





























PREFACE

THE publication of the historical portions of the late
Bishop Stubbs’ Introductions to certain volumes of the
Rolls Series is due to the courtesy of the Controller of
His Majesty’s Stationery Office, who has given me permission
to collect in one volume those investigations of Bishop
Stubbs which are at present scattered among the numerous
volumes of the Rolls Series.

Historical students have for many years appreciated
the subtle delineations of character and the invaluable
suggestions and conclusions which are to be found in the
Bishop’s Introductions. The immense learning and the
critical acumen which appear on every page of his work are
too well known to need further mention.

Everyone, indeed, who is interested in English History in
the Middle Ages has recognised that in these Introductions
may be found the clue to much that is difficult to compre-
hend; no sounder guide to the times of Henry IL,
Richard 1., John, Edward I. and Edward II. has ever been
written ; but, unfortunately, the volumes of the Rolls Series
can as arule only be consulted in some of our better equipped
libraries.

I imagine that no better tribute to the memory of the
late Bishop can be paid, and no greater boon conferred on
historical students, than to bring within their reach the
only possible means for a right understanding of the
Angevin period. Written in vigorous language, which is
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always lucid and frequently eloquent, these Introductions
reveal to us a depth of learning, a knowledge of men and
affairs, and a fund of charity—so characteristic of Bishop
Stubbs.

No better judge of the value of Henry II.’s work ever
lived ; no historian has ever given us a truer and more
forcible picture of King John. It is to be hoped that
the perusal of these pages will induce many students to
consult the Chronicles, Memorials, and Historical Collec-
tions themselves, to explain which these Introductions
were written. These historical works are published
in extenso in the Rolls Series, and many of the references
in the Introductions are to the volumes in that series.
Students ought to regard these Introductions as merely
steps to a further and more detailed investigation of the
Angevin period.

Probably no historian has ever lived who did more for
the study of English History than Bishop Stubbs. The
perusal of these Introductions will do much to enable
historical students in all parts of the world to appreciate
the debt which they owe to him, and to realise the true
value of accurate historical scholarship.

ARTHUR HASSALL.
CrrisT CHURCH, OXFORD:
October 1902.
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MEMORIALS OF SAINT DUNSTAN,
ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY

[INn the first seventy-two pages of the Introduction to the ¢ Memorials of
Saint Dunstan’ Bishop Stubbs draws attention to the importance of
Dunstan as a historical personage, and then discusses the value of the
various biographies of the Archbishop. The Priest B., Adelard, Osbern,
Eadmer, and William of Malmesbury wrote lives of Dunstan, and their
works are here subjected to a careful criticism. The relation of these
biographies to the Chronicles—* the more weighty and direct evidences of
our national history '—is then touched upon. *The determination of the
chronology and the identification of the places and persons that come
into Dunstan’s history’ is not, according to Bishop Stubbs, a very easy
task, as the authorities are vague on each point.]

* * * * * *
Duxstan is said to have ‘sprung to light’ in the reign of
Athelstan. We may question whether the word ‘oritur’?! refers to
hig birth or to his coming before the eye of history, in what year of
Athelstan’s reign the event took place, and in what year Athelstan
began to reign. All our authorities agree in referring the word
to Dunstan’s birth. The Anglo-Saxon Chronicles, which Osbern
follows, fix the first year of Athelstan as the date, and for that first
year we have to choose between 924 and 925, the former date being
given in four MSS. of the Chronicle and by Florence of Worcester,
the latter by two MSS. of the Chronicle. Unfortunately the exact
date of the death of Edward the Elder is unknown, but, as Athelstan
in his charters speaks of 929 ? as his sixth year, his first must at all

! See B. p. 6; Flor. Wig. A.p. 924 ;
Chr. 8. a.p. 924, 925.

2 Alford had seen a charter in
which 925 is called the first year of
Athelstan, Annales, iii. 242 :—a.p. 929
is the sixth year in Kemble, Cod. Dipl.,
Nos. 347, 348. a.p. 931, Nov. 12, is
in the seventh year, ibid. 353 ; a.p.
934, May 28, is in the tenth year, ibid.
364; A.p. 931, Mar. 23, is in the
seventh year, ibid. 1102; and July 31
also, ibid. 1103 ; o.p. 932, Aug. 28, isin

the eighth year, ibid. 1007. If these
dates are calculated on one principle,
his reign must have begun after Nov.
12, 924 ; but I should not venture to
take this for granted. The reign of
Athelstan lasted, according to the
MS. Tiberius A. 3, fourteen years and
seven weeks and three days, which,
calculated back from Oct. 27, 940, the
day of his death, would fix his corona-
tion about the first week in September,
926. The Chronicle gives him a
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events have begun in 924. Alford places Dunstan’s birth in the
spring of 925, arguing that if his mother were pregnant in February,
as must be supposed to have been the case if Adelard’s miracle of
the candles has any semblance of truth, and if Athelstan’s accession
took place about the middle of the year 924, the child must have
been born in 925.! And this computation is borne out by an entry
in an ancient Anglo-Saxon Paschal Table, preserved in the Cotton
MS., Caligula A. 15, under the year 925, ‘on thison geare weas sce
Dunstan geboren.” The matter is not in itself of great importance,
but it is complicated with questions touching the date of archbishop
Athelm, and the age at which Dunstan took holy orders.

Dunstan’s parents were, as the Saxon priest tells us, Heorstan
and Kynedritha; his near kinsmen were among the ¢palatini’ or
members of the court and household of Athelstan; Elfege the Bald,
bishop of Winchester, and bishop Kinesige of Lichfield, were also
near relations. Dunstan had a brother named Wulfric. The great
lady Ethelfleda was also connected with him by the ties of relation-
ship, and she was of royal descent, being Athelstan’s niece. These
circumstances certainly give some foundation for the statement of
Dunstan’s nobility, made by the later biographers, who, however,
have a strong tendency to define what the earlier writer bas left
indefinite. Adelard goes further, making archbishop Athelm his
uncle. Osbern and Eadmer make his parents noble, and turn the
lady Ethelfleda into Elfgifu or Althelgifu. They also ignore the
existence of Wulfric, making Dunstan an only son.

The probability is in favour of Dunstan’s noble birth. Of
Heorstan nothing more is known, but Kynedritha is very probably
the same as Keondrud, a lady whose name is found among those
members of Athelstan’s court who were made partakers of the
prayers of the monks of S. Gall, when in the year 929 they were
visited by bishop Kynewald of Worcester.? Wulfric, who is described

reign of fourteen years and ten weeks,
which may have been calculated from
his father’s death, and would fix that
event about August 10:—if for four-
teen we read sixteen, Edward’s death
would be determined on or about
August 20, 924; if not, Athelstan

must have been crowned two years
after his reign began, which is im-
probable. Perhaps the day may yet
turn up in some monastic kalendar.
It is, however, very curious that all
the ancient regnal lists give him a
reign of only fourteen years.

U Annales, iii. 242,

2 The form is printed by Goldastus in the Secriptores Rerum Alamanni-
carum, vol. ii. part IL. p. 153, and also in the Appendix to the Report on the
Foedera. It is so closely connected with Dunstan’s period that it is worth while
to give it entire:—

‘Anno ab Incarnatione Domini 928, indictione ii. (lege 929) Keonwald
venerabilis episcopus profectus ab Anglis, omnibus monasteriis per totam
Germaniam, cum oblatione de argento non modica, et in id ipsum rege
Anglorum eadem sibi tradita, visitatis, in idibus Octobris venit ad monasterium
Sanecti Galli; quique gratissime a fratribus susceptus et ejusdem patroni nostri
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as managing the secular affairs of Glastonbury under the title of
prepositus or reeve, may also with some probability be identified
with Wulfric, the ‘comes’ or ‘gesith’ of the kings Edmund and
Edred, to whom many grants of land were made which ultimately
became the property of Glastonbury. The estates thus bestowed
were situated at Idemestone, Nellington, Grutelington, Langleath,
and other places not far from Glastonbury, and the gifts may possibly
have been made with the intention of their being appropriated to
the monastery; they begin as early as 940, when Dunstan could
searcely have become abbot, and Wulfriec the recipient must have
been an elder brother, if he were brother at all. Another glimpse
of him may be caught in a curious MS. of the Irish collection of
canons, now among the Hatton MSS. in the Bodleian, entitled
¢ Liber Sancti Dunstani,” which belongs to the date, possibly to the
school or hand of Dunstan. The seribe has drawn in one place the
head of a boy, in rubrie, with the name ¢ Wulfrie Cild.’

The lady Ethelfleda bears a name too common among the
Anglo-Saxons to furnish any basis for identification, and the fact
that she is called Athelstan’s niece scarcely helps the inquiry. A
certain lady, Alfleda, has, like Wulfric, grants of land from Athelstan
and Edmund,! which came to the same monastery. This lady is
not to be identified with Ethelfleda of Mercia, Athelstan’s aunt,

festivitatem cum illis celebrando, quatuor ibidem dies demoratus est. Secundo
autem, postquam monasterium ingressus est, hoc est in ipso depositionis
8. Galli die, basilicam intravit et pecuniam secum copiosam attulit, de qua
partem altario imposuit, partem etiam utilitati fratrum donavit. Posthaceo in
conventum nostrum inducto, omnis congregatio concessit ei annonam unius
fratris, et tandem orationem quam pro quolibet de nostris, sive vivente,
sive vita decedente, facere solemus pro illo facturam perpetualiter promisit.
Hec sunt autem nomina quse conscribi jussit vel rogavit: rex Anglorum Adal-
stean, Kenowald episcopus, Wigharth, Kenwor, Conrat, Keonolaf, Wundych,
Keondrud.” A longer list appears in the general catalogue of the Fratres
Conscripti (Goldast. p.156) :—
¢ Hice regis Angliz et comitum suorum nomina denotata sunt ;
Adalsten, Rex. Wolthelmus, archiepisc. Elwinus, epise. Eotkarus, epise.

Winsige, epise. Sigihelm, episcopus. Oda, episcopus. Fridosten, epise.
Kenod, abba.  Albrich, abba. Cudret. Erdulf.
Fridolef. Wulfun. Ortgar. Osfred. Elfsie.
Adalwerd. Elwin. Adalwin. Berectwin,  Waulfilt.
Wighart. Conrat. Kenwin. Wundrud.  Kenowald, episc.
Kenolaf. Keondrud.’

cum ceteris.

The bishops are Wulfhelm of Canterbury; Elfwin of Lichfield; Edgar of
Hereford; Winsige of Dorchester; Sigelm of Sherborne; Odo of Ramsbury;
Frithstan of Winchester ; and Kynewold of Worcester. Of the abbots, Kenod
belongs to Evesham or Abingdon, and Cudret to Glastonbury. Elfric, abbot
(Albrich); Osferth, ealdorman; Wulfhun, bishop; Wihtgar, minister; and
others may be identified with the witnesses of Athelstan’s charters.

! MS. Wood, 1. folios 223, 240; Kemble, C. D. No. 389, where she is called
“religiosa feemina.’

B 2
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who died in 922 at the latest, nor with Ethelfleda of Damerham, the-
second wife of king Edmund ; nor with Eadfleda, Athelstan’s sister.
Ethelfleda of Romsey, abbess, virgin, and patron saint, cannot, if
her recorded history be true, have been the widowed friend of
Dunstan. The main part, however, of the history of the abbess of
Romsey is apocryphal, and the dates assigned to her are inconsistent.
with one another. It is therefore possible that she was the person
whom we are seeking. She is said to have been the daughter of an
ealdorman Ethelwold and his wife Brihtwina.! If this ealdorman
be identical with Elfweard, Athelstan’s brother, who died in 924, his
daughter would be the king’s niece; but this is barely probable.
The fact that Osbern and Eadmer give her the name of Ethelgifu
or Elfgifu would show that in their time no such identity was
recognised, nor can the latter name with any probability be regarded
a8 the true one, although the practice assigned to her, of ministering:
of her goods to the kings and the seed royal, does curiously coincide
with the office which has been with great probability ascribed to that.
more famous Ethelgifu 2 who exercised so baneful an influence on the
career of king Edwy. We know Ethelfleda only on the testimony of
the Saxon priest, who, however, distinetly asserts her relationship with
both Dunstan and Athelstan.

Our earliest authority does not determine the degree of relation-
ship between Elfege, Kinesige, and Dunstan, but Adelard makes
Athelm, archbishop of Canterbury, the brother of Heorstan. In this
by itself there is nothing improbable; Athelm had been bishop of
Wells, and was very likely to have been connected with the royal
family, as one at least of his successors was ; his name occurs also
in the list of bishops given by William of Malmesbury as having been
monks‘of Glastonbury.? Adelard, however, is 8o manifestly mistaken
in making him the patron as well as uncle of Dunstan, that no
weight can be attached to his evidence. Athelm died either when
Dunstan was a baby, or before he was born.* Wulfhelm, who suec-
ceeded him, had likewise been bishop of Wells, and among the Dun-
stan letters there is found a copy of verses addressed to him, which
may point to some connexion between the two, but he is nowhere.

statement of Florence (a.n. 924) that

! Her life is in Capgrave, abridged
from the MS. Lansd. 436. See Hardy,
Catalogue, &c. i. 568.

* Robertson, Historical Essays, pp.
200 sq.

* Ant. Glast. ap. Gale, p. 324.

* There are no genuine charters to
which the name of Athelm is attached.
The name of Wulthelm, his successor,
appears in 923 and onwards. The

Athelm crowned Athelstan is derived
from Adelard, p. 55. If the evidence
of charters as to Wulthelm in 923 be-
rejected, still it is certain that Athelm
was dead long before Dunstan could
have gone to court. See Chr. S. A.D.
924, 925, from which it would seem
that Athelm and Edward the Elder
died the same year.
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gaid to have been connected with Glastonbury, or to have been &
patron of Dunstan.

Glastonbury, or its immediate neighbourhood, was the place of
the saint’s birth and early teaching; he was a pupil of the Irish
pilgrims who had taken up their abode at the resting-place of the
younger Patrick.! Whilst quite a boy he lived also in the palace of
Athelstan, at no great distance from Glastonbury, it would seem, as
he had already received the tonsure, and was serving in the church
of S. Mary, in which he had been baptized. After his expulsion
from Athelstan’s court, he stayed a long time at Winchester with
Elfege, who prevailed on him to become a monk. After this we
again find him at Glastonbury in attendance on the lady Ethelfleda,
who had built herself a. house there, and who left her estates to be
disposed of by him. He next appears in attendance on king Edmund
at Cheddar, and, after a short disgrace, is made by him abbot of
Glastonbury, in which office he continues until he is made bishop.

For this part of Dunstan’s life we have very few dates. Athel-
stan died in the year 940, when Dunstan would be about sixteen, no
doubt a clever, somewhat precocious boy, whose dreams and prayers
might very likely expose him to the rough treatment of his play-
fellows. His appointment to Glastonbury is placed by the Canter-
bury copy of the Chronicle in the year 943, and by Florence of
Worcester, whose authority, if independent of that copy, is preferable,
under the date 942, but only as one of the remarkable acts of king
Edmund. The direct evidence being so slight, we may rest on the
-authority of the charters, in which Dunstan as abbot appears among
the witnesses only in 946, the year of Edmund’s death. The only
charter of earlier date in which he is mentioned is one of the year
940, which is apparently admitted by Kemble as genuine, and which
is a grant, made to him as abbot, of land at Christian Malford.?
But although this document has no overt evidence of fabrication, it
is found only in a copy, like the other Glastonbury charters, and
either the name of Dunstan or the title of abbot may have been an
insertion of the copyist. Dunstan, as one of the sons of the nobles,
might have had a grant of folkland at sixteen,the age at which the
young warrior received his arms ; but it is very improbable that if he had

! The Arras MS. says the younger
Patrick, the other two MSS. the elder
Patrick. This is a trace of the growth
of the legend that connects Patrick
with Glastonbury, and may be the
germ of the tradition. Whether the
later MSS. altered junior into senior
in the idea of enhancing the greatness
of Glastonbury, or whether the writers
knew of the existence of S@n-Patric,

Patricius senior, who is said to have
been bishop second in succession after
the great Patrick, and who might
safely be called either senior or junior,
I cannot take on myself to decide. By
William of Malmesbury’s time Glas-
tonbury claimed not only the great
Patrick but his successor Benignus.
2 Kemble, C. D. No. 384.
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then become abbot, and that in a church so near the royal court, his
name should not appear in the charters for six years longer.! I think,
however, that the date cannot be thrown later than 946, and I see.
in the chronology no difficulties that need hinder the belief in the story
of Edmund’s hunt in Cheddar as substantially true.

A more important point, perhaps, and certainly a more interest-
ing one, is the condition of Glastonbury at this time; and although
it cannot be touched on here except in the most cursory manner, it
cannot be dismissed with a word. The Saxon priest represents it as
an ancient sanctuary, a retired spot possessing a church to which a
more than human origin was ascribed, a holy place to which
Athelstan resorted for the purpose of prayer, a place of pilgrimage
colonised by Irishmen, who had gathered at the tomb of Patrick.
As the place of Dunstan’s birth, education, and promotion, Glaston-
bury had a later history, much of which is coloured by its con-
nexion with the Canterbury saint ; it became a rich abbey, and laid
claim to an early history and remote antiquity; not content with
claiming the senior as well as the junior Patrick, it adopted Joseph
of Arimathea as its first founder, and produced evidence of its exist-
ence and sanctity under kings and in times long anterior to the.
West Saxon rule ; not only Edmund the Magnificent ruler of Britain,
and Edgar the Peaceful, and Edmund Ironside, but king Arthur-
himself slept there. Such claims doubtless provoked ecriticism, and
criticism forced on the monks the need of a forged history to assert,
and of forged monuments to support them. And the fabrication of
such evidences must have gone on at Glastonbury on a scale pro-
portioned to these claims. Westminster claimed the apostle Peter
as its founder, but that by a miracle. 8. Alban’s rejoiced in the
protomartyr of Britain, but contented itself with Offa as the restorer
rather than the founder of its greatness. But Glastonbury would
have a history without a miracle, and a continuous existence which
needed no restoration. William of Malmesbury, it would almost.
seem, undertook to erect the story out of materials which he dis-
trusted, but this did not content his employers, and they interpolated
his work to a degree which makes it impossible to rely with confidence
upon any part of it.

The later developments, however, of Glastonbury history need not
make us shut our eyes to such early evidence as is afforded by the.
Saxon priest. Further, we have in a MS. of the same date, or even

! Dunstan attests only one charter
of Edmund: No. 406, marked by
Kemble as suspicious, a grant to
Ethelnoth, in the Glastonbury Cartu-
lary: ¢ego Dunstan abbas nolens sed

regalibus obediens verbis hane cartu-
lam scribere jussi.’ Mr. Robertson.
regards as his first historical appear-
ance his attestation to a charter of
Edred in 946, Kemble, C. D. 411.
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a few years later, a list of the abbots of Glastonbury, which runs up
to the age of Ina.! Ethelwerd mentions the ccenobium of Glaston-
bury as the burial-place of the ealdorman Eanulf; ? its early history
is indeed unnoticed by Bede, or by the authors of the chronicle, but
ity existence as a monasterium is proved by an incontrovertible
authority, the letters of S. Boniface, and the life of the same great
West Saxon saint written by his countryman and disciple S. Willi-
bald.®? And this mention by S. Boniface carries us back to the days
of Ina, who according to William of Malmesbury, writing apart
from Glastonbury influences, was the founder, and to the early
abbots of the ancient list just mentioned. And the certainty of this

! It is very useful, in order to get an idea of the Glastonbury workmanship,
to compare the list of abbots given in the Tiberius MS. with that given by
William of Malmesbury, and the few dates ascertainable from early historians
and charters with the elaborate array of years which he produces, possibly in

some degree from the same materials.

Tiberius B. 5. W. Malmesb. Ant. Glaston.

1. Hemgils, i Bp. Hereford in 731 || After five British |
2. Wealhstod (Bede). abbots, Patrick, |
Benignus, Wor-
3. Coengils. Contemporary with gret, Lademund,
4. Beorhtwald . S. Boniface, epist. and Bregored :—
‘ 1. Beorthwald 670680 ; abp.
5. Cealdhun. At the Council of Canterbury.
6. Muca, . . ‘ Clovesho in 805. 2. Hemgisel 680-705.
3. Beorwald 705-712,
7. Wiccea. ' 4. Aldbeorth 712-719.
8. Bosa. ! 5. Atfrith . 719-729.
9. Stitheard. 6. Kemgisel 729-743.
10. Herefyrth. : 7. Guba 743-744.
11. Hunbeorht. 8. Ticca 744-752.
12. Andhun. 9. Cuma . . | 752-754.
13. Guthlac. | 10. Walthun 754-786.
14. Cuthred . | Confr. 8. Gall. above, || 11. Tumberth 786-795.
p. 3. 12. Beadulf . 795-802.
15. Ecgwulf. | 13. Muca 802-824.
16. Dunstan . = A.D. 940 or 946-958. || 14. Gutlac 824-850.
17. Eliric. | 15. Ealmund 850-866.
18. Sigegar. . | Bp. of Wellsin 975. || 16. Herefyrth 866-880.
19. Alfweard . @ 975 onwards. 17. Stiwerd . 880-905.
i 18. Ealdhun 905-927.
19. Elfrie 927,
20. Dunstan 940.
31. Elfward . 962.
[ 22. Sigar 972.

The order and dates of Malmesbury's list seem to be quite at random ; yet
there is enough likeness between the two lists to show that he had older
materials to work upon.

2 Mon. Hist. Brit. p. 513.

¥ There is a letter of Brihtwald,
archbighop of Canterbury, to Forthere,

bium . . quod antiquorum nuncupatu
vocabulo Glestingaburg’ (ibid. 439);
and there is a letter from the priest

bishop of Sherborne, referring to abbot
Beorwald (Mon. Moguntina, ed. Jaffé,
p. 48); this Beorwald is called by
Willibald abbot of Glastonbury ¢ ceeno-

Wiehtberht to ¢patribus et fratribus
in monasterio Glestingaburg con-
stitutis’ (ibid. 246), written during
the life of Boniface.

Early
notices of
Glastonbury
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much of the early history gives probability to many of the charters,
the place of which in the Glastonbury Cartulary would afford by it-
gelf very little presumption of their credibility.

On such evidence we may assume that there was an ancient
occlesiastical settlement at (tlastonbury, dating from the seventh
century at the latest, which had shared the changes and experienced
the fate that had befallen most of the establishments of the centuries
of the conversion ; the churches and other buildings standing, the
libraries perhaps in a fow cases continuing entire,! but the monastic
life extinet, the name preserved only as giving a title to the owner-
ship of the lands, and the abbots and monks, if there were any that
called themselves so, being really secular priests and clerks.2 The
Irigh pilgrims who instructed Dunstan may or may not have been
members or officers of this establishment, but the right of patronage
was clearly in the hands of the king, and the state of monastic rule,
discipline, and pretension was so attenuated that the contemporaries
of Dunstan regarded him as a founder rather than a reformer.
Monachism there was in England, although it was not after the
rule of S. Benedict, and a monk Dunstan had already become; but
that Dunstan’s monachism had little or nothing in common with
the state of things existing at Glastonbury at the time appears
from the words which the biographer puts in the mouth of Edmund :
‘Be thou of this seat the lord and potent occupant, and whatsoever
from thine own means shall be lacking for the increase of divine
service, or for the completeness of the sacred rule, that I will supply
devoutly by my royal bounty.’ 2 It is clear that the abbacy must

! Asser’s account of the state of the
monastic institute in Alfred’s time was
true of the next half-century: ‘per
multa retroacta annorum curricula
monastice vite desiderium ab illa tota
gente, necnon et a multis aliis genti-
bus funditus desierat, quamvis per-
plurima adhuc monasteria in illa
regione constructa permaneant, nullo
tamen regulam illius vite ordina-
biliter tenente, nescio quare, aut pro
alienigenarum  infestationibus . . .
aut etiam pro nimia illius gentis in
omni genere divitiarum abundantia,’
&c, Mon. Hist. Brit.493. According to
Alfred himself the books remained, but
there was no one who could use them.
Pref. to S. Gregory’s Pastoral Care.

? Elfric the biographer of Kthel-
wold, the earliest describer of this
state of things, draws a sad picture of
the old Minster at Winchester, and
although it may be exaggerated it is
the testimony of an eye-witness:

‘ malemorigerati eclerici, elatione et
insolentia ac luxuria preventi, adeo
ut nonnulli eorum dedignarentur
missas suo ordine celebrare, repu-
diantes uxores, quas illicite duxerant,
et alias accipientes, gule ef ebrictati
jugiter dediti” Hist. Abend. ii. 260.
The biographer of Oswald, after telling
us that Oswald bought himself ‘mo-
nasterium quod est in Wintonia posi-
tum . . . donando digno pretio,’ pro-
ceeds, ‘in diebus illis non monastici
viri nec ipsius sancte institutionis
regule erant in regione Anglorum,
sed erant religiosi et dignissimi cleriei,
qui tamen thesauros suos quos avidis
adquirebant cordibus non ad ecclesie
honorem sed suis dare solebant uxori-
bus,’ folio 4. :

® Osbern’s own expansion of the
speech is also worth noting. For
it is impossible to suspect either the
Saxon priest or Osbern of a desire to
undervalue the antiquity of Glaston-
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have been vacant and the lands of the monastery in the king’s hands, conaition ot
much as was the case at Abingdon at the same time. The words of “P"&%®
the biographer of S. Ethelwold might be applied to the one as

well as to the other; it ‘was a place in which a little monastery had

been kept up from ancient days, but it was then desolate and neg-

lected, consisting of mean buildings and possessing only a few (in

the case of Abingdon, forty) hides ; the rest of the land of the place

the king possessed by his royal right.’ ! That is, there was stilla
monastic establishment, but it had become ruinous and impoverished.

It was in name an abbey, but really served by clerks, or altogether
neglected. The renewal of discipline was really a foundation rather

than a revival.

The name of the abbot who had vacated the seat taken by Dun- pupetans
stan, as given by William of Malmesbury, is Elfric, the successor of Predecesser
Aldhun, under whom he says Dunstan had been educated. In the
ancient list, however, Dunstan’s immediate predecessor is named
Eegwulf; and the next in order, counting backwards, is Cuthred,
whom I am inclined to identify with that ¢ Cudret’ who appears
among the courtiers of Athelstan in the compact with the monks of
S. Gall.

It might be difficult to define the monastic character that Dun- 5 qame
stan had assumed ; but it differed as much from the system which ey .
it superseded as it did from the more perfect form into which it
ultimately grew. No doubt the name and dress of the monk were
resumed. Wulfred, Dunstan’s early friend, is called a deacon, but
the companions of his retirement whilst he is abbot are called monks.

He himselfin the famous drawing, which with very much probability
is ascribed to his own hand, appears in the dress of a monk. Yet
the establishment at Glastonbury under him is much more of a
school than a convent: the words ‘scholasticus’ and ‘discipulus’
come more naturally than ‘monachus.” In this again there is
nothing peculiar to Glastonbury; exactly the same processes are
traceable at Abingdon. I conclude that there had taken place, pro-
bably under the influence of Elfege the Bald, a strong tendency
towards pure Benedictinism : that tendency was represented by
Dunstan and Ethelwold in their early efforts, but it was not crowned
with success, or brought into perfect accord with the Benedictine
discipline, until Dunstan had seen the old rule in working at
Blandinium, and Oswald and Ethelwold had brought instructors
from Fleury. The difference between the laxer rule of Dunstan and
the stricter discipline of the other two may be partly attributed to
the difference of their foreign relations, partly also to the fact that

bury as compared with Canterbury. ! Elfrie’s Life of Ethelwold, Hist.
Comp. Robertson, Hist. Essays, p. 190.  Abend. ii. 257.
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Dunstan, being a statesman, and, after the accession of Edgar, in a
position of supreme importance, was obliged, whatever his own
wishes may have been, to avoid a policy of persecution. In the
biographies of Ethelwold and Oswald, Dunstan plays a part quite
secondary to theirs in the expulsion of the clerks from the monas-
teries ; andin his own churches, Canterbury, London, and Worcester,
he attempted no such measure : it is possible that he acted as a
check rather than a spur on the zeal of Edgar. At the same time it
cannot be supposed that the clerks were expelled without his per-
mission ; and although the stories of his active participation, detailed
by Osbern and Eadmer, were borrowed and adapted from the career
of Ethelwold, there is evidence enough in the first life to show that
he sympathised with the movement, and that his own life and per-
sonal influence were guided by an ascetic spirit.

Edmund reigned but a short time after Dunstan’s appointment
as abbot, dying on May 26, 946.! KEdred, who succeeded him,
reigned until November 28, 955.2 The former king was eighteen
when he began to reign, twenty-four when he died. Edred must
have been within a year of the same age as Dunstan. These dates
help to reconcile us to the fact that Dunstan became abbot at twenty-
two. They serve to account for his close intimacy with Edred ; they
had been playfellows probably at the court of Athelstan. Edred
was a sickly young man; the Saxon priest has drawn a picture of
his ill-health too graphic to be an invention of his own. His mother
Eadgifu was his chief adviser, and next to her Dunstan, who acted
as treasurer of the royal estates, and perhaps in an official position
somewhat like that of the later chancellors. His time was divided
between his abbey at Glastonbury, where he was teaching and
building, and his attendance on the king, who seemed to have kept
court, not in the western shires like Athelstan and Edmund, bub
chiefly at Winchester. His reign was on the whole a successful
one; for, whether by his own energy, by Dunstan’s policy, or by the
divisions of his enemies, he acquired finally the allegiance of North-
umbria, It was, no doubt, during a visit paid with Edred to the
north that Dunstan saw the remains of 8. Cuthbert.

It is to these years, no doubt, that Dunstan’s period of active
teaching is to be referred. Itwas Fdred who by his mother’s advice
placed Ethelwold as abbot at Abingdon; and this is the time of
Oswald’s mission to Fleury.> The part taken by archbishop Odo in
the government of the country has been obscured by the glory of the
younger men, and by the fact that his life was not written until a

! Chr. Sax. a.p. 946. Abend. ii. 257; Hist. Ramsey, Gale,

2 Tbid. a.p. 955. p. 391,
3 BElfric’s Life of Ethelwold, Chron.
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century and a half after his death. It is, however, cerfain that he
did nothing to thwart the policy of Dunstan, and enough of his
ecclesiastical legislation remains to show that, in a determination to
enforce the observance of both monastic vows and the laws of
marriage, he came in no degree behind his more famous successor.!

In 958, the death of Ethelgar, bishop of Crediton, gave Edred
and Eadgifu an opportunity of promoting Dunstan to the episcopate.
It may or may not be true that, as Adelard relates, a like offer was
made to him on the death of Elfege the Bald in 951. He was not
yet of canonical age for consecration, and he refused the bishopric,
alleging as tho reason, if we are to credit the later writers, his un-
willingness to leave the court as long as Edred lived. There can, I
think, be no doubt about this part of the story, or about the dream
which followed his refusal. Elfwold was appointed at his recom-
mendation to Crediton, and as bishop of Crediton Elfwold attests
the charters of Edred from 953 onwards.

Edred’s death must have been sudden; he was at Frome;?2
Dunstan, who was at Glastonbury, was summoned to attend him, but
the king died before he arrived, and the crown fell to Edwy, the elder
of the two sons of Edmund by his first wife Elfgifu? Edred’s
reign is said in the table of the kings to have lasted nine years and six
weeks : 4 a computation which agrees but imperfectly with the dates
given by Florence of Worcester for his coronation and death, the
former event being placed on the 16th of August 946, and the latter
on the feast of S. Clement, November 28, 955. The rougher com-
putation of the Chronicle, nine years and a half, dating from the
death of Edmund, is nearer the mark.

As Edwy reigned three years, thirty-five weeks, and five days,?
and died on the 1st of October 959, his coronation must have taken
place on the first or second Sunday after Epiphany, 956. He could
scarcely at this time have been more than fifteen years old. Dunstan
was still at court, and on him and his kinsman Kinesige ¢ was thrown
the disagreeable task of bringing back the careless and obstinate boy,

! See his Constitutions, published
in the reign of Xdmund, in Wilkins,
Concilia, i. 212 sq.

3 Chron. Sax. A.p. 955.

3 Chron. Sax. A.p. 955; Mon. Hist.
Brit. p. 662.

4 MS. Tiberius, A. 3; Chr. S. ed.
Thorpe, i. 233.

5 ¢Four years less seven weeks,’
MS. Tiberius, B. 5; Rel. Ant. ii. 171;
¢ quadriennio’ Ethelwerd, p. 520;
‘three years, thirty-six weeks, less
two days, MS. Tiberius, A. 3; Thorpe,
Chr. 8. p. 233.

¢ Kinesige appears first in a char-
ter of Athelstan to Abingdon,
Kemble, C. D. 1129, as bishop of
Berkshire. Berkshire was properly
in the diocese of Ramsbury, of which
Odo was bishop at the time. In the
lists of bishops (M. H. B. 624) he is
bishop of Lichfield; he may have
been administering Berkshire for Odo
at the date of the earlier charter. He
attests charters from 931 to 934, and
from 949-963; but possibly enough
there were two persons of the name.
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from the chamber of Ethelgifu and her daughter, to the solemn
banquet. On this event much has been written, and an amount of
criticism spent, altogether out of proportion to the materials for its
history.! The narration of the Saxon priest is the primary authority ;
written forty years after the event, and not by an eye-witness, it bears
marks of having been coloured by popular tradition. The distinetion
which I have already drawn, as to the narrative of our author, where
it concerns Dunstan’s private history and where it touches on public
events, may be applied here. The monstrous lust of such a mere
child as Edwy was could not have been a main feature of a story
told by Dunstan himself, who knew the truth, and who, although he
had been persecuted by Ethelgifu, had no temptation to pervert facts.
The offence given to Dunstan may easily be accounted for by the
relationship of Edwy and Ethelgifu, and the bulk of our historians
have so construed it.

Dunstan’s flight to Flanders must have followed early in the year
956 ; the charters of Edwy which are attested by him 2 may some of
them be referred possibly to the day of the coronation. Edgar
continued much longer at his brother’s side, at least until the
summer of 957.2> The rebellion of the Northumbrians and Mercians
cannot be thrown later than the spring of 958. In that year Edgar
begins to issue charters as king.* The revolt is placed by Florence
of Worcester in 957, and as bishop Kynewald of Worcester, whose
death made room for Dunstan as bishop, disappears in that year
from the charters, the recall of Dunstan probably followed immediately
on the revolt. Edgar is reckoned to have reigned two years at the
time of his brother’s death.

Dunstan’s return was followed by his promotion to the episcopate.
Glastonbury was in the hands of Edwy, and for the time it appeared
that he had no chance of recovering it. It was accordingly deter-
mined, in a council of the witan attached to Edgar, that Dunstan

! On this subject may be read with
advantage Mr. Allen’s Essay, appended
to his work on the Prerogative, p. 220,
and Hallam’s note in the History of
the Middle Ages. The former is very
speculative. Hallam’s conclusion is
in defiance of his argument.

2 These are, a grant to Wilton,
dated 955, Kemble, 436; one to
Abingdon, dated 956, Kemble, 441;
one dated 956 at Cirencester, in favour
of Worcester, Kemble, 451; one to
Zlrie, in the Abingdon Cartulary,
dated 956, Kemble, 1186, 1187.

* Edgar attests charters of his
brother as late as May 9, 957, Kemble,
465. A charter to bishop Oskytel,

which is attested by him, dated 958
(Kemble, 472), is shown by the indic-
tion to belong to 956.

* These of course are not numerous:
one from the Peterborough Cartulary,
dated 958, in which Edgar calls him-
self ‘rex Anglorum,’ is signed by
Oskytel of Dorchester, Dunstan of
Worcester, Kinsige of Lichfield, Athulf
of Hereford, and Leofwine of Lindsey,
Kemble, 471; another, dated 959,
from the same Cartulary, has the
signature of Dunstan as bishop of
London, and Oskytel as archbishop of
York (Kemble, 480), Edgar calling
himself king of the Mercians.
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should be made a bishop. This council was held at a place called in
the various MSS. of the first life Bradanford or Brandanford.! 1If the
latter reading be right, and it is the reading which Mabillon
recognised in the Arras MSS., and is clearly that of the Cottonian,
the place was probably Brentford, the earlier form of which, Bregent-
naford, was probably lost. If the other reading be the true one,
Bradford in Wiltshire would seem to be the place meant ; but if so,
then Edwy’s kingdom must have been much more circumsecribed
than we have any other reasons for supposing it to have been. The
Wiltshire Bradford must, I think, have been in Edwy’s hands, and
the balance of probability is in favour of Brentford.

