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Outline the critical debate, which has surrounded the historicity of Arthur. Do you agree that it is the lack of key biographical details relating to Arthur that has made him so amenable to a wide variety of literary contexts?
The authenticity of Arthur remains controversial and continues to promulgate discourse as to his origins. Historians have hypothesized as to his life and death with much critical debate.  Whilst theories abound surrounding his perceived status as a mythological superhero, warrior chief, chivalrous knight and King, the literature is scant regarding Arthur the man, his personality, the shades of character that provide a glimpse of who he actually was.  Where he is mentioned in Welsh poems, folklore and tales, interpretations as to symbolic representations and meanings continue to generate scrutiny and discussion. Historians endeavor to utilize the nebulous nature of medieval manuscripts in regard to lack of names or dates to hypothesize on historical events, in an attempt to either establish and consolidate his authenticity, or relegate him to existing as a purely mythological archetype.  Through history, with elaboration and enhancement by various authors, his iconic position has metamorphosed him into a King with modern culture evoking romantic images of knights, heraldry and chivalry. Whether he existed as a warrior fighting the Saxons, or evolved from a composite of numerous individuals who, over time, gave rise to a singular hero is unknown. 

Whilst the influence from writers, artists and poets in shaping, creating and reinventing Arthurs image, for example, Chrétien de Troyes’ Arthurian romances
, Thomas Malory’s English Morte Darthur
 and Tennysons’s Idylls of the King
, is acknowledged, this essay aims to outline and debate the historicity surrounding Arthur up to and including the twelfth century. The author will attempt to evaluate the evidence utilizing the literature and critically examine how the lack of key biographical detail has been used within both historical and mythological contexts. 
Without understanding the character and personality of an individual it is possible to utilize any ambiguities to advance a literary advantage. It may be argued that in the case of Arthur, the plethora of literature surrounding him provides little credible biographical data. This has resulted in his inclusion in a wide variety of literary contexts. It is the author’s intention to examine some of the literature and provide examples of ways in which he has been contextualized to serve political or religious agendas. The author notes the influential work of Geoffrey of Monmouth, dating from the Middle Ages (Historia Regum Britanniae) The History of the Kings of Britain
 as being figural in the historicization of Arthur and worthy of comment. Furthermore, the author concurs with Lupack’s judgment that Geoffrey of Monmouth’s contribution to the history of Arthur is the major source of post-medieval literature up to the eighteenth century

Perusing the literature surrounding Arthur, key texts date between the ninth and twelfth centuries. These include The Historia Brittonum,
 (The History of the Britons, hereafter Historia), The Annales Cambriae,
 (Welsh Annals, hereafter Annales), and several hagiographies. As aforementioned, a significant contribution to the legend of Arthur was the History of the Kings of Britain, written around 1139 by Geoffrey of Monmouth. An earlier manuscript, De Excidio et Conquestu Brittaniae
 (Concerning the Ruin and Conquest of Britain, hereafter De Excidio), by Gildas around ca 540, provides us with a tantalizing glimpse of a possible Arthur. Despite his name not being mentioned there remains discussion as to whether he was indirectly referenced.
Within the selected manuscripts that include reference, inference or omission of Arthur, the aim is to consider the circumstances in which the manuscripts were written and what political, religious or social pressures or benefits existed that may have influenced the source. Further, the question as to the validity of the texts will be considered bearing in mind the manuscripts were largely non-contemporaneous. The author proposes to illustrate how these factors contributed to the malleability of Arthurs image.
With our knowledge of Dark Age history limited, it is pertinent to our understanding of Arthur that we undertake a review of the narrative written by Gildas around the period 520-560, (De Excidio), a century after the withdrawal of Roman rule. This is probably the earliest text where we can begin to develop the notion of Arthur. Williams
 points out that Gildas conviction was to return the people back to a moral and righteous life. His account was not written as a historian but as a polemic sermon. Gildas berates Britons as being weak stating …“The Britons offered their backs instead of shields to their pursuers, their necks to the sword” 
…. His religious and sociological perspective on the state of Britain, drawn with a degree of religious overtone, accuses the population of being steeped in sin and laments the deterioration of society and the immorality of the nation. He suggests with moral authority and religious rhetoric the destruction and devastation to be as a consequence for turning from God
. He describes the continuing struggles with invading forces and the emergence of Aurelius Ambrosius, a Commander who gained military success leading the Britons in a stand against the Saxons
. The inference is that Ambrosius was of Roman descent and Gildas appears to show respect for his leadership. The chronology becomes unreliable with an indeterminate length of time during which there is a period containing victories and defeats, culminating in a significant victory at Mount Badon. There has been some dispute as to whether Gildas is describing Ambrosius as the General who led the victory at Mount Badon, and interestingly, there is no mention of Arthur, despite Gildas being in the time frame for his existence
. 
