
Although the list of surviving texts at New Minster is small, it was undoubtedly a thriving
site of vernacular and hermeneutic learning. Ericksen’s careful approach squares powerfully
with David F. Johnson’s claims about Genesis A’s presentation of the fall of the angels, which
corresponds to the same theme’s treatment in tenth-century Winchester charters. This
groundbreaking section provides startling evidence that Junius was a “purposeful reflection
of the local interests of the New Minster” (189).

While this book represents a striking achievement in Junius 11 studies, it is occasionally
constrained by the omission of more recent scholarship such as the studies by Kears and
Hopkins mentioned above. Daniel Donoghue’s How the Anglo-Saxons Read Their Poems (2018)
might have also featured in this study. Two other works were published right around
Ericksen’s (which likely could not have been consulted by the author, but are worth noting
here for their relevance): Carl Kears’s MS Junius 11 and its Poetry (2023) and David F. Johnson’s
“Winchester Revisited: Æthelwold, Lucifer, and the Place of Origin of MS Junius 11,” in The
Wisdom of Exeter: Anglo-Saxon Studies in Honor of Patrick W. Conner, ed. E. J. Christie [2020],
27–64. Johnson’s latest study of Junius 11 suggests that the portrait medallion of
“Ælfwine” on page 2 may refer to a royal minister or scriptor who was active at
Winchester—someone who could have been the commissioner or an intended recipient of
the book—within the timeframe established by Leslie Lockett (2002). Thus, independent of
one another, Johnson and Ericksen have both made highly persuasive cases for
Winchester as the home of MS Junius 11. Ultimately, Ericksen’s work is a shining achieve-
ment for anyone engaged in the study of Junius 11: her work is highly readable, replete
with clear, graceful, and compelling readings of a manuscript that has fascinated its many
admirers through the centuries.
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Thomas Fulton’s The Book of Books provides an excellent contribution to our understanding of
the Bible’s textual history and political use in early modern England. Fulton persuasively
argues that English Bible versions (and crucially, their paratexts) were in conversation
with the political context in which they were produced—speaking to it, challenging it,
and responding to developments. For early modern figures like Tyndale, Erasmus, and
Milton, Fulton argues, politics and political commentary belonged to the field of theology,
and biblical paratexts were anchored in contemporary concerns. Fulton’s book pays rich
attention to the interplay between text, paratext, and context at work in early modern
English Bibles and literature responding to them.

The book’s chapters move roughly chronologically, connecting political upheavals such as
Henry VIII’s “Great Matter” and the Regicide to the bibles of the period and literary
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responses to them. Predictably, Romans 13 features often. In chapter 1, Fulton explores
Erasmus’s reading of Romans 13:1–7 and its implications for the divine right of kings, arguing
that the attention paid by Erasmus to historical context allowed him to distinguish between the
political demands of Paul’s world and his own, thus positioning the text as a literary model.
Chapter 2 considers how English protestants like Tyndale responded to such concerns, and
how they adapted theories of the literal sense as a result. Fulton argues that Tyndale’s literal-
ism was utilitarian and geared toward presentist application, which Fulton terms “applied lit-
eralism” (82). The complexity of the protestant literal sense generally has seen provocative
re-evaluation in recent years (in particular, by Brian Cummings, Debora Shuger, and, more con-
tentiously, James Simpson). Fulton contributes to such re-evaluation by focusing on where
such literalism leads—generally, toward the exigencies of the contexts in which it occurred.
This is persuasively set out, and accompanied by rich detail, but it is not clear that Fulton’s
new terminology of “applied literalism” is strictly required. To propose a new term accepts
the definitions of the Protestant literal sense as the bluntly (and unrealistically) nonfigurative
mode that Simpson puts forward. It would have been more satisfying had Fulton articulated
how the Protestant literal sense is itself more capacious and flexible than this blunt under-
standing—although his emphasis on how literalism is applied is well observed.

Chapter 3 develops the overlap between literalism and legalism established in previous
chapters, arguing for its particular relevance in the reign of Edward VI. Fulton emphasizes
Martin Bucer’s De Regno Christi as well as revisions to the 1537 Matthew Bible by Edmund
Becke. In this, Fulton demonstrates his fundamentally textual focus, for despite his emphasis
on Edwardian legalism and the book’s overall emphasis on contemporary political contexts,
he engages in little sustained discussion of the crucial context of Cranmer’s attempted
reform of canon law. Chapter 4 engages in a welcome re-evaluation of the annotations of
the Geneva Bible, making a persuasive case for their presentist concerns. The margins of
the Geneva Bible, Fulton argues, read “like an advice book to magistrates, converting
intensely applied historical readings to present political use” (109). In this, Fulton draws
attention to what made the Genevan notes suspicious to figures like King James VI and I:
annotations ensure that the biblical past speaks to present readers, shaping their responses
to their own governance. Given the case Fulton makes for early modern readers’ frequent
lack of distinction between biblical texts and biblical annotations, this argument seems espe-
cially important for our understanding of the reception of the Geneva Bible.