The story further reads as if the resolution of the witan merely
was that Dunstan should be promoted. No see is mentioned, per-
haps no see was vacant. We are not told that Dunstan was
consecrated upon this recommendation, and Adelard probably
records the truth when he describes him as consecrated by Odo to
the see of Worcester. Yet it is quite possible that he was conse-
crated as an unattached bishop, as the Saxon priest describes, to
attend personally on Edgar and give him the benefit of his counsel.
Such an appointment would not have been entirely out of keeping
with the system of diocesan episcopacy that had prevailed in Wessex,
where from the time of Ethelwulf there had been occasionally shire-
bishops with no fixed see. On this hypothesis might be explained
the tradition preserved by Adelard that Odo consecrated Dunstan,
‘titulo ecclesiz cui episcopus datus est conticito’; the idea that he
did so by divine instruetidn, that he might succeed him at
Canterbury, being an after-thought.

Whether or no this was the case, the death of Kynewald, bishop
of Worcester, gave the new bishop a see. Kynewald’s name appears
for the last time in a charter of 957 ; and, in the few charters of
958 which were issued by KEdgar during his brother’s lifetime,
Dunstan appears as bishop. If the festival kept on the 21st of
October at Canterbury, as the ordination of S. Dunstan,® com-
memorates his episcopal consecration, it must, I think, be referred to
the year 957. In 959 he received the see of London, and held it
together with Worcester until the settlement that followed Edwy’s
death. This arrangement may not improbably have been made either
because Odo was dead, or because Canterbury, where a new bishop
would have had to seek consecration, was in the hands of Edwy.

! The account of this council given Sacr. i. 54: ‘xii. Cal. Novembris,

by Wilkins, Conecilia, i. 224, is an
extract from archbishop Parker’s 4n-
tiquitates.

2 From the Obituary or Martyro-
logy of Canterbury, Wharton, Angl.

Cantuarie, ordinatio B. Dunstani
archiepiscopi, cujus vita quam fuerit
pontificatu digna etiam divina revela-
tione innotuit.’
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Edwy’s marriage must have taken place in 956, or early in 957 ;
the charter of Abingdon, attested by Elfgifu the king’s wife, and
Ethelgifu the king’s wife’s mother, bearing also the attestation of
bishop Kynewald.! It is not attested by Odo, who had no doubt
been offended with the marriage. Edwy’s charters in which Odo’e
name appears in 957 may have been granted most probably before
that event: those of 958, after the forced reconciliation, following
the separation of Edwy and Elfgifu, which is placed by the Anglo-
Saxon Chronicle of Worcester 2 in that year.

The next point to be considered is one of the most complex in
our early annals, but it is also one on which our Saxon priest is
a primary authority : the circumstances that followed the death of
Odo, and the appointment of Dunstan as his successor. Our
author, who gives no dates, tells us that, on Odo’s death, Elfsin
or Elfsige, bishop of Winchester, succeeded him ; that Elfsige on
his way to Rome crossed the Alps in deep snow, and caught
the cold which killed him. His companions returned. Byrhthelm,
the bishop of Dorset, was chosen in his place, and having
shown himself incompetent to enforce discipline was sent back
to his see by the king, who then with the advice of his witan
appointed Dunstan.®? We are not told who was king when Elfsige
and Byrhthelm were appointed ; the king who nominated Dunstan
was of course Edgar. There is thus nothing in the original story that
ig fatal to the belief that Elfsige and Byrhthelm were the nominees
of Edwy, and the humiliation of the latter prelate a result of the

! Higt. Abend. i. 218 ; Kemble, C.
D. No. 1201. The charter is not
quite simple. Edwy bestows Ken-
nington on the priest Brihthelm, with
the date 956, and the attestation of
Odo, Edgar, Elfsige, Oswulf, Wulfsige,
Kynewold, and Daniel ; thatis clearly
before the revolt of the north, and
probably before the marriage. After
this Brihthelm, now a bishop, ex-
changes the Kennington estate for
one at Crydanbridge with abbot
Ethelwold of Abingdon ; this exchange
being without date, and attested by
¢ Blfgifu thes cininges wif, and
Aithelgifu thes cyninges wifes
modur,” Elfsige, Oswulf, and Coen-
wald, bishops. This exchange is
undated, but it must have taken place
some time after the grant. Brihthelm
had in the meanwhile become a
bishop, Odo and Edgar were away
from the court, and Elfgifu and her
mother supreme for the time. All
then that it proves is the fact of the
marriage, and that it took place

during the life of Kynewald, Dunstan’s
predecessor.

2 Tiberius, B. 4, ‘ Her on thissum
geare Oda arcebiscop totwemde
Eadwi eyning and Alfgyfe, forthem
the hi weeron to gesybbe.” It is to be
remembered that this is all the evi-
dence we have on the subject except
the tradition prevalent a hundred and
fitty years after. The Saxon priest
says nothing about the completion of
the marriage, and the biographer of
Oswald gives a different story, making
Edwy an adulterer: ‘sub uxore pro-
pria alteram adamavit quam et rapuit

. Antistes autem (Odo) . ..

equum ascendit et ad villam qua mulier
mansitabat pervenit, eamque rapuit
et de) regno perduxit.’ (Nero, E. 1.
fo. 1.
? The life of Oswald (Nero, E. 1),
which is the original authority for the
insult offered by Elfsige to Dunstan,
is also silent as to the king who
appointed Elfsige.
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changes that followed Edwy’s death. The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle,
except in its latest and most questionable edition, does not mention
either the death of Odo or the names of Elfsige and Byrhthelm ; and
Adelard also is silent on the whole transaction.

‘When, however, we come to the time of Osbern and Florence, we
find an immediate difficulty. Osbern attributes the appointment of
Elfsige and Byrhthelm to Edgar: Florence of Worcester, perhaps
wavering in his own mind, places the election of Elfsige before, and
that of Byrhthelm after, the accession of Edgar to the whole king-
dom.! William of Malmesbury follows Osbern in ascribing the
appointment of Elfsige to Edgar, and although in the Life of
Dunstan he adopts the same statements about Byrhthelm, does not
mention him among the archbishops in the Gesta Pontificum.
Eadmer, who might have been expected to be accurate, follows
Osbern. Such an array of writers, who possessed, in the records of
their churches, authorities which have not come down to us, might
be supposed to afford a conclusive comment on the original state-
ment, strong enough certainly to refute an argument founded on the
first reading of that statement.

Such, however, is the scantiness of all information added by
these writers to the original stock preserved in the Chronicle, that
we can scarcely give them credit for possessing or for using materials
that have not come down to us. We have recourse, therefore, to the
information which we may find in charters and kalendars, and in a
more precise examination of the chronology.

Edwy died on the 1st or 2nd of October 959.2 Odo died on the
9nd of June;?® but in what year? His name is found attached to
an Abingdon charter dated May 17, 959, which has no decisive mark
of forgery.* If he died in June 959, there is still time before the
1st of October for Elfsige to go as far as the Alps, thirty-three days’
journey, for his companions o return home, and Byrhthelm to be
elected. And the existence of a charter of Edwy, dated 959, and
attested by Byrhthelm as ¢ Dorobernensis ecclesie episcopus,” may
be regarded as conclusively proving that he was appointed by that
king.® On the other hand, such a succession of events is so rapid as
to be almost unprecedented. Elfsige would hardly have found the

! Flor. Wig. A.p. 958, 959.

2 Four MSS. of the Chronicle give
the year 959; two 958; one Oct. 1,
958. Florence gives 959 ; the Kalen-
dar printed by Hampson gives the
day Oct. 2 ; the charters afford ample
proof that Edwy was alive in 959.

? Obituary of Canterbury, Angl.
Sacr. i. 54.

* Kemble, Cod. Dipl. No. 1224, an

Abingdon charter, attested not only
by Odo but by Eadgiva the king’s
grandmother, Hist. Abend. i. 169-
172. It is worth observing that of the
two copies of this charter one (Clau-
dius, ¢. 9) omits the name of Odo.

5 This charter, which is not in
Kemble, is in the Book of Hyde (ed.
Edwards), p. 177.
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Alps so blocked with snow in June that he should be really frozen
to death ; and Florence of Worcester distinctly places Odo’s death
in the year in which he separated Edwy and Elfgifu, that is in 958.
It is important, too, to observe that one copy of the Abingdon
charter omits the name of Odo. On the whole we may safely con-
clude that sufficient ground is found for setting aside the statements
of Osbern as to the nomination of his two successors, and for inter-
preting the Saxon priest accordingly.

A minor question is this: Byrhthelm is called by our first
author the bishop of Dorset, that is, of Sherborne ; but the lists of
the bishops of Sherborne contain no such name, that see having
been occupied successively by Wulfsige, who, as we know from
charters, disappears in 958, and Elfwold, who signs first in 961. It
is true that between these years there is room for Byrhthelm, but
the lists, which are nearly contemporary, do not admit him. On
the other hand, we find prelates of this name at this period, in the
sees of Wells, Winchester, and London. It is not by any means
impossible that the bishop who was elected to Canterbury was the
bishop of Wells, who is called electus in 956,' and who may either
have held Sherborne after Wulfsige’s death in 958, as well as Wells,
just as Dunstan held London, or have been called bishop of Dorset
in mistake for Somerset. We find his name, however, so often in
the Abingdon charters that it seems more natural to adopt the
former supposition. The fact that we find two bishops of the name
congtantly attesting together? hinders us from identifying this
Byrhthelm with the occupants of the sees of London and Win-
chester ; but it is obvious that if Canterbury were practically vacant,
as we have supposed, from June 958 to October 959, any bishops
appointed in the meantime must have either sought consecration
elsewhere or have held sees in plurality. I think that on the whole
it is most likely that Byrhthelm, who is called the king’s kinsman,®
was a competitor with Dunstan in more ways than one; he was
probably Edwy’s prime minister, as Dunstan was HKdgar’s, and
Edgar’s triumph was the decisive cause for his final defeat.

Dunstan then became archbishop of Canterbury in 959 ; the
entries in the Chronicle which place this event in 961* being

! Kemble, C.D. No. 349: irom s
Bath Cartulary. Byrhthelm of Wells
succeeded a bishop named Wulfhelm
in 956: Wulfsige of Sherborne dis-
appears from the charters in 958; and
his successor Elfwold first appears in
961. I am strengthened in this con-
jecture by finding that Mr. Robertson,
Hist. Bssays, p. 194, note, also sup-
poses Byrhthelm to have succeeded

Waulfsige in 958.

2 E.g., Kemble, C. D. No. 1225.

3 Kemble, C. D. 469.

4 See Thorpe’s edition, pp. 218,
219, where it will be seen that the
passage is an interpolation in one MS,,
is altogether omitted in four, and at
home only in the Canterbury MS.
Dom. A. 8, which is the least valuable
as an authority.
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late insertions, and at variance with the evidence of charters. The
commemoration of his ordination on October 21,! before mentioned,
may possibly refer to his installation at Canterbury; and if this be
the case, no time could have been lost after Edwy’s death in remov-
ing Byrhthelm, a fact which is moreover proved by two charters of
959 2 which Dunstan witnesses. After the settlement of the king-
dom he went to Rome for the pall. This he received from Pope
John XII. probably in 960, in which year very few charters con-
tain his name. In 961 he consecrated Elfstan and Oswald his
guceessors in the sees of London and Worcester, probably also the
new bishop of Sherborne. In 963 he consecrated Ethelwold, his
old fellow-pupil or disciple, to the see of Winchester,® and from
that date begins the struggle of the monks and clerks which
furnishes most of the historians of the reign with their chief
subject of discussion. We must, however, dismiss this famous
question with a very few remarks in addition to those already
made.

All evidence seems to show that, whilst the monastic move-
ment had taken its rise ab Winchester, it had been received with the
most fervour in Mercia. Dunstan received his impressions in its
favour from Elfege the Bald. Ethelwold was a native of Winchester,
and Oswald had been trained and held preferment in the-same city.
The revival of Glastonbury and Abingdon, under the patronage of
Edred, was the limit of success in Wessex for a long time, and the
four years of Edwy’s rule were unfavourable to its extension. The
statements of Osbern and Eadmer, that Edwy confiscated all
monastic property, are not borne out by the authority of the earlier
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writers, but Glastonbury had certainly been seized, and the con-

dition of Winchester under Ethelwold seems to show that such
monachism as had existed under Elfege was extinguished under
his successor. We may safely infer that the monastic party shared
in the disgrace of Dunstan, and was made to bear the effects of the
quarrel between Edwy and Odo. Accordingly, when the revolt of
the Mercians and Northumbrians placed Edgar in the position of a
rival, and a too powerful rival, o his brother, it was natural that
he should find support in the monastic party; it is also quite
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possible that that revolt was prompted by the leaders of the religious

reform, who were provoked by Edwy’s foolish and unlawful mar-
riage. The story that Edgar in his early youth had been moved by
the sight of the ruined monasteries to make a vow of restitution *

! Ang. Sae. i. 54. ¢ Clericos perosos habuit, nostri habitus
? Kemble, C. D. Nos. 1221, 1225. viros sicut diximus honoravit,’ says
Chr. 8. A.p. 963. the monk of Ramsey. (V. Oswaldi,

* Regularis Concordia: preface. Nero E. 1.1{. 8)
(¢}
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may very well be true ; he owed his crown to men who were sincere
in their desire to bring about the same end. Unquestionably there
were many other points at issue. Wessex and Mercia were held
together by a very slight thread, as both earlier and later history
show ; but there can, I think, be no doubt either that religious
questions entered into the struggle, or that the results bound Edgar,
even more firmly than they bound Dunstan, to the monastic interest.
The very scanty notices of the Chronicle during Edgar’s reign
illustrate this, and what little truth can be sifted from the exag-
gerations of the later monastic writers seems to confirm the conclu-
sion., Oswald, under the protection of the East Anglian ealdorman
Ethelwin, was working at Ramsey. Kthelwold was nursing a scheme
of extension which was to revive the churches which had perished
in the Danelaw. Archbishop Oskytel of York, the near kinsman of
Oswald and Odo, and of the half mythic Thurkytel, abbot of Bed-
ford, whom Crowland afterwards claimed as founder, must have
been one leader of the ‘populus brumalis,” when they renounced
Edwy. Edgar’s success placed these men in possession of all the
power they could desire. With Dunstan at Canterbury, Ethelwold

 at Winchester, and Oswald at Worcester, their course was clear.

Ethelwold was the moving spirit, Oswald tempered zeal with dis-
cretion, Dunstan’s hand may be credited with such little moderation
and practical wisdom as can be traced. The movement, with all its
drawbacks, was justifiable, perhaps absolutely necessary. The
cleansing of Winchester from the ¢ spurcitiee clericorum’ may not
have been indispensable to the welfare of Ramsey, Ely, Peterborough,
and Thorney ; but we cannot doubt that & monastic mission system
was necessary for the recovery of middle England from the desola-
tion and darkness which had been brought upon it by the Danes, or
that the monastic revival was in those regions both successful and
useful. :

In his first year, 964, Ethelwold, with Edgar’s assistance,
expelled the seculars from the two great monasteries of Winchester,
from Chertsey, and from Milton,' and, after doing so, carried out his
scheme in middle England. He recovered Ely, Peterborough, and
Thorney from the hands into which they had fallen, and established
a body of monks in each, under abbots of his own training. Oswald
acted with less energy; instead of driving the clerks out of his
cathedral at Worcester, he removed his episcopal cheir to the
neighbouring monastery ; but he carried on his educational and
missionary work at Ramsey with not less zeal than was shown by
Ethelwold. It isaccordingly on this part of England that the storm
falls when the old causes of quarrel revive after the death of Edgar.

! Chr. 8. A.p. 964.
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The only other question of interest in the career of Dunstan
during the reign of Edgar is that which concerns the king’s
coronation at Bath, and, in connexion with it, the story of the
nun of Wilton and the septennial penance. According to Osbern,
Edgar violated a nun at Wilton, who became mother of Edward,
his successor, and Dunstan imposed as a penance, besides other
observances, the disuse of the crown for seven years and the founda-
tion of a nunnery at Shaftesbury. Eadmer denies that the young
woman in question was a nun, or that she was the mother of Edward,
but admits the fact of the crime and the penance, with the exception
of the foundation of Shaftesbury, which was known to have been a
work of King Alfred. Gotselin, the biographer of S. Edith, and a
contemporary of Osbern, gives to the lady of Wilton the name of
Woulftrudis, and asserts that Edgar would have married her had she
not retired to take the veil at Wilton.! Nicolas of Worcester,
Eadmer’s friend, denied the connexion between the disuse of the
crown and the sin of Edgar, and gave the name of S. Edward’s
mother as Athelfleda, daughter of Ordmer, ealdorman of the East
Angles.? Willidm of Malmesbury, in the Gesta Regum, whilst he
related three legendary stories of KEdgar’s vices, attempted to
harmonise the several accounts which he had read, and gave the full
account of the murder of Ethelwold and marriage of Edgar and
Elfthritha, adding that the nunnery of Werewell was founded as an
expiation for the erime.?

So far as direct evidence goes, the story of the nun of Wilton
rests on the testimony of Osbern, which is in itself suspicious, and
is told with circumstances that supply a partial refutation. Ason
this the truth of the septennial penance depends, it may fairly be
argued that the whole story stands or falls together. The life of
S. Edith, however, which represents a quite independent tradition,
clearly shows that there was an ancient scandal about a veiled lady
at Wilton ; William of Malmesbury’s legend of the murder of
Ethelwold proves a tradition as to the foundation of an expiatory
monastery. The words of the Anglo-Saxon poet, imbedded in the
Chronicle, are a telling proof of Edgar’s vices.t The coronation
taking place in 978, just seven years after the marriage of Edgar

! Mabillon, AA. S8. O. 8. B. sxc. v.
p. 623.

2 The biographer of Oswald (Nero
E. 1) says that Elfthritha was the
daughter of Ordmer, ealdorman of the
¢ Occidentales Angli;’ but he also
makes her mother of both Edward
and Ethelred; so that he must
have confounded two of Xdgar’s
wives.  The Chronicle says that

Elfthritha was daughter of Ordgar.

8 Gesta Regum, lib. I. (ed. Hardy,
p. 254).

4 Ap. 958. Canute thought Edgar
‘vitiis deditus, maximeque libidinis
servus in subjectos propior tyranno
fuisset.” W. Malm. G.P. (ed. Hamil-
ton), p. 190 : from Gotselin’s Life of
S. Edith ; Mabillon, swe. v. p. 626.
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and Elfthritha, affords a presumption as to some econnexion between
the story of the seven years’ penance and that ill-omened marriage.
But the very circumstances which seem to us to afford a practical
clue to the explanation may have themselves suggested the legend.
It may be quite as wise to reject the whole of the legendary matter,
and deny, with Nicolas of Worcester, the connexion of the coronation
with the penance.! If this be done, we cannot do better than accept.
the theory which has been recently worked out with great research
and ingenuity by one of our most eminent historical scholars,? that
Edgar’s coronation at Bath was a solemn typical enunciation of the
consummation of English unity, an inauguration of the king of all
the nations of England, celebrated by the two archbishops, possibly
with special instructions or recognition from Rome, possibly in
imitation of the imperial consecration of Edgar’s kinsmen, the first
and second Oftto, possibly as a declaration of the imperial character
of the English erown itself. ’

The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle supplies only three facts during the
seven years that intervene between the marriage and the coronation :
the war in Westmoreland, the ravaging of Thanet by the king, of
which no explanation is given, and the appointment of Oswald to
the see of York. Florence of Worcester throws into these vacant
years the several stages of monastic progress: the year 967 is marked
by the foundation of Romsey; in 968 Edgar placed monks at Exeter ;
in 969 the clerks were banished from the monasteries of Mercia; in
970 3 the relics of S. Swithun at Winchester were translated ; and
in 972 the new minster was dedicated. The great coronation at
Bath took place at Whitsuntide 978, and the homage of the eight
kings shortly after at Chester. Two years after, on July 8, 975,
Edgar died, and was buried by Dunstan by his father’s side at
Glastonbury. ‘ _

Dunstan survived his friend for thirteen years, during which the
biographers do not supply a single item of independent information.
The Saxon priest tells us little of the reign of Edgar, and does not

! The Life of Oswald, which gives\

a full detail of this coronation, has
not & word about the penance, and
represents as ¢ de more solito.” How-
ever, as it gives at length the Promis-
sio Regis, as taken on the oceasion, it
is clear that it was not a mere crown-
wearing festival.

? Robertson, Hist. Essays, pp. 203—
215, a most learned and instructive
essay.

® This translation must be dis-
tinguished from the more famous de-
dication of the church celebrated by

Wulfstan in the poem published by
Mabillon, see. v. pp. 614 sq., at which
Dunstan was present, and the bishops
Elfstan, Ethelgar, Elfstan, Escwig,
Elfege, Athelsige, and Athulf :—

‘Quorum summus erat vultu ma-
turus et actu

Canitie niveus Dunstan et an-
gelicus.’

The names of the bishops fix the date,
I think, to the year 980, in which
Ethelgar was consecrated; Elfstan of
Ramsbury died in 981.
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-even mention his successors. Adelard records that the saint crowned
and anointed both Edward and Ethelred, and that he possessed
gufficient influence with the latter to induce him to appoint Elfege
to Winchester. The Chronicle does little more than record the
reversal of Edgar’s monastic policy under his youthful successor by
the agency of Elfhere, ealdorman of Mercia. Florence adds that
the influence of Elfhere was counteracted by the three East Anglian
and East Saxon nobles, Ethelwin, Elfwold, and Brihtnoth, and gives
an account of the election of Edward which bears a somewhat
suspicious likeness to the language of Osbern. It is to the Chronicle
that we owe our knowledge of the council of Kirtlington in 977,
-and that of Calne in 978, the history of which was interwoven by
Osbern into his account of the monastic quarrel. The murder of
the young king is there recorded without the mention of the names
of the guilty. It isin Osbern that we first find it laid to the charge
of Elfthritha. But the Chronicler, who records under the year 980
the translation of Edward’s body from Wareham to Shaftesbury, by
Elfhere and Dunstan, the former the leader of the secular, the latter
the patron of the monastic party, shuts out the probability that
Edward was sacrificed to political rather than personal aims. The
inference drawn from the silence of the contemporary chronicles is
unfavourable to Elfthritha; the statement that Edward’s kinsmen
would not avenge him ! does not warrant us in supposing that he
was the vietim of a conspiracy. Dunstan crowned his successor at
Kingston, and then attempted to impress upon him the binding
character of his royal obligations in a document, the ‘Promissio
Regis,” with its commentary, which is still preserved. We may ask,
but we cannot answer, who guided the state during the childhood
of Ethelred. The political history of Dunstan ends with his acces-
sion.

It is, however, to this period of his life that the letter of Abbo
belongs, and the picture of his daily occupations drawn by the
Saxon priest. His chief employment was on the divine service,
prayer and psalmody, and holy vigils; now and then he resumed
the employments of his youth, exercising his old skill in handicraft
in the making of musical instruments like the organs which were
kept at Malmesbury, or the bells that were known at Canterbury as
his own work ; the early hours of the morning he gave to the very
needful task of correcting the faulty manuscripts of the library.
Even after he had retired from political life, leaving Kthelred to
mismanage his kingdom as he chose, the great domains of his
church afforded him abundance of public work ; it was his delight
to make peace between man and man, to receive and assist the

! Chron. Sax. A.p. 975.
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widows and fatherless, pilgrims and strangers of all sorts; as an
ecclesiastical judge he never stayed his hand against unlawful
marriages, or in the maintenance of ecclesiastical order. He was.
an admirable steward of the church’s wealth, a founder and endower
of new churches, and indefatigable in the work of instruction,
gathering young and old, men and women, clerk, monk, and lay, to
listen to his teaching. ¢And thus all this English land was filled
with his holy doctrine, shining before God and men like the sun and
moon. When he was minded to pay to Christ the Lord the due
hours of service, and the celebrations of the mass, with such entire-
ness of devotion helaboured in singing that he seemed to be speaking
face to face with the Lord, even if just before he had been vexed
with the quarrels of the people; like S. Martin, he constantly kept
eye and hand intent on heaven, never letting his spirit rest from
prayer.’

The idea of the sketch is that of a good and faithful servant;

' there is nothing grotesque about the man as he appears in the pages

of the eye-witness; nothing of the tyrannical ascetic. It is the
crowning of a laborious life, of & man who has had great power and
has used it for his country, and who, now that other rulers have.
arisen who do not know or love him, falls back on the studies of his
youth, and spends his last years in the promotion of pious and
learned works. The end, if we set aside, as I think we may safely
do, the strange story of the miracle, is quiet and peaceful. He was
only sixty-four when he died, but his public life had begun early and
lasted long, and his fame lived both at home and abroad, in the
praises of the strangers whom he had befriended, the churches that
he had planted, the scholars whom he had taught, but chiefly in the
longing remembrance of the peace and glory which Edgar under his.
teaching had maintained : the peace and glory which were written
in the hearts of the English, although they left vacant pages in the
chronicles, and which were the last glimpses of national prosperity.
Yet Dunstan’s memory was worshipped not only from a feeling of
regret; as I have remarked more than once, his beatification in
popular regard scarcely waited for his death; and it is no small
proof of the estimation in which his memory was held that when, in
1017, Canute set the laws civil and ecclesiastical upon the ancient
and national footing, together with the feast on the anniversary of
S. Edward, a perpetual protest against the line of Ethelred, he
ordered the solemn and universal observance of 8. Dunstan’s mass
day.!

The true mark of Dunstan’s mind must be looked for in Edgar’s.
legislation, and in the few canons passed at the ecclesiastical

! Leges Canuti (Schmid, p. 265), I. 17.
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assemblies of the reign. These will all be found among the ancient
laws and institutes of the Anglo-Saxons, published by Wilkins,
Thorpe, and Schmid.! That Dunstan had a chief part in the
enactment of these is a necessary inference from the fact that
throughout the reign he was the king’s closest friend and adviser,
the chief of his witan, the ecclesiastical head of the nation. The
laws that bear Edgar’s name must bear the impress of Dunstan’s
mind. We cannot follow the writers who argue that because
Edgar’s canons do not forbid the marriage of the clergy they must
be referred to the period of his reign when Dunstan was not yeb
archbishop, and argue, therefore, that they were the work of a king
of fifteen years old who was under the guidance of a party far more
monastically inclined than Dunstan himself.?

Of the secular laws of Edgar, the institution of the Hundred
seems to be a reconstruction and development of the old German
Hundred system, for special purposes of police, from which no
inference can be drawn as to the policy of its author. The secular
ordinances and the ¢ Supplementum ’ are in this respect more impor-
tant ; and the preamble to the first of these asserts a noble prineiple :
¢T will that every man be worthy of folkright, as well poor as rich,
and that righteous dooms be judged to him.” The enactments that
follow are few but definite, and touch on the remedial jurisdiction
of the king, the regular holding of the popular courts, the general
gystem of ¢ borh ’ or security for appearance in the gemots, and the
uniformity of coins and measures. In the Supplementum the hand
of Dunstan is distinetly traceable ; it is an enactment in the time of
pestilence, that the wrath of God may be turned from the people.
‘T and the archbishop command,” says the king, ¢ that ye anger not
God’ by robbing him or his church. The practices of religion are
enjoined, the rights of the king and his thegns, the legal freedom of
the Danes, and their possession of their own laws, are secured ; the
points included in the earlier laws are repeated, and the observance
of the peace enforced by threats and promises. Although these few
ordinances bear but a slight proportion to the laws of Ethelred and
Canute, they are distinctly constructive: the administration of
justice, the equal rights of poor and rich, Dane and English, and
the careful maintenance of the ‘frith’ by the hundred system, are

! Thorpe (folio ed.) pp. 109-118.
Schmid, pp. 182-199. )

? Johnson’s Canons, ed. Baron, i.
408, ¢ Though these laws and the first
set of canons following next after
them are ascribed to king Edgar, yet
they have nothing of the spirit of
Dunstan in them: I mean they inflict

no punishments or hard censures on
the married clergy, as they certainly
would if Dunstan had been at the
making of them.” Also, p. 412, ¢ these
canons, which I place before Dunstan’s
accession to the see of Canterbury, as
containing no censure against the
married clergy.’
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progressive measures of reform. If Dunstan’s work is here, we have
some justification of the praises of his biographers.

The ecclesiastical laws of the period are of the same constructive
and progressive stamp. Those few enactments which are included
among Edgar's laws touch chiefly on payments to the churches,
church scot, tithe, and Rome penny, and on the observance of
festivals and fasts. The canons which touch on spiritual matters
have a wider interest;® but, like most canonical legislation, they
incorporate very much of earlier law. They fall into two classes;
the first are called the sixty-seven canons of Edgar, many of which
are taken from the Karolingian capitularies, and which touch on
synods, the exercise of spiritual discipline, the abolition of the relics
of heathenism, the observance of Sundays, festivals, and fasts, the
decent and solemn celebration of the sacraments, and the guidance
of the lives of the clergy. Ome or two are characteristic, we may
think, of Dunstan: ¢ That no priest receive a scholar without the
leave of the other by whom he was formerly retained;’ ¢that
every priest do teach manual arts with diligence ; ’ ¢ that no learned
priest reproach him that is less learned, but mend him if he know
how;’ ‘that no noble born priest despise one of less noble birth ; if
it be rightly considered, all men are of one origin.” The penitential
canons which are found in connexion with these are a compilation
of the period from the earlier penitential books of the church, and
contain nothing original. Nor do they contain anything that con-
nects them with the reign of Edgar or the pontificate of Dunstan.
It is in these only that any mention is found of clerical marriages :
¢ If & mass priest or a monk or deacon had a lawful wife before he
was ordained, and dismisses her and takes orders, and then receives
her again by lying with her, let every one of them fast as for murder
and vehemently lament it ; '—a very necessary safeguard in an age
in which it was so common to play fast and loose with sacred
obligations. But this canon, on which apparently depends the
charge of persecuting the married cl‘ergy made so commonly against
Dunstan, is an extract from penitentials of much earlier date, and
cannot with any certainty be assigned to him as its re-enactor.?

William of Malmesbury has preserved a tradition which serves to
present Dunstan in a light that can hardly offend popular reformers
of this day. He introduced the custom of inserting pegs in the

! Thorpe, pp. 395 sq. Johnson, i.  Halitgar of Cambray; here it is taken
pp. 412 sq. from the Penitential of Columbanus,
Z It is taken from the fourth book and the earlier writers. See Wasser-
of the Pseudo-Egbertine Penitential, schleben, Bussordnungen der Abend-
which again is from the Pseudo- léndische Kirche, p. 365. Thorpe
Theodore, which takes it from the pp. 408, 378, 283.
Peenitentiale Romanum, published by
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drinking cups, that no man might run into excess without knowing
it Human nature, which is so apt to mistake a limit for a law, a
maximum for a minimum, soon put the pegs to the opposite use,
and required ‘legislation that forbade the custom ¢of drinking to
pegs,’ or, as we should say, ¢ allowing no heeltaps.’

The early and more trustworthy writers connect the memory of
Dunstan with no cruel or barbarous asceticism. The evidence of
the laws does, I think, confirm the testimony of the Lives. Dunstan
i3 a constructor, not a destroyer; a consolidator, not a pedantic
theorist ; a reformer, not an innovator ; a politician, not a bigot; a
statesman, not a zealot. His merits as a scholar, an artist, a
musician, & cunning craftsman, are a part of the contemporary pic-
ture which ought not to be disregarded. His zeal for education is a
far more authentic trait than his zeal for celibacy. His vindication
of the law of marriage can never be regarded as a blot by those who
know anything of the state of society, especia,lly in the royal houses
of his day; or consider the strange way in which religion and
courtly adulation could be combined when the uncorrupted body of
a king like Edgar was believed to work miracles. Yet this has
scarcely been fairly recognised. Dunstan’s zeal for the purity of
marriage is acknowledged as a matter of merit when it was exercised
against the corrupt papacy; yet because by the command of the
witan of the kingdom he draws a wanton boy of fifteen from the
dangerous society of a girl whom it was unlawful for him to marry,
we are told that ‘a young king was persecuted and dethroned by the
insolence of monkery exciting a superstitious people against him.’?
There must be a sacredness, it would seem, about the very sins of
kings.

It is strange that of a life so important and diversified as that of
Dunstan not a single literary monument survives; not a single
letter that can with any possibility be attributed to him, although
several addressed to him are extant, and will be found in the Rolls
Series. Diligent in his ecclesiastical work, diligent in his political
work, diligent as a student and as a teacher, he has left, beyond a
few lines of writing, the endorsement of a charter, and the prayer
put into the mouth of a kneeling figure in an illumination, no
writings whatever.?

It is true that during the middle ages, when the study of alchemy
was rife, a tract bearing the name of Dunstan was circulated among
the initiated ; but it was no doubt assigned to him as to a celebrated

1 Ed. Hardy, p. 237. be in Dunstan’s handwriting (Allen,
2 Hallam, Middle Ages, ii. 267. Prerogative, 223) is based on the
3 The statement that one of the merest conjecture.
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saint and philosopher, whose name might gain for it a circulation
that it could not demand wupon its merits. This work, the
‘Tractatus maximi Domini Dunstani archiepiscopi Cantuariensis
vere philosophi de lapide philosophorum,’ was printed at Cassel in
1649, in the ¢ Clavis porte aures’ of George Ripley.! It isalso
found in a fifteenth century MS. in the Library of Corpus Christi
College, Oxford.?

Another book which has been attributed to Dunstan is the
¢ Regularis Concordia,” & body of rules for monks, which has been at
least twice printed : first by Reyner in the ¢ Apostolatus Benedicti-
norum,” and again in the preliminary matter of the ¢New
Monasticon.” It is an interesting and valuable work, written very
shortly after the monastic revival, and so early received as authori-
tative that it was translated into Anglo-Saxon before the Norman
conquest. It cannot, however, be ascribed to Dunstan, who is
mentioned in it as ‘egregius hujus patrie archiepiscopus, presago
afflatus spiritu,” althongh it is easy to see that it might, by a very
natural mistake, be regarded as his work. It has a considerable
historical value, giving an account of the way in which Edgar was
induced to promote the monastic revival, the missions from Fleury
and Ghent, and the council of Winchester, of which so much is said
in the lives of Dunstan by Osbern and Eadmer. It may con-
jecturally be referred to the abbot Elfric.

There is in the Royal Library, in the British Museum,? a large
commentary on the Benedictine rule, written in the twelfth or
thirteenth century, and illustrated with a very fine full-page picture
of a bishop. This has been attributed with some confidence to
Dunstan, but the MS. contains nothing to justify such & statement ;
neither the Latin style nor the general arrangement of the book is
at first sight consistent with the assumption ; and if there be among
the minuter points of the work anything that suggests it, I have
been unable in a careful examination to discover it.

Of the other books with which the name of Dunstan, not as
author but as traditionary owner, is connected, the most important
is the well-known Bodleian MS. marked Auctarium F. iv. 82.*
This volume consists of a bundle of very ancient remains, the chief
of which are, a large part of the ILiber Euticis Grammatici de

! Clavis porte aures, p. 240. See
Wright’s Biographia Literaria, i. 462.

2 No. 128. Coxe’s Catalogue of
MSS., C.C.C. p. 47. It is a fifteenth
century MS., once the property of
Brian Twyne.

3 MS. Reg. 10 A. 13. See Wright,
Biogr. Lit. i. 461.

+ Deseribed in Macray’s Annals
of the Bodleian, p. 20; Hickes,
Thesaurus, i. p. 144, where the first
page is engraved ; and iii. p. 63; Vil-
lemarqué’s Notices des principaux
MSS. des Anciens Bretons, Paris,
1856.
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discernendis Conjugationibus, a quantity of extracts from the
Scriptures in Greek and Latin, Tables for calculating the Full
Moon, a Paschal table reaching from A.p. 817 to 832, the first book
of Ovid’s Art of Love, a homily in Anglo-Saxon on the Invention of
the Cross, and several minor fragments or notes on measures and
numbers. Several of these pieces contain British glosses and
furnish some of the earliest written specimens of Welsh. On the
first leaf of the volume is a large drawing of our Saviour, holdingin
his right hand a long rod or sceptre, and in his left a book, with a
monk kneeling at his feet. On the sceptre is inscribed the text, ¢ Eit
virga recta est virga regni Tui’; on the book, ¢ Venite filii, audite
me, timorem Domini doecebo vos’: from the mouth of the monk
proceeds a scroll, and over his head is the couplet—

“ Dunstanum memet clemens rogo, Christe, tuere
“ Tenarias me non sinas sorbsisse procellas.”