Jackson
 (1959a) raises the notion that Arthur was deliberately omitted because Gildas was prejudiced against him, perhaps on religious grounds, or that naming him was unnecessary as the Battle was renowned, however, as discussed by Green
 it would more likely be that he wasn’t associated with it.  An alternative consideration is that Ambrosius has somehow, through time, become transposed into Arthur although Hunt
 disputes this. In his opinion Ambrosius has been misplaced in history arguing that according to the Historia Brittonum, Ambrosius fought against Vitalinus at Guoloph or Wallop. Vitalinus is identified as being the Grandfather of Vortigern who, rather than being a contemporary, preceded Arthur by a hundred years. This being the case, Ambrosius probably hailed from the fourth century and therefore could not have been confused with Arthur of indeed fought at Badon.  
Ashe
 also considers Ambrosius to have been of an earlier timeframe but despite Gildas omitting the name of the leader, believes his opinion that it was Arthur is validated by Nennius in the Historia Brittonum. A further theory held by Ashe moots he was based on the British warlord Riothamus identified as ‘King of the Britains” in some texts
.  The notion that Arthur was possibly a descendant of Artorius Justus a third century Roman and could credibly have lived from around 470 is another hypothesis held by Ashe. He proposes that after 550 the name Arthur is recorded several times and on the basis of this seemingly tenuous association, suggests children were named in honour of an earlier British hero. Similarly, the notion that Arthur was indeed a name used circa fifth and sixth century is commented on by Barber,
 He consider there to be four genuine historical figures named Arthur, associated with Celtic colonies in Ireland and Scotland. He questions whether Arthur was the “son of Aedan mac Gabrain a sixth century King of Dal Riata” and warrior who died around 590 in battle. Was he the original Arthur? These examples give the reader an understanding of the ambiguity surrounding the historical data attributed to Arthur. It is evident that there is much posturing by historians interpreting evidence based on their individual perceptions of tenuous facts. With reference to the victorious Leader at the Battle of Mount Badon, Padel,
 having reexamined the chief manuscript, (British Library, Cotton Vitellius A.vi) ascertains that the implication is that Gildas’ was referring to Ambrosius being the Commander.

These examples illustrate the vagaries of dating within this time frame and the difficulties achieving with any indubitable accuracy, the naming of individuals.
According to Green
, this is further complicated as medieval literature was frequently subject to embellishment with mythical characters throughout the Middle Ages. He asserts medieval literature to be a complex tapestry of mythical figures historicized and historical figures mythicized. To illustrate as an example, he proposes Merlin (Myrddin) thought to be a sixth century prophet as evolving from the place name Caerfyrddin (Carmarthen), and latterly historicized in the tale of Lailoken
 

Arthur was not included in either The Anglo Saxon Chronicles
 or Bede’s Historia Ecclesiastica Gentis Anglorum,
 emerging in the Historia
. Green
 argues that prior to the Historia, discounting the allusion to him at Badon in De Excidio, all the literary material indicates he was a character of folklore and legend with no evidence relating to a historical Arthur having been substantiated. Indeed, Fulton
 notes Arthurs folkloric character through Welsh literature is considered to originate from conceivably the time of Gildas thereby making it perhaps a more sustainable anchor on which to evaluate his authenticity or evolution. A point worth mentioning however, is Sims-Williams comment that there is no evidence suggesting Arthurian welsh saga poems exist prior to Galfridian texts
. The notion of Welsh Arthur reflects a multifaceted character capable of portraying many fantastical qualities in a variety of roles appropriated to the social, religious or political obligations of the author of the time. This Welsh ‘model’ of mythological Arthur is in contrast to the historical Arthur that appears in the Historia.  Although this folkloric character is evident in the Mirabilia, appended to the Historia, Dumville
 justifiably argues it carries no historical value. It is the authors consideration however, that the mythical Arthur is embedded into the fabric of welsh history. Ecclesiastical documents provide us with a glimpse of a period of literary famine. They offer an understanding of the political, social, moral and religious codes. Similarly, the mythology and poems alluding to legendary characters, sometimes comical, other times fearsome and fantastical, allow us to gain an understanding of the oral traditions, the storytelling, the entertainment and culture of the middle ages. Fact and fiction were blended without compunction. And, as Padel
 identifies, to omit the mythological aspect diminishes the character of Arthur as a whole.