The book’s second half moves into consideration of literary texts, where the connections
between text, intertext, paratext, and context are intensified (even as the distinctions between
them are loosened). Chapter 5 focuses on Spenser’s The Faerie Queen and the Genevan annota-
tions to Revelation. Fulton is right to highlight how much Revelation was applied to present
political circumstances, and this chapter impressively traces how the Genevan annotations
responded to contemporary political commentary by Bale, Beza, and others. Yet despite this
identification of the rich textual field underlying the Genevan notes, Fulton tends to treat
the glosses as originating key interpretations, when often they were inscribing traditional or
common readings expressed across a range of literary genres. Certainly, the printed annota-
tions in English versions, Geneva in particular, solidified certain ways of interpreting and
applying scriptural text. But to say that “Spenser’s allegory in The Faerie Queene is deeply struc-
tured by the presentation of church destiny in the notes of Protestant Bibles” (143) is to ignore
that both are responding to a massive tradition that does not originate in Geneva’s notes.

In chapter 6, Fulton returns to Romans 13 and the issues of literalism and legalism, exam-
ining how they inflect the political vision of Shakespeare’s Measure for Measure. Fulton avoids
the keyword-matching approaches that once dominated studies of Shakespeare’s use of the
Geneva Bible, offering instead a nuanced working through of the relationships between lit-
eralism and legalism, strict application, and misapplication, as “problem[s] connected to a
strict reading of Paul’s words about the magistrate as God’s minister in Romans 13” (22).
Fulton turns to Milton in the book’s final chapters, where his analysis is unsurprisingly
excellent, given his established strengths in Milton studies. Chapter 7 engages in a
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marvelous literary analysis of Milton’s 1648 Psalm translations and their imitation of the
King James Bible’s marginal readings, arguing for Milton’s emphasis on the individual choice
offered by the KJV’s prioritization of marginal alternatives. In his final chapter, Fulton
reconnects Milton’s approaches to literalism, legalism, and reason established by Erasmus
and Tyndale in the book’s first chapters.

The Book of Books engages with an extensive range of archival, textual, and paratextual
detail, and is backed up by a thorough connection to scholarship. It offers sensitive literary
criticism and important contributions to studies of the history of the book, Tyndale, Spenser,
Shakespeare, and Milton. Overall, Fulton offers a welcome redirection of our understanding
of the interconnectedness of biblical hermeneutics and early modern political theology—
that political legitimacy was consistently positioned as a hermeneutic problem, and herme-
neutics were often geared toward present political concerns.

doi:10.1017/jbr.2024.140

Spike Gibbs. Lordship, State Formation and Local
Authority in Late Medieval and Early Modern England

Cambridge Studies in Medieval Life and Thought: Fourth Series.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2023. Pp 280. $100.00
(cloth).

Jonathan McGovern

Xiamen University
Email: jonathan.mcgovern@xmu.edu.cn

This is a valuable study of manorial governance between 1300 and 1650. Gibbs demonstrates
that manorial governance thrived for the duration of this period and coexisted well with
other forms of local governance. The main evidence base is provided by manorial court
rolls recording the proceedings of courts baron and courts leet. He takes five manors in par-
ticular as case studies: Horstead in Norfolk, Cratfield in Suffolk, Little Downham in
Cambridgeshire, Worfield in Shropshire, and Fordington in Dorset.

Newcomers to the subject of medieval and early modern local governance quickly find them-
selves bewildered by the multifarious administrative, geographical, and tenurial divisions that
existed, including vills, parishes, and manors. Some vills were made up of several manors,
while some manors contained several vills. Gibbs does a fine job of illustrating the complicated
relationships between these various units. For example, the vill of Horstead-with-Stanninghall
was composed of two principal manors (Horstead and Stanninghall) and possibly also a separate
fee (Cattes manor). Horstead and Stanninghall each formed part of separate lordships. Horstead
was an ecclesiastical parish in its own right, while the civil parish was composed of both
Horstead and Stanninghall (22). He could perhaps have gone further in explaining the differences
in form and function betweenmanors, vills, and parishes. He says that the vill was the “geograph-
ical unit, as distinct from the manor, by which England was divided for the purposes of royal
administration” (15). This is potentially misleading, as the manor was both a geographical and
an administrative unit, while the vill continued to be used for administrative purposes on into
the sixteenth century, such as the assessment of royal taxation. The Pipe Rolls of the
Exchequer make mention of manors, parishes, and vills. It would have been useful to sort all
this out, offering a brief description of the various administrative purposes of each type of division.
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