A later inscription-at the top of the page tells us that this is Dunstan’s
work : ¢ Pictura et scriptura hujus pagins subtus visa est de propria
manu sancti Dunstani’ This drawing was engraved in Hickes’s
Thesaurus, vol. i. p. 144, and in other later works. The manusecript
itself is described in a very early catalogue of the Library of
Glastonbury, now in the Library of Trinity College, Cambridge, and
is also mentioned by Leland as seen by him there, with the note that
the book had been Dunstan’s.! It is one of the most curious
volumes in existence, and would go further to prove the antiquity of
Glastonbury and its connexion with early British as well as Anglo-
Saxon history than all the forged charters even if they were genuine,

Another Glastonbury book in the Bodleian is among the Hatton
MSS., No. 30 ; a copy of S. Augustine on the Apocalypse, at the end
of which in large capitals is the inseription, ‘ Dunstan abbas hune
libellum scribere jussit,” a note evidently made before Dunstan had
reached the rank of either archbishop or saint.?

The Hatton collection contains another book (No. 42) inscribed
on the back ¢Liber Sancti Dunstani,’ which has been already
mentioned as the volume in which the head of ¢ Wulfrie Cild’ is drawn.
This is a collection of canons; the first portion written about the
time of Dunstan, the latter about a century earlier. The more
ancient part consists of the Apostolic canons, and decrees of councils
which form part of the early collections of decretals. The rest of the
volume comprises a copy of the great Irish collection of canons in
sixty-seven chapters, which is found in the much damaged Cotton
MS. Otho E, 18, in the S. Gall MS. 243, and in the Paris MSS. 3182

! Leland, Collectanea, iii. 154.
2 Also mentioned by Macray, Annals, p. 20.
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and 12021, which was prepared for the press by the late Mr. Arthur
Haddan as a part of the second volume of the councils, and has just
been printed in Germany from a collation of various MSS. by Dr.
Wasserschleben of Giessen. The Hatton MS. furnishes a somewhat
enlarged edition, such as Dunstan might be supposed likely to make.
Besides this it contains the canons of Adamnan, a selection of
passages from the Roman and Frank law books, and a quantity of
regulations about degrees of kindred. The fact that it contains the
Irish canons adds a presumption that it was written at Glastonbury,
an inference we should be inclined at first sight to draw from the
company in which it is found. If it was really Dunstan’s book, we
may see in it reflected the nature of his studies : the Irish canons he
might get from his teachers at Glastonbury ; the Frank and Roman
law during his exile at Ghent; the regulations touching marriages
and the degrees of kindred would illustrate those peculiar points
which come out most strongly in the traditions of his discipline.

The National Library at Paris possesses what is called the Ponti-
fical of Dunstan, a magnificent folio of the tenth century, which
once belonged to the church of Sherborne in Dorsetshire, and
may not improbably have been given by Dunstan or one of his
early successors, Its number in the catalogue of Latin MSS.
is 948. It contains besides the Pontifical, on vacant leaves, a
numbeér of interesting pieces touching English church history.
Amongst these is a list of the bishops of Sherborne, ending with
Ethelric, who became bishop in the year 1001 ;! the letter of Pope
John XII. to Dunstan; the letter of an archbishop, whose name is
not given, to bishop Wulfsige, printed in the Rolls Series, and a list
of the books ¢ quos custodit Dodo’; perhaps the Sherborne Library.
This list, which may possibly have been printed, mentions amongst
other books, ¢ Liber Legis Salice,” ¢ Liber Bernelini in Abaco,” and
‘ Liber Helprici artis calculatoris.” Other articles in the volume
are an Anglo-Saxon sermon ¢de dedicatione ecclesiee’; the order
for the benediction of an abbot, ¢tempus inter hominis mortem et
ultimam resurrectionem ’; and ¢this is thera gersednessa sum the
bisceopas gereed habbath.” Besides these there are some Sherborne
charters which have been printed by Kemble.

Of Dunstan’s penmanship, besides the picture in the Bodleian
MS., there are possibly two or three specimens existing in charters.
The cathedral church of Christ at Canterbury possesses one, a grant

! I give the list from this MS.:—  Waerstan. 14. Athelbald. 15. Si-
1. Aldhelm. 2. Forthere. 8. Here- gelm. 16. Alfred. 17. Wulfsige.
wald. 4. Athelmod. 5. Denefrith. 18. Alfwold. 19. Athelsige. 20.
6. Wigberht. 7. Ealhstan. 8. Ealh- Wulfsige. 21. Athelric. It agrees

mund. 9. Athelheah. 10. Waulfsige. exactly with MS. Tiberius B. 5. See
11. Asser. 12. HKthelwerd. 13. Registrum Sacr. Angl. p. 165.



MEMORIALS OF 8. DUNSTAN 29

by king Edred dated in the year 949, in which he gives the monastery
of Reculver to the mother church. A duplicate of this exists among
the Cotton charters, and has been photographed by order of the
trustees of the British Museum. Dunstan professes himself to be the
writer : ‘Ego Dunstan indignus abbas rege Eadredo imperante hane
domino meo hereditariam kartulam dictitando conposui et propriis
digitorum articulis perseripsi.’! Another is said by Mr. Wright to
have been in the possession of the church of Winchester.?

Of Dunstan’s musical ability it is possible that we have a trace
in the trope or cantus ¢ Kyrie rex splendens,’” which according to the
Salisbury use is appointed to be sung on his festival, after the officium.
The text of this composition will be found in the Rolls’ volume,
p. 857, taken from the Gradual,® collated with the printed editions of
the Missal. All, however, that can be said of it is that it may be
Dunstan’s. The history of it is this. Eadmer relates a story of
Dunstan falling asleep one Sunday at mass, whilst waiting for Edgar,
who had gone out hunting. In his sleep he heard a solemn service
in heaven, and when he awoke dictated to his servants a ¢ Kyrie
Eleyson,” which he had learned there, which, according to the
biographer, was in his days sung in many places among the solemn
ceremonies of the mass.* It would seem a natural conclusion that
the ‘Kyrie rex splendens’ which was sung only on the feasts of
Dunstan and S. Michael should be identified with this ; and although
William of Malmesbury does not notice it exceptin a very cursory way,
it must have been believed soon after his day. Higden is, however,
the first writer who distinectly states that the ¢ Kyrie ’ which Dunstan
learned contained the ‘modulos harmoniz’ which were contained
in the trope so famous among the” English, ¢ Kyrie rex splendens.’
The statement is copied by ﬁzmpgra,ve, and appears also in
Bromton, and possibly in othef writers of the fifteenth century.
If, however, we venture to assume thus much, it may reasonably
be questioned whether the words or the music only should be
attributed to Dunstan. Higden’s language seems to refer to the
music, that of Eadmer to the words. It has indeed been thought
that as the peculiar tropes or variations on the ¢ Kyrie ’ are not found
until the thirteenth century in the common missals, the music only
of this one could even by tradition be Dunstan’s. But thisisa
mistake, for we possess a tropary dating nearly if not quite from

! Kemble, C. D. No. cecexxv. conticescendum puto quod et Kyrie

2 Wright, Biog. Lit. i. 459. Eleyson eximium e superis auditum

* In the Bodleian, among the agminibus, quod nostrates satis dul-
¢ Gough Missals.’ citer personare consuescunt.’

4 The Kyrie Eleyson story, how- 5 Higden, ap. Gale, p. 270; Brom-

ever, occurs much earlier in the lifeof ton, ap. Twysden, c. 879.
Oswald, Nero E. 1, fo. 16: ¢ Hoc non
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Dunstan’s days, which contains a large number of ¢ Kyries,” both words
and music. In this we do not find ¢ Kyrie rex splendens,’ but several
forms of expression more or less coinciding with it.! If we suppose
that Dunstan wrote the trope, it would not of course appear at once
in the service books, but there is nothing in it inconsistent with this
antiquity. It may have been many times remodelled like the other
¢ Kyries * and rearranged afterwards.

fyestisn of In the later pages of the Rolls’ volume much will be found about

g&gﬁ,ﬂ the claim of the monks of Glastonbury, first asserted in the twelfth
bones century and stoutly maintained down to the age of the Reformation,
that they possessed the bones of Dunstan. They had been removed,
according to the story, in the reign of Edmund Ironside, and proved
No resson to their genuineness by working miracles. Into the details of this story
believe the q s .
storyof ~ weneed not enter : there is no reason whatever for believing that such
tmnslation & translation ever took place, or that Glastonbury ever possessed a
single bone of Dunstan. The tale, like so many other marvels of
hagiology, has its parallels elsewhere : no doubt relics were stolen
on a large scale as well as given and purchased. King Edmund
was believed to have removed from the north to Glastonbury the
bones of Aidan, Ceolfrith, and Hilda ;2 and these saints had special
commemorations at Glastonbury so early that the invention of the
story cannot fairly be ascribed to William of Malmesbury.? Edred
and Odo again were believed to have carried off the body of S.
Parallel Wilfrid from Ripon to Canterbury. These were cases in which the
treditions 1 odies of the saints were removed to save them from the profane
hands of the Norsemen. A still closer parallel may be found in the
history of Ely. Ecgfrid, the abbot of S. Alban’s, according to the
Ely historians, flying at the command of Stigand from the Normans,
carried with him to Ely the shrine containing the bones of the proto-
martyr, and, in order to obtain admission into the brotherhood,
deposited them or allowed them to be deposited with the bones of
S. Etheldreda.t The S. Alban’s historians denied the truth of this.
The flight of the abbot— Fretheric they call him—is admitted, and
his death and burial at Ely; ‘whence,’ says Matthew Paris, ¢they
of Ely, lying against their own heads, assert that he brought thither
with him the bones of S. Alban, not fearing to allege against the holy
man the crime of sacrilege.” The reverence paid to S. Alban was there-
fore diminished, as was the case also with other saints of the kingdom,

! MS. Bodl. 775. the Missal of Leofric in the Bodleian
2 W. Malmesb. Gesta Pontiff. p. Library.
198. * Liber Eliensis (ed. Stewart), p.

® See especially the Kalendar in 227,
MS. Cotton, Nero A. 2; and that in



MEMORIALS OF S. DUNSTAN 31

and miracles in their churches became less frequent.! Before 1129
another competitor, ¢ quoddam collegium in Dacia,’ falsely asserted the
possession of the relics, and in that year the coffin at S. Alban’s was
opened and the bones counted. Still the men of Ely contended
that miracles constantly proved them in the right. At last, under
papal pressure, early in the reign of Henry II. they confessed that
they had been deceived by a pious fraud.2 Not so the monks of
Glastonbury, who carried on the battle until the eve of the Reform-
ation. There is no probability that Dunstan’s remains ever left Can-
terbury; they rested in the shrine which so many ages of pious
affection had provided and adorned until the Reformation, when, if
they escaped the blind profanity of Henry VIII., it was because the
glories of S. Dunstan had been eclipsed by a more famous ecclesi-
astical hero.?

Of the cultus of Dunstan the illustrations given in the eighth
section of this volume in the Rolls Series will probably prove sufficient
to content the reader.

I shall not attempt to draw a minute character of Dunstan, for
the materials before us afford too small data to make it possible
to do so with any definiteness. But I think we may, from the
language of the first biographer, the letters of Abbo and the other
writers included in this volume, get a glimpse of the man, truer if
fainter than the fancy portraits drawn by later writers who have
geen no mean between indiscriminate adulation on the one hand and
the most hateful detraction on the other. Dunstan has been repre-
sented by a very learned recent writer as a man whose whole life was
‘a crusade, cruel, unrelenting, yet but partially successful, against
the married clergy, which in truth comprehended the whole secular
clergy of the Anglo-Saxon kingdom.” ¢Dunstan was, as it were, in
a narrower sphere, a prophetic type and harbinger of Hildebrand.
Like Hildebrand, or rather like Damiani doing the work of Hildebrand,
in the spirit not of a rival sovereign but of an iron-hearted monk, he
trampled the royal power under his feet. The scene at the coronation
of king Edwy, excepting the horrible cruelties to which it was the
prelude, and which belong to a more barbarous race, might seem to
prepare mankind for the humiliation of the emperor Henry at Canosa.’
For this invective there is not in the writings of contemporaries, or
in any authentic remains of Dunstan’s legislation, the shadow of a

! Gesta Abbatum (ed. Riley),i. 51.  and at Glastonbury, crosses, chasubles,

2 Ibid. p. 176. censers, and vestments of his making.

3 In the twelfth and thirteenth  Wright, Biogr. Lit. i. 485, 459.
centuries the great bells which he had * Milman, Latin Christianity, vol.
made for Abingdon were preserved; iv.p. 25 (ed. 1867).
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foundation. What Dunstan did at Edwy’s coronation he did by the
order of the assembled witan of the kingdom. The cruelties which are
said to have followed are asserted on the authority of Osbern and
Eadmer, the earlier of whom wrote nearly a century and a half after
the death of Edwy, and depend on no-other testimony. If they ever
took place at all, they took place during Dunstan’s exile, during the
war that preceded the election of Hdgar. Such at least is the state-
ment of Osbern, who is the sole witness; Eadmer’s additions in his
life of Odo resting on no evidence at all.! The charge of persecuting
the married clergy is as baseless. We have no means of judging
what proportion of the secular clergy was married : the secular clerks
who held monastic property were married, and the same evidence
which proves their marriages proves also how lightly the marriage
tie sat upon them. But against these it was not Dunstan chiefly,
but Oswald and Ethelwold who took the measures of reform which
are represented as persecution, and which were no doubt severe and
undiseriminating. In this Dunstan, as I have already remarked,
takes only a secondary part: he does not remove the clerks from his
own cathedral churches; his sympathy with the monastic movement
is only to be gathered by inference from the fact that he did not
oppose it. As to the married .clergy in general there is absolutely
no evidence whatever; and here is the most astounding amount of
assumption. It is scarcely to be believed that our canonists, in
discussing the date of the little ecclesiastical legislation that belongs
to Edgar’s reign, have determined that it does not belong to Dunstan’s
pontificate because it contains no enactments against the married
clergy. Yet Dunstan became archbishop as soon as Edwy was dead,
and beyond a doubt inspired whatever ecclesiastical law was made
in that reign. In fact the only laws which can with any probability
be ascribed to Dunstan are altogether silent on the point. We know
that when he was a young man in minor orders he intended to marry,
and it was the taking of monastic vows that showed his renunciation
of the design. It is the enforcement of monastic discipline, not the
compulsory celibacy of the clergy, that is the object of the clerical
reforms ; and in this Dunstan only partly sympathised. As for the
charge of trampling on the royal authority, it may be dismissed in a
word. Men’s views of what constitutes vice may differ, but any rule
that condemns Dunstan condemns John the Baptist also ; and if any
error on the side of severity is pardonable, it is when the rebuke is

I will content myself with a little can be added to the exhaustive
general reference to Mr. Robertson’s summary of the former writer. Both
invaluable essay on Dunstan’s policy, works stand, as might be expected, in
Hist. Essays, pp 189 sq.: and to Dr.  strong contrast with Milman, Hallam,
Hook’s Life of Dunstan. I think and Lingard.
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addressed to the vices of princes: why is Dunstan to be blamed for
that which is the glory of Ambrose and Anselm ?

But in truth the career of Dunstan was no anticipation of that
of Hildebrand : it was the very counterpart of that of Gerbert, the
student, the practical workman, the wise instructor of a royal pupil,
the statesman, the reformer, and the patriot. Osbern and Eadmer
drew the character of their saint in the spirit with which they were
themselves inspired, imputing to him qualities which in their
imagination were virtues, as in the eyes of more modern writers they
have seemed to be vices, but which the world may be almost said to
have learned from the life of Gregory VII. They drew the picture
of the saint in lines and colours that seemed to them indispensable
to sanctity, and read the history of Dunstan through the history of
Henry IV.

Another point has been already referred to, which receives some
important illustration from the early lives and letters here printed :
the connexion of England with Flanders, especially in the point of
monastic reform. It must not be forgotten, that while monasticism
had become under Alfred practically extinct in England, on the
continent it had merely languished. The monasticism of Flanders
wag active and energetic compared with that of England, just as the
monasticism of Fleury was definite and severe as compared with
that of Flanders. Count Baldwin had married the daughter of
Alfred; she took a part in the monastic revival in her adopted
country, such as Alfred had attempted at home, and which was carried
out by two men of very different character in the two countries,
Edred and Arnulf, both grandsons of Alfred. In the year 918 the
monks of Blandinium had received from Etheldritha, or Elstrudis as
they called her, & grant of lands in Kent which were in their hands
when the Domesday Survey was made.! Whilst Edred was reviving
Glastonbury and Abingdon, Arnulf was rebuilding and refilling
S. Bertin, S. Vedast, and Blandinium. Eighteen great monasteries
were restored by him. All this was well known to the West Saxzon
princes. Elstrudis was buried at Blandinium. Xdwin, the brother
of Athelstan, who perished at sea by his brother’s cruelty, it was
said, found his resting-place at S. Bertin.2 The so-called monks
who were expelled in the process of reform and would not accept the
revived Benedictine rule, found refuge with Athelstan in England.?

! Meyer, Annales Rerum Belgica- Anglia in finibus Cantii, unde tabulas
rum, p. 20. ‘A.p.929. Obiit Elstru- habent anno 918." A charter con-
dis magni principis mater 7=° kalen- firming the grant of FEtheldritha,
das Junias, jacetque sepulta prope made by Edward the Confessor, is
maritum Blandinii in sedicula parentis  printed in Kemble, C. D. No. declxxi.
virginis. Heac Blandiniensibus eeeno- 2 Meyer, p. 20.
bitis amplas donavit possessiones in ¢ Ibid. p. 21.
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It is thus easy to account for the hospitable treatment which
Dunstan found in the territories of ‘Arnulf, and for the letters
addressed to Edgar, to Dunstan and his.successors, by the Flemish
and North French monasteries, asking or returning thanks for help.
! This serves to open a comparatively untrodden field of ecclesi-
g Vst astical history, for the illustration of which it is probable that
axon Kings 3 0 .
more remains are extant than is generally suspected. It is extremely
desirable that the history of the foreign relations of England,
political, ecclesiastical and literary, in the tenth and eleventh cen-
turies, should be more carefully explored. There is no reason to
suppose that the invasion of the Danes, when they destroyed so
much else, really interrupted the intercourse of England with
Germany, The marriages of the daughters of Alfred and Edward
do not stand alone. The political negotiations of Odo placed Lewis
d’Outremer on the throne of the West Franks; the wanderings of
Kynewald brought Athelstan and his court into close ecclesiastical
affinity with the monasteries of Germany. It is true that there ig
some uniformity in the result: English gold is as ingenuously
asked for, and as freely bestowed, as it continues to be for ages after.
English manuscripts are borrowed, of which there is no notice of
(I’rfltEe;cgt;ﬁ;? return. Few and far between are the notices of Englishmen in
with the  continental authors, but nevertheless there are traces of a continuous
continest  and lively intercourse, which might be multiplied by close examina-
tion, and might yield an unexpected harvest to patient labour.
& e The number of Greek words that occur in the early lives and letters
of thetime ~ Will necessarily attract the notice of scholars. This is no peculiarity
of English writers ; it is a common feature of the period ; and it is
one the examination of which has never been thoroughly carried out.
The superficial use of glossaries, without any knowledge of grammar,
will account for some part of the vocabulary which so curiously
diversifies the Latin of the Saxon priest. The use of Greek hymns
or Greek versicles in the services of the church may account for a
phrase here and there. The occasional visit of a Greek pilgrim or
exile awoke from time to time the desire of knowing a few Greeck
words, or the forms of the Greek letters. But the exact amount of
knowledge of Greek literature is not easy to caleulate; the few
references that occur seem to be stock quotations, drawn probably,
if not certainly, through the medium of the Latin Fathers. Pheno-
mena like John Scotus Erigena were rare indeed ; yet the age of
Dunstan almost reaches the age of John Scotus, and what was
possible for one scholar was not quite impossible for others. The
struggles of the Saxon emperors in Southern Italy probably did

something to bring spoken Greek to the ears of western ecclesiastics.
* * * * * *
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THE HISTORICAL WORKS OF MASTER
RALPH DE DICETO, DEAN OF LONDON

[IN two volumes of the Rolls Series are contained ‘the whole of the
historical matter which claims him as author or collector.” Ralph de
Diceto not only wrote many treatises, he also made compilations from
his own larger works. In the latter part of the Preface, which is not
printed in this volume, Bishop Stubbs gives an account of the several
MSS. which he used in editing Ralph’s writings. In another place he
examines Ralph’s value as a historian. The following account of Ralph’s
life throws an interesting light upon the duties of an Archdeacon and
Dean in the twelfth century, upon the Becket dispute, and upon the eccle-
siastical greatness of London in the reigns of Henry II. and Richard I.]

Ix the roll of English Historians of the twelfth century no name
stands higher than that of Ralph de Diceto. He has been more
fortunate than either Roger of Hoveden or the author of the ¢ Gesta
Regis Henrici’; for the great ecclesiastical position which he
occupied for more than fifty years made him, modest and retiring as
he seems to have been, a definitely public man. As a public man,
he left traces of his presence in the record of public affairs, and these
traces furnish us with some important points of his personal bio-
graphy I propose, in the following pages, to attempt a sketch of
the career of the author, and to give an account of the external
history of the book now before us, reserving for the introduction to
the second volume what has to be said about the intrinsic value of
his labours, the sources of his information, and the relations of the
Imagines Historiarum to the other contemporary annals of the same
age.

The most obscure point, perhaps, in our author’s personal
history is his name. It is peculiar to himself. History and record
alike give him the name of ‘Radulfus de Diceto,” and the surname
he shares with no other. He almost invariably uses it in full, when-
ever he writes about himself ; he prefixes it at length to his literary
works ; he inserts it in the salutation of his letters; he heads the

acts in which he and his chapter join with his full name ¢ Ralph de
D2
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Diceto the dean of the church of S. Paul at London, and the
chapter of the said church, to all to whom these presents shall
come, greeting’; and he dates his survey of the estates of his
church by this among other notes: ¢ per Radulfum de Diceto deca-
num Lundoniensem, anno primo sui decanatus.”’ It may be
thought that in the latter documents he used this form merely for
the purpose of distinguishing his own acts as dean from those of
his predecessor Ralph of Langford; but the same peculiarity is
found whilst he is acting as archdeacon before he became dean ; and
it is carefully observed by his contemporaries : Gilbert Foliot, John
of Salisbury, William FitzStephen, Arnulf of Lisieux, distinguish
him as ¢ Radulfus Dicetensis’ or ¢ Radulfus de Diceto.” It would
almost seem that he prided himself for some reason on the surname.
which he had assumed, or else that he held so humble an opinion
of his own importance that he though it requisite on every occasion
to distinguish himself from the more conspicuous persons who bore
the same Christian name. Illustrations of this practice will abound
as we proceed. Any conclusion, however, to which we may come
upon the point, must be regarded as showing that, at a period at
which surnames, whether patronymic, local or official, were becoming
much more common than they had been, Ralph de Diceto was one of
the very first to use such a name distinetively and invariably. It is
this peculiarity which enables us to detect his presence on occasions.
and in documents in which, if he had been content to follow the
common practice, it would have been unnoticed.

The fact that no other person has been discovered who bore the
name of ¢ Diceto ’ is a very strong argument against the hypothesis
that it is & patronymic or family name like Biset or Belet, Basset,
Foliot, or Liycett.! 1If it be interpreted as denoting the birth-place
of the bearer, or some benefice which he held in early life, there
seems to be an insuperable difficulty in the identification. The word
might be a Latinised form of an English local name such as Dicet
or Disset ; but no place of such name is known to exist. Possibly it
may lurk still in some remote Shropshire or Essex manor, but it has
yeot to be discovered. Ditcheat in Somersetshire might tempt us, in
its present form, to identify it with Dicetum, but in the days of
Ralph it was still Dichesyeat. It might also be a Latinised form of a
French Diey, Dizy, or Dissai, and of such places there is no lack,
but there is nothing in Ralph’s personal history to connect him
with them. Under such circumstances any lengthened speculation
would be simplya waste of ingenuity. As, however, the name is a
part of the history of the man, it demands some brief consideration.

! Bishop Bancroft calls Ralph de Diceto Ralph Dycett; Statutes of S.
Paul’s (ed. Simpson), p. 279.
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The first and indeed the only positive claimant of the honour of
giving name to our author is the town of Diss, in Norfolk. In this
-case neither the antiquity of the claim nor the grounds upon which
it is based entitle it to more than the character of a guess. Diss
appears in Domesday Book in several places and invariably in the
form of ¢ Dice.”! Now, supposing the final ‘e’ of Dice to have been
sounded, the Latin form Dicetum might be a probable translation
of Dieé ; but no such form is known to oceur. Diss is never, so far
a8 records have thrown light upon the point, Latinised as Dicetum.
It appears as ¢ Dize ’ in the Pipe Rolls of Henry I1.2; as ¢ Disze’ in
the Pipe Rolls of Richard I1.3; as ‘Disce’ in the Patent Rolls of
John.* It is ‘Dysse’ in the Taxation of Pope Nicholas in 1291.°
The records of theabbey of Bury S. Edmund’s show that among the
inmates or officers of that house there were, contemporary with our
author, three at least who took their names from Diss. Jocelin of
Brakelond mentions Master William of Dice, who was master of the
schools: his son Walter, who was a candidate for the living of
Chevington ; and a monk named John: they are John, Walter, and
William ‘de Dice’ and ‘de Dicia.’® The list of the sacrists of S.
Edmund’s, printed in the Monasticon, contains the name of ¢ Willel-
‘mus de Disce,” who filled the office for four days in Abbot Samp-
‘son’s time.” The Royal Library, now in the British Museum,
contains & volume with the inscription ¢ Hune librum seribi fecit
‘Willelmus de Dice, servus et monachus S. Edmundi, ad honorem
S. Edmundi’® In a document appended to Jocelin’s Chronicle,
William of Diss is called ¢ Willelmus de Dicia.” Dyssa is the form
used by Alexander III. These facts seem to show that without
further evidence the claim of Diss should not be allowed, and there
are circumstances which tend to show that Dicetum should be sought
elsewhere.

In the first place, the common practice of calling a beneficed
clergyman by the name of his parish may suggest that Ralph was
the rector of Dicetum. But he was not rector of Diss. Uncertain as
are the number and situation of his several preferments, we know

! Domesday, vol. ii. fi. 114, 129,
149, 154, 176, 210, 215, 228, 263, 269,
272, 276, 278.

2 Rot. Pip., Hen. II., ed. Hunter.

3 Rot. Pip., 1 Rich., ed. Hunter, p.
39.
* Rot. Pat., ed. Hardy, i. 190.

8 Taxatio P. Nicol., p. 84 b.

¢ ¢ Walterus filius magistri Wil-
lelmi de Dice ; ’ ¢ Johannes de Dice ;’
¢ Willelmus dictus de Dicia.” Joc.
Brakelond (Camd. Soc.). pp. 32, 83,
84, 102.

7 ¢Waltero de Banham successit
Willelmus de Disce, qui cum modo
electus fuisset ad illud officium, et in
illo a die Sancti Thoms martyris
usque ad Circumeisionem Domini, per
quatuor videlicet dies stetisset, interim
sompnum oculi sui capere non potue-
runt ; qui videns se ibidem proficere
non posse, suam ab abbate Sampsone
(ap. 1182-1211) petiit cessionem.’
Mon. Angl. iii, 163.

8 Casley’s Catalogue, p. 127.
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that the church of Diss was held during his life by two persons
with whom he seems to have had no connexion. This is proved by
a document which so greatly struck the fancy of Bishop Bale that
he twice mentions itin different works, once in the ¢ Scriptores * ! and
once in the ¢ Votaryes,” as showing that two persons, father and
son, were at this period successively parsons of Diss. He had seen
a decretal epistle of Pope Alexander ITI., addressed to John of Oxford
when bishop of Norwich, and written, therefore, between 1175, when
John of Oxford was consecrated, and 1181, when Alexander III.
died. Inthis letter the Pope ¢ commaundeth that Wyllyam the new
person of Dysse, for clayminge the benefyce by inheritaunce, after
the decease of his father person Wulkerell which begate him in his
presthode, should be dispossessed, no appellacyon admitted.” 2 The
letter itself has not been found, and is not among the collected
epistles of Alexander III., but Bale’s authority on such a point is not:
to be questioned. By the name Wulkerell we may take it for
granted that the common East Anglian Wulfketell is meant, and in
the story we have one of many instances of the tenure of ecclesias-
tical benefices in hereditary succession, a practice which the popes
found it extremely difficult to suppress, and which is the subject of
many extant letters of Alexander himself, preserved among Foliot’s
epistles and in the appendix to the Acts of the Lateran Counecil of
1179. Woulfketell and William would leave no room for Ralph,
unless we suppose him very early in life to have held the benefice
and afterwards to have resigned it. Such a supposition, however, is
scarcely reconcilable with the fact that he clung so tenaciously to
the name.

In the second place, if Ralph had been, either by birth or prefer-
ment, connected with Diss, we might fairly expect that we should be
able to trace the connexion in his books; we might expect to find
some minute particulars or some special words of respect or dis-
respect, touching the Liords of Diss, to whose patronage he might be
Ralph shows indebted, or whose acquaintance he must have made. The Lord of
conmeion  Diss during great part of Ralph’s life was Richard de Lucy, the
FianDissor ohief minister of Stephen and the great justiciar of Henry II.

Richard died the year before Ralph was promoted to the deanery of
S. Paul’'s, and was succeeded in his lordship by his son-in-law,

Hereditary
parsons of
Diss,

Was Ralph
a native of
Diss ?

! Bale, Scriptores (second edition),
p- 217: ‘in Nordovolgia Wulkerellus
presbyter Guilhelmo filio, ut legitimo
heredi, sacerdotium de Dyssa reliquit.’
We have no further knowledge of the
dispute. The patronage of the church
must, however, have been claimed by
the lords of Diss ; for in 1216 Robert
de Goldingham has letters of presen-

tation from the king to the church of’
¢ Disce,” owing to the fact that the
lands of Robert FitzZWalter were then
in the king’s hands. Rot. Pat. (ed.
Hardy), 1. 190.

2 Bale, Votaryes (ed. 1551), fo.
98 b. See Blomfield, Hist. Norfolk,
i. 11, which first called my attention
to this fact.
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Walter FitzRobert.! Although the great position and high character
of Richard de Lucy would give the historian an ample opportunity
of dilating on the virtues of a fellow-townsman, he nowhere mentions
him with such special remark. The Bigods and the Mandevilles, on
the contrary, the patrons of the priories of Thetford and Walden,
under whom Ralph held the livings of Finchingfield and Aynho,
receive especial mention: the former with additional particulars of
personal history, and the latter in terms of exceptional compliment.?

In the third place, it is to be considered that, with one possible Theclaim of
exception, no historical writer before the seventeenth century seems smoiont "
to have thought of identifying Dicetum with Diss. The one apparent
exception is that of the author of the ¢ Livere des Reis de Britanie,’
who wrote in the time of Edward I3 This writer, translating
directly or mediately from the Imagines, describes the pious founder
of the cemetery of S. Thomas of Canterbury at Acre as William the
chaplain of ‘Rauf de Disze, le haut den de Londres.” In this case
it is probable that Disze (or Diszé) is simply a retranslation of Diceto,
but at first sight it looks like an intentional identification with Diss.
Setting aside, however, this instance, we find such a number of
curious misreadings of the name as proves that the early writers
had no idea of connecting it with a well-known English town.
Gilbert Foliot, when he first made acquaintance with Ralph, called
him Diotecensis, a sufficient proof that he did not recognise the
place from which the name was derived. Some still stranger forms
are mentioned by Selden in the Prolegomena to Twysden’s ¢ Decem
Seriptores.” Thomas of Walsingham, the learned and industrious
compiler at St. Alban’s, calls our author Radulfus de Luzeto;*
the manuscripts of Higden’s Polychronicon have Radulfus de Byzeto,
which Trevisa translated ¢Raulf le Bruys, and which appears in
Caxton as ‘ Raph de Bruys;’® Bale in the first edition of the
Scriptores called him ¢Radulphus de Rizeto’;® John Ross of

Early
writers do
not identif;
Diceto with
Diss

Various mis-
readings of
the name

of Lesnes Abbey in 1178 (ib. p. 425) ;

! Blomfield, Hist. Norf. i. 2.
but in the account of the rebellion of

? William of Mandeville is spe-

cially spoken of in connexion with his
expedition to the east, when he pre-
sented several churches with cloths
brought from Constantinople (Rolls
Series ed. vol.i. p. 428) ; his marriage,
which took place at Pleshey, within
Ralph’s archidiaconal jurisdiction
(vol. ii. p. 3); his victoriesin Flanders
ii. 32) ; and his death (vol. ii. p. 73).
For particulars about Hugh Bigod see
vol. i. pp. 248, 377, 378, 385. Richard
de Lucy is mentioned as excommuni-
cated by Becket in 1166 (vol i. p. 318),
and in connexion with the foundation

1173 not even his name occurs.

8 ¢Lelivere de reis de Angleterre,’
p- 256. See also Mr. Glover’s note in
the Introduction, p. xii, where De-
cize is suggested as the true Dicetum.
Diss does not seem to have occurred
to Mr. Glover.

4+ Walsingham, ed. Camden, p. 55;
ed. Riley, vol. i. p. 34.

5 Higden, lib. vii. cap. 39, ed.
1538.

¢ Scriptores (ed. 1549), fo. 97. It
ig corrected in the second edition.
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Warwick had read it ‘Ralph de Duceto’; and John Pyke, who
largely used the books before us, referred to the writer more than
once as ¢ Ralph de Doiceto.”* 1In the collections made by Edward I.
on the question of the over-lordship of Scotland, the name appears
in the printed copies as ‘Dizeto.’ 2 The early bibliographers were
content to call him by the name by which he called himself, but
were in some doubt as to his nationality. Leland confessed himself
unable to determine whether he was an Englishman,? and did not
include him in the list of the writers of Britain. Bale called him
an Englishman, but he contented himself with the usual generalities
that show how little he knew about him beyond the existence of his
works. Pits followed Bale and Leland. The identification with
Diss appeared first, I believe, in the second edition of Dugdale’s
History of S. Paul's, published in 1716, with the author’s own cor-
rections, by Dr. Maynard.* We are not told whether in this par-
ticular case the addition had Dugdale’s authority, and the looss,
inaccurate way in which it is given would seem to suggest that it
had not. In the list of the deans Ralph de Diceto is said, in a
parenthesis, to be of ‘Disca in com. Suffolk.’ Dugdale himself
must have known tbat Diss was in Norfolk. However this may be,
Henry Wharton either was ignorant of the conjecture, which was
published several years after his death, or refused to accept it ;° and
Gale, who mentions that he had seen the form ¢ Dissetum’ in the
chronicles of Walden Abbey, does not proceed to argue from the
fact.5 Tanner does not notice it in his Bibliotheca. Yet it com-
mended itself to the authors of the Histoire Littéraire de France,
who, finding somewhere the name of ¢ Thomas de Disce, a priest of
the province of York,” withdrew somewhat hastily a claim which
they had prepared to make on behalf of France as the native country
of Ralph de Diceto.” There were several places in France which
might be understood by Dicetum, but there was a Diss in England,
which furnished to them a satisfactory solution of the question. It
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! Selden, Proleg. to Twysden’s edition, pp. 10, 51; and repeated in
¢ Decem Scriptores,’ p. xxix. Ellis’s, p. 7.

2 Feed. 1. 769. 5 Wharton, ¢de decanis Londo-

3 ¢Fuit doctor Theologi®, at non  niensibus,’ p. 203. Cf. Ang. Sac. ii.
satis mihi constat num etiam Anglus  p. xxvii.
tuerit ;* Dugdale, S. Paul’s (ed. 1658), ¢ In the preface to the ‘ Quindecim
p- 283. Bale and Wharton call him  Scriptores,” a.n. 1691. The MS.

English, and their judgment would be
valuable if we were certain that the
contrary view had ever been presented
to them. See Wharton’s Appendix to
Cave’s Historia Litteraria, and Bale as
quoted above.

4 It does not appear in the edition
of 1658, pp. 9, 48; it is in Maynard’s

which Gale saw, and which is now
MS. Arundel 29, is a seventeenth cen-
tury transeript. The name is spelled
Disceto in the text of this MS., but
the form Disseto may oecur in the
margin. See below, p. 63.

7 Hist. Litt. vol. xvi. p. 499.
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is on their authority, we may presume, that recent writers have
called our author ¢ Ralph of Diss.’