Nicholas Higham offers a robust argument proposing that both the Historia and the Annales to be politically motivated pieces of work
. He concludes that each contributes to the historicisation of Arthur, drawing parallels with Joshua and the Israelites in the Historia and imbuing him with Christ like qualities through the Annales.  Through this biblical framework their preferred political adaptations of historical Britain can be strengthened to suit the individual motivations and political climates of their day,
 whilst simultaneously rewriting Gildas oratorical diatribe denigrating the people of Britain. Indeed Green
 goes as far as to concur with Higham in that Arthur was fabricated to personify the notion of Gods rewards for the righteous in contrast to the sinful Britons of the past, 
The Historia was initially attributed to Nennius, although this is now strongly doubted.
 And, together with the Annales written by person(s) unknown from around the mid tenth century (the earliest folios of which are incorporated within the Historia’s bindings) provides us with the largest and most significant bundle of information pertaining to Arthur prior to Geoffrey of Monmouth.
.  Nennius’ authorship has itself led to controversy, with only five of the thirty-five surviving manuscripts actually being attributed to him
. It is prudent to acknowledge that manuscripts are often hand written copies of originals and thus vulnerable to errors, omissions and additions, potentially influenced with a religious or political agenda.  

Notwithstanding this fact, it is not in doubt that Nennius contributed to some of the texts. Ashe
 castigates Nennius as being a poor author on the basis of articulating himself as “making a heap of all he has found”, in reference to his confession of sourcing a mixed bag of material. However, he does consider his work to be authentic. In contrast, Higham
 considers the Historia to be an example of “synthetic history” as it is impossible to accurately date and verify a text without contemporary evidence. He proposes Nennius to be somewhat politically astute in his reasoning, reflected in his construction of historical detail more in line with the needs of his contemporary audience rather than as an accurate representation of fifth and sixth century history. He goes as far as to suggest he was creating a “polemical rather than historical reconstruction”. Higham
 explains this in relation to the context within which Nennius was writing.  He argues the author of the Historia was attempting to develop a political argument shaping the past to reflect an ideological and nationalistic image of Britishness, 
In order to create an acceptable revision of history the characters therein needed to reflect the contemporary held vision of a British hero.  Ambrosius Aurelius being Roman was considered incompatible with the image required to reconstruct history. By utilizing the ambiguous Ambrosius and Mount Badon association in De Excidio to develop the character of Arthur within a religious construct, and appropriating the essence of Joshua leading the Israelites into battle, it was possible to provide a British Leader that incorporated those qualities necessary to capture a British identity and reflect the interests of the political climate 
. As a fearless warrior leader fighting beside the Kings of Briton and earning the title dux bellorum, the image of Arthur, comparable to the Old Testament Joshua as dux belli leader of battle alongside the Israelites, offered an acceptable alternative
. This habit of massaging and historicizing manuscripts to create a story is not uncommon in medieval literature and would have been considered quite acceptable. Green proposes the author of the Historia to have been creating material to deliver a message as opposed to writing history

A further example of how the Historia was utilized to create a contemporary history is reflected in the reporting of the collapse of Mercian domination and power struggles with Welsh Kings culminating in the rise of Merfyn Frych.  Though not directly inline, he was successful in advancing his opportunity, seizing the throne in Gwynedd in 825 and reigning for some 19 years
.  Higham
 suggests the Historia originated in this early part of his reign with the author likely being under the patronage of Merfyn. This would account for the nationalistic rhetoric designed to boost and promote Merfyn as a legitimate hero and savior of his people.
