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Preface

STUDENTS of English and Scottish history in the thirteenth

and fourteenth centuries have so long been familiar with the
record known as The Chronicle of Lanercost that an English trans-
lation may seem to be a superfluity. But, whereas the tendency
of modern education is to exchange the study of the classics for a
diversity of other subjects reputed to be of greater utility, it
is certain that a far smaller proportion of educated persons can
read Latin easily in the twentieth century than could do so before
that flexible language had ceased to be the common medium
of scientific and literary intercourse. - Now the writer or writers
of this chronicle indulged in so many digressions from formal
narrative, thereby casting so many sidelights upon the social
conditions of his time, that an English- translation may prove
convenient for such readers as lack time for arduous historical
research.

The Latin text was edited from the oldest extant MS.! by
the late Joseph Stevenson with his usual acumen and fidelity,
and printed for the Maitland and Bannatyne Clubs in 1839.
‘The whole Chronicle,” wrote Stevenson in his preface, ‘as it
now stands has been reduced to its present form, about the

1 British Museum, Cottonian MSS, Claudius D. vii.
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PREFACE

latest period of which it treats, by a writer who had before him
materials of a varied character and of unequal merit” In this
form it has been appended as a continuation to Roger de
Hoveden’s Annals.

In Stevenson’s opinion there is no warrant for attributing the
origin of this chronicle to the Priory of Lanercost. He judged
from internal evidence that it was written by a Minorite Friar
of Carlisle. That evidence has been analysed afresh by
Dr. James Wilson, who has contributed an introductory chapter
vindicating the claim in favour of the Augustinian Priory of
Lanercost as the source of the chronicle. It still remains
somewhat perplexing that an Austin Canon, or a succession of
Austin Canons, should have been at the pains exhibited in this
chronicle to exalt the renown of the Franciscan Order of
Mendicants. The entire work covers the period from 1201 to
1346. The translation now presented only extends over the
reigns of Edward 1. and II. and part of the reign of Edward IIL,
a period of perennial interest to Scotsmen, who, however, must
not be offended at the bitter partisanship of a writer living just
over the Border.

In preparing the translation for the press I have had the
advantage of the literary acumen and historical erudition of Mr.
George Neilson, LL.D., who, by undertaking the tedious task of
reading my MS., has steered me clear of many pitfalls and pulled
me out of others into which I had fallen.

HEerBERT MAXWELL.

MoNREITH,
1st March, 1913.









Authorship of the Chronicle of

Lanercost*

By the Rev. JAMES WILSON, Dalston, Cumberland

THE authorship of the Chronicle of Lanercost, when the
manuscript first came within the cognisance of literary
men, was unhesitatingly ascribed to the canons of the house which
bears its name, and such origin does not appear to have been
doubted till the transcript in the Cotton collection was printed in
1839 as a joint-production of the Bannatyne and Maitland Clubs
under the care of the Rev. Joseph Stevenson.

Nothing is known of the history of the manuscript of the
Chronicle (Cotton MS. Claudius D. vii.) before the sixteenth
century, when it came into the possession of Sir Henry Savile, who
published his Scriptores post Bedam in 1596. There is little doubt
that the manuscript belonged to him before it passed into the
collection of Sir Robert Cotton. Not only is there a printed label
bearing Sir Henry’s name pasted on the fly-leaf, but traces of
perusal by him may be ascertained from annotations in the margin.
For example, the phrase ‘in comitatu Roberti de Sabuil’ on
folio 97 is underlined in the text, and a note is placed in the
margin to call attention to the early occurrence of the name.

1'The references in footnotes, when not otherwise stated, apply to the pages of
tais translation.
ix
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Indications are not wanting on several folios that the manuscript
was used by students and that attempts were made to disclose the
constituent parts of the compilation.
The whole manuscript, which is bound in one volume, com-
prises 242 vellum leaves or 484 folios, arranged in double column
.and written in a hand apparently of the folirteenth or early
fifteenth century. There is some evidence that the hand varies,
but not perhaps more than may be ascribed to different sessions
by the same writer. In the later portions of the manuscript, say
from folio 66, which represents the year 1181, a new style of
rubric and illumination begins. Perhaps a uniform style should
not be assumed for any large sections of the narrative. The
scribe did not always finish his folio before commencing the next.
Several columns are blank, occasionally a whole folio. In one
instance at least, he had just commenced a new folio (fol. 101)
under the year 1190, but before he had proceeded far down the
first column and had written ¢Deinde Rex Anglie,’ he stopped
and commenced a new folio with the same words. When he had
reached folio 21° the end of the introductory portions, he laid
down his pen with the pious sentiment, ¢finito libro benedicamus
Domino,’ leaving a whole leaf blank before he resumed. The
abrupt ending of the manuscript has tempted some late student
to remark that ¢ videtur hoc exemplar esse imperfectum.” It may
be added that he was not the last to hold a similar opinion.
Students of the manuscript were ‘under no delusion about its
authorship. 1In various places the legend historia canonici de
Lanercost in comitatu Northumbrie’ is met with, which may be
taken as the unauthorised interpolation of the reader. The
owners, however, may be justly regarded as responsible for the
index and table of contents, though not made at the same date or
by the same person. The elenchus contentorum’ appears to be
the earlier. Referring to the beginning of the continuous narra-

tive on folio 23, apart from the fragments with which the Chronicle
X
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is prefaced, we have ¢ Larga Anglie historia composita per canonicum
de Lanercost in comitatu Northumbrie que descendit ad tempora
Edwardi tertii” The ignorance of the geography of Cumber-
land, which placed Lanercost in the neighbouring county, is very
welcome, inasmuch as it shows that the compiler of the elenchus
was not a local antiquary prejudiced in favour of the Lanercost
authorship.