The proper form of the name is ¢ Diceto,” as it is given in all
the manuscripts and ‘records which proceeded directly from the
author’s hand ; but very soon after his death, in the records of his
cathedral it is found written ‘Diseeto’;! the modern copy of the
Chronicle of Walden has the same form, and it is found also in &
document which will be adduced farther on, issued by Bishop Hugh
of Lincoln before the death of Ralph. There seems to be no ancient
authority for the form Disseto; and Dizeto rests on a document
issued a hundred years after his time.

The form *Dicetum’ itself, according to the analogies of
mediseval Latin and French, would naturally represent the French
Dissai, as Alnetum represents Aulnay, Frazinetum Fresnay,
Salicetum Saussai, or as Virenetum represents the English Verney.
But the parallel halts in one important point, for there is no tree
¢ dicus,’ ¢ dica,” or ‘dix,” which is required to make it complete ; nor
does the word occur in French geography any more than in English.
It seems lawful to infer from this that it is an artificial name,
adopted by its bearer as the Latin name of a place with which he was
associated, but which had no proper Latin name of its own. So
explained it may belong to some English place, Diss, Dicton, Ditton,
or other, or to a French Dissai, Dizy, or Dissé; but with this differ-
ence, that whilst it has no proper relation with the English names,
it stands in a true etymological relation to the French. There are
in the province of Maine three places of the name required : 2 Dissai-
sous-de-Liude, known in Latin documents as Diceium ; Dissé-sous-
Ballon, and Dissai-sous-Coureillon, near Chiteau du Loir, Latinised
as Disiacus. In other parts of France are found Dizy, in the de-
partment of the Marne in Champagne, and Dizy in that of the Aisne
in Picardy; while there is Dicy in that of the Yonne in Burgundy.
The neighbourhood of Lie Mans has perhaps the first claim, if we
consult the internal evidence of our author’s writings. The great
care bestowed on the history of the counts of Anjou is sufficient fo
call attention to it. Either Dissai-sous-Courcillon, which was be-
stowed by Bishop Siegfrid 2 on Fulk the good count of Anjon, might
allege in its favour the prominence given to that count in the
Abbreviationes ; or Dissé-sous-de-Liude, one half of which was given
by Bishop Ulger of Angers to his cathedral, might adduce the verses

! See Statutes of S. Paul’s (ed. brooke (a.n. 1382-1405) writes Disseto.
Simpson), pp. 33, 109, 125, 174, where 2 Cauvin, Géographie ancienne du
it is written Disceto; at p. 63 Dean diocése du Mans; Institut des Pro-
Baldock (a.n. 1294-1303) writes it  vinces de France, vol. i. 8. vv.
Dyceto; and at p. 153 Bishop Bray- 8 Gallia Christiana, ii. 135.
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about Ulger which Ralph has written in the margin of his book
under the years 1189-1142. At the utmost, however, we can only
say that etymologically the balance inclines in favour of one of these
towns, and would give Ralph a French nationality which there is little
in his books to refute and some slight circumstances to countenance.

Internal evidence on & point like this may be read almost any
way. Our author’s writings nowhere contain any statement that he
was an Englishman; if they did, such a statement at the period at
which he wrote might mean no more than that he was born of
French descent in England. Neither do they contain any assertion
that he was a Frenchman ; if they did, it might mean no more than
that he was sprung from the Normans of the Conquest. As to the
indirect evidence which may be sought in the tone and spirit of his
narrative, little can be said. The early portions of the 4bbreviationes,
in whieh, if he were English, some signs of English sympathy might
be expected, are merely extracts from previous writers. No definite
inferences can be drawn from the plan of selection, from the modifica-
tions, the omissions, or additions of the compiler. The deseriptions
of Angers and Aquitaine which are the purple patches of the first
pages of the Imagines,and which may be thought to prove that Ralph,
when he began that work, contemplated something more ambitious
in tone, and more comprehensive in character, than a mere book of
annals, are in this respect worthy of special attention. The picture of
Angers is drawn by one who was fairly well acquainted with the site;
no such picture of an English city occurs in the book. We are not
indeed assured that the deseription is not extracted from the work of
some other author ; in common with the other Angevin memoranda
it is claimed for another hand; and, although I hope to be able to
show that the grounds upon which that particular claim is based are
untenable, the disproof of the claim of one competitor does not prove
the claim of the other. Another indication, stronger perhaps than
this, may be found in the fact that towards the close of the Abbre-
viationes, at that point, that is, of the work at which the author is
passing from his extracts from earlier writers to the record of his
own personal reminiscences, the greater part of the matter which
cannot be referred to older authority concerns either the church of
S. Paul in Liondon, which was his final home, or contemporary events
in France. As the memoranda touching S. Paul’s may be easily ac-
counted for by his connexion, lifelong as it would seem to have been,
with that cathedral, the references to French history, to the visit of
Eugenius III. to Paris, the election of the archbishop of Bourges
and consequent interdict, the crusade and the taxation which was
caused by it, may be due to the fact that in his youth, in a native
home in France, he had been struck with these events. But it is



MASTER RALPH DE DICETO 48

quite as probable that he remembered them because at the time they
oceurred he was a student in the University of Paris. The question
of nationality is really involved in the same obscurity as the mean-
ing of the name; but that Ralph was an Englishman of the period
of amalgamation, an Englishman in his sympathy with the sound
legislation of Henry II., and with the national aspirations of the re-
constituted England, there can be no doubt.

Equally uncertain are the point of our author’s parentage and
the date of his birth. Although we can follow him through fifty
years of a somewhat distinguished career, we find no traces of great
age at the close, no signs of youthful action or premature promotion
at the beginning. If he had been more than eighty when he died,
some one of the many annalists of the time would almost certainly
have recorded the date and circumstances of his death. Yet, unless
we suppose him to have been exceptionally young when, in the year
1152, he was made archdeacon, he could not have been much under
eighty when he died. As, however, it is necessary to have some
hypothetical string on which to arrange the known events of his life,
we may suppose him to have been born between 1120 and 1130.
His notices of events touching the history of S. Paul’s begin in
1186, and certainly have the appearance of personal recollections.

There are some points, which now meet us, that suggest a not
impossible theory of the parentage of Ralph de Diceto. He was
appointed to his archdeaconry by Bishop Richard II. of Belmeis ; the
office of archdeacon was very frequently reserved by the bishops
for their nearest kinsmen; the family of Belmeis for more than
half a century was all-powerful in the chapter of S. Paul’s; and
Ralph more than once betrays a tenderness as to clerical marriage
and the propriety of a son succeeding to his father’s benefice. Some
illustration of the scenes in which his early years were passed may
result from a short examination of these points.

In 1108 Richard I. of Belmeis was made bishop of London.
His family derived their name from the Norman village of Beaumais
on the Dive, Bellus Mansus. He had himself risen to importance in
the service of the house of Montgomery, had been sheriff of Shrop-
shire under the earls of that house, Roger, Hugh, and Robert of
Belesme,! and had probably recommended himself to the king by his
fidelity and loyalty at the time of the rebellion of the last-mentioned
earl. In his own person and by his kinsmen he founded an im-
portant Shropshire family, before he became a bishop. As bishop he

! Orderic. Vital. lib. xi. cap. 31; found in Eyton’s History of Shrop-
Ann. Winton. Ang. Sac. i. 297; shire, vol. ii. pp. 193 sq.; a pedigree,
Eadmer, Hist. Nov. pp. 96, 97. The partly conjectural, is there given,
best account of the family will be  which cannot be entirely accepted.
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showed himself a great prelate of the true Norman type, a magnificent
builder, a great state official, and a most liberal benefactor to his
church. He is said to have devoted the whole of his episcopal
revenue to the restoration of his cathedral ; he founded the cathedral
schools ; he obtained great privileges for the chapter from the king ;
and, by purchasing and enclosing land and houses round S. Paul’s,
he formed the churchyard and neighbouring streets into a sort of
cathedral close.! As was the common practice, he provided out of
the patronage of the see for several of his kinsmen. One nephew,
William, son of his sister Adelina, was dean of S. Paul’s from 1111
t0 1188 ; Ralph of Langford and Richard of Belmeis, sons of Walter
the bishop’s brother, were made canons;? a still nearer kinsman,
Walter the bishop’s son, was prebendary of Newington, and appears
in the Great Roll of the Pipe for the 81st year of Henry L. as * filius
episcopi Londoniensis,” paying ten marks for a right judgment
touching the church of Illing.? Another of the family, William, was
archdeacon of either London or Colchester.t The position thus
created for the family was defended by them as a part of their in-
heritance, and not without the quarrels incidental to family parties
of the kind. Shortly before his death in 1127, the bishop appointed
his nephew Richard, who was still a child,’ archdeacon of Middlesex.
Gilbert the Universal, who succeeded to the see in 1128, held it for
only six years, and his death in 1184 was followed by a disputed
election and a vacancy which lasted until 1141. It is possible that
the dean William wished to be elected, or to force his nominee upon

! 'Wharton, Episc. Lond., pp. 46-50.

2 Eyton regards Ralph of Langford
ag sister’s son to the bishop, and
supposes that his mother had married
a man of the name ; but the words of
our author (R. 8. ed. vol. i. p. 250) seem
clearly to prove that he was brother of
the second bishop Richard, and in that
case his name of Langford would be
derived from one of the many Lang-
fords or Longfords where he may have
had preferment.

* Rot. Pip. 31 Hen. I.; Newcourt,
Repertorium, i. 186.

* See below, p. 45. This enumera-
tion probably does not exhaust the
list of the bishop’s kinsmen in the
chapter. Richard of Belmeis was
buried in the priory of 8. Osyth, which
he founded, with the epitaph, ¢ Hic
jacet Ricardus Beaumeis cognomento
Rufus Londoniensis episcopus, vir
probus et grandsevus per totam vitam
laboriosus, fundator noster religiosus,
qui multa bona nobis et ministris

ecclesie sum S. Pauli contulit; obiit
xvi. kal. Jan. 1127; cujus anims
propitietur Deus.’ Weever, Sep.'Mon.
p- 607; Mon. Angl. vi. 308; New-
court, ii. 455; Eyton, ii. 200. I do
not know the date of the inscription,
but it is curious that a Richard Ruffus
was archdeacon of Essex for several
years during the century, and that
another Richard Ruffus was pre-
bendary of Twyford in 1181 and hold-
ing certain lands of the church which
had been let to his predecessor of the
same name. Moreover, Ailwardus
Ruffus was archdeacon of Colchester
from 1150-1162 or thereabouts; and
Guido Ruffus was the last dean of
Waltham. Archdeacon Hale, how-
ever, doubts whether the archdeacon
Richard is rightly called Ruffus;
Domesday of S. Paul’s, p. Ixxxvii.

5 « Nondum plene pubes’; it was a
common practice to nominate very
young men as archdeacons and send
them toParis or Bologna to beeducated.
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the chapter, but he was opposed by his kinsmen; a large party of
the canons joined, however, in electing Abbot Anselm of S. Edmund’s.
The dean appealed, but his relations took part against him, carried
their treasures to Rome, where they found the church in a state of
schism, and obtained for a time at least possession of the estates of
the see for Anselm. The dean was supported by Ralph of Langford
and Richard of Belmeis, who in 1188 obtained from the Pope a
definitive sentence which sent Anselm back to his abbey. The custody
of thebishopric was, however, intrusted to Bishop Henry of Winchester,
and the death of the dean, which occurred the same year, left the
see unclaimed until, in 1141, the empress gave it to Robert de Sigillo.

The hold of the family on the church was not shaken by this.
Ralph of Langford was elected as successor of his cousin in the
deanery, and Richard of Belmeis, whose archdeaconry had been held
in trust for him by a chaplain of the bishop named Hugh, obtained
from Rome a commission of judges, who compelled Hugh against
his will to resignin his favour. The reign of Stephen was altogether
a stormy time for S. Paul’s. When the empress lost her hold upon
London, her Bishop Robert went into exile. William the archdeacon,
‘cum gente eorum qui a Bello Manso traxere cognomen,’! so far
from showing proper filial obedience, did their utmost to reduce
their bishop to destitution ; and again in 1148, when the English
bishops were suspended by the Pope for not attending the council of
Rheims, the archdeacon and his party set an example of contumacy
by appealing against the sentence. In the obscure intrigues of this
period of Stephen’s reign it is impossible to speak with confidence
on such a point; but if we may depend on the Historia Pontificalis,
which records the fact, and which is now believed to be the work of
John of Salisbury, the archdeacon and his party were now playing
into the hands of the king. We cannot, however, trace more con-
sistency in the ecclesiastical than in the baronial intrigues of this
complicated time.

1 Historia Pontificalis, Pertz, Mon.
Hist. Germ. vol. xx. p. 532: ¢ Verum

cognomen.” Who this archdeacon
was is not quite clear. There was a

primi omnium crimen inobedienties
incurrerunt Lundonienses, confugien-
tes ad appellationem (sc. in 1148),
cum tamen in litteris apostolicis esset
inhibita appellatio. ~Fecerant hoc
jam alia vice, quando episcopus eorum,
bonz memorise Robertus, expulsus est;
cui hanc exhibuere devotionem, ut
omni diligentia procurarent ne patri
exul anti in aliquo prodessent. Horum
signifer et in hae et in illa causa fuit
Guillelmus archidiaconus cum gente
eorum qui s Bello Manso traxere

William archdeacon of Colchester in
1162, S. T. C. iv. 37; and in 1150 the
four archdeacons were Richard Bel-
meis of Middlesex, Richard [Ruffus] of
Essex, and William and Ailward of
London and Colchester. This William
is called archdeacon of London in
1152 (8. T. C. v. 184), but the ex-
pression may be used loosely; and I
cannot be quite sure whether there
were one or two archdeacons of the
name, or which archdeaconry Ailward
really held. But see p. 57 below.
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Question of
episcopal
election

In 1151 the see of London was again vacant : Robert de Sigillo
was dead, and there was an evil report of poison. Eugenius ITL, acting
doubtless at the instigation of the empress’s party, directed the canons
to elect within three months a fit candidate, ¢ virum honestum et
litteratum et religionis habitu decoratum.” The demand that the
bishop of London should be & monk, or regular canon, struck the
chapter with dismay ; the majority of the canons applied to Rome
and obtained an explanation of the last words as including the
order of secular canons.! But the king also interposed difficulties : 2
unable to force a nominee of his own upon the chapter, he deter-
mined to make at least a pecuniary profit out of the election; and
although he had by charter at the beginning of his reign confirmed
the right of free election to the cathedral churches, he exacted a sum
of five hundred pounds from 8. Paul’s for leave to act upon the
canonical right. At last enabled to proceed to election, the chapter
fixed on Richard of Belmeis, the archdeacon of Middlesex, on whom
of course devolved the duty of making good the fine which Stephen
had demanded. The debt thus incurred hampered him all his life.
The election was not acceptable to the magnates, and the family
interest had to be employed at Rome before it was recognised.
Eugenius ITI. had to use his direct influence in securing the appoint-
ment,® and Gilbert Foliot, the energetic counsellor of the Angevin
party, had an important share in the negotiation.* The bishop elect
was already in possession of considerable preferment, and he had
held the deanery of S. Alkmund’s at Shrewsbury, one of the ancient
collegiate foundations that had survived the reforming zeal of the
Norman lords. Like his uncle and predecessor, he favoured the
religious orders; the earlier Richard had founded the priory of
S. Osyth in Essex for Austin canons; his nephew transferred his
collegiate endowment to found an Arroasian priory at Lilleshull.?

Election of
Richard IT.
of Belmeis

4 Foliot speaks of the bishop as a

! Historia Pontiﬁc‘a.lis, Pertz, xx. 545.
kinsman, S. T. C. v. 40; he assisted

2 ‘Rex vero eis eligendi libertatem

concedere noluit antequam quingentas
libras exemplo monachorum Sancti
Augustini ei appenderint. Quo facto
electus est Ricardus, ejusdem ecclesi®
archidiaconus, qui prefatam pecuniam
non sine nota symonie dinoscitur
exsolvisse. Ea namque tempestate
sub optentu libertatis redimendee
pravitatem symoniacam plurimi pal-
liabant.” Hist. Pont., Pertz, xx. 545.

3 Gilbert Foliot writes to the Pope :
‘Londoniensis nimirum episcopus
adeo manuum vestrarum opus est et
creatio, ut ei recte in faciem possit
objici, tu quid habes nisi quod a
domino papaacecepisti ?’ 8.T.C.v.120.

in obtaining his election to the see,
ibid. 122.

5 There is a charter of Henry I, in
which he gives to Richard of Belmeis,
nephew of the bishop of London, all
that the bishop had held of the king,
which formerly was Godebald’s and
Robert’s ; the same Richard is called
archdeacon in a charter of Stephen,
8o there seems fo be no doubt of his
identity. The Arroasian house at
Lilleshull was founded on the land of
Richard’s prebend. Mon. Angl. vi.
262, 263. Seetoo Eyton’s Shropshire,
vol. viii, p. 218.
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But he was neither monk nor priest. He had been ordained deacon
in 1188. On the 20th of September 1152 at Otford he was ordained
priest by Archbishop Theobald, and on the 28th of the same month
he received episcopal consecration at Canterbury, the archbishop and
his brother Walter bishop of Rochester, Hilary of Chichester, and
Gilbert Foliot himself, officiating.! Nearly all the biehops of
England were present on the occasion. The bishop of Winchester,
who was absent, signified his consent to the consecration in a letter
to the archbishop, which our author has preserved, perhaps as being
the first document that came into his hands as the bishop’s official
gervant ; for Richard’s first act as bishop was to appoint Master
Ralph de Diceto as his suecessor in the archdeaconry of Middlesex.
Considering the great pains with which the ruling family had
tried to concentrate and strengthen their interest in the chapter, it
is improbable that the new bishop should bestow his first piece of
preferment on a stranger. That interest was not exhausted, and
afterwards, when Ralph was dean, we find William of Belmeis, a
nephew of the second Richard, bestowing on the canons his church
of S. Pancras for the health of the soul of his uncle, and of his father
Robert of Belmeis,? The hereditary instinet which worked in the
chapter was extremely likely to affect the appointment to the arch-
deaconry. It was very common for the bishops to appoint their
nearest kinsmen to this confidential office. Numberless examples
may be given at this very period. Archbishop Ralph had given the
archdeaconry of Canterbury to his brother John; Archbishop
Theobald, who succeeded him, gave it to his brother Walter ; Bishop
Nigel, of Ely, had made his son Richard his archdeacon; at Here-
ford, Gilbert Foliot had given or procured the appointment for his
kinsman Ralph ; Robert Peche, bishop of Lichfield, had given the
archdeaconry of Coventry to his son Richard, who, after two inter-
vening appointments, succeeded him in his see; Walkelin, arch-
deacon of Suffolk, was nephew of Bishop Everard of Montgomery ; 3

1 (ervase, ¢. 1370; Rolls Series,
vol. i. pp. 295, 296.

2 Newcourt, Repertorium, i. 190.
MS. Harleian 6956, fo. 84. This MS.,
which I shall have again to refer to,
contains Dr. Matthew Hutton’s ex-
cerpts from the records of the dean
and chapter of S. Paul's. Most of
the books that Hutton saw, if not all,
are still in the muniment room of the
cathedral, and I have to thank the
dean, Dr. Church, and the librarian,
Dr. Sparrow Simpson, for a liberal
permission to use them. I refer, how-
ever, to the Hutton MS. as easier

for verification. The early registers of
S. Paul’s are of immense value for
the illustration of the ecclesiastical
and civic history of London, and it is
to be hoped that some of them may
soon be printed.

3 Walkelin was one of the class of
archdeacons whose lives led to the
eonclusion that ¢ no archdeacon could
be saved.” He gave great trouble to
Archbishop Theobald and John of
Salisbury, and defied the Pope as his
uncle Robert of Belesme had defied
the king. He had a ‘focaria’ who
on one occasion of his return from
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at Salisbury, Bishop Roger appointed his nephew Alexander, and
Joeelin, who succeeded him, appointed his son Reginald; at York,
Geofirey the archdeacon was nephew of.Roger the archbishop. If
then we should incline to the conjecture that Ralph de Diceto was a
near relation of Richard of Belmeis, we should not wrong the
bishop by imputing to him exceptional nepotism. Nor, as I have
remarked, are there wanting in our author’s own works some indica-
tions that the question of clerical marriage and legitimacy had a
special interest for him. Dean Milman, in his short sketch of
Ralph’s career, in the annals of S. Paul’s, has noticed particularly
the words which occur in the Abbreviationes under the year 1074
on the measures taken by Gregory VIL. against the married clergy.
The dean adduces the passage as showing that Ralph was not
thoroughly imbued with Hildebrandine principles, at all events upon
this point. It is true that the words are not really our author’s,
but part of an extract from Sigebert of Gemblours, who nearly a
century before had written against the allegations made by laymen
against married priests ; but the fact that Ralph had incorporated
them without reservation in his own compilation may reasonably be
regarded as showing that he did not disapprove of the sentiment
they contained. His special references, again, to the Panormia of
Ivo of Chartres for precedents in which sons had succeeded their fathers
in high clerical preferment look the same way: ¢ The apostolic see
has permitted the sons of priests, whose conversation has been
approved in monasteries or religious churches, to be promoted to the
priesthood and even to the highest grade of the ministry; in some
instances we have heard of the sons of bishops being promoted, after
some intermediate appointment, in the very churches in which their
fathers had ministered.” This was in fact one of the three canonical
points on which Ralph was specially interested, the other two being
the restoration of a deposed prelate and the lawfulness of éranslation,
the latter of which was brought prominently to his notice when he
had to transact the business of Foliot’s removal from Hereford to
London. One famous passage which has often been quoted from
the 4bbreviationes seems to militate against this view. In 1187, he
tells us, the ¢ focarie of certain canons who are called secular were
carried off and dragged to the Tower, not without dire disgrace, and
kept there bound for many days; they returned to their own, but
not without personal mockery, loss of reputation, and cost of money.’
It is not probable that Ralph, if he wrote these words at all, meant
them to apply to his own church. They appear in only one of the
Rome, presented him with a child, the Pope. See John of Salisbury,

whom for the sake of the jest he Epist. 27.
christened Adrian, or Adriana, after
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manuseripts drawn up under his own eye, and in that not without
suspicious marks of erasure. If they are genuine, however, they
seem, from the very reticence with which they are introduced, to
indicate some feeling in the writer that he was not upon safe ground.
It is not then, I think, improbable that Ralph de Diceto was son or
nephéw to Ralph of Langford, whom, with one person intervening, he
succeeded in the deanery of S. Paul’s. The supposition would not
indeed explain the meaning of his name, but a clerical pedigree
might account for the fact of his bearing a name not elsewhere
recognised.

Bishop Richard was not able to secure the promotion of his
nominee without a considerable effort, such as again he would
have scarcely made in behalf of any but a near friend. Itisina
letter upon this point that we get our first documentary illustration
of our author’s career. Gilbert Foliot, now bishop of Hereford,
writes to Pope Eugenius III. on behalf of Bishop Richard. Both
Foliot and the Pope were strong partisans of the empress and her
gon, and from the way in which the former speaks of the bishop as
having been indebted for his promotion to the Pope’s direct action,
in opposition to the wishes and in spite of the conspiracies of the
magnates, we may conclude that Richard was likewise, as Ralph de
Digeto certainly was, a supporter of the house of Anjou. The Pope
seems, not perhaps without cause, to have thought himself entitled
to some share in the fruits of victory, and he had bestowed the
archdeaconry vacated by the bishop’s consecration on John of
Canterbury, a young clerk who, with Thomas Becket and Roger of
Pont I’Evéque, was running the race for preferment in Church and
State, and who afterwards, as John ‘aux blanches mains,’ was bishop
of Poictiers and archbishop of Lyons. Richard had, however,
before the papal appointment was made, or certainly before it was
announced, conferred the post on Ralph de Diceto. Foliot, in the
letter referred to, brings this fact in a very determined way to the
Pope’s notice. The newly made bishop was so completely the
creation of the Pope that he could scarcely be supposed to claim
anything as his own; but as a matter of fact he had bestowed the
archdeaconry before he knew the Pope’s pleasure concerning it; he
was persuaded that it was in ignorance of Ralph’s appointment that
the Pope had ordered it to be given to John of Canterbury,! and if
evidence was necessary the bishop of Lincoln, Robert de Chesnei, a
faithful friend of both bishop and archdeacon, and a man whose

! ¢« Archidiaconatum enim quem ante concessum alteri fuisse vestram
liberalitate laudabili domino Johanni credimus latere prudentiam.” 8.T.C.
Cantuariensi donandum mandastis, v. 121,
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word could not be disputed, was ready to swear to the fact.! The
Pope must not put the newly made bishop to shame 'by overruling
the appointment. Nor was the new archdeacon a man to be seb
aside ; he was a man of established character for both probity and
learning. The request seems to have been granted, and Ralph
retained the archdeaconry. The disappointed competitor found a
rich compensation in the treasurership of York, to which he
succeeded in 1158 or 1154 ; and it is interesting to note the way in
which our author sets down the several steps of his late prefer-
ment,? and the friendly way in which he consults him on points of
history.

This letter throws some light on Ralph’s age. He is already
¢ magister,” probably not much under the age for ordination as priest.
The same word indicates that he had already studied in a university,
which could be no other than that of Paris, where we know him to
have passed two periods of work.? If this were so, we may fairly
infer that he himself witnessed the reception of Eugenius IIL at
S. Geneviéve’s, in 1146, on the occasion when the Pope’s servants were
wounded ; he may have been in France during the interdict imposed
on account of the quarrel at Bourges, and have seen the starting of
the second crusade. If we suppose him to be now thirty, he may
have been at Paris as early as the year 1140 and have heard with
his own ears the teaching of Hugh of S. Victor, which directly or
indirectly impressed him so deeply that he not only incorporated one
long passage of his writing in the ¢ Abbreviationes,” but introduced an
extract from it into the statute book of his cathedral. Whatever
may have been the precise limits of his first residence at Paris, it
was during that residence that he made the acquaintance of Arnulf
of Lisieux, the ambitious, clever prelate whose letters preserve so
many interesting notices of the time. In one of these letters Arnulf
writes to Ralph as & friend and contemporary, not as we should

! ¢«Ipse quidem Lincolniensis tes-
tatur et jurare paratus est, dominum
Londoniensem, antequam voluntatem
vestram aut scripto aut aliquo refe-
rente cognoverit, preedictum archidia-
conatum magistro Radulfo Diotecensi
[so the MS.], cui et ad doctrinam
scientia et ad honestatem mores
exuberant, concessisse.” S. T. C. v.
121. In another letter to the bishop
of London (8. T. C. v. 169, 170),
Foliot refers to this or a similar case
occurring in 1152 or 1153: ‘quod
ante susceptas domini pape litteras in
personam omnium testimonio idoneam
procuratoris beneficium contulisti,
ratum manere desideras.’

2 His consecration is recorded in
1163, R. S. ed. vol. i. p. 311 ; his promo-
tion to Lyons and resignation of that
see, vol. ii. p. 120; and his pilgrimage
to Canterbury in 1194. The letter on
the subject of the precedence of the
see of Liyons and John’s answer are
entered on the first page of the
Abbreviationes; see vol. i. pp. 5, 6.
Ralph introduces him as putting down
a rebellion in Poictou in 1176.

3 See next page, note. Bulsus, Hist.
Univ. Paris, ii. 769.

4 Abbreviationes, R. S. ed. vol. i.
p. 31. Registrum Statutorum, ed.
Simpson, p. 9.
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sexpect a patron to write to a protégé.! The two had been intimate
friends, and had had a common friend, Ralph de Flur, whose early
death was a grief to both of them. Arnulf became bishopin 1141 ;
if the friendship were formed whilst Arnulf was a student, we might
bring Ralph to Paris long before the death of Hugh of S. Victor,
‘which is said to have occurred in 1141. When Arnulf in 1182
retired from his see, after an episcopate of forty years, he took refuge
in & house which he had built within the precincts of the abbey of
S. Victor. Likely enough it was there that he and Ralph with him
had studied in his youth, after he had learned all that he could learn
in his brother’s schools at Séez. That Ralph’s first residence at
Paris cannot have been much earlier than this may be inferred from
his silence as to the history of Abelard and the other great men who

! Arnulf. Lexov. Ep. 16. The
interest of the extract, for the whole
letter cannot be here given, may ex-
cuse its great length:—‘Audivi te
causa studiorum Parisios advenisse,
audivi et letatus sum; letatus equi-
dem ut ejus quem diligebam preesens
me lwmtificaret aspectus et jucunda
collocutionis alterns collatio delec-
taret. Optabam quoque ut aliqua
exhibendi tibi officii refulgeret oceasio,
-cujus me dudum merita prevenerunt.
Licet enim solum veritas amieitiee
requirat affectum, liberale tamen ob-
sequium non excludit, sed eo potius
illustratur, quoniam ut ait sanctus
ille, “ probatio dilectionis exhibitio est
operis.” Movet autem quod cum
secundo jam veneris, noluisti ad
amicum nec ad momentum etiam
declinare, neque saltem per cursorem
debitee salutationis alloquium paucis
consignatum apicibus destinare. Hsesi
diutius, quotiesque ab illis partibus
aliquis apparebat, divinabam quod ille
mihi jucundum Radulfi mei nuntiaret
adventum. Frustratus toties ex hoc
nunc nihil audeo divinare, sed carita-
tem tuam duxi litteris preesentibus, si
forte obdormierit, excitandam, aut si
quem forte concepit falsa suspicione
languorem de perseverantie mes
nuntio convalescat; noveris enim
nihil tibi apud me de pristina caritate
perisse, sed quasi duplicatus amor est,
com eum tibi mea mens cogatur
exsolvere, quem aliquando duobus
impendebat affectum. Sublatus si-
quidem est e medio communis amicus
noster Radulfus de Flur, qui dimidium
animsge mes videtur moriens abstu-
lisse. Ipsius mihi semper est colenda

memoris, ipsius amor semper quibus-
cunque modis id fieri potuerit in-
staurandus. Duobus autem modis
defuneto vicem amicitis judico repen-
dendam, ut primo scilicet piis apud
Deum intercessionibus  adjuvetur,
secundo hi quos ipse dilexerat dilec-
tione vicaria diligantur. Inde est
quod amor noster ab illo in te quasi
quodam heereditariee successionis jure
transfusus est, ut jam te non simplici
sed duplicato complectar affectu. Tibi
enim pree ceteris hse est deferenda
successio, quem ille pres ceteris dilige-
bat, tibique eam quasi quodam testa-
mento specialis amicitise prarogativa
consignat. Gere igitur suum amicitise
morem, certisque clarescat indiciis
ipsam novas vires de nova duplicatione
traxisse. Scribe autem interim ali-
quid ut in alterius utriusque videar
suscepisse sermonem. Injunge quod
vis ut in altero utrique videar obge-
quium prestitisse; visita nosut possim
utriusque personam in altero contem-
plari. Scribe, inquam, quia si serip-
seris, hoc ipsum tibi studii poterit
augere materiam, nec propositi operis
provectum impediet aut proventum.
Injunge aliquid, ut aliqua amicitie
perseverantis argumenta procedant,
quia eam efficacius comprobat petendi
fiducia quam liberalitas offerendi.
Visita nos quia te cum desiderium
nostrum, tum loei propinquitas, tum
etiam solemnitas invitat. Dominus
quoque Willelmus de Ver ex promis-
gione tenetur ut veniat, vobisque
invicem solatiari poteritis et nobis
sanctee solemnitatis gandia duplicare.
Valete. Ad Radulfum de Diceto
archidiaconum Liondoniensem.’
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were, teaching at Paris during the few preceding years. He must
have been a few years junior to John of Salisbury,! who in the
Metalogicus furnishes us with an exact list of the masters under
whom he himself studied, and who were then in the zenith of their
fame. It is true that Ralph wrote so long after that he may not have
thought it worth while recording mere scattered reminiscences ; but it
is perhaps more likely that he was too young at the time of Abelard’s.
death to take much heed of the closing scenes of an eventful history.

For the ten years that followed Ralph’s promotion to the arch-
desconry, we know nothing distinetly of his movements. His
notices of the acts of his bishop are, perhaps, a ground for supposing
him to have occasionally attended him as a chaplain. In that
capacity he may have been present at the consecration of archbishop
Roger of York,? at the coronation of Henry II., and at the baptism
of the younger Henry, which was performed by the bishop of
London, in 1155. All these events are noted in the ¢ Imagines,” and
are not derived, as the early entries in that work largely are, from
the Chroniele of Robert de Monte. After the year 1155, the mention
of several events that happened at Paris and in the neighbourhood
possibly indicates that this was the pericd of Ralph’s second residence
in the great university. The letter of Arnulf of Lisieux, which has
been already quoted, is addressed to him as archdeacon, and it was
very common for newly appointed archdeacons to return to the
schools to complete their legal education. Thus Gilbert Foliot had
two of his archdeacons at the same time studying law at Bologna.*
It is not, however, probable that this second visit of Ralph to Paris
would be deferred beyond the tenth year of his appointment.

One other event of our author’s life may be placed here. Ralph
had acquired the rectory of Aynho, in Northamptonshire, either
by the direct gift of ome of the Mandevilles, probably Earl
Geoffrey II., of Essex, or from the monastery of Walden, which
the Mandevilles had founded, and on which they bestowed the
patronage of Aynho.* Some time before the year 1164, during the
priorate of Prior William, who died in that year,® Ralph de Diceto,
as parson of Aynho, appointed, as his perpetual vicar or curate,
Turbert the son of Turbert. No doubt Robert de Chesnei, the
bishop of Lincoln, the intimate friend of Richard of Belmeis, helped

! John of Salisbury is said to have legium Liberianum, pp. 610, 618.

been seventy at the time of his death * Aynho was given to Walden by

in 1180. the founder, Mon. Angl. iv. 141, 149.
2 (Gervase, c. 1376. Earl Geoffrey II. held the earldom
* Richard Foliot, archdeacon of from 1144 to 1167.

Colchester, and Robert Banastre, arch- 5 Hist. Walden, Mon. Angl. iv.

deacon of Essex; S. T. C. v. 385, 134.
3863 probably about 1170. Cf. Spici-
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‘in making the arrangement, and certainly instituted Turbert to the
vicarage.! Evidence of this institution was adduced long after in
& trial held to determine who the rightful patron of Aynho was.
Besides Aynho, Ralph held also the living of Finchingfield, in Essex,
‘which he had received either from the Bigods or from the priory of
Thetford, of which they were the benefactors. From this also he
drew a pension, and served the church by a vicar. But at what
date he received Finchingfield there is nothing to show.?

The office of archdeacon was no sinecure. Although a
spiritual office, conferred by investiture of ring and book,? it was
concerned chiefly with matters of legal and secular interest, the
‘judicial and pecuniary disputes which in the English Church never
abounded more than at the period before us. It was this constant
entanglement in temporal business which made the archdeacon, of
all clerical officers, the most unpopular with the laity, and which
-among the more religious of the clergy suggested an important
doubt, which John of Salisbury amusingly states in a letter to a
newly made archdeacon. Nicolas de Sigillo, a canon of S. Paul’s,
‘had been promoted, no doubt by the influence of the Bishop Robert
de Sigillo, and had perhaps been disappointed at not being made
archdeacon earlier. He had denied that it was possible for an arch-
deacon to besaved. Yetin 1155, when the archdeaconry of Hunting-
don was offered him, he accepted it, and John of Salisbury wrote to
congratulate him in a bantering letter, expressing his pleasure that
the bishop of Lincoln had convinced him that salvation was possi-
ble for him.* Ralph’s archdeaconry comprised within its jurisdie-
tion about fifty parishes in Middlesex, three deaneries in Essex, and
one deanery in Hertfordshire. That it was the archdeaconry of
Middlesex is certain ; it was the same archdeaconry that Richard
of Belmeis had held, and is specially named by our author himself.
Dr. Matthew Hutton, an eminent antiquary of the seventeenth cen-
tury, who himself held Ralph’s living of Aynho,® worked out the
proof of this at considerable length and with much learning.

! See the document given in the
Appendix to the Preface of vol. ii.
No. IL R. 8. ed.

2 Hubert Walter, when archbishop
of Canterbury, confirmed a pension of
forty shillings per annum, granted by
the prior of Thetford out of the church
of Finchingfield to the abbot and
monks of Reading, after the death of
the then incumbent, Ralph de Diceto.
(E reg. vet. Eliens. inter archiv. ep.
Eliens.) Blomefield, Hist. Norfolk, i.
448. On these pensions see Hale,
Domesday of S. Paul’s, pp. xlv, xlvi.