Chapter 56 of the Historia records12 battles ascribed to Arthur with the twelfth Battle at Mount Badon, where Arthur is described as victorious
. Unfortunately, the battle is undated but can be approximated to around c.500 as reference is made to the timeframe being between Hengest’s death in the late fifth century and the rule of Northern Britain by Anglian Kings mid sixth century
. Furthermore, Gildas, in De Excidio comments that it was the year of his birth. In the Annales the battle of Badon sees Arthur.”carrying the cross of our Lord Jesus Christ on his shoulders for three days and three nights”
. Whilst the Historia omits this description it does describe the Battle of Fort Gwynnion where Arthur.“carried the image of the Virgin Mary on his shoulders Padel
. Higham
 regards the Annales description as an ecclesiastical attempt to portray Arthur as Christ’s helper offering a tangible association to the crucifixion and a step away from the notion of Arthur and the Joshua connection. Charles-Edwards,
 proposes the two versions be considered as originating from a single entry with the Historia text arising from 829/30 and the Annales around the mid 950’s. Indeed, Fletcher
 also considers the two to originate from a common source. This then dilutes the argument for authenticity attributed to the entry in the Annales. What they both have seemingly in common is an ability to reconfigure the past to accommodate political patronage. A classic example illustrated by Higham
 suggests the Annales to have been ‘reformulated’ to provide a sense of Welsh dynastic tradition whilst creating an image of a glorious past
. The author, whose patron happened to be King Owain, records that Owain was supposedly descended from a maternal connection 13 generations removed named Arthur map Petr. This tenuous association on King Owain’s dynastic lineage offers a representational means of strengthening Owains political ‘clout’ whilst under significant danger of losing his throne
.  By inferring a bloodline it would presumably legitimize his position. 
Hughes
 proposes the ‘core’ of the Annales dating to the late eighth century to have been interpolated with annals from North British sources starting around 624 with further additions gleaned from Irish Annals up to 613. These additions would then increase the breadth of the Annales and she posits that the Arthurian entries were retrospectively added between the late eight and mid ninth centuries thus corroborating the theory held by Charles-Edward. 
Looking further at the quotations made regarding Arthur in the Battle of Badon and particularly at the translation from Welsh of the Latin in humeros suos (on his shoulders) Alcock
 considers a mistranslation from Old Welsh for scuid (shoulder) and shield (scuit) to be a likely theory. In deliberation of the whole discussion as to Arthurs superhuman exploits during the battle of Badon he offers a pared down explanation that provides an image of Arthur far removed from the heroic fabulous story that was beginning to develop. He suggests that “Bellum Badonis “ recorded in the Annales was actually called the siege of Badon Hill “obsessio Badonici montis” as recorded in Gildas. It would not have been unreasonable for a siege to continue for three days and in regards to Arthur carrying the cross of Christ on his shoulder, he proposes this may equally have been a small relic or cloth or perhaps painted on to his shield.
At Mount Badon (Bellum Badonis), Arthur is said to have slain 960 men single handedly, surely a fantastical (if unlikely) feat.  
Hunt
 discusses a radical theory to explain the 960 Saxons allegedly slain by Arthur at Mount Badon. Whilst he concedes that this number has historically been perceived as feeding into the legendary quality developing around Arthur he notes that it could actually have arisen from the author of the text having some knowledge of Roman military strategy, “The first cohort of a Roman legion was composed of six doubled centuries or 960 men. This cohort would have guarded the Roman Imperial eagle standard” 
Barber proposes that establishing evidence to determine the locations of the twelve significant battles associated with Arthur, that would contribute to substantiating his existence, is problematic, due in part to the Celtic habit of inventing stories and heroic deeds to explain place names
. However, and more pertinently, no archeological evidence survives to assist in identifying battle sites, leading him to suggest the battle list in the Historia to be more likely an intentionally constructed fabrication by Nennius, possibly evolving from an old Welsh poem which would explain the problematic issues identifying the battle sites
. Higham offers a notion that the numbering of the battles delivers a clear association with the twelve chapters of the book of Joshua
. Indeed according to Chambers, only Nennius records all twelve battles exempting Badon.
 This is perhaps exemplified by the chronological dating of battles; for example, Urbs Legionis (Chester) is recorded in the Annales dated c601 with Badon Hill around c500
.  Clearly a patent discrepancy as Arthur would not have been alive by Chester.
Green
 also considers the list of historical battles (Historia Brittonum, Chapter 56), attributed to Arthur and questions their authenticity. Bromwich
 proposes that Welsh literature had no problem attributing battles to people who hadn’t fought and within this vein we already know that Arthur’s Battle of Badon has been associated previously with Ambrosius. The locations of Arthur’s battles all over the country further imply the unlikelihood he could have been at them all. Higham
 suggests the list could be not only synthetic but also attributed to several figures. Furthermore, Green
 proposes that some of the battles may indeed have been mythical but depicted as historical. For example, the eighth century encounter of Coed Celyddon where Arthur is in combat against the Otherworld leading an army of magical trees can be associated with the Battle of Celidon Wood or Cat Coit Celidon. According to Hunt
 Arthur appears as a very different character in the battle list of the Pa Gur, where the battle of Tribruit (Tryfrwyd) enters the realms of mythology and folklore with Arthur in combat with werewolves. Padel sees an association between Arthur and Fionn an Irish warrior both defenders mythologized and sharing similar escapades.