It is different, however, with the index at the end of the volume,
the writing of which appears to be in a later hand, perhaps about
the close of the seventeenth century. The compiler of the index
was not only a north-countryman interested in northern history,
but he held decided views on the authorship. In fact, the index
was made for the sole use of historical students of the Border
counties, but especially of the county of Cumberland. It em-
bodies the principal local references, notably those relating to the
priory of Lanercost and the barony of Gillesland, with very little
reference to occurrences elsewhere except when they affected that
neighbourhood. The index is entitled, ‘Ex manuscripto per
quemdam canonicum de Lanercost infra baroniam de Gillisland
in comitatu Cumbrie composita.” In referring the reader to the
visitation of the priory of Lanercost by the Bishop of Carlisle
in 1281, which will be discussed presently, the index-maker
remarked that ‘constat fol. 206 authorem libri esse canonicum
de Lanercost.” The compiler of this addition to the volume
appears to have had no doubt about the authorship.

The first writer who printed portions of the manuscript, so far
as we have ascertained, was Henry Wharton, librarian at Lambeth,
who extracted from it the references to Bishop Grosteste of Lincoln,

. and published them in 1691 in the Anglia Sacra (ii. 341-3). The

heading of the chapter indicates Wharton’s view of the author-

ship : ¢Vita Roberti Grosthed, ex Annalibus de Lanercost, in

Bibliotheca Cottoniana, Claudius D. 7." But in the preface he

has given a more positive opinion. ¢Among the unprinted
X1
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chronicles,” he says,! ¢ the author of the Annals of Lanercost has
commemorated (celebravit) Bishop Robert the most fully: I have
therefore appended his account of Robert’s life. The Annals of
Lanercost are extant from the coming of the Saxons to the year
1347, exceedingly copious (valde prolixi), in the Cotton Library.
_The monastery of Lanercost is situated in the county of Cumberland
near the borders of Scotland. Its annals were written by several
persons in succession, as appears at the year 1245, where the writer
states that he had committed to the earth the Elect of Glasgow.’

The value of the compilation was known to Dr. William
Nicolson, Bishop of Carlisle (1702-1718), whose literary activities
entitle him to rank among the laborious scholars who adorned
the age in which he lived. Writing with his customary precision
in 1708, he referred to the jingling rhyme on the building of
the Roman Wall in the Chronicle of Lanercost? (MS. in Bibl.
Cott. Claudius D. vii. fol. 142,)’ and spoke of ¢ the learned Canon
Regular who was the author of the Chronicle.” The same prelate
had no misgivings about the authorship in 1713, when he urged
Humfrey Wanley, the famous librarian of the Earl of Oxford,? to
publish ¢a Chronicle by some of the Canons of Lanercost in this
diocese,” a manuscript ‘in the Cotton Library, Claudius D. vii.’
It was probably owing to the well-deserved reputation of Bishop
Nicolson as a scholar of exceptional critical ability that the author-
ship had not been called in question till the publication of the
manuscript by the Scottish Clubs.

Planta, when making a catalogue of the Cottonian collection in
1801 for the Record Commission, accepted the traditional author-
ship without demur. His account of the contents of the Chronicle
is taken almost wholly from the elenchus contentorum of the
Cotton manuscript. The introductory fragments are resolved

L Anglia Sacra, ii. pref. xvii.
2 Stukeley’s Diaries and Letters (Surtees Soc.), ii. 62.
3 Chron. de Lanercost, pp. xv-xviii.

xii




CHRONICLE OF LANERCOST

into nine sections, which take up,the first 21 folios of the manu-
script, as already noticed. The Chronicle itself, beginning on
folio 23, is described ? as ¢a history of the affairs of the kings of
the Britons and the English from Cassibelanus to 1346, extracted
by a canon of Lanercost in the county of Cumberland from
William of Malmesbury, Henry archdeacon of Hereford, Gildas,
Geoffrey of Monmouth and Helinand.” Though we cannot
accept the sources here indicated, the statement is useful as
expressing the opinion of the authorities of the Record Com-
mission on the authorship in 180r. It was not till Stevenson
had printed the manuscript that the origin of the Chronicle was
ascribed to a Minorite friar of Carlisle. Ay

As the manuscript bears no title, and as nothing is known of
its early history, a discussion of the probable authorship must rest
wholly on internal evidence. But it is difficult to make an exposi-
tion of the evidences intelligible to students of the printed text,
owing to Stevenson’s treatment of the manuscript. He regarded
the portion issued by the Scottish? Clubs ‘as a continuation to
the Annals of Roger of Hoveden, beginning where the work of
that writer terminates without a break of any description.” For
this reason he started his edition of the Chronicle on folio 172" in
the middle of the column, where the transcriber or author left no
mark to indicate a new work. Opinions may differ on the wisdom
of such a step, but no authority for the arbitrary division is recog-
nised in the manuscript. For our own part, we prefer the state-
ment of Bishop Stubbs? that a copy of Hoveden was ‘used as
the basis of the Lanercost Chronicle,’ that is, of the unprinted(
portion embracing folios 23-172. Students of the manuscript
will agree with the Bishop rather than with the Editor.

Though the question of sources does not arise, it may be

1 Catalogue of the MSS. in the Cottonian Library, p. 197.
2 Chronicon de Lanercost, p. iil.
3 Roger de Hoveden (R.S.), i. pref. Ixxxiii.
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permissible to notice a few incidents in order to show the author’s
historical equipment independent of his use of the exemplars he
had before him. Few of the chronitlers, except the historians of
Hexham, mention the battle of Cli heroe in 1138 and the sub-
sequent proceedings at Carlisle for the alleviation of the atrocities
of warfare. Certainly Hoveden has left these matters unrecorded.
But our author on folio 60° has meditated on that period to some
purpose. ¢ William, son of Duncan, nephew of King David,” he
narrates, ‘ vanquished the English army in Craven at Clitheroe,
slaying very many and taking numerous prisoners. At the same
time Alberic, a monk of Cluny, then Bishop of Ostia and Legate
of the Apostolic See, who had been sent by Pope Innocent to
England and Scotland, came to King David at Carlisle and
reconciled (pacificavit) Bishop Adelulf to King David and restored
him to his own (proprie) See, as also John Bishop of Glasgow.
In addition he obtained from King David that in the feast of
St. Martin they should bring all the English prisoners to Carlisle
and there give them their freedom. When this was done that
city was not inappropriately called Cardolium, which means carens
dolore, because there captivitas Anglorum caruit dolore.” 1f this
account is laid alongside what is known from other sources of
the incidents of 1138, it will be observed how little the author
followed the textual phraseology of the Hexham writers.! The
etymological adaptation of Cardolium to suit the happy incident
appears to be quite new to history. -

Another passage, indicative of his independence of Hoveden,
raises a question of considerable interest in the literary history of
England and Scotland. So important is the text that it must be
reproduced in the original.