8 So the archdeacon of Derby was
invested, S. T. C. vi. 68.

4 Joh. Salisb., Ep.166. It isto be
feared that Nicolas made his arch-
deaconry a stepping-stone to still more
secular promotion; he acted as a
clerk of the Exchequer and a tallager
in 1174, Madox, Hist. Exch. p. 485.
He farmed the manor of Ardley under
the chapter of S. Paul’s in 1181.
Domesday of S. Paul’s, pp. 112, 113.

5 His argument is given by New-
eourt in the Repertorium, vol. i. 34.
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But it is beyond doubt, and wherever Ralph is called archdeacon of
Liondon it is only loosely, in reference to the fact that he was one of
the four archdeacons of the diocese. The archdeaconry of Middle-
sex was the third in dignity of the four, coming after those of
London and Essex.! 1In the choir of S. Paul’s the stall of the
archdeacon of Middlesex was the last on the left side.? It was not.
by itself richly endowed ; like the archdeaconry of London, which
Peter of Blois described as a ¢ draco,” that had to live on air, a sort.
of chameleon, it had very little in the way of revenue to maintain
the dignity of the post.? A century after Ralph de Diceto held it,
it appears as endowed with procurations and synodals,* but it is by no
means certain that it possessed these resources in his time. The
revenue from his livings, or from his prebend, if he held one, must.
have been his chief provision. Richard of Belmeis was not able to
do much for him.

The poor bishop never overcame the difficulties which he had to
encounter immediately on his promotion. Although he ruled the
diocese of London for ten years, he never got out of debt.® His
judicial sentences were constantly appealed against, his rights of.
patronage infringed, and his supremacy in the chapter disputed.
One great quarrel was with Master Henry of London, the librarian
and master of the schools of S. Paul’s, who claimed the archdeaconry
of Colchester.® Archdeacon Nicolas of London was somehow ousted.
from his archdeaconry, and although his conduct in office had been
just and moderate, and his competitor had no real claim to it, the
bishop failed to set matters straight, and he had recourse, through
Foliot, to the Pope for redress.” Some dozen letters of John of
Salisbury preserve the memory of appeals from the bishop’s tribunal.
to Archbishop Theobald, or to the Pope® The same writer, who
acted as secretary to Archbishop Theobald, tells the Pope on one
occasion that he has had to invest a certain clerk, named Hugh,
contrary to the will of the bishop, with a prebendal stall at 5. Paul’s :®
possibly that Hugh de Marinis, or Hugh de Marney, who succeeded

! Statutes of S. Paul’s, p. 20. III. Foliot, however, writes in

2 Ibid. p. 25.

3 Cf. Statutes, &e., p. 21.

4 ¢ Ultimo est archidiaconus Mid-
delsexi®, cujus victus in procuratione
consistit.” Statutes, p. 25.

5 Joh. Salisbh., Ep. 7; S. T. C.
v. 58.

¢ On this obscure matter, the date
of which is difficult to determine, see
Joh. Saligh., Ep. 35.

* It is not clear whether the letter
in question (S. T. C. v. 151) is ad-
dressed to Adrian IV. or to Alesander

favour of the archdeacon Nicolas,
who ¢absens et innoxius archidia-
conatu quem et juste possidebat et
ministrabat sobrie, nulla juris aut
ordinis observatione spoliatus est.’
Nicolas had applied to his bishop for
redress, but failed to obtain it : but he
was in full possession before the
bishop’s death.

8 See especially letters 10, 11, 13,
18, 22, 39, 58, 87, 117, 118, 132.

® Joh. Salisb., Ep. 36.
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Ralph of Langford as dean. To complete his misfortunes, the
bishop became a paralytic,! and when, about the year 1160, his
brother Ralph of Langford died, he was no longer considered fit to
manage his own affairs, and the state of his affairs was so bad that he
had great difficulty in finding agents to manage them.2 Robert de
Chesnei, bishop of Lincoln, and Gilbert Foliot, of Hereford, his
relation, who, perhaps, had an eye to the succession, did their best
for him ; they compelled the new dean, Hugh, and Nicolas, the arch-
deacon, to undertake the administration of his property, and they,
after his death, had to maintain tedious proceedings at law against
his creditors. In all this we hear nothing of Ralph de Diceto. No
judgments of our archdeacon are impugned in the archiepiscopal
court ; he is not mentioned as one of the stewards of the poor
bishop’s property. He seems, as we shall see, even to have lost or
missed his chance of obtaining a prebendal stall in the cathedral, and
when we find him next it is in Paris. We may, I think, infer that
he had spent a considerable part of these years in study there.
Richard of Belmeis died on May 4, 1162, three weeks before the
election of Thomas Becket to the primacy. It was not then he, but
Gilbert Foliot, his successor, whom the biographers of S. Thomas
represent by anticipation as bishop of Liondon, that singly opposed
the election of Becket, if any such opposition were offered.?* Ralph
had perhaps returned to England to attend the deathbed of his
patron, or was summoned to the chapter that elected his successor.
Anyhow, he was employed as the agent of the canons in procuring
the confirmation of their choice. It was not a simple matter. Since
the conquest no bishop in England proper had been translated from
the see of his consecration except to one of the two metropolitan sees.
Before the conquest there were one or two questionable instances,
and sinee the conquest Bishop Hervey of Bangor had been trans-
ferred from a Welsh see to an English one; but the ¢ postulation’
of Foliot, involving his translation from Hereford to London,
was regarded as exceptional, and as requiring special confirmation
by the Pope. Fortunately, Alexander ITI. was at Paris. Ralph de
Diceto knew Parisian ways. Furnished with letters from the king,
from Becket, and from his fellow canons, he laid the matter before

the Pope,* and was listened to.

! Imagines, R. S. ed. vol. i. p. 304.

2 8. T. C. v. 158, 180.

# Grim, 8. T. C. i. 15; Rog. Pon-
tigny, 8. T. C. i. 107. ‘Mentiuntur
plane qui dicunt Londoniensem elec-
tioni Thoms archiepiscopi restitisse,
quia sedes illa Londonis scilicet illis
diebus vacavit et postea usque ad

London, it was pleaded, was an

Nativitatem Domini.’ Gervase, e.
1383,

4 «Ex relatione dilecti filii nostri
Radulfi ecclesim vestree archidiaconi
accepimus quod idem rex desiderat
plurimum, &o.’ Imagines, vol. i. p.
309; S. T. C. v. 193, 194.
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exceptionally important place ; Gilbert Foliot—and this was equally
true—was an exceptionally able man. The king required his services ;
even Backet pleaded for him, an act which caused him bitter remorse
afterwards, when he saw that he had helped to raise the man who
was to overthrow him. Ralph very briefly notes the dates of the
transaction ; it is from the papal letter of confirmation that we
learn that he had himself negotiated. The postulation was made,
it would seem, on March 6; on the 19th the Pope wrote to Foliot
that he approved of the translation, and on April 28, all the pre-
liminaries being completed, the new bishop, ¢ in acecordance with the
desire of the whole chapter, was solemnly introduced into his see.’
The fortunes of Ralph de Diceto had suffered from the embar-
rassments and incapacity of his patron. He seems to have run a risk
of losing his prebend. But he had an old friend in the new bishop,
who no doubt felt under some obligation towards him for the way
in which he had helped onthe translation. An early letter of
Gilbert Foliot, written o the king soon after he became bishop of
London, shows that our archdeacon required powerful aid.! He is
introduced, curiously enough, to Henry II., in nearly the same
formula as that in which ten years before Foliot had recommended
him to the Pops ; ¢eo securius commendamus quod ei et scientiam
ad doctrinam et ad honestatem mores exuberare jamdiu experientia
rerum certa cognovimus.” But to this general recommendation
the writer adds one which was perhaps more potent, his entire love
and full devotion of affection towards the royal person. The special
prayer of the letter is that the king would help Ralph in his great
necessity ; that the portion of his prebend, granted to him and con-
firmed by apostolic and royal authority, may be restored to him in
its integrity. What this prebend was we are not told, and the
records of 8. Paul’s do not, so far as I can discover, tell what stall

! ¢Domino regi dominus XLiondo-
niensis salutem et devotum debite
fidelitatis obsequium. Vestra, domine,
dignos speramus gratia quos in
ecclesia Dei et litteratura commendat
et vita. Inde est quod apud excel-
lentiam vestram clericum nostrum
beati Pauli archidiaconum, Radulfum
de Diceto, eo securius commendamus,
quod ei et scientiam ad doctrinam et
ad honestatem mores exuberare jam-
diu experientia rerum certa cognovi-
mus. Accedit ad hoc amor integer ef
affectionis erga vos plena devotio, ut
vos ulnis caritatis corde complectens
honori vestro glorizque congratulans
felices vobis in Domino successus sem-
per exoptet, et sibi commissos, ut a

summo rege vobis id impetrent cum se
preestat opportunitas, indesinenter ad-
moneat. Quem in oborta sibi necessi-
tate recurrentem ad vos, nilque nisi
quod juri debetur et ;equitati postulan-
tem, cordis intimo supplicamus affectu
quatenus ob Dei reverentiam nostre-
que petitionis et honestatis ejus, et
exhibitee vobis et semper exhibends
fidelitatis, intuitu, clementer exau-
diatis, et ut preebendss sus portio,
quam sibi et apostolica et regia vestra
concedit et confirmat auctoritas, ipsi
in integrum restituatur, juxta datam
vobis & Domino sapientiam, tam juste
quam misericorditer efficiatis.” S.T.C.
vi.p. 1.
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Ralph de Diceto held before he became dean, when he likewise
became prebendary of Tottenhale. It is possible that the person
instituted by Archbishop Theobald, as John of Salisbury has
recorded, ousted Ralph from his prebendal stall ; or he may by non-
residence during his stay at Paris have disqualified himself for
retaining it. We are not told that he recovered it. Another letter
of Foliot, the address of which is lost, probably refers to & similar
disappointment ; in it the bishop prays the person to whom he
writes to give up ‘to our archdeacon R., who has been so long our
clerk and friend, the church of S. John which we have heard was
granted to him by Lambert.’! The letter of introduction to the
king had, however it may have answered its immediate purpose, the
effect of making Ralph personally known to Henry. From this
point of time he is found occasionally about the court or taking part
in public affairs, although he never, so far as we know, became a
chaplain or official clerk of the king. We get two or three glimpses
of him during the Becket struggle.

His position during that stormy period must have been very
trying. His bishop, from whom he had received distinet marks of
confidence and regard, was the chief enemy of Becket in the
episcopal body—the ‘archisynagogus’ whose skill and learning
were made to conduct the king’s defence in the memorable dispute.
Ralph’s devotion to the king, which is attested not only by Foliot’s

1 ¢Inde est quod dilectionem ves-
tram . . . rogamus quatenus R. archi-
diacono, jamdudum clerico et amico
nostro, ecclesiam Sancti Johannis,
quam sibi a Lamberto cessam esse
accepimus, concedatis.” 8. T.C. vi. 36,
37. The following table of the arch-
deacons of the church of London will
show that for a great part of Ralph’s
tenure of office he was the only per-
son who could be described as ‘R.
archidiaconus ’ ; but it may be added
that the title of Essex or Colchester
is generally given to the holders of
those two archdeaconries, so that
really the only two between which
confusion was likely to arise were
London and Middlesex :

Archdeacons of London.—William,
1148 (Hist. Pont. Pertz, xx. 532);
subser. 1150; archdeacon at the
time of the election in 1152, 8. T. C.
v. 184, Nicolas, in office before
the death of Richard of Belmeis,
S.T.C. v. 158; as early as 1160,
when he attests a grant to Walter
Durdent, bishop of Coventry; in
1181 (Domesd. of 8. Paul’s). Peter

of Blois, appointed before 1192.
Archdeacons of Middlesex. —Roger, ob.
cir. 1127. Hugh, as administrator
for Richard of Belmeis, 1127-1138.
Richard of Belmeis, 1138-1152
Ralph de Diceto, 1152-1180. Gil-
bert archdeacon in 1192.
Archdeacons of  Essex.— Richard
[Ruffus], 1142, 1150, 1162. Robert
Banastre, 1168, 1192, 1194; edu-
cated at Bologna, S.T. C. v. 336.
Archdeacons of Colchester—Ailward,
1150. Henry of London claimant
between 1152 and 1162. William
archdeacon in 1162, 8. T. C. iv. 37.
Richard Foliot archdeacon sabout
1168 and 1170 : at Bologna, S. T. C.
v. 808, 309; nephew of Gilbert
Foliot, ib. 819, 853. Ralph de Alta
Ripa, archdeacon, 1186, 1189; a
crusader at Acre.
I have remarked above that I cannot
be certain whether Ailward or William
in 1150 was archdeacon of London.
Archdeacon Hale, however, agreed
with this arrangement, Statutes of S.
Paul’s, p. 173.
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assertion but by the general tone of his writings, drew him the
same way. But Becket had been & canon of his own cathedral,!
and no doubt had attached to himself the partisans of the now
reigning house by his faithful service before he was made arch-
bishop ; and Ralph had too much learning and too much ecelesias-
tical feeling not to apprehend great mischief from the threatened
downfall of the primate. That he was very cautious we may be
sure ; for there is an almost total silence in his writings as to the
politico-ecclesiastical side of the contest. Yet his memorials were
not drawn up until long after the martyrdom and canonisation had
tuned all voices to the praises of S. Thomas of Canterbury. If,
like the rest of the religious people of England at the time, he
sympathised more or less with the archbishop, he loved the king
and respected Foliot. We are not, however, to suppose that such
devotion as he showed to the martyr was of a posthumous sort only.
William FitzStephen, the biographer of Becket, telling the story of
the Council of Northampton in October 1164, the great council in
which Becket was tried and from which he fled, sets Ralph de
Diceto for once before us as a distinet personality. It was on the
sixth day of the council, when Becket had resolved to carry his
cross into the king’s presence, at once proclaiming his distrust of
his own safety and declaring himself a candidate for martyrdom.
Resisting the arguments of the bishops, he persisted in his resolution
and called forth from Foliot the bitter sneer, ¢ A fool he was ever,
and a fool he will ever be.’? Herbert of Bosham suggested that
Becket should be ready to pronounce the sentence of excommunica-
tion in case anyone laid hands on him. The biographer himself
interposed ; ‘Be it far from him ; not so did the holy apostles and
martyrs of God when they were taken and carried away to death ;
rather, if this befall him, let him pray and pardon, and in patience
possess his soul” He proceeded further to urge patience, and
moved two of the company to. tears. John Planeta, hearing these
words, laboured to restrain his rising tears; likewise Ralph de
Diceto, the archdeacon, afterwards dean of London, wept there very
much on that day.? William FitzStephen was no doubt a friend of
Ralph’s ; they seem to have been in full sympathy on the occasion,
and afterwards we find them telling the story of the martyrdom in
words so similar that it is clear that they must have compared notes

! According to Newcourt’s list lacrymas erumpentes laborabat re-
he held the prebend of Reculverland: tinere.  Similiter et Radulfus de
that he was a canon of S. Paul’s is Diceto archidiaconus Londoniensis
probably implied in our author’s postea decanus, plurimum ea die ibi
words. lacrymatus est.’” S. T. C. i. 227.

2 W. FitzStephen, S. T. C. i. 225. This was written, then, after the year

# ¢Johannes Planeta hwe audiens 1180.
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upon it. Patience was the safest and soundest course; the tears
were both sincere and politic. If Ralph as a patriotic ¢hurchman
had much cause for weeping, as archdeacon of Middlesex he had
much oceasion for anxious silence. It could have required no great
penetration to see that the breach between Becket and Foliot, if not
that between Becket and the king, was now become irreparable, and
that henceforth, both in public and in private, a wise man must be
cautious and reticent. Such, however he was actuated, was the
course that he maintained, and by it he seems to have gained repu-
tation as a discreet and temperate man.

So high at this time stood his character for learning and
prudence that in 1166, after Beckef, in the might of his newly
acquired legation, fulminated his sentence of excommunication
against the king’s friends, Ralph was consulted by the astute and
experienced minister Richard of Ilchester, as to the way in which
the sentence was to be respected. He has preserved his own
answer, shrouding himself in the ‘Imagines’ under the term
¢ Amicus,’ but in the ‘Series Cause’ acknowledging it as his work.
It is a very cautious production; the minister is warned that
Becket’s voluntary exile has not deprived him of his spiritual
authority, and that Richard’s position as archdeacon of Poictiers did
not exempt him from the obedience which, as a native of the diocese
of Bath,! he owed to the primate of the English Church. Nothing
could be gained by contemning the sentence, nothing could be lost
by respecting it. Such a curse could be valid only against the
guilty : Christian humility and public policy alike dictated obedience.
It is probable that Richard submitted to the sentence in accordance
with this advice, as Gilbert Foliot himself did under like circum-
stances in 1169. The calm and conciliatory tone of the letter
perhaps suggested the employment of Ralph de Diceto as a
mediator, or at least as a messenger, between the bishops who
adhered to the king and the angry archbishop.

Becket became legate on the 24th of April 1166 ; his excom-
munication of the ministers was proclaimed at Vézelay, according to
Ralph de Diceto, writing long afterwards, on Ascension Day;
according to the better authority of John of Salisbury, who wrote aft
the time, on Whit Sunday, the 12th of June.” The English bishops

! The right of the church of Can-
terbury to sanetion or forbid the pro-
motion of Englishmen in foreign
churches appears in the negotiation
for the promotion of John of Salisbury
to the bishoprie of Chartres.

2 Joh. Salisb., Ep. 145. I follow
Canon Robertson’s arrangement of
these details. There is a graphic letter

in 8. T. C. iv. 225-227, describing
the presentation of the letters of
legation by Berengar to the priest
officiating at high mass at S. Paul’s
on Ascension Day. The archdeacon
Nicolas was present; but as nothing
is said about Ralph we may presume
that he was not.
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who had, from the moment they heard of the issue of the legatine
commission, been in dread of having the same sentence issued
against themselves, met at London on Midsummer Day, and
appealed to the Pope against the threatened excommunication.
They also drew up a long letter in which they announced to Becket
the fact of their appeal and the date assigned for it, Ascension Day
in the following year.! The letter was entrusted to Ralph, who
was, besides his personal qualifications, archdeacon to Foliot, who
drew up the letter. The king had been abroad since the preceding
March, and Ralph was no doubt instructed to maintain a direct
communication with the court. The letter was one of spirited and
urgent but still temperate remonstrance: the suffragans prayed
their chief to exhibit the prudence, humility, and pastoral careful-
ness which are the greatest virtues of a prelate. The king, he was
told, was ready to do justice, and, in all points of dispute between
himself and the archbishop, to abide by the judgment of the Church
of England. The archdeacon delivered the letter, but whether at
Pontigny, where Becket seems to have resided for some weeks after
the excommunications, or at S. Colombe at Sens, whither he
removed after the king in September had urged the Cistercian
chapter to force him away from Pontigny, we cannot determine.
The archbishop returned an answer which is at once scornful,
argumentative, and sanctimonious.? The reference which it con-
tains to the bearer of the letter of the suffragans is slight enough ;
but Ralph seems to be treated to a full share of the contempt that
Becket so liberally bestowed on his opponents : ¢ from your letters
which I have received through your archdeacon I have gathered
thus much, for I could not expect to gather grapes of thorns or figs
of thistles.”® The archdeacon does not seem to have prided himself
on the reception he met with, for in his abridgment of the primate’s
answer he omits all reference to himself as conducting the negotia-
tion. John of Salisbury, in a letter to Bishop Bartholomew of
Exeter, mentions him as bearing an epistle from the king to Foliot,
in which Henry committed himself, his whole kingdom and his
cause, to the bishop of London as his most faithful friend, and
ordered his officials to obey him in all things.* This letter seems to

! The letter is given more fully in  potui.’ S.T. C. iii. 283.

Hoveden, i. 262; S. T. C. vi. 185.
It is identified as the letter described
by John of Salisbury in his epistle
184, by the extracts which he gives.

? Hoveden, i. 256 ; 8. T. C. iii. 283.

8 ¢Sed de litteris tuis, quas per
archidiaconum tuum destinatas aceepi,
talia collegi; neque enim de spinis
uvas aut ficus de tribulis eolligere

4 ¢ Scripsit el nuper dominus rex
per Radulfum Dicetensem archidia-
conum suum, quod se, totum regnum
suum, et causam qua inter eum et
ecclesiam vertitur, ipsius, tanquam
patris et fidelissimi amiei, committit
arbitrio, et preecepit ut sui officiales ei
in omnibus usquequaque obediant.’
Joh. Salisb., Ep. 184.
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prove, if it were necessary, that Ralph de Diceto was the archdeacon
who carried the letter to Becket, and that he had returned by the
way of the royal court. He does not appear again in these negotia-
tions, but his relations with Foliot gave him the opportunity of
learning all that took place; he watched them with care, and
although his ‘ Imagines ’ were probably not put in their present form
until several years after the events, and thus his deseriptions have
none of the exactness and vividness that might have been expected
if they had been written whilst the recollection was fresh, they are,
comjng from the hand of a careful and by no means partial eye-
witness, an invaluable addition to the letters and lives of Saint
Thomas of Canterbury.

One or two notes of Bishop Foliot’s movements during the
remaining years of the controversy occur in the ¢ Imagines,’” and show
that Ralph, if not in his company, received exact information from
him. In the spring of 1169 Foliot was in anticipation of an
immediate sentence of anathema to be directed against himself by
name. The king had received a letter from Alexander III., dated in
the preceding June,! and telling him that the archbishop was no
longer forbidden to excommunicate; there was no doubt that the
bishop of London would be the first object of attack, and accordingly
on the 18th of March he called together the clergy and people of
London at S. Paul’s and solemnly appealed to the Pope.? The
appeal did not stay the sentence, which Becket pronounced on Palm
Sunday at Clairvaux. At Michaelmas Foliot started for Rome to
prosecute his appeal. In dread of treachery he chose the longer
route, and instead of proceeding through Burgundy, the ordinary
road followed as of old by English travellers, he went through
Guienne and Provence and across the Alps to Milan.? He reached
Milan in the spring of 1170, and there he received letters dated
February 14th, in which the Pope told him that he had directed the
archbishop of Rouen and the bishop of Exeter to absolve him.*
Cheered by the news he returned at full speed to the north, and
reached Rouen in time to be absolved on Palm Sunday, March 29.
Most of these dates are recorded in the ¢ Imagines,” and this might
lead us to suppose that the author went with the bishop; but we
find from the letters of Master David, a canon of S. Paul’s, whose
literary remains were a few years ago published in the Spicilegium
Liberianum,’ that Foliot had employed other officers in his negotiation

! 8. T. C. iv. 130. 5 ¢Quiete et prospere ad Sanctum

2 8. T. C. vi. 218; R. Diceto, i. Ambrosium devenientes,’” Spicileg.
333. Liberian. p. 644. Compare the words

3 Joh. Salish., Ep. 293 ; Spicilegium  of Ralph, vol. i. p. 837 R. 8. ed.:
Liberianum, p. 642. ¢ veniens ad Sanctum Ambrosium.’

4 Vol.i.p.337R.S.ed. S8.T.C.iv.93.
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with the Pope. David bhad himself been one of the messengers.
In a letter addressed to him, bidding him wait at Rouen, the bishop
announces his arrival at Milan in nearly the same words as those
used in the ‘ Imagines,” and states that the king had communicated
with him through Nicolas, the archdeacon of London.! This being
the case, it seems more probable that Ralph was left at home to
manage the diocese, and that his precise details of the bishop’s
movements were derived from similar letters addressed to himself.
The security obtained for Foliot by the absolution was destined
to be short lived. In the following June the coronation of the
younger Henry involved him in new difficulties. One of Becket’s
first acts on his return was to declare the bishop of London ex-
communicate under papal letters; and his refusal to withdraw the
sentence except on terms of abject submission was one of the points
of his altercation with his murderers. The murder of Becket left
the hostile bishops in greater danger than they had ever been before,
but the Pope was not implacable. The sentence of anathema issued
on account of his participation in the coronation was withdrawn,
and the bishop, on undertaking to abide by the Pope’s judgment,
was absolved from that part of his guilt by the bishops of Nevers
and Beauvais, at Chaumont, near Gisors, in August 1171.2 But he
was not yet restored to the exercise of his episcopal functions; before
that could be done he had to purge himself of all complicity in the
death of Becket. He was not disposed to take another journey to
Rome, and, alleging ill-health as a cause, sent one of his archdeacons
and two clerks, named Richard and Hugh, to perform the ceremony
as his representatives.® That done, the Pope wrote on the 27th of
February 1172 to the archbishop of Rouen, giving him leave to
receive the bishop’s personal purgation and to rehabilitate him ; and
this was done on the 1st of May at Aumale.* In this negotiation
we are again tempted to trace the hand of Ralph. The archdeacon
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.who was employed is denoted by the initial ¢ R."; but as it is probable

that both Richard Foliot, archdeacon of Colchester, and Robert
Banastre, archdeacon of Essex, were studying at the time at Bologna,

1 Spicileg. Liberian. p. 644.

2 The papal letters were directed
to the archbishop of Bourges and the
bishop of Nevers, April 24, 8. T. C.
vi. 59; Bened. i. 28. The bishops of
Nevers and Beauvais and the abbot
of Pontigny performed the absolution.

3 The Pope writes from Tusculum,
Feb. 27, 1172: ¢Sane cum nulli
apparuissent qui vellent eos impetere,
et preedictus Londoniensis, obstante
sibi debilitate corporis, ad tantum

laborem suscipiendum non esset suffi-
ciens, et in via plurima discrimina et
pericula imminerent, dilectos filios
nostros R. archidiaconum suum e
magistrum Ricardum et magistrum
Hugonem clericos ejus ad presentiam
nostram transmisit, ut pro se coram
nobis purgationem preestarent.’ 8. T.
C. iv. 68.

* The archbishop of Rouen and the
bishop of Amiens officiated.
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one of these was more probably the bishop’s agent on the occasion.
Master David also was again employed. With the restitution at
Aumale Foliot’s troubles ceased, and the remaining years of his
episeopate were peaceful.

For several years we have no data that would enable us to trace
our author’s occupation, except one or two matters of archidiaconal
business in which a glimpse of him may be caught. In the
Chronicle of Walden Abbey we find him authorising the exemption
of the chapel which the Earl of Essex had built at Pleshey from
the jurisdiction of the archdeacon and his officials.! On another
oceasion he appears more jealous of his official rights; a letter of
Foliot’s exhibits him struggling for his rightful jurisdiction over the
church of S. Margaret, Westminster, in opposition to Abbot
Laurence.? The church of Bulmer, in Essex, was the subject of
another dispute between Walter of Bulmer, a clerk, and Ralph de
Hauterive, a canon of S. Paul’s, master of the schools, and afterwards

archdeacon.

In this Ralph had an interest, and joined in an agree-

ment referring it to the bishop for arbitration on the 4th of December

11783

i MS. Arundel 29, fo. 6; Fundatio
Walden. lib. ii. e. 3: ‘Prester heac
concessimus ut capella cum cimiterio
apud Plessetum, quam ipse edifi-
caverat, dedicaretur, quia longe erat
ecclesia matrix de Estra, difficilis
vero et longa, maxime tempore hye-
mali corpora mortuorum ad sepelien-
dum ferentibus, via. Remansit autem
ad servitium ejusdem capelle tota
decimatio cum obventionibus habi-
tantium in Plesseto cum decima
insuper duarum virgatarum de Bere-
wik Granciee videlicet Plesseto
propinquioris, que ad ecclesiam de
Estra usque ad illum tempus per-
tinebat. In dedicatione autem illa,
multis coram astantibus, episcopo
insuper Gileberto ordinante, Radulfo
etiam de Disceto archidiacono Middle-
sexiee assensum preebente, statutum
est ut capella jam dicta omnino sit
libera, neque archidiacono, neque ejus
officialibus  teneatur respondere :
crisma autem ad baptismum et oleum
infirmorum de matrice ecclesia, Estra
scilicet, accipere ei concessum est.’
See also Newcourt, Rep. Lond. i. 34.

? ¢Ecclesiam quippe Sancte Mar-
garetee, super qua recens heec est orta
dissensio, a primis suis fundamentis
usque ad dies hos episcopis London-
iensibus et eorum archidiaconis sine

If we attempt to trace him in public affairs during the same

contradictione et reclamatione fuisse
subjectam, consonum totius undique
vicinim testimonium clamet ; et hanc
meo quoque tempore R. archidiacono
debitum et consuetum cathedraticum
exsolvisse in illis fere partibus nullus
ignorat.” 8. T.C.v.3863. Laurence
wasg abbot 1160-1176.

2 ¢ Composition or award made by
Gilbert bishop of London in the
presence of Robert bishop of Hereford,
in 1178, for settlement of the con-
troversy between the churches of
Bulemere and Brundon, moved against
Ralph de Hauterive by Walter de
Bulemere, clerk, and his accomplices,
and referred to the said bishop by
common consent of all claiming rights
in the said church of Bulemere, viz.
Ralph de Disceto, archdeacon of
London; Gilbert Geldham, dean;
and the aforesaid Walter; and also
John Le Manant, knight, patron of
the church of Brundone, and the said
Ralph de Hauterive, the parson of the
said church. At S. Paul’s, London, 4
non.Dee. Witnesses, Robert, bishop of
Hereford ; Hugh, dean of S. Paul’s;
Richard, archdeacon of Colchester;
Henry of Northampton, Richard
Stortford, Gilbert Foliot, canons of
S. Paul’s; Ralph Foliof, canon of
Hereford; Roger FitzMaurice, and
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period, it is only by following the proceedings of Foliot or observing
the occasions on which, like any other archdeacon, he would be
summoned to ecclesiastical assemblies.: Possibly he witnessed the
election and consecration of the bishops when he records the dates
and circumstances of the ceremony. He wasno doubt present when
Archbishop Richard visited S. Paul’s on the 24th of October 1174 ;
probably he attended the court in 1177, when many deans and arch-
deacons were summoned to hear the award between the kings of
Castile and Navarre, of which he preserves an imperfect record.!
But he tells us nothing about himself; his omission to notice the
great disturbances which took place in London in 1177 ? indicates
either that he was absent or that he wrote after the importance of
the matter was forgotten. In this obscurity the career of Master
David affords a ray of light, and shows us that nearly thirty years
after his first appointment at S. Paul’s his position was not so secure
as might have been expected.

Master David, whom we have seen employed as Foliot’s envoy?
on two occasions in Italy, was an ambitious and a needy man. He
called himself David of London, and was perhaps prebendary of
Brownswood.* He had studied with profit at Clermont, at Paris,
and at Bologna. On one occasion we find him applying to Dean
Hugh and the Chapfer for leave of non-residence.® Foliot, who
seems to have been his first patron, had a high opinion of his
character and attainments,® and he was on very friendly terms with
Robert Foliot, the bishop of Hereford, a kinsman of Gilbert, and
with Roger, the bishop of Worcester, the king’s cousin. He was
resident at Bologna when the two archdeacons were reading there,”
and acted in the business of his patron’s absolution both in 1169 and
in 1171. At Bologna apparently he got into debt, and, in trying to
extricate himself, showed himself ungrateful and greedy. After a

long series of self-commendatory

others.’ Charters of the duchy of
Lancaster, 35, Report of the Deputy
Keeper, App. p. 29. Bulmere is in
Essex, but in the old archdeaconry of
Middlesex. Newcourt, ii. 99, 103.

1 R. de Die. i. 418; Benedict, i.
145 : ¢ Venerunt etiam illuc tot abbates,
tot decani, tot archidiaconi quot sub
numero non cadebant.’

2 Benediet, i. 155. Another reason
for omitting to mention these trans-
actions may have been that the
Bucquints, who were implicated in
them, were tenants of the chapter of
S. Paul’s. Humfrey Buccuinte was
farmer of Kensworth. (MS. Hutton,
6956, p. 158.)

begging letters, he went to seek

* Above, pp. 61, 63.
S. T. C. iv. 62, 94.

4 If he was either, Newcourt has
confounded him with another person
called Brand, or his name was
David Brand. See Newcourt’s list of
the prebendaries of Brownswood.
Archdeacon Hale (Domesday, &ec.,
Pp. cxviii) seems to doubt whether he
was a canon: anyhow he had a
demesne at Willesdon ; ib. p. 152.

S Spicileg. Liberian. pp. 603-606,

¢ 8. T.C. vi. 34.

7 Spieil. Lib. p. 610, ¢ Adventanti-
bus Boloniam dominis meis archidia-
corio et nepotibus domini mei lmtus
factus sum.” Cf. S. T C. iv. 68.

Compare
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his fortune at Rome. Foliot had done for him what he could, and
had perhaps held out the hopes of succession to an archdeaconry
when one should be vacant. He had certainly assigned him a
pension of ten pounds on the archdeaconry of Middlesex, and for
more than two years Ralph de Diceto, as archdeacon, had continued
to pay it. Then he quarrelled with his friends. The dean Hugh
was an old man, and a vacancy might be expected any day in the
chief dignity of the church.! For that dignity there can be little
question that Ralph de Diceto had long been marked out; it was an
elective office, and he had been for nearly thirty years a member of
the chapter; he was the depository of all the traditions of the
church, and no doubt had much personal influence, if not also, as
might be suspected, a family influence in the cathedral body. The
news that Master David, fortified with letters from the bishops of
Hereford and Worcester,? was on his way to Rome to secure the
papal nomination to the deanery, may well have disgusted both
bishop and archdeacon. Ralph stopped Master David’s pension,
and the bishop wrote letters to oppose him. This proceeding seems

! Foliot writes to the bishop of
Worcester : ¢ Arma sumit adversum
nos familiaris vir et quondam domes-
ticus noster, magister ille David, et
quem laudum titulis extulimus, quem
beneficiis honoravimus, quem spera-
bamus amicissmum, non solum ex-
perimur ingratum sed etiam infestis-
simum. Hic cupide mentis injecit
oculos in prescipuam ecclesiee nostrs
dignitatem, et ut eam nobis invitis
obtineat ad dominum papam iter
parat, ut ejus auctoritate nos leedat et
ipsum ecircumveniendo, quod nostri
juris est non violenter solum sed im-
pudenter extorqueat.’” He had applied
for letters to the bishops of Worcester
and Hereford. Spicil. Liber. p. 641.

2 The bishop of Worcester writes
thus to the Pope: Master David of
London is a devout, faithful, and
learned man ; the bishop of London,
¢ considerata mediocritate immo parvi-
tate redditus sui, et viri honestate et
litteratura, ei decem libras argenti in
archidiaconatu Middelsexie annuatim
percipiendas assignavit, donec eidem
in pari vel ampliori beneficio eccle-
siastico provideatur ; quod et carta sua
quam inspeximus confirmavit, et lit-
teris a sigillo dependentibus, ut memo-
rato magistro David solveret preefatas
libras decem, R. archidiacono Middel-
sexiensi prescepit. Qui de mandato ei

per biennium continuum et infra ter-
minis statutis persolvit. Ortis autem
quibusdam controversiis inter jam
dictos, episcopum et archidiaconum et
magistrum David, episcopus et archi-
diaconus arbitrium commutaverunt, ut
quod archidiaconus in magistro David
solvere consuevit deinde episcopo
persolveret.” The archdeacon had
accordingly stopped payment. Now,
however, the bishop had restored
David to his favour, but as his pecu-
niary position was precarious, the
bishop of Worcester prays the Pope to
order Foliot to assign him ten pounds
a year from the first vacant benefice :
‘interim vero, donec vacaverit bene-
ficium in quo sufficienter decem libre
eirecompensentur, districte precipiatis
preedicto archidiacono, ut illas de
archidiaconatu in quo ei constat fuisse
assignatas, absque vexationis molestia
persolvat. In hujus ergo interventus
pro viro digno exhibiti exauditione,
experiatur nostre parvitatis devotio,
pater reverende, consuete benignitatis
affectum; et ne fanti viri labores
alicujus tergiversatione deludantur, in
severitate et districtione mandati
preecipiatis preenominato archidiacono,
ut decem libras quas magistro David
solvere consuevit, occasione et ap-
pellatione cessante integre persolvat.’
Spicil. Liber. pp. 757, 758.
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to have nipped Master David’s ambition in the bud. The last we
hedr of him is in a letter from the bishop of Worcester to the
Pope, praying that, now that Bishop Foliot has admitted him again
to favour, the archdeacon may be ordered to resume payment of
the pension until David could be provided with a benefice of the
same value. This correspondence must have taken place before
1179, in which year Bishop Roger died. In 1180 the deanery was
vacated and Ralph de Diceto was elected to fill it.