 
Reference is made to Arthur in one stanza of the Goddodin a welsh elegy attributed to Aneirin. It recounts the heroism of Gwawrddur in a disastrous battle at Catterick thought to be around 570. His bravery was recorded “though he was not Arthur”.  In this verse, Arthur is seemingly acknowledged as a mythical symbol of the ultimate hero warrior
. Controversy as to the date of this elegy revolves around the suggestion it could have actually been written in the ninth century on the basis that there are two surviving versions. Koch
 proposes the poem was part of the older material, which would date it to the late sixth century or early seventh, just after the timeframe associated with Arthur. However, Higham
 believes it may have been modified multiple times so cannot be authenticated to be an historical foundation for the battle at Catterick.
Chapter 73 of the Historia lists twenty marvels with 12 and 13 associated with Arthur.
 Located in Builth whilst hunting the boar Twrch Trwyth Arthurs hound Cabal left the mark of his paw on a stone atop a pile. It is reputed that the stone always return to the pile whenever it is removed. The second marvel is associated with Arthur’s son Amr who Arthur is alleged to have accidentally killed. It is claimed that the tomb changes dimensions when measured, never remaining the same. Charles-Edwards notes this second marvel to parallel the Irish story of Aided Oenfir Aife.
 
Other important sources of mythological Arthurian history are found in “Pa Gur” a poem about Arthur and the Gatekeeper, in the Black Book of Carmarthen, c 1250 
. “Preiddeu Annwn” in the Book of Taliesin, early 14th century,
 and the prose of “Culhwch ac Olwen” forming part of the Mabinogion
.  Culhwch ac Olwen derives from the traditional oral narrative found in its complete form in the Red Book of Hergest c1400 and in a fragmented version in the White Book of Rhydderch c 1325. Researchers propose in its original form it may have been written in the c1100’s possibly as a means to preserve the diminishing art of oral storytelling.
 Again there appears a use of a Celtic folktale formulary with similarities to Culhwch ac Olwen appearing in Irish stories
. Arthurs increasing involvement somewhat overshadows the hero Culhwch towards the end of their journey through the list of impossible tasks involving multiple adventures.  Arthur seemingly becomes invincible undertaking superhuman feats hunting the boar Twrch Trwyth across Wales and Cornwall and slaying witches. This portrayal of Arthur in what is an imaginative and mythical folktale is but one shade of character that we see. As discussed by Padel
, there are numerous sides to Arthur within Welsh folklore. He fills multiple roles as comic, slow minded, rambling, and tragic. A trajectory away from the Historia and Annales, as a victorious leader, that marks him out to be a figurehead of heroism in battle. 
Fulton
 proposes there to be some level of connection between the manuscripts in as much as some of the characters and adventures are not mutually exclusive. She argues this may suggest collective themes associated with Arthur.  However, Padel
 notes Sims Williams caution against the notion of a ‘genetic relationship’ preferring to regard them as ‘floating themes and plots’ to be attached when required. Whichever perspective is viewed the lack of biographical data lends itself conveniently to literary artistry.
The Annales records Camlann as the last Arthurian battle with his death being in 537. He died alongside Merdraut following which occurred a plague. This contradicts records that indicate no plague years prior to 546. Historically, plague was used as an indicator of God’s displeasure and Higham argues that the Annales used this construct along with Arthur’s death to illustrate the power of God delivering divine retribution as punishment for his death upon the Britons
. Of significance is the omission of Camlann in the Historia. Green
 reminds us that the “earliest reference to this battle is in the Englynion y Beddau” itself a folkloric text from the ninth century. He purports the battle of Camlann to be more aligned with legend than history and analogous to Chapter 73 in the Historia. 
According to Breeze
, Arthur’s appearance in nine Early Saints Lives offers further examples of how he was utilized. His character according to Ashe
, though well known within ecclesiastical miracles, was not a popular one. The fables characterize him as lustful and greedy, being of dubious morals and tyrannical. In essence, the thrusts of the parables illustrate the Saints consistently gaining the upper hand over Arthur who inevitably reforms and repents, thereby illustrating the righteous hand of God.  Breeze posits that the monks, whilst venerating their benefactors, and cognizant of Arthurs heroic reputation, would equally be looking to safeguard their own interests and retain the religious moral high ground. Ashe
 raises a pertinent point in that there may be some residual historical resentment originating from Battle leaders sustaining troops on rations purloined from the Church. Caution should be observed however interpreting these Saints Lives as they refer to the fifth and sixth centuries but recorded in the eleventh and twelfth.