Eodem anno, videlicet, anno domini m®c®ij°, Rex Henricus primus, ut
dicitur, per consilium et industriam Matildis regine, constituit canonicos

Y Priory of Hexham (Surtees Soc.), i. 82-3, 98-9, 117-21.
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regulares in ecclesia Karleolensi. ‘Quidam vero presbiter, ad conquestum
Anglie cum Willelmo Bastardo veniens, hanc ecclesiam et alias plures et
aliquas villas circumiacentes, pro rebus viriliter peractis, a rege Willelmo in
sua susceperat, Walterus nomine. Henricus [episcopatum?!] sancte Marie
Karleolensis_fundavit et non multo post in pace quievit. Cuius terras et
possessiones Rex Henricus dedit canonicis [Rex H. underlined for deletion)
regularibus et priorem eorum primum Adelwaldum, iuvenem quidem etate
sed moribus senem, priorem sancti Oswaldi de Nosles constituit, quem
postea corrupte Adulfum vocabant.

It is true that this statement is made in the form of a note at
the bottom of folio 5§82, but it is not the interpolation of a sub-
sequent writer. The note is introduced in the same hand and
with the same ink as the text in a place reserved for it. The
position on the folio only shows that the statement was not in
the exemplar the scribe was following for that portion of the
narrative. Its resemblance to the famous passage? in the Scosi-
chronicon (1. 289) on the foundation of the priory of Carlisle will
be recognised.

Other passages in the manuscript tell the same tale. The
compressed account on folio §1* of William the Conqueror’s
visit to Durham, his foundation of the castle there, his attempted
profanation of the tomb of St. Cuthbert, and his meticulous flight

1There has been an erasure here in a very contracted text, but perhaps of only
one letter. A late hand has interlineated ecc/esiam. As the bishopric was founded
only a few years before King Henry’s death, episcopatum was probably in the
scribe’s mind. 'The sentence has been misplaced : it should have been written
at the end of the passage.

2If Abbot Bower of Inchcolm added this note to Fordun’s work, as it is
generally believed, from what source is it likely that the superior of a Scottish
Augustinian house should have obtained such local information? The state-
ment in the Scofickronicon that the priory of Carlisle was founded in 1102
was supposed to be unsupported till within recent years. It has now the
countenance of an English as well as a French Chronicle. See Hist. MSS.
Com. Report, vi. 354.
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beyond the Tese, shows indebtedness to Simeon of Durham as
well as to Hoveden. It is not necessary to multiply proofs of
Bishop Stubbs’ statement that the earlier portion of the manu-
script is based on the Chronicle of Roger of Hoveden, and not a
mere continuation of it, as Stevenson has suggested. In not a
few instances the author has shown his independence by addition,
omission, and compression.!

That Hoveden was the basis of the compilation for the twelfth
century every student of the manuscript will acknowledge. From
this circumstance alone we get an important sidelight on the
authorship. It is stated in the manuscript on folio 103, under
the year 1190, that David, brother of William King of Scotland,
married blank, sister of Ranulf earl of Chester, and on folio 157
in the list of the bishops assembled in London in 1199 occurs
the name of blank, Archbishop of Ragusa. Thanks to the masterly
collation of the Hoveden manuscripts by Bishop Stubbs, we can
identify from Jacunae like these the actual text of Hoveden that
the author of our chronicle had before him. It was the Laudian
copy now in the Bodleian, where alone these two omissions in
the same manuscript are found. The interest, however, is not
confined to this point. The Laudian copy has on its fly leaves
transcripts of four documents, all relating to Carlisle. These
show, as Bishop Stubbs? remarked, that the manuscript ¢ was at
one time, and that probably a very long time, in possession of
either the city or the Bishop of Carlisle’ But as one of these
deeds is a letter from Henry VI. to Bishop Lumley, dated

1 The same discretion, used by the author when dealing with the Chronicle of
Melrose as his exemplar, will be observed if a collation is made of the early pages
of Stevenson’s printed text with the corresponding passages of that chronicle.
The author appropriated whole slices of the Chronicle of Melrose when they
suited his purpose. He did the same with Hoveden for the twelfth century, but
perhaps with more frequency and freedom.

2 Roger de Hoveden (R.S.), i. pref. pp. lxxiv-lxxx.
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23rd November, 1436, ‘de custodia ville et castri Karlioli,’
need have no hesitation in ascribing the ownership of the manu-
script to that prelate, who was then warden of the Western
March. It probably formed part of the episcopal library at
Rose Castle. The deeds of this nature, inserted in it, just cover
the period of the episcopal residence there up to Bishop Lumley’s
day. This identification, so far as our inquiry is concerned,
localizes the production of our chronicle to the district of Carlisle,}
the area of the bishop’s jurisdiction.