Although as a rule promotion was slow except for servants of
the Court, Ralph de Diceto must have seen himself outstripped in
the race for preferment by many who had started with him.
Thomas Becket, his junior probably in the capitular body, had long
ago reached the honours not only of the primacy but of martyrdom
and canonisation. John of Canterbury, his competitor for the arch-
deaconry, had been for nearly twenty years a bishop, and was shortly
to be chosen to fill the half-independent see of Liyons. Richard of
Ilchester, his friend, had become in 1174 bishop of Winchester, and
Robert Foliot, archdeacon of Oxford, with whom he had been
long associated under Bishop Gilbert, had become the same year
bishop of Hereford. Of his Parisian acquaintance, Robert of Melun
had been made a bishop in 1168 ; and Adam, the canon of Notre
Dame, who had been associated also with John of Salisbury, had
been, in 1175, promoted to the see of S. Asaph. A new generation
and school was springing up around him in his own cathedral, but
there were still with him William de Vere, the early friend and
fellow-student ; William of Northall, the archdeacon of Gloucester
and residentiary of S. Paul’s; Paris, the archdeacon of Rochester,
nephew of the great Robert Pullus, and himself closely associated
with the Sicilian clergy; some remnants of the Belmeis family
party, and more than one Foliot. It is not impossible that Ralph
during some portion of his career acted as Master of the Schools of
S. Paul’s, in that office which later bore the name of chancellor.
Between Master Henry, who in the time of Richard of Belmeis had
contended for the archdeaconry of Colchester, and Ralph de Haute-
rive, the military archdeacon who led the English reserve at the
siege of Acre, there is abundant room for another ‘ magister.” But
whether or no Ralph filled the office, he must have exercised over
the resident body of younger canons an enlightened and beneficial
influence. The election to the deanery was a free election.! No
congé d’élire from the bishop was requisite, and although the
episcopal confirmation after the election was necessary, there could
be no question about the ratification of the election in the case of

! Statutes of 8. Paul’s {ed. Simpson), p. 14.
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so old and tried a servant. Ralph does not note either the
death of his predecessor or his own appointment. The exact date,
then, is not ascertained, but as we find him at work on the
survey of the chapier property as early as January 8th, 1181, if is
clear that he must have been settled in his office before the end
of 1180.

It is not easy under the altered circumstances of the modern
cathedral system to realise the importance of such a position as that
to which Ralph was now called. The High Dean of S. Paul’s* was
not only the head of a great body of rich and active clergy, but the
chief administrator of a very large estate in land, one of the chief
citizens of the capital city of England, and the foremost secular
priest in the southern province. He was the dean of London,
¢ decanus Lundoniensis,” for he did not, except in official documents,
call himself dean of S. Paul’s, or admit the dean of S. Martin’s, his
near neighbour, to any superficial parity of dignity. Ralph brought
long experience and a strong love of his church to his new office, and
he left on the administrative history of his cathedral a deep and
lasting mark. His historical labours were by no means the whole
of his work; his reputation as a theologian was considerable, and
the scriptorium of S. Paul’s produced postills, as well as chronicles
and compilations, of which he was the author ; but his hand is as
distinetly traceable in the register, the survey, and in the statute
book ; the same strikingly beautiful penmanship, the Pauline hand,
a8 I shall venture to call it, which under his superintendence recorded
the great events of history, may be recognised among the extant
muniments of his cathedral.

We are prone, in examining into the municipal and merca,ntlle
history of London, to forget that it was a very great ecclesiastical
centre. The fact that the cathedral of Canterbury was in the hands
of a monastic chapter left S. Paul’s at the head of the secular clergy
of southern England ; it was an educational centre too, where young
statesmen spent their leisure in something like self-culture. London
with its 40,000 inhabitants had a hundred and twenty churches, all
looking to the cathedral as their mother,2 The resident canons had
to exercise a magnificent hospitality carefully prescribed in ancient
statutes ; twice a year each of them had to entertain the whole staff
of the cathedral, and to invite the bishop, the mayor, the sheriffs,
aldermen, justices and great men of the court.? Rich as the church
was, no canon was allowed to become residentiary who could not

1 «Rauf de Disze le haut den de Report of Cathedral Comm., App. p. 2.
Lundres,” ¢ Livere des reis,” p. 256. % Pet. Bles. epistt. (ed. Giles), ii. 85.
The dean of Rouen cathedral also 3 Statutes, pp. 125, 126.
bore the title of ‘haut doyen. 1st
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afford to spend seven or eight hundred marks the first year : at York
the qualification was not less than a thousand marks.! If this were
the case with the canons, the obligation lay more heavily and con-
tinuously on the dean. Ralph’s first thought seems to have been
how to become a good husband to his church.

The first act which he undertook as dean was the great survey of
the lands and churches belonging to the chapter of his cathedral.?
It was an exact account, drawn up in a most orderly manner, like
the Domesday survey of the Conqueror, or the great Durham survey
of ¢ Boldon Buke.” A precious fragment of the original is preserved
in the Bodleian Library (MS. Rawlinson, B. 872), and has been
edited with notes and large illustrative apparatus by the late Arch-
deacon Hale among the publications of the Camden Society. The.
penmanship of the fragment exactly resembles that of the original
manuseripts of the dean’s historical works, and would afford a proof,
if such proof were wanted, that might suffice for their identification.
Although his survey is comparatively well known to antiquaries
through Dugdale and Newcourt, as well as through Archdeacon
Hale’s ¢ Domesday of 8. Paul’s,” it forms too important a part of our
author’s history to be left with a scanty notice here.

The title and date of the document, which are important as
fixing the time of Ralph’s appointment to the deanery, run as
follows :

¢ Annus ab Incarnatione Domini millesimus centesimus octogesi-
mus primus. Annus pontificatus Alexandri pape tertii vicesimus
primus. Annus regni regis Anglorum Henrici secundi vicesimus
septimus, Annus regni regis Anglorum Henriei filii regis undecimus.
Annus translationis episcopi Herefordensis Gilberti Folioth in
Lundoniensem episcopum octavus decimus tune temporis effluebat,
quando facta fuit inquisitio maneriorum 3 beati Pauli per Radulfum
de Diceto decanum Lundoniensem ; anno primo sui decanatus,
assistentibus ei tam magistro Henrico de Norhamtona quam domino
Roberto de Cliforde.” ¢ The regnal years are not exact, for the 21st.
year of Alexander IIL. ended in September 1180, whilst the 27th
year of Henry II. began on the 19th of the following December. As,

! First Report of the Cathedral
Commissioners, Appendix i, p. 17.
Bishop Braybrook in 1399 fixed the
more reasonable sum of 300 marks,
Statutes of S. Paul’s, p. 152.

2 It does not contain a survey of
the prebendal estates, only of the
chapter lands, the ¢ communa,” and
churches.

3 ¢The manors forming the com-
muna of the chapter were Caddington,

Kensworth, Sandon, Luffenhale, Ard-
leigh, in Hertfordshire ; Beauchamp,
Wickham, Thorpe and Kirkby, and
Walton, Tidwolditun, Tillingham,
Barling, Runwell, Norton, Navestock,.
and Chingford, in Essex; Sutton and
Drayton in Middlesex ; and Barnes in
Surrey.’ Simpson, Statutes, pref. p.
xxvii.

* Hale, Domesday of S. Paul’s, pp.
112, sq. ; Dugdale, 8. Paul’s, p. 306.
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however, Alexander died on August 80, 1181, the survey must have
been thrown into its present form in the January of that year.

The Inquest on which the survey is based lasted twenty-two days,
beginning at Caddington, in Hertfordshire, on January 8, and ending
at Sutton, in Middlesex, on the 80th. The articles of inquiry are
stated in the distinet and cautious order that marks the rest of
Ralph’s work : ‘ut facilius veritas erueretur, pro maneriorum capaci-
tate, pro numero colonorum modo plures modo pauciores eligendos
decrevimus artatos preestita jurisjurandi religione, quod ad interro-
gata nec verum supprimerent nec assererent falsum scienter, sed
juxta conscientiam suam in commune proferrent pro quot hydis
unaqueque villa se defenderet tempore regis Henrici, tempore
Willelmi decani, versus regem, quid tunc fiscalibus commodis
appenderetur per annum vicecomiti scilicet vel hundredi preeposito,
quidve modo ; quid modo solvatur collegio canonicorum, quot hydse
in dominio, quot assise, quot libers, quot geldabiles, quot in dominio
sint arabiles acre, quot in prato, quot in nemore sive vestito sive non
vestito ; quid instauramenti possit apponi vel in marisco vel in alia
pastura; qui colonorum libertate gauderent quive gravarentur
operibus, qui censuales, quive cottarii; quid meliorationis accreverit
in unoquoque manerio, quidve manerium senserit detrimentum vel
in deterioratione domorum vel in vastatione nemorum ; quis
terminos moverit vel premterierit. Quia vero pravorum intentio
semper est prior ad detrahendum, si lector de reprehensione sollicitus
circa maneriorum inquisitionem aliquid omissum notaverit, non
id inquirentium negligentiee deputet sed juratorum vel errori vel
fraudi.’

Apart from the social and economical value of the survey,
matters which cannot be touched on now, it has considerable interest
in pointing out to us the sort of men with whom Ralph de Diceto
was associated in the management of the estates and business of his
church. Of the farmers of the seventeen manors visited by the dean
and his assessors, five were canons of the cathedral or high
dignitaries elsewhere. The first, who farmed Caddington and Kens-
worth, was Herbert, archdeacon of Canterbury, the son of Richard
of Ilchester, bishop of Winchester, and himself afterwards bishop of
Salisbury.! Ardleigh was farmed by Nicolas de Sigillo, archdeacon
of Huntingdon and clerk of the Exchequer, probably a son or brother
of Bishop Robert de Sigillo, who had one son at least in the chapter.?
Richard Ruffus, the prebendary of Twyford, farmed Sandon,
Eadulfsnase, Barling, and Runwell and Belchamp: the lease of

! Domesd. of 8. Paul’s, p. 110. son of Bishop Robert, was prebendary

2 Domesd. of 8. Paul’s, p. 111 of Mora. (Newcourt.)
Madox, Hist. Exch. p. 485. Henry,
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some of which had been granted to a predecessor of the same name
who was archdeacon of Essex ; Richard was a great man in his way,
and possessed a house of his own within the cathedral precinets.
William of Northall, who farmed Drayton, was archdeacon of
Gloucester and afterwards bishop of Worcester; and Nicolas, the
archdeacon of London, held Sutton. John de Marigni or Marney
farmed Navestock, probably by favour of Dean Hugh de Marigni;
Robert of Fulham held Wickham, Gilbertus Manens held Tit-
wolditon, William and Theodorie, two brothers, held Tillingham,
and Odo of Dammartin held Norton ; Walter and John held Barnes.
Of these seven we have only the names.!

The survey of the manors ? was followed by a visitation of the
churches, a complete abstract or transcript of which, as well as of
the survey, is preserved among the cathedral registers.? The report
of the visitation is introduced by an instructive and characteristic
preface, addressed by the dean, perhaps, to his successors :—

¢ Patrimonium beati Pauli doctoris gentium in ecclesia Londo-
niensi liberalitate regum, oblatione fidelium, canonicis ibidem Deo
servientibus collatum antiquitus, ordine quo supra descriptum est
cum de maneriis ageretur. Si volueris diligentius perserutari per
ordinem vires locorum occultatas hucusque, non poteris amodo
causari tibi prorsus incognitas. Ad communem igitur utilitatem
respiciens, si primam vocem habueris in capitulo, si vel fueris
aseriptus in matricula canonicorum, nulla ratione sustineas ut si
firmariorum potestas, qui modo possident, exspiraverit, quoquo casu,
quod aliquis vel canonicus vel extraneus simul ad firmam possideat
et manerium et ecclesiam ; sed ne promiscuis actibus rerum tur-
bentur officia, sit semper in eadem villa distinctio personarum ; sit
alter qui temporalibus preesit, sit alter qui spiritualia subministret :
sit alius qui decimas solvat, sit alius qui recipiat. Ordinetur autem
vicarius in ecclesiis juxta dispositionem capituli, qui, si facultates
ecclesize patiantur, dum servit altari sit contentus altario; si non
patiantur, victus capellano suppleatur ex decimis ad arbitrium tale
quod semper honestati sit conscium. Reliqui vero fructus, quos in
ecclesia propriis sumptibus excoluerit, majores quoque decime
reserventur canonicis vel ad annuum censum capellanis vel aliis
clericis tradantur ad firmam. De regulari jure faciendum est quod
supradiximus, nisi necessitas urgens interdum aliud aliquid fieri pro
ratione temporis et utilitate magna capituli flagitaverit. Ordinetur
autem vicarius in ecclesiis juxta dispositionem tam decani quam
capituli. Quee sit ergo dos ecclesiarum, quid solvatur capitulo, quid
per clericos, quidve per firmarium ecclesiee nomine ; quid in aliquibus

! Domesday of S. Paul’s, p. 111. ? 1bid. p. 140.
3 Ibid. pp. 146-152.
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locis ecclesize matrici jure parochiali solvatur, a qua noster firmarius,
& qua nostri coloni recipiant spiritualia ; quid solvatur pro sinoda-
libus, quis colligat beati Petri denarium ; quid solvatur archidiaconis
Huntedonise vel Bedefordie, quis ecclesiarum ornatus, diligenter
annexum invenies in sequentibus. Explicit prologus.’!

Of the character of the visitation, the report on Navestock may
serve as a specimen :—¢ Ecclesia de Nastocha est in dominio eanoni-
corum et reddit eis Ix. solidos per manum firmarii ; et solvit nomine
sinodalium xii. d.; de denario beati Petri iii. solidos quos colligit
sacerdos et solvit. Et habet in dominio de terra arabili xlvii. acras,
in bosco xl. acras, et defendit eas versus regem pro quater viginti
acris. Habet etiam decimas plenas totius ville et de dominio tertiam
garbam.” The case of Navestock might be a good illustration of the
wisdom of the dean’s suggestion that the farm of the manor and the
rectory should not be in the same hands. 8. Paul’s held the two
together until the Reformation, when the two were finally divided ;
but long before that, probably, the eighty acres of glebe and wood
which belonged to the church had been lost among the lands of the
manor ; the vicar holds now about twenty acres, and the rectors
possess no land in the parish. The whole record of survey and
visitation throws light on the temporal and spiritual administration
of church property which is very valuable ; the use of the inquest
by sworn recognitors for the valuation of the land ; the confusion of
lay and clerical duties in the hands of the great men of the chapter;
the institution of vicarages often very scantily endowed on the rich
manors, intended to exonerate the great clerks from the duty of
serving their churches, are all significant points. The period was
one at which the appropriation of tithes was very largely extended,
and at which the claims of the ministering priest of the parish were
universally set aside in favour of those of the beneficed parson, who
might on those terms hold any number of livings and be scarcely,
even in name, a clerk. Ralph, who held Aynho and Finchingfield
in this loose way, did not scruple to throw the cure of the parishes
on the newly instituted vicarages; it is to his credit that he tried to
obtain for them a sufficient endowment.

Ralph’s first act as dean of S.Paul’s was the beginning of a long
and careful administration of the property of his church. In 14472
the chapter still possessed three registers bearing the name of Ralph
de Diceto ; time, however, has not spared us one that answers to the
character of a decanal register. But the general registers of the
cathedral and the muniment room of the chapter still contain, either
in original charters or in early copies, a large number of documents

! Domesday of S. Paul’s, pp. 146, 147. 2 Domesday of S. Paul’s, p. xvi.
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drawn up and sealed by him. Many of these have been used by
Newecourt, who employed them with pious zeal in the composition of
his Repertorium Ecclesiasticum Parochiale Liondinense ; and the
antiquarian industry of Dr. Matthew Hutton prompted him to
extract from the mass some of the most important of the Pauline
records, the abstract of which is preserved among the Harleian
Manusecripts. But many more still lie unnoted on the registers and
in the charter drawers, full of interest for the history of London and
the church, but far too numerous and various to be even cited in this
place. Many of these arein the form of leases granted to the farmers
of the chapter lands, and form a valuable continuation to the series
of earlier leases printed by Archdeacon Hale from a still earlier
register, in the Domesday of 8. Paul's. Thus there is a lease of
Norton to John of Dammartin, granted no doubt on the death or
termination of the tenure of Odo of Dammartin,! a lease of Sandon
to Thomas and Alan of Bassingburn,®? and a lease of Belchamp,
dated in 1185, to Richard Ruffus.® Others record the presentation
to churches : Ralph de Diceto and the chapter grant the church of
Ardleigh to John of Winchester, and again to Hamo of Winchester ; 4
they receive Master Gilbert of Cranford as clerk to the chapel of
East Twyford on the presentation of Payn FitzHenry ; 5 the church
of Barnes is granted to Richard, a kinsman of Henry of Northampton,
at & rent of half a mark ; but this is probably a lease of tithes to be
supplemented by the institution of a vicar.® Some of the grants
are of the nature of monastic endowments, bestowed perhaps with a
view of increasing the influence of the chapter. It was probably
under the influence of the Justiciar Ranulf Glanvill that the church
of S. Olave, Jewry, and two-thirds of S. Stephen’s, Coleman Street,

' MS. Hutton, p. 27. ‘Sciant
preesentes et futuri quod ego Radulfus
de Diceto decanus ecclesim Sancti
Pauli Lundonia et ejusdem capitulum
concessimus Johanni de Dammartin
Nortonam cum omnibus pertinentiis
suis tenendam de nobis ad firmam

. . . reddentes inde nobis annuatim
centum solidos. Testibus Radulfo de
Diceto decano, Nicholao archidiacono,
Henrico thesaurario, Ricardo de Stor-
teforde magistro scholarum, magistro
Henrico, Roberto de Clifforde, Hugone
de Raculfe, Henrico filio episcopi,
magistro Hugone, Ricardo Juveni,
Rad. de Chiltona, Gileberto Banastre.’
See Newcourt, ii. 439.

? Hutton MS., p. 122.

® Hutton MS,, part 2, p. 117.

* Hutton MS., pp. 68, 87.

® Newcourt, i. 759; Hutton MS.,

p. 53.

¢ Hutton MS.,, p. 48. ¢Sciant
omnes quod ego R. de Diceto, decanus
ecclesism Sancti Pauli Lundoniz, et
ejusdem ecclesize capitulum concessi-
mus Ricardo cognato magistri Henrici
de Norhamtune ecclesiam de Berne
cum terris et decimis et obventionibus
et omnibus rectitudinibus ad eandem
pertinentibus; reddet autem inde
nobis annuatim dimidiam marcam.
Hane vero concessionem ipsi facimus
salvo jure universo quod dominus
archiepiscopus Cantuariensis habet in
ecclesia illa. Testibus Rad. decano,
Nie. archid. Lundon., magistro Ri-
cardo, magistro Radulfo, Hugone de
Raculf, Roberto de Clifforde, magistro
Henrico, magistro Hugone, Ricardo
juniore, magistro Ricardo fratre
Nicholai et Ricardi.’
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were granted or secured to the monastery of Butley, of which he was
the founder. In this case the prior and convent were to act as
vicars of S. Olave’s and supply the pastoral care : a clumsy arrange-
ment which was afterwards superseded by a formal appropriation
and the ordination of a vicarage.! There is also a grant of land at
Ludeburn to the prior and convent of Merton in Surrey.? A more
interesting series of documents are the grants of land, houses, and
other property, with which the resources of the church were enlarged
during the same period. And amongst these Ralph himself deserves
the first place, both as a benefactor and as a promoter of good works
in others. He built himself a deanery-house and chapel within the
precinets of S. Paul’s, which when completed he bestowed with the
land on which they stood, and the ornaments and books with which
he had furnished them, on the deans his successors for ever. For
the securing of this benefaction he obtained letters of confirmation
from Gilbert Foliot and Richard FitzNeal, successively bishops of
London, from Richard archbishop of Canterbury, and Pope Lucius III.
This must have been done soon after he became dean, as Archbishop
Richard died in 1184 and Lucius ITI. in 1185. The papal confirma-
tion, dated at the Lateran in Mareh, limits it to the years 1182 or
1188. In consideration of this gift every succeeding dean had to
pay ten shillings for a pittance on the anniversary of the death of
the donor, and to give security for the payment at his institution to
the deanery.® Ralph settled, moreover, on the chapter the tithe of
the demesne of his prebendal estate of Tottenhall,* with a view
towards the endowment of a new hospital founded by Master Henry
of Northampton, prebendary of Kentish Town, within the cathedral
liberties. Henry of Northampton, who was one of the canons of
Archbishop Baldwin’s projected college at Lambeth, and whom he
nominated to the church of Monkton in Thanet, was likewise a
benefactor ; he left certain houses to the chapter for the sustentation
of the almonry;3 probably it was by way of compensating his

} Newcourt, i. 512; MS. Hutton,

p. 111

2 MS. Hutton, pt. 2, p. 134.

3 Newcourt, i. 34; MS. Hutton,
part 2, p. 146. The original charters
may be still in S. Paul’s; the confir-
mation by Bishop Richard III. will be
found, extracted from the register, in
the Appendix to the Preface to vol. ii.
(Roll Series).

+ Newcourt, 1. 212. ¢Radulfus de
Diceto decanus ecclesiee Sancti Pauli
Londoni® universis, &c. Noverit
caritas vestra me . . . concessisse
capitulo canonicorum Sancti Pauli

integram totam decimam de dominio
preebends mes de Tothale in blado et
in omnibus fructibus de terra pro-
venientibus, &c. Testibus Nicholao
archidiacono Liond., &e.” MS. Hutton,
p. 112.

3 Newcourt, i. 169 ; MS. Hutton, p.
52. ¢R. de Diceto ecclesi S. Pauli
Lundoniensis decanus et ejusdem
ecclesiss  capitulum omnibus, &e.
salutem. Noverit universitas vestra
quod nos concessimus magistro Ri-
cardo de Lulinge domos qus fuerunt
magistri Henrici de Norhamptun con-
canonici nostri, quas idem Henricus
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relations that we find Richard his kinsman made lessee of the church
of Barnes. Another valuable gift was that of William of Belmeis,
the nephew of the second Bishop Richard, and the last of the name
whom we find connected with S. Paul’s. He, for the health of the
souls of his father Robert of Belmeis and his uncle Richard, gave to
the canons his church of 8. Pancras, which was consequently
appropriated to the chapter and a vicarage ordained ; the tithe of
S. Pancras, however, went towards the maintenance of Henry of
Northampton’s hospital! Richard of Stortford, the ¢magister
scholarum,’ imitated the example of the dean, and settled the stone
house, which be had built within the close, on his successor in his
own prebend, subject to an annual rent of a mark of silver to main-
tain an obit.? Among minor charters is one in which Bishop Richard
the third grants to Ralph de Diceto and the chapter Ralph Blund
‘our man and native,” of Hadham, free and quit of all bond of
servitude.?

Not less distinctly than in the domestic economy of the
cathedral? is the work of Ralph to be traced in the statute book.
The customs and statutes of the cathedral were reduced to their
existing form and probably first codified by Dean Ralph Baldock,
afterwards bishop of London and chancellor to Edward I., a man
who seems to have succeeded to some portion of Ralph de Diceto’s
love of order. In the process of arrangement he has not preserved
the exact wording of such statutes as had been previously enacted,
and there is perhaps far more than at first meets the eye, in which a
critical examination could determine the authorship of the several
parts.” In more than one place the customs approved in the time of

nobis ad sustentationem elemosins

gcholar at Ozxford; mentioned by
beati Pauli dedit . .. tenendas de

nobis . . . pro iii. solidis annuatim in
anniversario die obitus magistri Hen-
rici. Testibus, &c.’ Henry can
scarcely be the same Henry of North-
ampton who is noticed by Mr. Foss
among the judges. Cf. Epp. Cant., p.
342.
! Newcourt, 1.190; MS. Hutton, p. 84.

2 Newcourt, i. 151.

2 ¢ Omnibus Christi fidelibus, ete.
Ricardus divina migeratione Lun-
doniensis ecclesi® minister salutem in
Domino. Ad communem omnium
notitiam pervenire volumus nos con-
cessisse et dedisse Radulfo de Diceto
decano et capitulo beati Pauli Radul-
fum Blundum hominem et nativum
nostrum de Haddam, liberum et quie-
fum ab omni nexu servitutis; et ut
heaee nostra, &c. Testibus, &c.? Regist.
S. Pauli. One R. Blondus was a

Peter of Blois, Epp. (ed. Giles), i. 184 ;
but the name was very common.

* Dr. Simpson, Statutes, p. 132,
mentions a seal used by Ralph de
Diceto, described in MS. Ashmole, 833,
fol. 401; bearing the inscription,
¢ Sigillum capituli Sancti Pauli Lon-
donie. S.Paule standing upon a little
building like a church, holding up his
right hand, and in his left a booke,
open as if he were preaching, on each
hand several people, some of which
hold up their hands.’

5 Such a critical examination has
been given to the Statutes in the edi-
tion of Dr. Sparrow Simpson, not
only in reference to the original forms
of the several enactments, but with
illustrations from the usages of other
cathedrals, and indeed with every
appliance that is required for the elu-
cidation of the subject.
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Ralph de Diceto are referred to as a sort of primary authority, or as
defining a period of limitation beyond which it was rieedless to seek
for the origin of the particular rule. In some few instances a
constitution of Ralph may be given entire; such a statute is that
‘de servientibus,’ ! which orders that all the servants of the church
shall be in the church in winter at the first stroke of the compline
bell, and in summer at the first stroke of the curfew ; that they are
to guard against the admission of suspicious strangers, and to be
answerable for all furniture carried outside the vestibule ; several
other directions are added, especially one which establishes a
graduated table of fees for gravedigging.? If a statute like this shows
the dean’s attention to the minute regulation of the lowest of the
church’s inmates, another set of constitutions touch the most import-
ant of the cathedral institutions, the law of residence. The great
statute of residence which was accepted by the chapter in 1192is not
given by Baldock in its proper form, but only by means of extracts ;
and, curiously enough, anotherset of regulations preseribing the duties
of the residentiaries appears in a later part of the book under the title
of ¢ constitutions, statutes, and declarations of ancient and approved
customs published in the time of Master Ralph de Disceto, dean of
S. Paul’s.” The text of the statute of residence, which seems to be
our author’s own work, will be found in an appendix to the preface
of vol. ii. (Roll Series). It prescribes with great exactness the
amount of absence which disqualifies & canon from receiving a
share in the distribution of the common fund ; it defines the sense
in which a canon can be said to have well served the church, and
orders that equitable consideration shall be given to necessary causes
of absence. In particular two cases are provided for, which Ralph
knew from his own experience were likely to recur; a canon who
wag absent at a university was allowed forty shillings annually from
the common fund ; and one who was obliged to carry on a trial in
defence of his right was allowed to count the days of necessary
absence as days of residence. The approved customs are a much
more striking series of articles;® they lay down the duties of hospi-
tality to be performed by the canons, the number of feasts which
they are to make, the duty of entertaining the mayor, sheriffs,
aldermen, justices, and the great men of the court who may stand
in good stead to the church in difficult times. The new residentiary

! Statutes, pp. 109, 124: ¢ Ordina- puero nisi tantum i%’ Statutes, pp.

75

tum fuit tempore Radulfi de Diceto
decani, quod,’ &e. See also Dugdale,
S. Paul’s (ed. 1658) p. 270.

z «Jtem quod pro fovea mortui
facienda non accipiat ultra iiid., et hoc
a divite; a medioeri iid. vel id; a

110, 124.

3 Statutes, pp. 125 sq.: ¢ Constitu-
tiones et statuta et declarationes con-
suetudinum antiquarum et approbata-
rum edite tempore magistri Radulfi de
Disceto, decani Sancti Pauli.’
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is forbidden to dwell in the house of the Earl of Hereford, or in the
house of Diana or Rosamond ; he is not to be bled at all in the first
quarter of his residence, and in the other quarters once a month ;
he is bound to take part in the expenses and festivities of Childer-
mas and the boy bishop.! These customs are many of them extra-
vagant and burdensome, and the whole were cancelled by Bishop
Braybrook in 1899 as a pretended statute of Ralph de Diceto.? It is
quite possible, however, that they were a genuine record of customs
which prevailed when the canons were all great and rich men, and
when the duty of hospitality was recognised as second only to that
of divine service.

A more interesting act, which bears the name of Ralph de Diceto
and the date 1197, is the institution of a fratery or fraternity for
the celebration of the office for the dead members, and the mass of
the Holy Ghost for living ones, and for the relief of the sick and
poor, at four annual meetings.® The society, which does not in its
main features differ from the ordinary type of the religious guild, is
memorable only as a proof of the dean’s anxiety that his church
should not be lacking in the more popular forms of charity and
devotion.

Besides the enactments which bear his name, the extract from
Hugh of 8. Victor which has been more than once mentioned as
inserted by way of preamble to the statutes, and possibly the
extracts from the rule of Chrodegang, which are rather of antiquarian
value than of practical validity, may have been drawn out of the
scholarlike memory of Ralph de Diceto. The impression produced
by a careful examination of those parts of the volume which reflect
the conditions of the twelfth century is that the cathedral establish-
ment was organised on a plan not altogether unlike a college of
the present day ; residence was very much determined by the will
of the individual canon ; certain funds were divisible among the
residents only, each canon drew his bread and beer, and bread and

! Statutes, p. 129: *Debet etiam
novus residentiarius post cenam die
Sanctorum Innocentium ducere puer-
um suum cum daunsa et chorea et
torchiis ad elemosinariam, et ibi cum
torticiis potum et species singulis
ministrare, et liberatam vini, cervisise
et specierum et candellarum facere,’
&e.
2 Statutes, p. 153 : ¢ Statuta vero
pretensa ac consuetudines ejusdem
ecclegim canonicos in primo anno
residentiss ad majores expensas . . .
sive ad sumptuosa et excessiva con-
vivia et pastus voluptuosos, et alias

excessivas expensas, quam ut pr sefertur
necnon choreas et complenas per vicos
et plateas . . . necnon statutum pree-
tensum editum tempore Radulfi de
Disseto quondam decani dicte ecclesiee

. . cassamus, irritamus et annulla-
mus.’

3 Statutes, pp. 63, 64: ‘de Fra-
teria beneficiorum ecclesie Sancti
Pauli London., anno ab Incarnatione
Domini McxcVIL in crastino Annuncia-
tionis Beatee Marie, auctoritate
Radulfi de Dyceto, ecclesiee Sancti
Pauli London. decani, &e.’
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beer for his dependents ; of the non-residents, some were farmers of
the manors of the corporation, some held the livings either bestowed
by the chapter or belonging to their several prebends; some of the
canons were very young and waiting for prebends, some accumulated
duties in church and state, some were resident as exhibitioners in
foreign universities. Devotion, hospitality, education, were the chief
occupation of the residents. Great men, English and foreign, were
entertained at great cost ; kings and foreign prelates were received
with solemn processions, in which from time to time the city joined
the church, and great holy days were kept ¢ coronata civitate,” the
streets being hung with garlands. The great establishments of the
friars were not yet instituted. S. Paul’s stood at the head of the
religious life of Liondon,and by its side, at some considerable interval
however, S. Martin’s le Grand, S. Bartholomew’s, Smithfield, and
the great and ancient foundation of Trinity, Aldgate, which had
sprung out of the more ancient foundation of the English ¢nihten-
gild. Ralph de Diceto was, for zeal, learning, and local faithfulness,
a very fair representative man under a system which was soon to be
greatly modified.

The value set upon the relics of the saints at this time was very
great, and the reputation of the system had not been so seriously
damaged as it was later on by detected imposture. Ralph de Diceto
was a collector of relics, and he bestowed no small store of them on
his church. A list of these gifts is preserved in the register, and
has been several times printed.! They included a portion of the
knife of our Lord, of S. Mary Magdalene’s hair, fragments of the bones
or dress of S. Stephen the Pope, S. Laurence, S. Martin, S. Oswald,
and many others. The vestry too in 1295 contained at least one
chasuble of Ralph de Diceto, made of red samite with vineated dorsal
of pure orfreys, a small contribution, perhaps, compared with the
more numerous and more costly vestments bestowed or bequeathed
by his contemporaries.? The choir, however, and the library pre-
served more precious memorials of him ; there was his psalter, with

! Dugdale, S. Paul’s, ed. 1658, p.
234; ed. Ellis, p. 337: ‘Hw@ sunt
‘reliquim quas Radulfus de Diceto
decanus contulit S. Paulo, [MS. Cod.
B. penes D. and C. fol. 1 b.] De cul-
tello Domini; de capillis S. Marie
Magdalenm; de S. Stephano papa et
martyre; de osse beati Laurentii
martyris ; de pallio aliisque reliquiis
S. Martini Turonensis episcopi; de
S. Marco et Marcellina martyribus; de
S. Victore martyre; de testa S. Ypo-
liti martyris; de baculo 8. Martini
Turonensis episcopi; de S. Oswaldo

rege et martyre; de stola et pallio
S. Maximini; de baculo 8. Maximini
Treverensis episcopi; de capite 8.
Eugenii martyris; ossa cujusdam
martyris de sociis S. Mauritii; de
sandaliis et sudario et casula S. Re-
macli confessoris; de osse et vesti-
mento S. Walburge Virginis et de
margaritis armillee ipsius; de osse
Alexandri paps et martyris, de pulvere
reliquiarum.’

2 These articles are mentioned in
the surveys of the treasures of the
church taken in 1295 by Ralph Baldock
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collection
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f;?z‘;lﬁftto a hst at the beginning of the ornaments which he gave to the church ;
his church g homﬂy book ¢ de peroptima litera,” in the finest Pauline hand, we

may be sure; another book of homilies and ma,rtyrology bearing
his own name; another martyrology containing copies of the
cathedral charters; a great and fair and well noted gradual, a capi-
tularium and collectarium, good and new and of good penmanship,
which belonged to him ; last but not least, the volume of chronicles
printed in these volumes, the very MS. from which our text is
taken. Besides these there were in the library postills on the books
of Eecclesiasticus and Wisdom,!—the dean’s own sermons or lectures

delivered in church or school.

House, land, furniture, chapel, tithes, relics, vestments and books,
all testified to a long and deep attachment of the venerable dean to

his grand world-famed cathedral.

In this seanty sketch of Ralph’s work as dean, and of the relics
which long remained to preserve his memory, we have far outstripped
the strict lines of our chronology, and must return to the date of

the dean ; Dugdale, ed. 1658, p. 212;
ed. Ellis, p. 320 :—

Item, casula Radulfi de Diceto de
rubeo sameto, cum dorsali puri auri-
frigii vineata,’ pp. 215, 322,

¢Item, psalterium in quo preemit-
tuntur ornamenta que Radulfus de
Diceto contulit ecclesise Londoniensi,’
pp. 217, 324.

¢Item, Omelium magnum de per-
optima litera, quod fuit Radulfi de
Diceto decani, incipiens in prima
rubrica ¢ quid in festo primse digni-
tatis; "’ initio primae legends * primo
tempore,” alleviata cum litera auri in
qua depingitur puerperium beatee Vir-
ginis, et finit in rubrica in Octabis
Sancti Erkenwaldi, lectio S. Evan-
gelii,” &c., pp. 218, 324.

¢ Item, aliud omelium ejusdem de
grossiori litera male ligatum, incipiens
" prmter ea que scribuntur in custodiis
dominica prima Adventus in illo
Evangelio, “cum appropinquasset
Jesus Jerusalem ;’’ et finit in Evan-
gelio dominica prima ante Adventum
“cum sublevasset oculos Jesus,’’ preter
ea qus scribuntur in custodia.’

¢ Item, Omelium Sanctorum, male
ligatum, magnum de grossa, intitula-
tum in grossiori litera, ¢ respice libro
Radulfi de Diceto decani;” incipiens
in Nativitate Domini in Evangelio
“exiit edictum,” et finit in legenda
Jeremism de Virginibus.’

¢Item, liber Radulfi de Diceto
decani nomine suo intitulato in tertio
folio a prineipio scilicet ¢ Omelia et
martylogium,” et finit in epistols
“‘ Nolite peregrinari,” ’ pp. 218, 325.

¢ Item, aliud martylogium ejusdem
quod incipit “ego Theodricus,’ et
postea intitulatur nomine ejusdem in
sexto folio a dextra noviori litera ; ef
post incipit “in nomine Domini
nostri”” in cartis concessis terrarum
et in capella decani,’” pp. 219, 325.

¢ Gradale magnum et pulchrum et
bene notatum quod fuit Radulfi de
Diceto, nullo preemisso. Incipit “ad
te levavi animam meam,”’ pp. 219,
326.