 Breeze considers however, the tales contribute to a reinforcing of the legends.
Geoffrey of Monmouth’s Historia Regum Brittaniae (hereafter HRB) offers by far the most pivotal elaboration of Arthur. Written with knowledge allegedly arising from a ‘very ancient book’ scribed in the British language,
 Geoffrey creates a mythological masterpiece that has transcended time and remains the kernel for Arthurian history of today.  His development of the legend of Arthur lies fundamentally not only in the sources from which he garnered his information, but also on his treatment of them. Higham
 considers his imaginative text to be a construction designed to create an acceptable narrative legitimizing Norman sovereignty during a period of civil unrest. In mitigation, he points out that the Middle Ages perceived leadership and kingship as being inextricably tied together
. Geoffrey developed Arthur’s history as a masterpiece of political machination, linking unrelated literary material such as the Historia Brittonum, Bede’s Historia, Gilda’s, De Excidio together with European and Welsh mythological folklore, and Latin literature to construct a seemingly credible pan British King.
. Arthur’s nomenclature as the conqueror of Gaul comfortably assisted the substantiation of a Norman lineage of succession. 

According to Jankulak 
 it was not uncommon for medieval scholars to appropriate other works and reconstitute them, however, she considers Geoffrey’s work to show little evidence of this suggesting it is largely fabricated. His skill appears in the method used to synthesize synthetic pseudo history with historical detail making for a plausible narrative. Fulton
 suggests Geoffrey’s Historia whilst undoubtedly fictional and laced with mythical and supernatural legend is symbolic of the style of narrative of its age. Despite criticism as to its fictional content from near contemporaries such as Gerald of Wales, 
 Arthur was but one player in Geoffrey’s book, albeit the largest single contributor. Jankulak comments, in line with Geoffrey’s style, Arthur demonstrates no identifiable qualities or characteristic traits. She considers Geoffrey’s writing as a Cambro Norman, utilized him as a convenient vehicle linking Roman/British and Saxon/Welsh time periods to foster a sense of Britishness.
 Ultimately it can be determined that Arthur was a figural icon in the foundation of Norman lineage within Britain. Whilst Arthur became part of British history, Jankulak notes his absence from “medieval welsh prophetic poetry” arguing that his association with the English precluded him from saving the Welsh from their persecutors
.
In conclusion, there are key issues that put Arthur’s authenticity in doubt. However, that is not to state definitively that during the fifth and sixth centuries there did not exist a warrior or warriors who extolled the virtues of Arthur or who were similarly named. Religion, and by default Monasteries, were the channels through which churchmen as authors could influence society and create history. This did not necessarily equate to accuracy and was clearly not unbiased. Evidence of ecclesiastical power could arguably be proposed in all of the manuscripts with interpolations, omissions and additions combined with rhetoric and judgment meted out in return for tutelage.  In defence of the monasteries, they were somewhat isolated environments and would invariably rely on contradictory sources from which they compiled manuscripts. Arthur’s omission by name from De Excidio despite inference is not proof positive of his authenticity, particularly as Ambrosius has been strongly inferred by scholars to be Gildas’ choice.  The Historia Brittonum included mythological tales of Arthur within the Mirabilia, and arguably may have transposed him from folklore into history with biblical intent.  The historicisation of non-historical figures as aforementioned is not uncommon in Celtic tradition. The Arthurian contribution in early Welsh poetry may reflect this concept and provides glimpses of a folkloric fantastical character far removed from a warlord. The omission of Camlann and Arthurs death in the Historia is puzzling for one so infamous, but not so if we take the view of Arthur as a construct to illustrate ecclesiastical vigour. Geoffrey of Monmouth’s contribution to the legend of Arthur as a vehicle to legitimize Norman lineage in Britain, signaled a turning point in both the historical Arthur and the folkloric legend of Welsh mythology. Arthur has become a simulacram
 “Never exchanged for the real but exchanges for itself”.  The case for Arthur’s authenticity remains a conundrum, however, the author agrees a lack of biographical details has provided a rich source of opportunity for literary use.
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