , Annales (above, n. 2) pp. 143, 153; Falco, Chronicon (above, 
n. 38) p. 162. 
BAV, Pergamene Aldobrandini, Cart. I no. 23; Cod. Vat. Lat. 4939 fols. 
168r-170r; U g h e l l i , Italia Sacra (above, n. 8) X, 509-510 (with errors in 
transcription). 
B e r t o l i n i , Annales (above, n. 2) p. 144 n. 2. 
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haste, for Falco's chronicle informs us that Bernard was chosen on 
the feast of St. Michael the Archangel, the very next day!42 

Under Abbots Madelmus and Bernard the abbey of St. Sophia 
flourished, and it was during this period (1075-1120), and more 
particularly in the years after 1090, that the monastery received the 
bulk of the donations which made it such an important ecclesiasti-
cal and landed proprietor in Molise, and thus greatly affected the 
course of its development in later centuries. But this is another sto
ry, and will be dealt with elsewhere.43 

Summary: the Eleventh-Century Abbots 

Gregory I 
Bizantius 
Gregory II 
Sikenulfus 
Amicus I 
Peter 
Amicus II 
John [II?] 
Madelmus 

February 998-Aprii 1022 
July 1033-May 1038 
Dezember 1041-March 1052 
May 1052-March 1056 
September 1058-April 1062 (died early 1063?) 
March 1063-January 1064 
March 1065-October 1068 
August 1069-March 1072 
March 1074/March 1075 -28 th September 1107 

RIASSUNTO 

L'autore presenta diverse riflessioni sugli abati del convento di S. So
fia a Benevento e compila un elenco degli abati delFXI secolo. Nel far ciò 
richiama l'attenzione su fonti finora quasi non considerate sulla storia del 
convento della Biblioteca Vaticana („Pergamene Aldobrandini"), associan
dovi riflessioni di tipo metodologico. 

42 Falco, Chronicon (above, n. 38) p. 162. 
43 The information from Falco's Chronicle and the more abundant charter ev-

idence, of the twelfth-century, of which at least a little has been published, 
makes the task of tracing the abbatial succession after 1100 an easier one 
than before, and this will be done anyway in a forthcoming article on St. 
Sophia and its benefactors in the twelfth Century. 