Turning now to Stevenson’s printed text, and especially to that
portion of it translated by Sir Herbert Maxwell, when we are
approaching the floruit of the author, no reader can help feeling
that, like works of this nature, the Chronicle is a compilation
from various sources, and that the materials, which make up the
narrative, are of unequal historical value. It cannot be said that
the compiler was a skilled artist in the use of his sources. There
1s no attempt to write continuous history, though a fair semblance
of chronological arrangement has been maintained. Duplicate
entries are frequent, many of which have been pointed out by
the translator, and need not be repeated here. This repetition is
evidence enough, if nothing else existed, that the Chronicle at
this period was »_sort of journal or literary scrap-book for the
purpose of _]ot.mg » down historical events as information had
reached the authorities. An entry was made from perhaps im-
perfect knowledge, either from a written source or oral intelligence :
later details arrived or a fuller account was found, and a more

1But it does far more than this, The scholar, who undertakes to identify the
sources of the chronicle on the lines of those issued in the Rolls Series, will have
to define its relationship to the Cronica de Karieoks, compiled for Edward L. in
1291 by the canons of Carlisle, as well as to Bishop Lumley’s copy of Hoveden.
It will be an interesting study, and will result in the probable discovery that the
Carlisle copy of Hoveden was lent to the canons of Carlisle in 1291, as well as to
the canons of Lanercost.

b xvil
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extended record of the incident was afterwards made without
expunging the previous entry. In most of the duplicate passages
it will be found that the second carries with it more particulars
than the first.

The method of the compiler comes into view in the manipula-
tion of his sources about 1290. In dealing with the plutocrat® of
Milan, ¢it pleases me,” he says, ‘to add in this place what ought
to have found a convenient place in the beginning of the eighth
part, forasmuch as it happened at that time, although I did not
receive timely notice of this matter.” Passages of this sort furnish
some evidence that the work was not undertaken and carried out
by the same person at the period in which the story draws to a
close. But if the printed portion of the Chronicle was mainly
compiled from written sources, to which assumption there is much
antagonistic evidence, the duplicate passages offer indubitable
proof of the writer’s unskilfulness in his craft.

There is strong reason for believing that the body of the
Chronicle was not put together in or after 1346. In various
passages noticed by the translator, contemporary allusions are
made at long distant periods quite incompatible with a single
authorship after the close of the work. A few instances must
suffice. Under 1293 there is recorded a story 2 from Wells about
‘what I know to have happened nine years ago’ to a prebendary
of that church. ¢This event,” the chronicler relates, ¢took place
in the year (19 March, 1285-6) when Alexander, King of Scotland,
departed this life, and was told to our congregation by a brother
who at that time belonged to the convent of Bristol.” There is
no reasonable doubt that the entry was made in the year to which
it refers when the story came to hand. Another incident, not
included in this translation, is equally conclusive. It is well
known ® that Nicholas of Moffat was made archdeacon of Teviot-
dale in 1245, and though twice elected Bishop of Glasgow he

1P 5167 2Pp. 101-102. 8 Dowden, Bishops of Scotland, pp. 304-6.
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died unconsecrated in 1270. With this neglected churchman the
author of this portion of the Chronicle was so familiar, that he
says he officiated at his funeral.! Contemporaneous allusions like
these go a long way to show that the compilation was built up
continuously, period by period, and cannot be the work of a single
compiler in the middle of the fourteenth century.

But it is not so easy to form a definite opinion of the nature of
the institution responsible for the continuous production of such
a work. It seems to be agreed that the Chronicle emanated from
some religious house on the English side of the Border. The tone
of the composition in its acrimonious hostility to Scottish interests
betrays its English origin : the historical setting of the narrative
is similarly conclusive of its localisation to the Border counties.
The ecclesiastical colour of the incidents cannot be mistaken : the
lightning of the churchman coruscates on every page. As these
general considerations will be conceded, the difficulty lies in the
identification of the particular religious house in which the work
was done.

It was a bold and praiseworthy venture of Stevenson to cut
himself adrift from the traditional view that the Chronicle
emanated from the priory of Lanercost, and to suggest the Grey-
friar House in Carlisle as the more probable source. With much
acumen has he marshalled his evidence, and with all the modera-
tion of conviction has he defended his own discovery. Without
going over in detail the formidable list of evidences in support of
the Minorite authorship, it may be here acknowledged that no
critical student can fail to be impressed with the cogency of his
arguments. The narrative bristles with the exploits and virtues
of the Friars Minor. One would think that it was specially
composed in glorification of that Order. The passages are
toc numerous for special discussion: they are all of the same
character: on every occasion, in season and out of season,

! L Chron. de Lanercost, p. 53.
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the merits of the brothers of St. Francis are lauded to the
skies.

While this much is admitted without reserve, the weak side of
Stevenson’s proposition, as it would seem, presents itself when he
attempts to identify the Fran\mscan habxtatxow _which he locates
the Chronicle. If the work is due to Minorite authorship, internal
evidence gives little encouragement to make Carlisle the head-
quarters of the particular congregation that gave it birth. So
much of the narrative is taken up with affairs, political and
ecclesiastical, in the neighbourhood of that city, that the editor was
constrained, as it may be permissible to believe, to fix on that
place, in spite of the evidence, as the local habitation. The over-
whelming evidence for a Greyfriar authorship is more conclusively
in favour of Berwick than of Carlisle.

It will be observed that the references to this Mendicant Order
are for the most part very general. News about the Order came
from all points of the compass in the shape of prattle and legend :
in very few instances can it be said to be local. When local news
protrudes itself, the scene is at Berwick or elsewhere, not at
Carlisle. Some specific instances of the compiler’s connexion
with Berwick are very striking. In his vision ! after Mass on the
Lord’s Day in 1296, ‘as I was composing my limbs to rest,” he
saw an angel with a drawn sword, ¢brandishing it against the
bookcase in the library, where the books of the friars were stored,
indicating by this gesture that which afterwards I saw with my
eyes, viz. the nefarious pillaging, incredibly swift, of the books,
vestments and materials of the friars.’

