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PROFESSOR HEl\"RY ROYSTON LOYN ([922-2000)

Henry Loyn was born in Cardiff on 16June 1922, and was educated at Cardiff High
School and Gniversity College CardifT(now Cardiff University), where he took degrees in
English and History. His First in History in 1946 was followed immediately by his
appointment to an Assistant Lectureship, and over the next thirty years he was to remain
at Cardiff; contributing enormously in the three traditional areas of research, teaching and
administration, moving steadily through the grades of Lecturer, Senior Lecturer, Reader,
and progressing (in 1968) to a D.Liu. of the University ofWalcs and (in 1969) to the Chair
of~ledieval Historv.

Throughout this period his talents were constantly in demand and rarely refused: he
was no mere collector of positions and titles, devoting as much energy to the routine
committees and responsibilities as to the more high-profile posts whieh inevitably came his
way. Such posts he saw, not as a recognition of his personal eminence, but rather as an
opportunity to make a contribution and offer a service; and on all of them, the Deanship of
Students within the College and the Presidency (1975 7) of the Glamorgan Historical
Society and (1975-6) of the CardiffNaturalists, he left his mark.

In 1976 he was elected President of the Historical Association, and a year later
(somewhat surprisingly to his friends, who had assumed that he would remain at Cardiff
for the rest of his career) he accepted the Chair of History at vVestfield College, London, in
which he followed a distinguished line of medievalists and which he was to hold until his
retirement in 1987. The appointment provided him with new scholarly challenges and
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opportunities (he was particularly pleased to head a department which included specialists
in the History of Art), but also made him more centrally available to those who wished to
make use of his services. He became increasingly involved with the Society of Antiquaries,
of which he had been a Fellow since 1968, and served as one of its Vice-Presidents from
1983 to 1987. Two years after his arrival in London he was elected a Fellow of the British
Academy, and was a member of its Council from 1983 to 1986. In these three years he was
also President of the Society for Medieval Archaeology. He was a Vice-President of the
Royal Historical Society and a member of the Historical Monuments Board for England
and of the Council of the Selden Society.

He also found himself involved in more urgent matters. As Vice-Principal of\Vestfield
from 1980 to 1986, a period which saw major changes in the organisation and structure of
the University of London, he was to take a leading role in a number of areas, not least in
the discussions which were to lead eventually to the demise of\Vestfield as an independent
institution and to its merging with Queen Mary College. It is no secret that those
discussions did not end as he would have wished; equally, there is no dispute as to the
patience, tact and dignity with which he conducted them. vVhen this was eventually
recognised in an invitation to join the Council of the new institution, it was characteristic
of him that he accepted and worked enthusiastically for its success.

His scholarly work and interests, though focused primarily on Anglo-Saxon England
and the Norman Conquest, were wide-ranging, covering medieval Britain and Europe
generally, medieval kingship and governance, and the English Church. From his first
degree in English he had acquired a fluency in (and love for) Anglo-Saxon, and he could
speak with authority on medieval literature in Latin and Welsh as well as English. His
knowledge of archaeology was extensive, and among his specialist skills was that of
numismatics (he chaired the Sylloge Committee of the British Academy). His scholarly
mentors, all of whose qualities he displayed in some form or other, were .Marc Bloch, Sir
Frank Stenton and Dorothy Whitelock.

Partly, no doubt, as a result of his background and upbringing, he was aware of the
need to communicate, not only with fellow scholars, but with students (post- and
undergraduate) and with the general public. Central to his published work is of course the
high scholarship: one thinks of his facsimile edition of the Wulfstan Manuscript (197 I) or
the numerous specialist papers and reviews. There are also the definitive works of synthesis,
such as his first (and, in the view of many, his most ambitious) book, Anglo-Saxon Hngland
and the Norman Conquest (1962) or The Governance ofAnglo-Saxon England, 500 "1087 (1984). In
these, as in all of his work, there is a willingness to deal with the major issues, but to do so
in a judicious and balanced way, with due credit being given to opposing positions and full
opportunity provided for the reader to arrive at his or her own judgement. But equally
important in their way are the two collaborative books he produced with the artist Alan
Sorrell, Norman Britain and A1edieval Britain, so characteristic are they of the man and his
approach to history. He was a superb and committed communicator, devoted to his
students and responding willingly throughout his career to the ever-increasing invitations
to lecture from local historical and other societies for whom it was so verv fortunate
that, when he was at the height of his powers, there occurred the ninth center;ary of two
events that were absolutely central to his interests, the Battle of Hastings and the making of
Domesdav.

vVhat his audiences were given was not a watered-down version, but the real thing,
provided by a scholar in total command of his material but delivered in a manner which
made it immediately accessible. A man ofgreat dignity and presence, he was totally lacking
in pomposity or self-importance. He did not talk down: if one asked him a question at a
lecture, or approached him with a request for help with a piece of writing, there was an
immediate response, a genuine interest and excitement, a courteous correction of error
and a warm encouragement of what one was doing. Generously, if at times a little
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disconcertingly, he assumed that one was as informed and as learned as he was. There
were things that he fdt strongly about, and fought for: the status ofAnglo-Saxon within the
English Literature syllabus, the place of Greek and Latin in the curriculum, and the
institutions and societies of learning to which he belonged. But he was not a polemicist,
and he did not harbour a grudge: his aim was not to outsmart or to win, but the traditional
scholar's aim to discover and share the truth.

Henry Loyn died in Penarth on 9 October 2000, leaving his wife Patricia, from whom
he had been inseparable for fifty years, and three sons. It is entirely appropriate that among
one's abiding memories of this devoted family man will be that of the golden wedding
celebrations a few months before his death, over which he presided with the charm and
grace that were his hallmark.
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