¢ Item capitularium et collectarium
bonum et novum et de bona litera,
cum canone misse, quod fuit Radulfi
de Diceto decani, incipiens in magna
rubrica “sicut in festo prime digni-
tatis,” et finit “in secreto unius vir-
ginis,” ’ pp. 221, 327.

‘Cronica composita a Radulfo de
Diceto ; et inecipit liber a rubrica ¢ In
opusculo sequenti trium temporum,”
et finit in penultimo folio in rubrica
“comites Flandrenses,”’ pp. 222,
328.

! ¢Item, postilla R. de Diceto super
Ecclesiasticum et super librum Sa-
pientiee, 27> folio, * vel unumquod-
que translatum.”’ Dugdale, pp. 277,
393.
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his appointment to trace the thin thread of his more public appear-
ance.

For several years after his appointment to the deanery we know
nothing, from other sources, of our author’s history, and his own
works illustrate it only by the occasional record of the promotion of
& friend or fellow canon. Thus, in 1182, he mentions the resignation
of the see of Lincoln by Geoffrey the king’s son, and the election of
Walter of Coutances, who was afterwards his most faithful corre-
spondent. The consecration and enthronisation of the latter prelate
are noted, as well as his speedy translation to Rouen. Walter is
deseribed by Peter of Blois as a member of a family, doubtless of
Norman extraction, settled in Devonshire or Cornwall! and his
friendship with Ralph may have begun either at the university or
at court, where he had been for some years vice-chancellor or keeper of
the seal to Henry II. We know him best as justiciar in the reign
of Richard. In 1186 William de Vere, canon of S. Paul’s, the
friend of Ralph at Paris, was consecrated to the see of Hereford, and
William of Northall, another canon and archdeacon of Gloucester,
to that of Worcester. Early in 1187 Ralph lost his old friend and
patron, Bishop Foliot, and the see of London was not filled up for
nearly three years. Within a few weeks after Foliot’s death he had
to receive the archbishop of Canterbury, Baldwin, who visited the
church on Mid-Lent Sunday, and he took advantage of the opportunity
to obtain from him an injunction forbidding the persons who were
in charge of the temporalities of the see to interfere with the spiritaal
officers in the discharge of their duties. They had infringed the
rights of the archdeacon of Middlesex in the church of Hormead, in
Hertfordshire. The guardians of the temporalities were Ralph de
Hauterive, archdeacon of Colehester, and Richard Brito, archdeacon
of Coventry, the latter acting as a clerk of the Exchequer.? Probably
the dean, by himself or in conjunction with some of the other
members of the chapter, was acting as guardian of the spiritualities,
for the dispute on this point between the chapter and the archbishop
does not seem to have begun as yet.* Baldwin, in the letter referred
to, makes no mention of any such officials, but it must have been in
this capacity that the dean officiated at the coronation of Richard L,
when, because ¢ the church of London was vacant at the time, Ralph
de Diceto, the dean of the church of London, ministered to the arch-
bishop in the holy oil and chrism.’

Henry I1. had, shortly before his death, determined to fill up the

! P. Blesens. Epistt. (ed. Giles), i. 3 See the final agreement on this
p. 252. point in the Statutes of S. Paul’s, p.

2 Pipe Roll of Richard I., pp. 11, 382; and the Appendix to Wharton’s
12. Historia de Episcopis.
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vacant see, and he and Archbishop Baldwin had summoned the dean
with eight of the canons to attend the royal court, wherever it might
be, on the Sunday ¢Isti sunt dies’ March 26, 1189.! Ralph and
his companions obeyed the citation and were abroad for fourteen
weeks, during which time it would seem that Henry, harassed to
death as he was by misfortune and illness, found no leisure to attend
them. Forty pounds, as the Pipe Roll records, and as Ralph has
himself noted, were paid to them for their expenses, out of the
revenues of the see which were now in the king’s hands.

Henry died on the 6th of July. On the 15th September, at Pipe-
well, the see of London was filled up by the election of one of the
canons, who was likewise dean of Liincoln, Richard, the son of the late
bishop of Ely, Nigel, treasurer to the king, and well known to us as
the author of the Dialogus de Scaccario. No doubt the canonical
ceremony of election was gone through, but it was well understood
that Richard, like the other prelates appointed at the time, was the
king’s nominee. He had been freely chosen bishop of Lincoln under
Henry II., but that king had refused to allow his promotion, alleging
that he was rich enough already, and that thenceforth he would make
bishops only such men as the Liord should choose.? His son had no
such scruples, and the chapter were probably glad to elect & member of
their own body, instead of such a man as the Chancellor Longchamp.

Richard of London and William of Ely were consecrated together
on the 81st of December at Lambeth. It would be the duty of
Ralph to present the elect of Liondon to the archbishop and to assist
at his enthronisation, which took place the same day. We may
presume that he improved the opportunity of cultivating the
acquaintance of Longchamp, for whose great abilities he seems to
have entertained a profound admiration. To a man of Ralph’s age
and understanding it would be wrong to impute the character of a
flatterer or even of a courtier; but the letter which he addressed to
Longchamp on his elevation to the offices of legate and justiciar, and
which he prefixed, as a sort of dedication, to the royal tables and
other opuscula contained in the volume now preserved at Ripley
Castle, shows that he was dazzled by the rapid and brilliant pro-
motion of the chancellor. Great as was the fall of Longchamp and
grievous as were the faults of his administration, Ralph writes of
him throughout with moderation, and, when he wishes to point the
moral, borrows from Sidonius Apollinaris the description of the
character and career of Arvandus.

The important positions held by these two bishops during
Richard’s absence on the Crusade enabled them to furnish our
! The statement of the Pipe Roll, eligendum episcopum, pro expensis

p. 12,is: ¢ Ef canonicis Sancti Pauli de suis xl. libras per breve regis.’
Londoniis qui transfretaverunt ad 2 Ben. Pet. i. 345, 346.
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author, who was now known to be writing the annals of the time, with
direct and most valuable information. He was indeed singularly
well placed for knowing all that was passing both in the council of
government and among those who were discontented with the adminis-
tration of Longchamp. At the same moment he was the trusted
friend of William Longchamp, Walter of Coutances, and Richard
FitzNeal. Probably his sympathies were chiefly with the last, who
was throughout the period faithful to the cause which he saw to be
most beneficial to the king, and who was free from the influence of
those motives, whether of arbitrary self-will or of ambitious self-
seeking, which derogate from the equally proved fidelity of the
other two. But the dean does not employ, in any part of his de-
seription of the contest, language that implies any strong feeling
on his part. Even in speaking of the great session of the barons in
the chapterhouse of S. Paul’s, he makes little further remark than
that the bishop of London was the only person present who in his
oath to the king made any reservation of the rights of his order; a
point which looks as if his mind was more employed with the
controversies of 1163 than those with 1191.

In 1194, on Richard’s return from captivity, he was received
with a solemn procession at S. Paul’s on the 23rd of March, and on
the 19th of May the Archbishop of Rouen visited the cathedral with
similar pomp, and preached to the people, being entertained, after
mass, with a feast in the bishop’s palace. On both occasions no
doubt the dean was present. In 1196 he seems to have been an
eye-witness of the riot caused by William FitzOsbert. Even here he
does not go out of his way to make strong remarks. It seems that
he looked on the popular grigvance as a real grievance, but that he
knew the demagogue to be a bad man, and regarded the severities
of the Government as justified, aud the precautionary measures of
the justiciar as wise and politic. In 1197 he records the death of
William Longehamp and the promotion of his brother Robert to
be abbot of S. Mary’s at York. One of Longchamp’s last communi-
cations had been the letter in which he transmitted the epistle of
the Old Man of the Mountain, exonerating the king from the charge
of procuring the murder of Conrad of Montferrat. In 1198 he has
to record for the third time the death of his bishop. Richard Fitz-
Neal died on the 10th September: how much Ralph owed to him
in the preparation of his history it is easier to conjecture than to
prove. Richard had himself in his ¢ Tricolumnis > written the early
annals of the reign of Henry II., and living as he did, first as canon
and afterwards as bishop, in close neighbourhood with Ralph de
Diceto, may very probably have imparted to him his own views on
the great crisis of that reign. But if it were so, it is impossible,
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without better knowledge than we possess of the contents of the
¢ Pricolumnis,” to show that our author had the privilege of using it.
The vacancy of the see again involved a ‘journey to France for the
chapter. On the 9th of November the king summoned a commiftee
of seven canons to meet him on the 7th of December. The dean
was nob required to attend, probably in consideration of his age,
and it was ordered that the precentor Walter, who was with the
archbishop in Normandy at the time, should be one of the
committee as a substitute, perhaps, for his superior. Ralph,
however, did not let himself be overlooked. Whether he took the
journey or not we are not informed, but he specially records that it
was at his postulation, or on his presentation, that the bishop elect
was consecrated. The ceremony was performed on the 28rd of May,
1199, in S. Katharine’s Chapel at Westminster, four days before the
coronation of John. William of S. Mere I'Eglise, the new bishop,
was, like his predecessor, a canon of S. Paul’s, whose advancement
Ralph had watched for several years. As early as 1178 a con-
temporary hand recorded in the margin of the ¢ Imagines,’ that it
was in that year William of S. Mere I'Eglise had come to the king’s
court, and in 1189 he had become dean of S. Martin’s.

The ¢Imagines’ contain after this only one or two incidental
notices of personal observation. The demolition of Archbishop
Baldwin’s church at Lambeth provokes from the dean the severest
remark that occurs in the whole book :—*to Peter was given the
power of building up, of multiplying and transferring sees, but by
what law or canon was bestowed on him licence to lay waste a holy
place may be left to the judgment of Him who gave the power to
build up.” Under the year 1200 we find a complaint of the burden-
some exaction from the religious houses of Liondon, which resulted
from the entertaining of Philip, the Pope’s notary; and another
severe remark on the natural and innate greediness of the Romans.
In December 1200, the dean seems to have witnessed the benedic-
tion of Ralph Arundel, a Londoner, as Abbot of Westminster, the
ceremony being performed in S. Paul’s ; and in September 1201, to
have attended the reception of the legate John of Salerno in his
cathedral church. The last entry but one in the ‘ Imagines’ notes
the summoning of the bishop of London and others to Normandy,
whither the archbishop sailed on the 14th of December.

The letters of Walter of Coutances which, from 1196 onwards,
occupy the largest part of the pages of the ¢ Imagines,” contain little
that is of historical interest, and less still that illustrates the
personal history of our author. One letter of Ralph’s, anonymous,
and containing, besides the usual generalities of comfort and



MASTER RALPH DE DICETO 83

sympathy, a couple of verses apparently of his own composition, is
in this aspect the most valuable part of the correspondence.

Two or three of the later notices of local events and matters of
personal interest must close our survey of the life of Ralph de
Diceto. The record of the visits of prelates and princes to the
church of the ¢ doctor of the nations’ is a marked feature throughout
the ‘ Imagines.” Thus, in 1188, we find Archbishop Richard cele-
brating mass in S. Paul's a few days before his death; in 1184
Philip of Heinsberg, archbishop of Cologne, was solemnly received,
and for the first time in our dean’s experience, the city was ¢ crowned,’
and there was joy, honour, and dancing in the streets in honour of
the prelate and his companion, the Count of Flanders; in 1187
Archbishop Baldwin was solemnly received, and, the see being
vacant, consecrated the chrism on the Thursday in holy week, and
celebrated mass on Easter Day. In 1194 Richard, as we have seen,
found time to visit S. Paul’s ‘ coronata civitate,” and the Archbishop
of Rouen followed in a few weeks. The reception of John of
Salerno is nearly the last event recorded. We may imagine how
attentively the old annalist would listen to the discourse of his great
guests for something to embody in his book.

The statute of residence drawn up in 1192 contains the names
of several of the canons who stood round the dean in these last
days, and enable us to trace the changes which must have affected
the tone of society in the chapter. The Archdeacon Nicolas, whose
experiences must have run parallel with Ralph’s for forty years, is
gone, and in his place is Peter of Blois, the learned rhetorician and
theologian, who is so well known to us by his collected epistles. It
is somewhat significant that Ralph de Diceto never mentions him ;
doubtless the dean saw through the pretentious, ambitious, self-
seeking adventurer. Another name, also calculated to increase the
literary tone of the chapter, is that of Walter Map, the archdeacon
of Oxford, whose appointment to the precentorship of Lincoln is
specially recorded in the ‘Imagines.” Walter’s poems and his book
¢ De Nugis Curialium,’ the latter of which contains some marvellous
tales not at all unlikely to have come out of Ralph’s store, would no
doubt recommend him to the dean. The schools of the cathedral
were now under Master Richard of Stortford. Master Alard, who
succeeded Ralph in the deanery, appears as a deacon; Robert
Clifford and Henry of Northampton are still alive ; the families of
the late bishops are well represented ; there is still Henry, the son
of Bishop Robert de Sigillo ; and Richard Ruffus, a relic perhaps
of the house of Belmeis ; there are Gilbert archdeacon of Middlesex,
Ralph archdeacon of Hereford, and Robert Foliot, all kinsmen and

nominees of the great Gilbert. Other names recall the court and
G2
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council of Henry IL.; Osbert de Camera, Richard of Windsor,
Brand the king’s clerk, and William of Ely, who was, after the
death of Bishop Richard, the king’s treasurer. He, perhaps, was a
kinsman of Richard FitzNeal, and a descendant of the organiser of
the Exchequer. One name occurs very suggestive of a new prineiple
of papal policy afterwards to be dangerously developed, Laurence,
the nephew of Pope Celestine III. Ralph de Hauterive, the brave
archdeacon of Colchester, must have been dead; his successor
Richard appears among the confirming canons; Archdeacon Paris,
too, and many others whose names may be found in the ancient lists
of the canons, and whose contributions towards our author’s narra-
tive may here and there be detected. We are not, however, obliged
to regard the old age of the dean as desolate or dull; there are old
friends still about him, and he keeps up his interest in the public
history and the promotion of his fellow canons to the very last. He
cannot bave lived long after the last event noted in the ¢ Imagines.’

The date of the death of Ralph de Diceto has never been exactly
ascertained. Bale, who in his first edition had fixed the period of
his flourishing’ (claruisse fertur) in the year 1200, in his second
edition substituted for it the year 1210.! This statement, which
may have been a mere error of the press, was accepted as probable,
or at least as proving that the dean was alive as late as 1210. The
date was accepted, however, as a conjecture, only for lack of a better.
Wharton and Le Neve both expressly stated Bale to be their
authority, and the latter was unable to reconcile the statement with
the fact pointed out by Newcourt,? that Alard of Burnham, the
successor of Ralph, was dean in 1204. So high, however, was Bale’s
authority—that, rather than suppose him to have been mistaken, it
was suggested that Ralph probably resigned the deanery before his
death. As there can be no doubt that Bale’s date was a mere con-
jecture, the question must be further argued.

The last place in which Ralph in his own book mentions himself
is in 1199, when he tells that he presented William of S. Mere
I’Eglise to the archbishop to be consecrated to the see of Liondon
on the 23rd of May. The ¢ Imagines ’ are continued for nearly three
years longer, and if the latter pages were drawn up under his eye,
he must have been alive as late as March 25, 1202. The authority
for the latter pages of this work is not beyond dispute, and as the
original MS. closes at the coronation of John, we cannot certainly
prolong the author’s actual superintendence of the work longer than
June 1199. Tt is, however, probable that the statement made under

! ¢ Claruit anno Servatoris nostri 1210, quo Chronica finiebat sub Johanne
Anglorum rege.” Possibly 1210 is a misprint for 1201.
2 Repertorium, i. 34.
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the year 1201, that the Cardinal John of Salerno was solemnly
received at S. Paul's on the 81st of August, was made by the
Pauline scribe, and proves the continuation to have been written at
S. Paul’s. If this is the case, we can scarcely suppose the dean to
have died in the interval, for that event would almost of necessity
have been noted in its place. It may then, I think, be allowed
that on the evidence of the MSS. of the ¢ Imagines,” Ralph de Diceto
was certainly alive in June 1199, and most probably as late as
March 1202. :

We have next to look for the further limit, the date at which his
successor appears in office. This is supplied by Neweourt: the
first recorded act of Dean Alard was ¢ the confirmation of the church
of Shoreditch to the office of precentor of S. Paul’s,’! and if that
confirmation was made soon after the grant of that church by King
John, which was dated on the 25th of March in the fifth year of his
reign, 1204, as in all likelihood it was, Alard must have been dean
early in 1204. The obit of Ralph de Diceto was kept on the 22nd
of November.?2 If these two limits be accepted he must have died
on the 22nd of November either in 1202 or in 1203. The following
.consideration may lead to the conclusion that the former is the true
date.

Giraldus Cambrensis was at this moment carrying on one of his
long struggles with adverse destiny in the shape of an appeal to
Rome and a trial before apostolic judges delegate in England. It is
not worth our while to discuss the exact nature of the contest, or
the reasons which may have led Innocent IIL. to appoint Ralph
de Diceto one of the judges, still less to speculate on the course
which the dean may be supposed to have taken. It is enough to
remark that early in the year 12012 Innocent III. had nominated
.as judges Eustace bishop of Ely, the dean of London, and the
archdeacon of Buckingham. Letters from the Pope to these judges
preserved by Giraldus, dated July 27, 1201,* and July 29, 1201 ;%
and a letter of Giraldus himself, addressed to the same, and dated
before October, 19, 1202, is likewise extant.® The judges had in fact
held, or proposed to hold, five sessions upon his cause. On the 26th
of January 1202 he had appeared at Worcester. The judges had

! Newcourt, Repertorium, i. 35, 97 ;
Rot. Chart. (ed. Hardy), p. 124. Itis
to this foundation of the precentorship
that the letter of Peter of Blois to
Innocent IIL refers; Ep. 217; Opp.,
.ed. Giles, ii. 170.

2 Dugdale, 8. Paul’s;
Annals of S. Paul’s, p. 513.

3 Gir. Camb. Opp. iii. 68, 69. The

Milman,

chronological relation of the following
references will be found explained in
the Councils and Ecclesiastical docu-
ments (Haddan and Stubbs), vol. i.
pp. 419-429.

4 Gir. Camb. Opp. iii. 68, 69.

5 Ibid. iii. 70.

6 Ibid. iii. 237.
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appointed deputies, the archdeacon of Gloucester was to represent
Bishop Eustace; the prior of S. Mary’s was to act as substitute for
the dean and archdeacon; and he only appeared to represent the
three.! Again, Giraldus appeared at Newport on the 4th of May ;
the bishop did not attend, and the dean again sent a substitute.?
On the 18th of June at Brackley the bishop was present ; the dean
and archdeacon sent substitutes.®> At Bedford, on the 1st of August,
another session was held ;4 and at last, on the 9th or 16th of
September, all the three judges met ‘at S. Alban’s in person.® On
the 16th of October the judges intended to make their report before
the archbishop and his suffragans, but, the week before that,
Giraldus, finding his safety endangered, fled from England and
betook himself to Rome.® The next papal document issued in the
case is an order for a new election to the see of S. David’s dated
May 25 or 26, 1208." This is addressed to Bishop Eustace, the
archdeacon of Buckingham,and the bishop of Worcester. It seems
most probable that, if the dean of London were yet alive, the delega-
tion would have been continued to him, for in the many long
records of suits carrried on at Rome at this period it is difficult to
find instances in which a change in the body of judges delegate is
made without strong cause. It is true we are not quite certain that
in this case the dean of London was Ralph de Diceto,® but it is
extremely probable that he was the person so designated, and that
he was not superseded by the nomination of a new judge,? but vacated
his place by death. If this be true he died on the 22nd of November,
1202. If on further investigation it should appear that he was
superseded, then,'if the dean were indeed Ralph de Diceto, his death
must be fixed on the 22nd of November 1208 ; if he were not Ralph,
but his successor Alard, the date must be thrown back to the year
1201. But there can be little doubt that the venerable scholar was
himself employed as papal judge, and that we may thus approximate
to, if we cannot actually determine, the date of his death.!®

in 1203 as the beginning of a new
business; certainly the bishop of
Worcester had been taking part with
Giraldus before the older commission
had concluded its work; and his
name may have been now inserted at
Giraldus’s application ; but it is less
probable than that the dean was dead,

10 Ten shillings were paid to the

! Gir. Camb. Opp. iii. 203.

2 Ibid. iii. 215.,

* Ibid. iii. 218.

4 Ibid. iii. 221.

5 Ihid. iii. 223, 228.

¢ Thid. iii. 237.

7 Ibid. iii. 281 : cf. pp. 71 sq.

8 It is just possible, but most

improbable, that the dean of London
might be the dean of S. Martin's le
Grand. See Rot. Chart., ed. Hardy,
p. 64.
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major canons annually onthisday: ¢Is-
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sua cavebit facere, et heee et alia pro
domibus suis in atrio S. Pauli ordinata
fideliter observare.” List of Obits in
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Archbishop Parker has preserved, in an extract from an ancient
fragment, a story of the death of a dean of S. Paul’s which must be
noticed here, not for its importance or probability, but to guard
against the possibility of its being referred to Ralph de Diceto. In
the time of Archbishop Hubert Walter, he says, a dean of the church
of S. Paul at London was keeper of the king’s treasury, or, as it is
called, the treasurer. In that office he collected a great treasure. On
his deathbed he was advised by the bishops and magnates to
receive the Holy Eucharist, but, from fear and dread, he constantly
deferred doing so. Wondering at this, the friendly lords requested
the king to visit him and compel him to receive the sacrament.
The dean promised to do so the next day, and then proceeded to
dictate his will to a single scribe. Having turned the rest of his
attendants out of the room, he kept the notary waiting for some time.
¢In the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Ghost,’
the formula began. When the .dean found that this was being
written, he angrily ordered the writer to erase it and to write these
words only : ¢ I leave all my goods to my lord the king, my body to
the grave, and my soul to the devil."” Then he died, and the king
gratefully ordered his body to be carried in a cart and thrown into
a river.! That the archbishop somewhere found the story we need
not doubt, but it is not likely ever to have been anything but a
fable, and there is no dean of S. Paul’s to whom it could be made to
apply. The only dean who died during Hubert’s pontificate was
Ralph de Diceto, and he was not the king’s treasurer. The only
treasurer who died during the same period was Bishop Richard, who
died in England when the king was absent in France. William of
Ely, his successor, was a canon of S. Paul’s, but not dean, and he
long outlived both Hubert and his master, retaining his office until

S. Paul’s, by Archdeacon Hale, at the
end of Milman’s Annals of S. Paul’s,
p. 5183.

! Antiquitates (ed. Drake), p. 228.
‘Nam et eodem tempore ecclesie
Paulinge Londonensis decanus eerarii
regii custos fuit, sive ut vocant
thesaurarius; is, eo fungens officio,
ingentem clam thesaurum coacervavit;
tandem in lethalem morbum incidit;
cumque jam valetudinis nulla spes
esset, ab episcopis et magnatibus
admonetur de sumendo corpore Christi.
Quo audito cohorruit remque con-
sulto distulit. Quod illi mirati regem
rogant ut ad sacramenti perceptionem
eum compelleret. Accedens rex eum

rogavit, monuit atque jussit. Is se id
facturum crastino promisit. Interea
ad testamentum condendum monitus
est; ad quod paratus exire preeter
unum scriptorem ceteros voluit. Is
testamentum scripturus exspectans
quid decanus dictaret, ex more testa-
mentorum sic orsus est: *In nomine
Patris et Filii,’ etec. Quod cum
decanus comperisset, iratus jussit id
deleri et hmc verba tantum seribi:
“ Lego omnia bona mea domino regi,
corpus sepulture, et animam diabolo.’
Quo dicto expiravit; rex cadaver
illius jussit curru exportari atque in
amnem projici et demergi’ [Ex
fragmento quodam veteri.]
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THE CHRONICLE OF THE REIGNS OF HENRY II
AND RICHARD I. (A.D. 1169-1192)

KNOWN COMMONLY UNDER THE NAME OF BENEDICT
OF PETERBOROUGH

[TeE following is one of the most celebrated of the Prefaces written by
Bishop Stubbs. It contains a very interesting description of the character
and aims of Henry II., an explanation of the many difficult problems
which he was called upon to solve, and an account of the measures
adopted to ¢eliminate feudalism from government.’ Henry’s judicial,
fiscal, religious, and military systems are fully dealt with, and a valuable
criticism on the results of the King’s life work concludes a very remark-
able piece of English history.]

Havine devoted the Preface to the first volume to the discussion

of the literary history of this book, I will now proceed to sketch the

character and position of the great prince whose reign forms the

subject of far the largest portion of its contents.

It is almost a matter of necessity for the student of history to some real-

_work out for himself some definite idea of the characters of the great Iuicnof

men of the period he is employed upon. History cannot be well £ooeery

read as a chess problem, and the man who tries to read it so is not ;tigg:r‘;f of

worthy to read it at all. Its scenes cannot be realised, its lessons

cannot be learned, if the actors are looked on merely as puppets.”

A living interest must invest those who played a part in making

the world what it is : those whose very existence has left indelible

traces on its history must have had characteristics worthy of the

most careful investigation.

Such a judgment as may be formed in the nineteenth century, Such reatisa-
of a king of the twelfth may well seem unsatisfactory. With the gl,;’;,gﬁlﬂme
utmost pains it is hard to persuade ourselves that a true view is **Pest

“obtained, or is even obtainable. We know too little of his personal
actions to be able in many cases to distinguish between them and
those of his advisers ; or to say whether he was a man of weak will
or of strong ; whether his good deeds proceeded from fear or from
virtue, or from the love of praise; whether his bad ones were the
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workings of hasty impulse, or the breaking out of concealed habit,
or the result of a long struggle between good motives and evil
passions.
goxﬁ?éﬁl;:f Neither can we accept the delineations of contemporary writers
rary writers without carefully testing them at every step. They are almost
terarenoes \always superficial, but if that were the only fault we might be
moonT% " content to accept them as the verdict of ordinary judges, and it is
always satisfactory to know what a a man’s contemporaries thought
of him, even if they were neither close observers nor judicious critics.
But their descriptions are seldom to be trusted even in this respect,
for they betray almost universally a bias for or against the hero.—
The one in a thousand who is'so far removed from personal feeling
-a8 to wish to take a philosophical or consistent view, is probably too
far removed from acquaintance to be able to distinguish the truth
from falsehood. The contemporary historian cannot view the career
_of his leading character as a whole ; he sees it too closely, or else he
sees it through a distorting medium. Hence the unsearchableness
of the king’s heart is so often given by medizval writers as the
reason for measures the bent of which they do not see, and as to
which, for the want of acquaintance with other acts of the same
kind, they cannot generalise.
ags Al The heart of kings is unsearchable ; but on the other hand their
e judged by . . p .
their acts, © freedom of action is, or rather was in the middle ages, uncontrolled
and that - . .
judgmens by external restraints. In them, as in no other men, can the out-

tested b 3 . .
their regu-  Ward conduct be safely assumed to be the unrestrained expression of

fation i 'the inward character. It is from observing the gemeral current of
s the life, from the examination of the recorded acts of it, that the only
~reasonable view of the character can be obtained. Standing too far
off in time and mode of thought to be in much danger of imputing
modern principles and motives, we can generalise somewhat as to
~the inward life of a man if we know what his outward life was ; and
then we can compare our conclusion with the judgment of -contem-
poraries, and see whether such men as they were would be likely to
think as they have done of such a man as we have described to our-
selves.
Such If we know enough of the facts of a man’s life we can draw such—
]plégsgilk])lleenitn a picture. Character that is not shown in act is not strong enough
f})’,fgc ngg‘:f * to be worthy of the name. The man whose character is worth
study must be one whose acts bear the marks of character. In the
view of a long life, some generalisations can almost always be drawn,
from the repetition of acts, from the uniformity or uncertainty of
policy. A king who lets his advisers act for him in one case will show
the like weakness in others ; will act in different ways under differ-
ent personal influences. But one who all his life chooses his
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-counsellors on one principle, and follows with them a uniform line
of policy, chooses them because he approves their policy, or rather
because they will carry out his own. And that policy, if such be

A uniform
policy a key
to character

traceable, is the expression of the strongest principles of his own

character ; it may be confused or perplexed by his minor traits, but
it cannot be suppressed by them, and if it exists it will be seen in
operation.
A careful reading of the history of the three centuries of Angevin
kings might almost tempt one to think that the legend of their
diabolical orgin and hereditary curse was not a mere fairy tale, but
the mythical expression of some political foresight or of a strong
‘historical instinet. But, in truth, no such theory is needed ; the
vices of kings, like those of other men, carry with them their pre-
“sent punishment ; whilst with them, even more signally than with
other men, the accumulation of subsequent misery is distinctly
conspicuous, and is seen to fall with a weight more overwhelming
the longer their strength or their position has kept it poised.
It was not that their wickedness was of a monstrous kind ; such
_wickedness indeed was not a prominent feature in the character of
the medieval devil ; nor was it mere capricious cruelty or wanton
mischief. Neither were their misfortunes of the appalling sort
wrought out by the Furies of Attic tragedy. Of such misery there
were not wanting instances, but not enough to give more than an
occasional luridness to the picture. Nor was it, as in the case of the
Stewarts, that the momentum of inherited misfortune and misery
had become a conscious influence under which no knightly or kingly
_qualities could maintain hope, and a meaner nature sought a refuge
in recklessness. All the Plantagenet kings were high-hearted men,
rather rebellious against circumstances than subservient to them.
But the long pageant shows us uniformly, under so great a variety
of individual character, such signs of great gifts and opportunities
thrown away, such unsecrupulousness in action, such uncontrolled

Curse on
the race of
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Their sins
not tragic

Common
characteris-
tics of the
race

passion, such vast energy and strength wasted on unworthy aims,~

such constant failure and final disappointment, in spite of constant
successes and brilliant achievements, as remind us of the conduct
and luck of those unhappy spirits who, throughout the middle ages,
were continually spending superhuman strength in building in a
night inaccessible bridges and uninhabitable castles, or purchasing
with untold treasures souls that might have been had for nothing,
and invariably cheated of their reward.

Only two in the whole list strike us as free from the hereditary
sins: Edward I. and Henry VI, the noblest and the unhappiest of

the race ; and of these the former owes his real greatness in history, v

not to the success of his personal ambition, but to the brilliant
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-qualities brought out by the exigencies of his affairs ; whilst on the
latter, both as a man and as a king, fell the heaviest crash of
accumulated misery. None of the others seem to have had a wish

~to carry out the true grand conception of kingship. And thus it is
with the extinction of the male line of Plantagenet that the social

-happiness of the English people begins. Even Henry VIL, though,

perhaps, as selfish a man as any of his predecessors, and certainly

less cared for or beloved, seems to open an era during which the vices

of the monarchs have been less disastrous to their subjects than
before, and the prosperity of the state has increased in no propor-

tion to the ability of the kings.

And yet no two of these princes were alike in the constituent
proportions of their temperament, The leading feature of one was
falsehood, of another cruelty, of another licentiousness, of another
unscrupulous ambition : one was the slave of women, another of un-
worthy favourites ; one a raiser of taxes, another a shedder of the
blood of his people. Yet there was not one thoroughly contemptible
person in the list. Many had redeeming qualities, some had great
ones ; all had a certain lion-like nobility, some had a portion of the
real elements of greatness. Some were wise; all were brave ; some
were pure in life, some gentle as well as strong ; but is it too hard to
say that all were thoroughly selfish, all were in the main unfortunate?

In the character of Henry II. are found all the characteristics of
this race. Not the greatest, nor the wisest, nor the worst, nor the most
unfortunate, he still unites all these in their greatest relative propor-
tions. Not so impetuous as Richard, or Edward IIL., or Henry V.;
not so wise as Edward I. ; not so luxurious! as John or Edward IV. ;
not so false as Henry I1L., nor so greedy as Henry IV., nor so cruel as
the princes of the house of York; he was still eminently wise and
brave, eminently cruel, lascivious, greedy, and false, and eminently
unfortunate also, if the ruin of all the selfish aims of his sagacious
plans, the disappointment of his affections, and the sense of having
lost his soul for nothing, can be called misfortune.

It would be a great mistake to view the personal and political
character of Henry as one of unmingled vice. It was a strange
compound of inconsistent qualities rather thana balance of opposing
ones, yet the inconsistencies were so compounded as to make him
restless rather than purposeless, and the opposing qualities were
balanced sufficiently to suffer him to carry out a consistent policy.
His fortunes, therefore, bear the impress of the man. He was

! William of Newburgh compares formam quidem in hoc tenens
him with his grandfather to the dis- avitam, sed tamen avo hujus intem-
advantage of the latter : ‘Inlibidinem perantie palmam reliquit.’ Hist.
promior, conjugalem modum excessit, Angl. iii. 26.
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a brave and consummate warrior, yet he never carried on war on
a large scale, or hesitated to accept the first overtures of peace.! He
was impetuous and unscrupulous, yet he never tempted fortune. He
was violent in hatred, yet moderate in revenge; ? a lover of good
men, & corrupter of innocent women; at once religious and pro-
fane, lawless and scrupulous of right ; a maker of good laws, and a
seller of justice ;3 the most patient and provoking of husbands ; the
most indulgent and exacting of fathers; playing with the children,
whose ingratitude was breaking his heart, the great game of state-
craft as if they had been pawns. He was tyrannieal in mood without
being a tyrant either in prineiple or in the exigencies of policy. In
power and character, by position and alliances, the arbiter of
Western Europe in both war and peace, ¢ he never waged a great war
or enjoyed a sound peace ; he never until his last year made an un-
satisfactory peace or fought an unsuccessful battle. The most able
and successful politician of his time, and thoroughly unscrupulous
about using his power for his own ends, he yet died in a position
less personally important than any that he had occupied during the
thirty-five years of his reign, and, on the whole, less powerful than
he began. Yet if we could distinguish between the mdn and the
king, between personal selfishness and official or political statesman-
ship, between the ruin of his personal aims and the real success of
his administrative conceptions, we might conclude by saying that
altogether he was great and wise and successful.

In so mixed a character it would be strange if partial judges could
not find much to praise and much to blame. In the eyes of a friend
the abilities of Henry excuse his vices, and the veriest experiments
of political sagacity wear the aspect of inventions of profound
philanthropic devotion.
transparent disguise of a crafty and greedy spirit anxious only for
selfish aggrandisement. The constitutional historian cannot help
looking with reverence on one under whose hand the foundations of
liberty and national independence were so clearly marked and so
deeply laid that in the course of one generation the fabric was safe
for ever from tyrants or conquerors. The partisan of ecclesiastical
immunities or monastic discipline can see in him only the apostate
and the persecutor. The pure moralist inclines to scrutinise per-
sonal vices and to give too little credit to political merit. Itis by
such that the character of Henry has for the most part been written.

1 ¢ Pacis publice studiosiss*mus.” W Giraldus, De Inst. Pr. ii. 3. Yet it

To the enemy the same measures are the

Newhb. iii. 26.
2 ¢ Inter ipsos triumphales eventus
ummam clementiam . . . conser-
vavit.” Gir. Camb. De. Inst.Pr. ii. 3.
3 ¢« Justitie venditor et dilator.’

was justice that he sold.

* It was no mere flattery when the
author of the Dialogus de Scaccario
called him ¢ Rex illustris mundanorum
principum maxime,’ p. 2 (ed. 1711).
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‘Whilst we accept the particulars in which they agree, we may, with-
out pretending to be free from prejudice, attempt to draw from our
own survey of his acts a more probable theory of the man and of his
work on the age and nation.

Interpreted by the history of his acts, the main purpose of
Henry’s life is clear. That was the consolidation of the kingly
power in his own hands. Putting aside the disproportioned estimate
of his ambition formed by contemporary writers, and encouraged
perhaps by some careless or ostentatious words of his own,! we see
in that purpose no very towering idea of conquest, or shortsighted
appetite for tyranny. If ambition were ever really his ruling
passion, it was one which he concealed so well that its definite
object cannot be guessed, which at an early period of his reign he
must have dismissed as impracticable, and which never led him to
forego by precipitate ardour one of the advantages that might be
secured by delay and moderation. He may have had such an aim,
he may have thought of the empire,? or that the deliverance of
Spain or Palestine was reserved for his arms ; but that he really did
so we have not the most shadowy evidence. We know that he was
a powerful, unscrupulous man, a man of vast energy and industry,
of great determination, the last man in the world to be charged with
infirmity of purpose ; but we also know that he knew mankind and
had read history, and we see that as the actual results of his plans
were of no immoderate dimensions, so also the details of his designs
were carried out with a care and minuteness only credible on the
supposition that they were ends in themselves. We need not
suppose gratuitously that he intended to base on the foundation of
consolidated power a fabric of conquest that would demand half a
dozen lives to complete.