‘At the following Easter King Edward sacked Berwick, when a
most circumstantial account is given of the siege and slaughter.
‘I myself,’ the chronicler ? adds, ¢ beheld an immense number of
men told off to bury the bodies of the fallen.” The description
of the siege of Berwick by Bruce in 1312 is equally personal znd

1Pp. 132-3. 2Pp. 134-5.
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explicit. It is unmistakably the account of an eye-witness. The
Scottish scaling-ladders, he says,! were of wonderful construction,
‘as I myself, who write these lines, beheld with my own eyes.’
Personal testimony ? is again advanced in the description of the
battle at the same town in 1333. If the authorship is exclusively
the work of the Minorites, its localisation, on the face of the
evidence, must be transferred from Carlisle to Berwick. The
former place supplies no local or personal touches to the narrative
beyond a few isolated facts, with little bearing on the authorship,
which can be explained in another way.

But a new order of things is introduced when we approach the
local affairs of the priory of Lanercost. Their prominence in the
Chronicle after 1280 can scarcely be explained without assuming
that the author or successive authors were connected with the
house, or had some annals or domestic memoranda of the institu-
tion at hand. The internal affairs of the priory loom largely in
the narrative. It is not merely great events touching the place,
like those of Berwick, that are recorded, events known to fame
and of general interest, but the Uocal ‘colour is more clearly
manifested by incidental remarks, quite undesigned, let fall as it
were by chance, known to very few and of no particular concern,
which betray the locality. No external writer could be the
mouthpiece of such minute intelligence, nor is it likely, had it
come to his knowledge, that he would have thought it worthy
of record. Some of these incidental allusions will be noticed
later on.

Without following Stevenson throughout his category of
allusions to Lanercost, it may be here said that the influence of
the canons on the authorship is not to be estimated by a single
incident or a number of incidents of a general nature, but by the
particular attention which the compiler or compilers gave to that
house as compared with similar institutions or localities in the

1P, 201. 2 Pp. 278-8o.
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Border district. No other place or immediate neighbourhood has
had the same search-light from the author’s pen thrown upon
it. One of these incidents evidently puzzled Stevenson, and
though he tried valiantly to make it fit his hypothesis, it must be
acknowledged that he has grievously failed. The year 1280-81
was memorable in the annals of the house. It signalised a victory
for the canons in the local baronial court : witnessed a gracious
visit of King Edward and Queen Eleanor : and brought Ralf of
Ireton, the new Bishop of Carlisle, on a visitation of the priory.
In the record of these events we have, it is true, no gushing or
embroidered narrative, but we have particulars in abundance to
connote the interested spectator. The very day on which the
local court declared the immunity of the canons from manorial
taxation is recorded :! the canonical dress of the prior and his
brethren, when the royal party was received at the gate of the
priory, and the nature of the royal bounty are duly described.
The contents of the King’s game-bag, which helped to get Steven-
son out of his difficulty, need give no trouble. It was naturally
recorded on hearsay evidence, and was thrown in with the account
of the royal visit on the gossip of the community.

The Bishop’s visitation of the convent has even more personal
notice. It took place on 22 March, 1281 : he was met at the
gate like the King and Queen : he first gave the benediction and
then the kiss of peace to all the brethren : after his hand had been
first kissed he gave them a kiss on the lips. Then the Bishop
entered the chapter-house and preached : the very text of his dis-
course has been preserved. At the conclusion of the sermon, he
proceeded with his visitation, the object of his presence there, ¢in
which we were compelled (coacti sumus),’ says® the narrator, ¢to
accept new constitutions.” It is only candour to say that Stevenson
misunderstood the procedure of an episcopal visitation of an
Augustinian house. It had nothing to do with a2 general visita-

,»?4‘ 1Pp.23-4. . 2P. zs.
A xxii
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tion of the diocese. It was when the ptreaching was ended that
the visitation began—inquiry into the mode of doing divine ser-
vice, ministrations in their parochial churches, their conduct of the
secular affairs of the community, the hearing of complaints and
the adjusting of irregularities. Other visitations of Lanercost are
on record, and the mode of procedure is well known. The
graphic touches of the simple narrative could only come from one
who took part in the function and who could describe its succes-
sive phases with ceremonial exactness.

On the previous page of the printed book, but on the same
folio of the manuscript, another personal allusion, overlooked by
Stevenson, is equally conclusive against Minorite authorship. On
24 October, 1280, the narrator® tells that ‘a convocation was
held in Carlisle Cathedral by Bishop Ralf, and a tenth of the
churches was granted to him by the clergy for two years accord-
ing to the true valuation, to be paid in the new mor;y within a
year : Whereforehwe pali’(_ilsglvimus) him in all twenty-four pounds.’
The writer of ;thx's', passage_was clearly subject to ecclesiastical
taxation, wheréas the friars, having no material resources except
the actual buildings they inhabited, were exempt from episcopal
subsidies and all kinds of assessment. It was different with the
canons, who bore their share of such impositions in common with
the parochial clergy. The special assessment here mentioned was
a subsidy granted to an incoming Bishop by the clergy, parochial
and collegiate, of his diocese. The poet of the Chronicle gave
vent to his feelings about the exaction in pungent metre :

Poor sheep, bereft of ghostly father,

Should not be shorn : but pampered rather.
Poor sheep! with cares already worn,

You should be comforted, not shorn.

But if the shepherd must have wool,

He should be tender, just and cool.?

1P. 23. 2Pp. 23-4.
xxiii



AUTHORSHIP OF THE

If the amount of the subsidy be compared with the value of
the revenues of Lanercost, as assessed for taxation ten years!
afterwards, no doubt will be entertained that the sofvimus of the
record exactly tallies with the taxable capacity of the canons of
that house.

Though Stevenson was sincere in his exposition of the Laner-
cost evidence,® and enumerated some of the most conspicuous
allusions to it in the Chronicle, he has omitted one of the most
important, as evidential of the interested onlooker, the account
of the pillage of the priory by King David cum diabolo in
1346, the year in which the Chronicle ends. The touch of
personal indignation in his description of the Scottish King is
only of a piece with the account of the arrogance of his soldiery
in the devastation of the sanctuary : they threw out the vessels
of the church, plundered the treasury, smashed the doors,
stole the jewels and annihilated everything they could lay
hands on.?

It is not, however, in the record of great events, likely to attract
general attention, but in the trifles of language and incident, where
the student will find his embarrassment if he quarrels with the
traditional authorship. The phraseology touching Lanercost, from
its first introduction to its last mention, presupposes the local

1 Taxatio Ecclesiastica (Rec. Com.), pp. 318-20.

2In fact, Stevenson missed the significance of all the Lanercost allusions. For
example, the chronicler has much to say about Macdoual’s doings in Galloway in
1307, including the capture of Bruce’s two brothers and the decapitation of the
Irish kinglet and the lord of Cantyre, and the sending of the spoils, quick and
dead, to King Edward at Lanercost. But he did not tell that the spoils were first
exhibited to the Prince of Wales, then sojourning at Wetheral near Carlisle, on
their gruesome pilgrimage to the King (Register of Wetherkal, p. 402, ed. ]. E.
Prescott). The inference is obvious.

8 Ckron. de Lanercost, p. 346.
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resident. One word only is used to designate a journey to that
place. In 1280 King Edward and Queen Eleanor came (vererun:)
to Lanercost : in 1281 Bishop Ireton came (venit): in 1306 King
Edward came (venit) : in 1311 King Robert came (venir) with a
great army : and in 1346 King David and his rascal rout came
(venerunt) to the priory of Lanercost and went off (exierunt) by
way of Naworth Castle. Though the narrator is liberal in his use
of the word in expressing locomotion, he frequently interlards the
usage with ‘went’ (adivif) or ¢ passed’ (tramsivif) in respect of
other places. But so far as Lanercost is concerned there is no
variation : always came, never went, as if the author was resident
there.

The migration of brothers from one house to another, an inci-
dent of infinitesimal interest outside an ecclesiastical enclosure, is
not without instruction. The house from which the brother was
transferred is never mentioned. The reticence is such as might be
expected if the narrator was an inmate. In all cases, so far as we
have observed, intercommunication was restricted to Augustinian
communities. Nicholas of Carlisle was sent in 1281 to reside at
Gisburn® and became an inmate (professus est) there. Incidental
allusion to another migration is more significant still. In 1288 we
are told that brother N. de Mor received the canonical habit, and
in 1307 that he was sent by the Queen to Oseney, another Augus-
tinian house.? But it is not stated in what house he took the
canon’s profession nor from what house he was transferred to
Eseney. The nature of the profession, however, predicates the
apon and not the friar. But when we know that Queen Margar.
spent quite half of the latter year at Lanercost, the veil falls from
the transaction. Similar mystery hangs over the conventual apos-
tacy of John of Newcastle, who took the monastic habit in the
neighbouring Cistercian house of Holmcultram. In this instance
there is no mention of transference, but the renunciation of his

)

/ LPR28; 2Pp. 55, 181.
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first VOWS brought forth the contemptuous gibe of the Lanercost

poet, that
With altered habit, habits t00 must alter,
Much need that John with sin no more should palter.
Unless to mend his ways he doth not fail,
White gown and snowy cowl will nought avail?

Isolated incidents like these are eloquent of the local chronicler
and his mode of record. His familiarity, too, With occurrences in
the Austin houses of Gisburn, Osency, Hexham, and Markby
points in the same direction.

The poet of the Chronicle deserves honourable mention. His
effusions, always diverting, if not always in the best of metre, are
quoted under the name of Brother H., or Henry, or Henry de
Burgo. Few readers will gainsay the suggestion that he was first
canon and afterwards prior of Lanercost. In 1287 William
Grynerig came t0 live in the community (énser nos), and his habits
as a vegetarian were 2 source of perplexity to the house. Brothet
Henry hit off the situation thus :

You may not seek canon’s dress to Wear
Who cannot feed yourself on common fare.?

The poet let the cat out of the bag when he revealed the estis
canonicalis employed inter 105 @ @ friar did not wear the canonical
habit. Perhaps the most striking of the undesigned coincidences

supplied by Henry’s muse in favour of Lanercost occurs in his,

use of the word garcifer to express a youth. The chronicler in the
same folio uses garcio and garcifers which Sir Herbert Maxwell
distinguishes in his translation as page and young fellow . bht it
was garcifer that Brother Henry adopted for his verse. 1t is &
singular coincidence, as showing the currency of this rare word
among the canons of Lanercost, the chartulary of whose hotise
abounds in rare words, that shortly before 1280, when William

1P, 28. 2P, 52.
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garcifer was slain on one of his mdonlight expeditions, the same
word was used by one of the canons of that house in his sworn
depositions touching a local dispute. Richard, the cook of
Lanercost, alleged on oath that a gascifer in the kitchen, after-
wards chief cook, had oftentimes gone with the canons to the vale
of Gelt to receive the disputed tithes.! If this is a mere linguistic
coincidence, accidents of this kind seem only to happen at Laner-
cost.

In 1300 Henry de Burgo, canon of Lanercost, was the bearer
of a gift from Edward I. to the high altar of that church?®: on
14 March, 1303-4, Henry, canon of Lanercost, appeared as
proctor for his house in an act before Archdeacon Peter de
Insula of Carlisle3: he was elected prior about 1310, and died in
1315. As Henry rose in favour among his brethren, and as
years lent gravity to his demeanour, it may be permissible to
assume that his versification took a similar turn. His rhymes
between 1280 and 1290 may be regarded as his best for piquancy
and fun. After his elevation to the priorate, verses in his name
cease in the Chronicle, and verses with any pretension to local
colour vanish altogether after his death.