Such a theory as I have stated at once gives him a fitting aim
for a moderate sensible ambition, and explains the relation between
the influences of passion and policy by which he was actually

mogitate sua ambitum extendit.

1 ¢Solet quippe, quoniam ex abun-
Gir. Camb. De Inst. Pr. ii. 1. This

dantia cordis os loquitur, animosum

pariter et ambitiosum coram privatie
suis nonnunquam verbum emittere
¢ totum videlicet mundum uni probo

potentique viro parum esse.””’ Gir.
Camb. De Inst. Prin. ii. 1.
2 «Verum ad Romanorum im-

perium, occasione werre diutine et
inexorabilis discordiee inter impera-
torem Fredericum et suos oborta, tam
ab Italia tota quam urbe Romulea
seepius invitatus, comparata quidem
sibi ad hoc Morianse vallis et Alpium
via, sed non efficaciter obtenta, ani-

is a curious passage taken in con-
nexion with the statement of Peter of
Blois, Ep. 113. ¢ Vidimus et preaesentes
fuimus, ubi regnum Palastins, regnum
etiam Italie, patri vestro aut uni
filiorum suorum, quem ad hoe eligeret,
ab utriusque regni magnatibus et
populis est oblatum.’ A design of
seizing Aix-la-Chapelle and the empire
itself had been at one time aseribed to
the Conqueror, in 1074. Lambert
Herst., ed. Pistorius, p. 377.
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swayed. His moral character, his self-will and self-indulgence, his
licentious habits, his paroxysms of rage, his covetousness, faithless-
ness, and cruelty, did not come into any violent collision with his
political schemes, or if they threatened to do so were kept (except
perhaps in the single exception of the forest laws) in abeyance until
the pressing necessity of policy was satisfied. That they were so
restrained proves that this leading purpose is not to be regarded as
imaginary. That they did sway him on almost every recorded
occasion of his life in which they did not clash with his purpose is
80 certain as to prevent us from listening for a moment to any
theory which would represent him as a beneficent, unselfish ruler.
His ambition may not have been the one which his moral character
and circumstances might lead us to expect; but to say this is
merely to repeat that that character was rather a compound of in-
consistent qualities than a balance of opposing forces.

Take for example his relations with France, the conquest of
which is the only conceivable and was the most feasible object of
the ambition with which he may be credited. In such a purpose his
passions and his unscrupulous policy would have run in the utmost
harmony—pride, passion, revenge, the lust of dominion, the love of
power. He hated Lewis the Seventh, he had every right to hate
him, both as injurer and as injured. He was more or less at
variance with him as long as he lived ; he knew him to be weak and
contemptible, and yet to be the source of all his own deepest

unhappiness. At many periods of his reign Lewis and France lay.

at his mercy. The net of alliances was spread all around him.
Italy, Spain, Flanders, were in close alliance with Henry. From
1168 to 1180 the position of Henry the Lion in Germany:was such
as must have prevented Lewis from looking for any help from the
house of Hohenstaufen, even if he and the emperor had not been the
champions of rival popes. If the king of England and ruler of half
of France abstained from taking what a man of vulgar ambition
would have taken, what Edward IIL. and Henry V. nearly succeeded
in taking, we are not indeed to ignore other possible reasons for
his forbearance, but the most probable reason is that he did not
wanb it.

Such possible reasons may be suggested, but for the most part
they are much too weak to stand before a resolute passionate
ambition, and the certainty that they must have occurred to so
clear-headed a man as Henry tells that the ambition they served to
restrain eould not have been of such a nature, if it existed at all ;
but it is needless to speculate upon them. Unscrupulous as men
were, the idea of unrighteous conquest from a Christian prince did
not enter into the ordinary morality of the age. They fought for
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the settlement of quarrels, or for the decision of doubtful claims, or
for rivalry, or for the love of war, but not for illegal conquest. In
Henry’s own wars this fact is clear, he never waged a war but on
the ground of a legal claim. TFurther than this, his own feudal
superstition, if it is not worthy of a higher name, with regard to the
person of Lewis, was so strong as to exercise a visible restraint on
his actual hatred. His political common sense might well have told
him that the force which was enough to erush Lewis was not strong
enough to hold France. The difficulties he experienced in ruling
the dominions which he already possessed, and the variety of
nationalities already crowded under one sceptre, were considerations
that could not have escaped him, and they were just the considera-
tions which, powerless before the lust of dominion, would commend
themselves most forcibly to his characteristic caution.

E The real object of Henry’s external ambition was the consolida-
t

ion of his dominions. To effect this but a moderate extension was
necessary. These dominions on the continent were a long territory
of varying breadth, the cohesion of which was of course weakest at
its narrowest part. The reduction of Brittany from the condition of
nominal to that of real dependence, and the extinction of any
formidable power in Angoumois, La Marche, Saintonge, and
Limousin, were necessary for the maintenance of the desired unity

 of estates. Second in importance was the enforcement of feudal

claims over Toulouse and Auvergne, which might be more useful as
independent allies than as unwilling vassals.The recovery. Qi_jo,he
Vexin and the establishment of-Eleanor’s rights over Berry gave @
streng rontler and_an apparent compactness 6 the mass ;
but thess; Tike. Bmtta.ny, Henry chose_to Securs by marriages” Father
then by arms-;-and-in-the Smme-way the oaly considerable acquisi-
tio @,hacontemglated was attempted in the abortive proposal
for{he marriage of John with the Heiressof“Savoy and Maurienne.
In the pursuit of his ob]ect Henry went to work vérymmueh in
the way in which a rich man in the e1ghteenth century created an
estate and founded a family.! He was anxious to increase the mass
of his inheritance and his local influence by advantageous marriages '
and judicious purchases. He was scarcely less anxious to extinguish
copyholds and buy up small interloping freeholders. In the choice
of his aequisitions, that stood first in his consideration which could
be brought within a ring fence. If Henry II. occasionally had
recourse to chicanery ? and oppression, he has not wanted followers

! For instance, his purchase of the 2 ¢ Omne jus poli jure fori demu-
county of La Marche in 1177. R. tavit. Scripta authentica omnium
de Monte ad ann., and R. S. ed vol. i.  enervavit.’” ¢Hwmreditates retinuit aut
p. 197. R. de Diceto, 600. vendidit.” R. Niger, 169.
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on both a large and a small scale whom his moderation even in these
points might put to shame.

The character of his insular acquisitions was determined on a’

similar principle. Wales, Ireland, and Scotland were all desirable
conquests, but no great cost should be spent on them. If internal
divisions could be turned to profit, or if the scheme of aggression
could be made available for the diversion of uneasy spirits from
home, Henry was ready to take advantage of the circumstances, but
would not waste much treasure or many men. In each of these
cases he had a legal claim ; to Ireland by the gift of Pope Adrian IV.;
to Scotland and Wales by his inheritance of the ancient supremacy
of the Anglo-Saxon kings, and the simple application of feudal
principles to that inheritance. The case with regard to Ireland was
even stronger, if we consider him as succeeding to the like ancient
claim to supremacy, and as at once the nominee of the sovereign of
all islands! and the invited arbiter of domestic quarrels. Yet,
according to Robert de Monte, the original design upon Ireland was
formed for the purpose of finding a kingdom for William Longespee
of Anjou, and the final conquest was carried out in order to provide
a guitable settlement for John.? William the Lion and David of
North Wales were reconciled by & royal or quasi-royal marriage.?
Galloway was not attacked until a like bond had proved too slight
or too frail to hold it.

Henry's division of his dominions among his sons was a measure
which, as his own age did not understand it, later ones may be
excused for mistaking ; but the object of it was, as may be inferred
from his own recorded words, to strengthen and equalise the pressure
of the ruling hand in different provinces of various laws and
nationalities.* The sons were to be the substitutes, not the suc-
cessors of their father; the eldest as the accepted or elected sharer

! See the Bull ¢ Laudabiliter,” Gir.
Camb. De Inst. Pr. ii. 19. ‘Sane
Hiberniam et omnes insulas quibus
sol justitim Christus illuxit, o
ad jus beati Petri et sacrosancte
Romanm ecclesis non est
dubium pertinere.” By a misinter-
pretation of the forged donation of
Constantine.

2 Ad ann. 1155. ¢(Circa festum
Sancti Michaelis Henricus rex An-
glorum, habito concilio apud Win-
cestrum de conquirendo regno
Hiberniee et Guillelmo fratri suo
dando, cum optimatibus suis tractavit.
Quod quia matri ejus imperatrici non
placuit intermissa est ad tempus illa
expeditio.” Cf. Cont. Anselm of

Gemblours ad 1156 : ¢ Exercitum . . .
quem proposuerat ducere in Hiberniam
ut eam suo dominio subjugaret et
fratremque suum coneilio episcoporum
et religiosorum virorum illi insulese
regem constitueret.” See also Alberic
of Trois Fontaines, ad 1156, ed.
Leibnitz, p. 329.

3 Emma, the bastard daughter of
Geoffrey Plantagenet, was married to
David, prince of North Wales, in
1174. R. de Diceto, 585.

4 ¢ Addens etiam in illo mandato
quod quando ipse solus erat in regi-
mine regni nihil de jure amittebat, et
modo dedecus esset cum sint plures in
regenda terra aliquid inde perdere.’
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of the royal name, as feudal superior to his brothers, and first in the
royal councils, stood in the same relation to his father as the king
of the Romans to the emperor; he might rule with a full delegated
power, or perhaps with inchoate independence, but the father’s hand
was to guide the helm of state. Unhappily the young brood of the
eagle of the broken covenant were the worst possible instruments
for the working of a large and complex policy ; the last creatures in
the world to be made useful in carrying on a form of government
which the experience of all ages has tried and found wanting.

Yet how grand a scheme of western confederation might be
deduced from the consideration of the position of Henry's children,
how great a dream of conquest may after all have been broken by
the machinations of Lewis and Eleanor! What might not a
crusade have effected headed by Henry II., with his valiant sons,
the first warriors of the age, with his sons-in-law Henry the Lion,
William of Sicily, and Alfonso of Castile; with Philip of France,
the brother-in-law of his sons, Frederick Barbarossa, his distant

kinsman and elose ally, the princes of Champagne and Flanders, his

cousing? In it the grand majestic chivalry of the emperor, the
wealth of Sicily, the hardy valour and practical skill of Spain, the
hereditary crusading ardour of the land of Godfrey of Bouillon and
Stephen of Blois, the statesmanlike vigour and simple piety of the
great Saxon hero, under the guidance of the craft and sagacity, the
mingled impetuosity and caution of Henry IT., might have presented
Europe to Asia in a guise which she has never yet assumed. Yet
all the splendour of the family confederation, all the elose-woven
widespread web that fortune and sagacity had joined to weave, end
in the cruel desertion, the baffled rage, the futile curses of the chained
leopard in the last scene at Chinon. The lawful sons, the offspring,
the victims, and the avengers of a heartless policy,! the loveless
children of a loveless mother, have left the last duties of an affection
they did not feel to the hands of a bastard, the child of an early,
obscure, misplaced, degrading, but not a mercenary love. -

The same idea of consolidating the kingly power is apparent in the
legal and social measures of Henry II. His position was in these
respects, indeed, more fortunate than in his foreign relations. He
had not here to originate a policy which was to unite heterogeneous
provinces, but inherited the experience of a century, the able
ministers of his grandfather, and the plans which had been initiated
in the reigns of William the Conqueror and William Rufus. But
it certainly is not in the power of an ordinary administrator to adapt
and develop the ideas of others, and embody them in a policy of his

! See Giraldus Camb. De Inst. Pr. ii. 3; and William of Newburgh, iii. 26.
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oown. What credit Henry loses for originality he more than recovers
‘when we consider the energy, skill, and industry with which he
pursued his main object.

The bent of his internal policy may be described as the substitu-
tion of the king’s government for the state of things which had
prevailed more or less ever since the Conquest, which was partly
coeval with the existence of the Norman race, partly owing to the
incrustation of feudal institutions; against which the Conqueror had
had to struggle, which William Rufus had to repress by the strong
hand, which Henry I. by dint of time and skill had but in a degree
weakened, and which had regained in the anarchy of Stephen’s
reign all the power that it had lost under his predecessor.

The idea of a kingly government administered by the king’s
servants, in which the action of the feudal nobility where it existed
was simply ministerial, and was not, so far as the executive was
concerned, even necessary to the maintenance of the plan, was the
true remedy for the evils of anarchy inherent in the Norman state.
Sueh a system could not be devised by & weak or ambitious head,
or worked by feeble or indolent hands. Nor ecould it be brought to
maturity or to easy action in one man’s lifetime. The elements of
discord were not extinguished in Henry's reign; they broke out
whenever any other trouble distracted the king’s energy or divided
his power. Still he was in the main successful, and left to his
successors the germi of a uniform administration of justice and
system of revenue. His ministers, who at the beginning of his
reign were little more than officers of his household, at the end of it
were the administrators of the counfry.! The position of England
in the affairs of Europe was, from this time, owing, not to the foreign
possessions of the sovereign, but to the compactness of her organisa-
tion, and the facility with which the national strength and resources
could be handled. ;

It does not matter much whether we ccnsider the several measures
of Henry’s administrative reforms as parts of a matured definite
scheme, or as the expedients and experiments of an adroit manager.
The more carefully we study the remaining monuments of the earlier
reigns, or the character of Henry’s ministers, the more we may be

! This great extension of the power
and importance of the king’s ministers
during the reign has frequently been
remarked in the case of the chancellor.
Yet the difference of the position of
Henry 1.’s chancellors as compared
with that of Becket and Longchamp
is trifling compared with the position
of the marshal at the beginning and

ending of Henry IL’s reign With
regard to the lay official, the-contrast
is more significant, because the aggran-
disement is personal rather than
official. The constable, on the other
hand, seems to have retained some of
the prestige of the position of the
Stallere from earlier times.
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convinced that his genius was rather adaptive and digestive than
originative. When on the other hand we examine the actual results
of his reforms as exemplified in the succeeding reigns, the more
certainly we see the difference between the earlier fragmentary
attempts at legislation and the definite system which Henry left
behind him; buf on any view the industry, energy, and readiness
of his working were qualities of the man himself.

It i8 obvious that Henry’s great design as well as the subordinate
parts of it may, taken apart from the general tenour of his character,
be read in two ways, or rather that two opposing views of his
character may be drawn from the bare consideration of his objects
and measures. It may seem that he wished to create a tyranny, to
overthrow every vestige of independence among the clergy and nobles,
and to provide himself from the proceeds of taxation with means of
carrying out personal selfish designs. He might be a man who
could endure no opposition, and to whom it was enough to make a
thing intolerable that it should be originated by any other than
himself. Such a reading would explain much of his avarice, cruelty,
and greediness in acquiring territory.'

Or it might be argued that as so many of his schemes did actually
result in the amelioration of the condition of his subjects, as his
judicial reforms were the basis on which the next generation was
enabled to raise the earlier stages of civil liberty; and as his
ecclesiastical measures have in nearly every particular been sanc-
tioned and adopted by the practice of later ages, he is therefore
entitled to the praise of a well-intentioned, benevolent ruler, as well
as to the credit of a far-sighted statesman.

Both of these views have been advocated, the first by some of
his contemporaries, and those who in later times have approached
the history from their point of prejudice; the latter by those who,
both anciently and recently, have been inclined to look with too
professional an eye on the character of his reforms. I have stated
already that I think neither of them tenable ; and as it is at present
Henry’s personal character that is before me, I will give the
reasons.

As to the first theory, which, in the mouths of his contemporaries,
seems so condemnatory, it must be said that gratuitous baseness
was no part of Henry’s character, if we may judge by his actions.
He was thoroughly unserupulous and unprineipled, but he was not
a tyrant; he was not wantonly cruel or oppressive. His crimes
against public law and order, such as they were, were not purposeless,
nor is if in any way necessary to suppose that he had that intolerance
of all opposition which pursues tyranny for its own sake. He had
definite aims, and followed them unrelentingly ; whatever could be



OF HENRY II. AND RICHARD 1. 101

made to minister to their furtherance was forced to its use. As his
passions gave way to his policy, so the minor measures of his policy
were sometimes compelled to give way to the occasional exigencies
of his great design. But where there was no definite object he was
ot a tyrant. _

The theory that he was a benevolent governor or a far-sighted
statesman is not supported, either by the apparent purpose of his
reforms, or by their actual result. It requires no particular
benevolence to teach a king that his subjects are more contented
when justice is fairly administered than when violence reigns
unrepressed ; and that where they are contented they are more
likely to be industrious, and more able to pay taxes; that where
they have more at stake they are more ready to make sacrifices to
purchase security ; but this is no lesson of far-sighted statesmanship,
for it is the simplest principle of the art of government. If there
were any sign of benevolence, any glimpse of the love of his people
apparent in his actions, he ought by all means to have the credit of
it ; if there were any such general tone in his private life it might
be allowed to give the ey of interpretation of his public life, and a
harmony to his whole character. But his life was violent and
lawless ; his personal design, wherever it clashed with his established
measures, set them at once aside.

Again, such parts of his system as have been approved by the voice
of late posterity, such as, especially, the restrictions on papal power
and on ecelesiastical immunities,are capable of very simple discussion.
There is no need to enter into a question of the personal merit of
8. Thomas of Canterbury, or of the exact point for which he held
out, and for which, in fact, he perished. We may respect the stout-
heartedness of the prelate without approving his cause, or we may
approve his cause without shutting our eyes to the violent and
worldly spirit in which he conducted it; but when we find that in
this cause all the piety and wisdom of three centuries saw the
championship of Divine truth and justice against secular usurpation,
we are not surely wrong in supposing that the Constitutions of
Clarendon were dated three centuries too soon. Was Henry really
three centuries before his age? If the answer is affirmative, we
deny his character as a statesman, and reduce him to a theorist
In truth, it was as ancient customs ' that he wished to restore them,;
not to force them as innovations. His mistake was not that he
anticipated the age of the Reformation, but that he neglected to
consider that such was the rapid progress of papal assumption, and

! ¢Avitas consuetudines.’” Gerv. omnibus recitentur ne novum aliquid
1385. ‘Leges avi mei Henrici regis ftradidisse quisquam nobis presumat
recordate et conscripte publice coram  imponere.” Grim. S8.T. C. i. 31.
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its acceptance, both in England and on the continent, since the age
of Hildebrand, that his ‘ancestral rights ’ were really left high and
dry behind the advancing flood which he vainly thought to stem.
The policy to which feudal antiquity had been forced to yield was.
really powerless against the increasing tide of ecclesiastical authority.
The point which eluded the sagacity of Henry was identical with
that which the Conqueror himself had overlooked when he established
ecclesiastical courts to take cognisance of the secular offences of the
clergy. Both saw the impossibility of reconciling royal supremacy
with the claims of feudal antiquity; but in ecclesiastical matters
William yielded to, or perhaps helped on, the first trickling of the.
stream which Henry had to withstand in its full force. It was as
necessary to William to strengthen as it was to Henry to weaken
the power of the clergy. Henry should not have expected to find in
Becket one who would at once fill the seat and reverse the measures.
of Lanfranc.

In his secular and ecclesiastical reforms alike, he had an object
to gain which demanded unusual measures; and he, without.
scruple and without remorse, tried to enforce them by all means, fair
and foul. Ifhe was not a mere tyrant, he was a man who was never-
deterred by any considerations but those of expediency from trying to
win his game.

It seems, then, that there is a third and a truer reading of this
eventful life, one which makes no demand on our eredulity like the
second, and which requires no karsh construction of simple actions
like the first. Henry wished to create, at home and abroad, a
strong government. In this itself there was nothing deserving the
name of tyrannical ; at the worst it was less of a tyranny than that.
which had been in use in the three Norman reigns, and had been
exercised on both sides in the contests of that of Stephen. As.
governments were in those days, any might be accounted good
which was conducted on the principle of law, not on caprice. The
notions of constitutional sovereignty and liberty were still locked up
in the libraries, or in embryo in the brains of the clergy.

Such a theory makes Henry neither an angel nor a devil. He
was & man of strong nature; btrong will, strong affections, and
strong passions. His ambition was not a wanton one. He began
his reign without any temptation to be oppressive; but from the
beginning we can read his purpose of being master in his own
house.” The humbling of the barons was no hard task; the
initiation of law and order was an easy consequence; but the
attempt to apply the principles of law and order to the clergy, in a
way that was not sanctioned by the public opinion of his day, and
which made his ablest counsellor his most inveterate foe, brought
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up an opposition which called into play all the violence of his
nature. If was not that his character changed, but that circumstances
brought out what was in him in a stronger light. After Becket’s
death, the circumstances became even stronger still, and brought
out in a still stronger light the same characteristics.

By that most disastrous event all the elements of opposition
were restored to life. Lewis had now a cause which, to his weak
and wicked conscience, justified all the meanness and falsehood that
he could use against his rival. The clergy dared not side with the
king in such a quarrel. The barons took immediate advantage of
the general disaffection. The king’s sons lighted the flames of war.
Not, I think, that there is any evidence to show that the death of
S. Thomas was actually or nominally the pretext for revolt; but it
was a breaking up of the restraints which had so far been effectual ;
and all who had grievances were ready and able to take advantage of

the shock. %

Under the circumstances, Henry did not show himself a hero,
but he behaved as a moderate and politic conqueror. It was not
revenge, but the restoration of the strength of his government that
he desired. -He did not break off his plans of reform : year after
year saw some wise change introduced into the legal or military ad-
ministration ; and practically he managed the church without any
glaring scandal. He ruled for himself, not for his people; but he
did not rule cruelly or despotically. His character contained much
that was tyrannical, but his policy was not such as to curse him
with the name of tyrant.!

Is Henry, then, to have no credit for his sagacious measures ?
Yes; the credit due to a man who, having come to his crown with
a power limited by circumstances rather than by law, and having
overcome those circumstances, has chosen to sacrifice somewhat of
the licence of despotism for the safety of order; has chosen to place
his power on the basis of public security and common justice.?
Such merit was his, although, doubtless, the love of power was
stronger in him than the love of order. His wisdom was not less
wisdom because it was the wisdom of a selfish man.

In the elaborate descriptions of Henry II. which are given by
Peter of Blois, Giraldus Cambrensis, and Ralph Niger, we cannot
doubt that we have the accurate delineation of the man as he

! R. de Dic. 578. totum in hoe direxit animumut paci
2 ¢ Illustris Anglorum rex Henricus rebellantes et dyscolos multiplici sub-
hoc nomine participantium regum  versione conteret, et pacis ac fidei
secundus dietus est, sed nulli moder- bonum in cordibus hominum modis
norum fuisse creditur in rebus com- omnibusconsignaret.’ Dial.de Scace.
ponendis animi virtute secundus: ab  p. 38.
ipso enim sum dominationis exordio
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appeared through the different mediums of liking and dislike. The
main lines of the portraits are the same, though they are seen as it
were through variously-coloured glass. They are well-marked and
defined, as we might expect in the most superficial view of such a
man. But although well-marked and strongly defined, they do not
combine, even under the hand of a professed panegyrist, into the
outlines of a hero.

We see a hard-headed, industrious, cautious,! subtle,2 restless
man ; fixed in purpose, versatile in expedients ; wonderfully rapid
in execution ; great in organising, without being himself methodical ;
one who will always try to bind others, whilst leaving himself free ; 3
who never prefers good faith- to policy or appearances to realities ;
who trusts rather to time and circumstances than to the goodwill of
others ; by inclination parsimonious and retiring, but on occasion
lavish and magnificent ; liberal in almsgiving,* splendid in building,?
but not giving alms without an ulterior object, nor spending money
onjbuildings, except where he can get his money’s worth. As with
treasure, so with men, he was neither extravagant nor sparing ; rather
economical than humane; pitiful after the slaughter of battle, but
not chary of human life where it could be spent with effect.®

He had the one weakness of great minds, without which no man
ever reached greatness: never to besatisfied without doing or taking
part himself in everything that was to be done ; 7 and he had not what

! ¢Omnia prius quam arma per-
tentans.” Gir. Camb. ¢ Martios con-
gressus quoad potuit semper evitans.’
Ib. iil. 24.

2 His dissimulation is a great point
with Becket. 8. T. C.iii. 63, 140, 225.
No one who ever had anything to do
with him escaped his mousetraps
(musecipulas)., Epp. Cant. 260. Ten-
diculas, S.T.C. iii. 302. He was a
complete Proteus. S. T. C. iii. 302.

® ‘Naturali guadam inconstantia,
verbi plerumque spontaneus trans-
gressor; nam quoties res in arctum
devenerat, de dicto malens quam de
{facto peenitere, verbumque facilius

quam factum irritum habere.’ Gir.
Camb.
4 ¢ Incomparabilis eleemosynarum

largitor et preecipuus terrse Palestinm
sustentator.” Gir. Camb. Cf. Dial. de
Scace. p. 2. See his will in Giraldus,
De Inst. Pr. ii. 17; also Ralph de
Diceto, 613 ; Gervase, 1459.

The orders of Grammont and Font-
evraud were his favourites, as the
Cluniac was of Henry I and the Cis-

tercian of Richard I. The monks of
Fontevraud registered him in their
obituary as ’secundus probitate
Alexander, alter Salomon scientia,’
Note on Ralph of Coggeshall in Bou-
quet.,

5 ¢«Ad pacem populi spectat im-
mensitas illa pecuniarum quam donast,
quam recipit, quam congregat, quam
dispergit. Inmuris, in propugnaculis,
in munitionibus, in fossatis, in
clausuris ferarum et piscium, et in
palatiorum eedificiis, nullus subtilior,
nullus magnificentior invenitur.’ P.
Bles. See especially the list of his
buildings in R.de Monte, 897, ad ann.
1161.

6 ¢ Amissos in acie plus principe
plangens et humanior exstructo militi
quam superstiti, longeque majori
dolore mortuos lugens quam vivos
amore demulecens.” Gir. Camb.

7 Even Richard I., like Napoleon
Bonaparte, complained that he could
not be everywhere. ‘ Nemo potest esse
ubique.’ Itin. R. R. p. 267. R. de
Diceto, 560. ¢Per provincias currens
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may be called the strength of little minds, inability to see good in
what he did not himself devise.

He was eloquent, affable, polite, jocose ;1 so persuasive in address
that few could resist the charm of his manner. He had the royal
prerogative of never forgetting names and faces;2? he loved to en-
courage the retiring and to repel the presuming.? He was a most
excellent and bountiful mastert He was very faithful, both in
friendships and enmities, where they did not interfere with his
policy.®

He was not without elegant tastes;® he loved the reading of
history, delighted in the conversation of acute and learned men like
his uncles the kings of Jerusalem, and his sons-in-law William of
Sicily and Henry of Saxony. He had a wonderful memory,” well
stored with the lessons of past times, and with the experiences of
constant journeys, on which he was careful to see everything that
was to be seen.

He had little regard for more than the merest forms of religion ; 8
like Napoleon Bonaparte, he heard mass daily, but without paying
decent attention to the ceremony. During the most solemn part of
the service he was whispering to his courtiers, or scribbling, or look-

ing at pictures.®

explorat facta omnium, illos potissi-
mum judieans quos constituit judices
aliorum.’ Pet. Bles.

! « Nemo est argutior in eonsiliis, in
eloquio forrentior.’ ¢ Nullus rege
nostro honestior est in logquendo, in
comedendo urbanior, moderatior in
bibendo.” P. Bles. ¢ Princeps eloquen-
tissimus. . Vir affabilis, vir
flexibilis et facetus.’

2 ¢ Quemcunque vel semel in facie
attentius inspexerat, quanquam in
tanta quotidie multitudine constitutus,
nunquam amplius ignotum habebat.’
Gir. Camb.

3 ¢Nullus mansuetior est afflictis,
nullus affabilior pauperibus; nullus
importabilior est superbis . o
studuit opprimere fastuosos, oppressos
erigere.’ Pet. Bles.

* ¢In augendis dxgmtatlbus sibi mili-
tantium semper aspirat.’ Dialogusde
Scaceario, p. 30.

5 ¢ Quem semel dilexit vix dediligit;
quem vero semel exosum habuit vix in
gratiam familiaritatis admittit.’ Pet.
Bles. ¢ Quem semel exosum habuerat,
vix in amorem, quem semel amaverat
vix in odium revocabat.’ Gir. Camb.

¢ ¢ Quoties enim potest a curis et
sollicitudinibus respirare, secreta se

" violently blasphemous.

His vows to God he seems to have thought might be

occupat lectione, aut in cuneo cleri-
corum aliquem nodum quemstionis
laborat evolvere: nam cum rex vester
bene [i.e. William of Sicily] litteras
noverit, rex noster longe litteratior est

Verum tamen apud regem
Anglomm quotidiana ejus schola est,
litteratissimorum econversatio jugis,
et discussio questionum.’ P. Bles.
‘ Quod his temporibus conspicuum est,
litteris eruditus . . Historiarum
omnium fere promptam notitiam et
cunctarum rerum experientiam prope-
modum ad manum habebat.’

7 ¢Quicquid aliquando memoria
dignum audierat nunquam a mente
decidere poterat.’ Gir. Camb.

8 He was occasionally, like John,
See Gir.
Camb. de Inst. Pr. iii. 11. He neg-
lected confession, ib. iii. 13.

° This may be a libel of Ralph
Niger, but it is graphic enough to be
true: ¢ Oratorium ingressus, picturs
aut susurro vacabat,’ p. 169. Giraldus
says the same, ‘Sacrs vix horam
hostiss mittendee divinisaceommodans,
et id ipsum temporis, ob regni forte
negotia tanta reique publicse causa,
plus consiliis et sermone quam devo-
tione consumens.’

His taste
for history

His religi-
ousness



His morals

His temper

Ahstract of
the contem-

porary
accounts of
his appear-
ance

His face
and figure

106 THE CHRONICLE OF THE REIGNS

evaded as easily as his covenants with men ; his undertaking to go
on crusade was commuted for money payments, and his promised
religious foundations were carried out at the expense of others.!
His regard to personal morality was of much the same value and
extent. He was at no period of his life & faithful husband; and
when he had finally quarrelled with Eleanor he sank into sad depths
of licentiousness.?

He was an able, plausible, astute, cautious, unprineipled man of
business. His temper was violent, and he was probably subject to
the outrageous paroxysms of passion which are attributed to his
Norman ancestors, and which, if they have not been exaggerated by
the historians, must have been fearful proofs of a profane and cruel
disposition, on which diseipline had imposed no restraints.

His personal appearance did not approach the heroic. He was
slightly above the middle height,* square and substantial, with a
decided tendency to corpulence.® His head was round, and well
proportioned ; 6 his hair approaching to red, sprinkled in his later
years with white, but always kept very short as a precaution against.

baldness.”
another as lion-like.

! <Ralph Niger’s account of this is
very characteristic : ¢ Juratus se tria
monasteria  constructurum, duos
ordines fransvertit, personas de loco
ad locum transferens, meretrices alias
aliis, Cenomannicas Anglicis sub-
stituens.” This of course refers to the
Amesbury transaction. The Waltham
one was of much the same kind.
Giraldus also is severe on this very
shabby business, and is unable to say
what the third monastery was by the
construction of which his vow was
fulfilled, unless it were the Charter-
house at Witham. De Inst. Pr.ii. 7.

2 Ralph Niger says that he im-
prisoned Eleanor that she might not
interfere with his amours (p. 168).
He says also of him, ¢ Corruptor pudi-
citise et avum sequens in flagitiis, primo
in sponsas, post in filias procerum
illecebras exercens.” Giraldus says
that after Eleanor’s imprisonment,
‘qui adulter antea fuerat occultus,
effectus postea manifestus, non mundi
quidem rosa, juxta falsam et frivolam
nominis impositionem, sed immundi
verius rosa vocata, palam et impu-
dentius abutendo ’ ; a statement which
settles two traditionary statements
about Rosamond, namely, that she was

His face is described’ by one authority as fiery,® by
His eyes were grey, and full of expression,.
but rather prominent, and occasionally bloodshot.®

His nose was

the mother of Geoffrey, who was born
about 1158, and that she was put out
of the way by Eleanor. Walter de
Mapes says that Geoffrey’s mother was
a low woman named Ykenay.

3 Cf. 8. T. C. iv. 260.

4 < Statura ejus mediocris est, ut
et inter parvos magnus appareat, nec
inter majores minimus videatur.” Pet.
Bles. ep. 66. Henry and Richard were
taller than their father, John and
Geoffrey shorter. Gir. Camb. ii. 29.

5 ¢ Corpore €arnoso . . ventre
peramplo.” Giraldus Camb.

¢ ¢ Amplo capite et rotundo.’ Gir.
Camb. “Caput ejus sphericum,’ ¢ ut.
collo et toti corpori proportionali
moderatione respondeat.’ Pet. Bles.

7 ¢Subrufus.’ Gir. Camb. ¢Sub-
rufum . . . nisi quia colorem hunc
venerabilis senectus et superveniens
canities aliquantulum alteravit.” Pet.
Bles. ¢Cesaries ejus damna ealvi-
tiei non veretur, superveniente tamen
artifieii capillorum tonsura.’ Ibid.

8 ¢«Facie ignea.” Gir. Camb. ‘Leo-
nina facies quasi in quadrangulum se

dilatat.” Pet. Bles.
8 ¢ Qculis glaueis, ad iram torvis et
rubore suffusis.’ Gir. Camb. *Oculi

ejus orbiculati sunt; dum pacati est
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well formed, and denoted no more pride or fastidiousness than was
becoming to a king.! y

He had a short bull neck,? a broad square chest,? the arms of a
boxer,! and the legs of a horseman 3 (the author does not say whether
of a groom or a cavalier). His feet were highly arched,’ but his
hands were clumsy and coarse.” :

He paid very little attention to dress,® and never wore gloves
but when he went hawking. He took a great deal of exereise,
being both restless by habit and anxious to keep down his tendency
to fat. He was a great hunter and hawker ; ® he never sat except
at meals or on horseback.!® He transacted all business standing,
greatly to the detriment of his legs. He was very moderate in both
meat and drink,!! cared very little for appearances, loved order in
others without observing it himself; he was a good and kind master,
who chose his servants well, but neither trusted them too much, nor
ever forgave their neglect of his interests.

The picture is not a pleasant one; in spite of his refined taste
and his polite address he must have looked generally like a rough,
passionate, uneasy man. DBut his frame, though not elegant, was
very serviceable, qualified him for great exertion, and was proof
against privation or fatigue. He was an adroit and formidable man
at arms, but there was little at first sight to denote either the
courteous knight or the skilful general, or the self-possessed intriguer,
or the ingenious organiser, or the versatile administrator, or the
profound politician.

animi columbini et simplices, sed th
irs et turbatione cordis quasi scintil-
lantes ignem et in impetu fulminantes.’
Pet. Bles.

! Pet. Bles.

2 ¢ Collo ab humeris aliquantulum
demisso.” Gir. Camb.

3 ¢ Pectore quadrato.’ Gir. Camb.
‘Thorax extensior.” Pet. Bles.

4 ¢Brachiis validis.’ Gir.
¢ Lacerti pugiles.” Pet. Bles.

s ¢ Equestres tibiz.’ Pet. Bles.

¢ ¢ Arcuati pedes.’ Pet. Bles.

7 *Manus ejus quadam grossitie
sua hominis incuriam protestantur ;
earum enim cultum prorsus negligit,
nec unquam nisi aves deferat utitur
chirothecis.” Pet. Bles.

¢ ¢ Qcreis sine plica, pileis sine fastu,
et vestibus utitur expeditis.’ Pet.
Bles.

9 ¢ Semper in manibus ejus sunt
arcus, enses, venabula, sagitte.” Pet.
Bles.

Camb.

1 ¢ Semper a mane usque ad ves-
peram stat in pedes, et licet tibias
habeat frequenti percussione calci-
trantium equorum enormiter vulne-
ratas et lividas, nisi tamen equitet vel
comedat, nunquam sedet.” Pet. Bles.
So also Gir. Camb., ¢Cum tibiarum
pedumque tumore frequenti . .. cs-
teras id ipsum corporis incommodi-
tates accelerabat.’

" Caro siquidem ejus se mole
pinguedinis enormiter onerasset, nisi
quia ventris insolentiam jejuniis et
exercitio domat.’ Pet. Bles. - Erat
enim cibo potuque modestus ac sobrius.
. . . Pacis quoque tempore sibi nec
pacem ullam nec requiem indulgebat ;
venationi enim trans modestiam
deditus, summo diluculo equo cursore
transvectus, nunc saltus lustrans,
nunc montium juga transcendens dies
ducebat inquietos; vespere vero do-
mum receptum, vel ante <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>