No discussion of authorship would be complete without refer-
ence to the prominence in the Chronicle given to the lords of
Gillesland. No franchise, ecclesiastical or secular, receives such
attention. In fact the descent of the lordship in the family of
Multon is not only unique in the territorial history of the Border
counties, but it is singularly accurate. Noother lordship has
mention of its successive owners. This feature is so obvious that
it needs no elaboration. It is odd that Stevenson should have
singled out one of those references as incompatible with the
Lanercost authorship, whereas the very mention of a paltry

1 Chartulary of Lanercost, MS. xiii. 10.
2 Liber Quot. Garder. (Soc. of Antiq.), p. 4o.
/ 8 Chartulary of Lanercost, MS. xiv. 11. AR5 216t
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suit” in the court of Irthington, the capital messuage of Gillesland
in 1280, would seem to suggest the opposite. Though the local
verdict was of immense interest to the canons, a glorification
of the victory over their neighbour and patron, which Stevenson
expected, would have been imprudent, not to say dangerous, if
the record had ever met his eye. The canons of Lanercost were
well aware of the power of their patrons over them, as we know
from the history of that house.

From another quarter a charge of inaccuracy has been brought
against the chronicler for his account of the territorial descent of
Gillesland. In the same year, we are told,® died ¢ Thomas de
Multona secundus,” then lord of Holbeach. It is unlikely, says
the objector, that a canon of Lanercost should have fallen into
this mistake, as the Thomas de Multon, who died at that time,
was the third and not the second who was lord of Gillesland.
The objection wholly fails, inasmuch as the Thomas de Multon,
who came between the Thomas primus and the Thomas secundus
in the family tree, was never lord of Gillesland at all, his mother,
through whom the barony came to that family, having outlived
him.* Misinterpretation of disjointed entries in this Chronicle
has led to much confused chronology. The accountt of the
espousal of the heiress of the last of the Multons in 1313 and her
subsequent rape from the castle of Warwick by the first of the
Dacres of Gillesland is so picturesque in detail that scholars have
worried themselves over the exact meaning of some of its
phraseology.

- How came the Chronicle to be so full of Lincolnshire news ?
After describing the avarice of the canons of Markby in 1289,
some features of which he had hesitation to explain in detail, the
narrator states that he was unwilling to believe the story till he
had the particulars from the lips of a nobleman® who lived not
1P.-23. 3PL . $ Fine Roll, 12 Edw. I. m. 11.

P20 5 Pp. 56-8. \
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more than three miles from the place under discussion. Who
was this nobleman? Can there be a doubt that Thomas de
Multon, lord of Holbeach, who lived in that neighbourhood, was
retailer of the news ? In keeping with this we have the accounts
of sundry occurrences in Lincolnshire, some of them of little
interest beyond the ambit of the county, the communication of
which may be ascribed to that family.

In holding an even balance between the rival claims to author-
ship, the geographical and business relationships of Lanercost
should not be omitted. The situation was on one of the high-
ways between England and Scotland. To this circumstance alone
may be ascribed many of the sufferings it endured. There was
no religious house in Cumberland that was more frequently
burned by the Scots, and no district that underwent more pillage
than Gillesland. In times of peace Scotsmen came into England
by the Maiden Way, the old Roman highway from Roxburgh to
Cumberland and the valley of the Eden, for the purpose of trade,
as did Fighting Charlie in the days of the Wizard of the North.
In recording one of these raids, the chronicler shows how much
Lanercost occupied his mind when he tells that the Scots passed
near the priory of Lanercost on their return to Scotland.!

By reason of its business connexions the house had unrivalled
opportunities for gathering news relating to the Border districts.
Apart from the advantages of its geographical situation, the
canons had property in Carlisle, Dumfries, Hexham, Newcastle,
and Mitford near Morpeth. From 1202 they were obliged to
attend the yearly fair of Roxburgh on St James’ Day to pay a
pension to the monks of Kelso, issuing from the church of
Lazonby, in Cumberland, in which they had a joint interest.
Some of their property in Carlisle and Newcastle, not to speak of
Dumfries, lay alongside the friaries of the Minorites in these
towns. The direct road from Lanercost to Berwick,a town which

BRN2 T,
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figures largely in the narrative, passed near Roxburgh and
through Kelso,! and if a return journey was made to visit their
Northumberland estates, Berwick would inevitably be a halting-
place. It will be seen, therefore, that within the area of the
Lanercost connexions many of the scenes depicted in the printed
portion of the Chronicle took place.

If it be admitted that the Chronicle bears evidence of con-
tinuous production as the work of more than one author, the
presumptions in favour of Lanercost are difficult to set aside.
The canon of an Augustinian priory belonged to his house : he
was the member of a corporation with historic succession : like a
family, his house inherited ancestral traditions. If attachment
to the house of his profession was a feature of his rule, the direct
opposite was the characteristic of the friar’s calling. The friar did
not belong to a house: local detachment was his glory : his
individuality was lost in his province. He was a wanderer, a sort
of parochial assistant, who went about from place to place under
the Bishop’s licence to give clerical help where required. Like
John Wesley in his palmy days, the friar was incapable of localisa-
tion : the world was his parish. In addition, the Austin canons
in the North of England had a well-deserved reputation as
patrons of learning and students of history, for which their
constitution well fitted them. Nearly half of their houses in the
North produced chronicles, the value of which is appreciated at
the present day. Who is not acquainted with the work of John
and Richard of Hexham, Alan Frisington of Carlisle, William of
Newburgh, Peter Langtoft, Walter of Hemingburgh, John of
- Bridlington, Stephen Edeson of Wartre, Walter Hilton of Thur-
garton, George Ripley, and Robert the Scribe, scholars who shed
lustre on the Augustinian institute in Northern England? The
Chronicle of Lanercost betrays many symptoms of learning and
scholarship in agreement with Augustinian traditions. It requires

! Britannia Depicta (1720), pp. 160-162.
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a robust faith to predicate in the mendicant friar a knowledge of
Beda, Chrysostom, Ambrose, Justin Martyr, Gregory, and
Augustine, leaving out the Theodosian Code,' as the quotation
is in some doubt. Whatever imperfections the composition may
contain, and nobody wishes to conceal them, the authors may
reasonably be acquitted of ignorance of patristic learning.
Literary touches of various forms brighten up the dull catena of
miracle and legend.

In the light of what has been already stated, it would be
hazardous to offer a dogmatic view of the authorship of the
Chronicle, but it seems quite reasonable to hold that the pre-
ponderance of evidence favours the Augustinian house. In the
early vicissitudes of the friars in the Border counties, oppor-
tunities for undertaking and continuing such a work simply did
not exist. The sources of the Chronicle, so far as they can be
conjectured, are a strange mixture of written history and aral
tale. Many of the stories there recorded, some of them being in
glo;iﬁcation of the Mendicant Orders, were taken down from the
lips of a narrator. An Augustinian house with the geographical
advantages of Lanercost was well adapted to serve as an emporium
of news, and the ubiquitous friars, who often assisted the canons
in parochial administration, were convenient agents to collect the
supply. But the corpus of the Chronicle, taken as it exists in
manuscript, was compiled from written sources, and the insti-
tution from which it emanated was well supplied with some of
the best materials for the period to which it relates.

James WiLson.

YThe phrase, feste theodocts, which puzzled Sir Herbert Maxwell (p. 128),
should be compared with seste Ezechiele (p. 126) and teste Chrysostomo (p. 135) as
clearly correlative. Stevenson should have printed #éeodocto as a proper name,
but the spelling is probably corrupt. The print, however, corresponds with the
text of the manuscript. The quotation savours of the style of the Theodosian
Code.

xxxi









THE CHRONICLE OF

The Greek official delegates were present with the Patriarch
at this Council, and solemnly affirmed, by singing in their
own language, the creed of the Holy Spirit proceeding both
from the Father and the Son, to which [doctrine] they had
not assented previously to that time. There were present also
Tartar delegates, asking on behalf of their own people for
teachers of the Christian faith, in token whereof they returned
to their own [country] having been catechised and baptised.

In this Council the Orders both of Preachers and Minorites
were approved and confirmed for the Colleges of Mendicants.
But it would be a long matter to mention all the good things
which were settled there.

And so in the year of the Consecration of this Pope, there
arose, as is reported, a great dispute in the Curia over
the election of William Wishart,! many of them raising
so many objections that the Head of the Church himself,
having examined the objections set forth in writing, vowed by
Saint Peter that if a moiety of the allegations were brought
against himself, he never would seek to be Pope. At length,
by intervention of the grace  and piety of Edward, he
[Wishart] was consecrated under the Pope’s dispensation.
For the sake of example I do' not hesitate to insert here what
befel him later when he applied himself to his cure. Indeed,
it is an evil far too common throughout the world that many
persons, undertaking the correction of others, are very negligent
about their own [conduct], and, while condemning the light
offences of simple folk, condone the graver ones of great men.

There was a certain vicar, of a verity lewd and notorious,

ITo the see of St. Andrews in 1271.
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who, although often penalised on account of a concubine whom
he kept, did not on that account desist from sinning. But
when the bishop arrived on his ordinary visitation, the wretch
was suspended and made subject to the prelate’s mercy. Over-
come with confusion, he returned home and beholding his
doxy, poured forth his sorrows, attributing his mishap to the
woman. Enquiring further, she learnt the cause of his agita-
tion and became bitterly aware that she was to be cast out.
‘Put away that notion,’ quoth she to cheer him up, ‘and I
will get the better of the bishop.’

On the morrow as the bishop was hastening to his [the
vicar’s] church, she met him on the way laden with pudding,
chickens and eggs, and, on his drawing near, she saluted him
reverently with bowed head. When the prelate enquired
whence she came and whither she was going, she replied:
‘My lord, I am the vicar’s concubine, and I am hastening to ws.
the Bishop’s sweetheart, who was lately brought to bed, and % TR
I wish to be as much comfort to her as I can.” This pricked
his conscience; straightway he resumed his progress to the
church, and, meeting the vicar, desired him to prepare for
celebrating. The other reminded him of his suspension, and
he [the bishop] stretched out his hand and gave him absolu-
tion. The sacrament having been performed, the bishop
hastened away from the place without another word.?

About this time there departed this life a certain prebendary
of Howden church named John, a man of honourable life,

L Pultz =broth, pap or porridge, seems to have been used in the plural just as
¢ porridge”’ and ‘brose’ are so used in Lowland Scots at this day.

2 Quasi mutus.
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passing his days modestly and without ostentation, skilled in
astrology, given to hospitality and works of mercy. He began
[to build] a new choir to the church at his own expense, and
foretold that the rest should be finished after his death; which
[saying] we [now] perceive more clearly in the light; for,
having been buried in a stately tomb in the middle of the choir
itself, he is revered as a saint, and we have beheld, not only
in the choir, but the wide and elaborate nave of the church
completed through the oblations of people resorting [thither].
In the same church there lived at that time another master,
called Richard of Barneby, a true and pure man, who, having
surrendered his private means, was residing at Gisburn in
return for his money.! He was formerly well known in the
kingdom of Scotland as a cleric of the religious community of
Kelso. On leaving that kingdom he commended his nephew,
who is still living, to Sir Patrick Edgar, knight, for education and
service. After a lapse of years, at the above-mentioned time, he
ended his life in a fatal manner, when his nephew in Scotland,
[feeling] his bed shaken, was putting on [his] garments or shoes.
And behold, a- bird of the size of a dove, but differing in
appearance by its variety of colour, entered by the chimney of
the house and attacked the said youth with its wings, striking
him with so much noise, that the people in the kitchen wondered
at the sound of blows, and the lad [thus] belaboured sat still
as though stunned. This [the bird] did thrice, retiring each
time to the beams of the roof. After about the space of a

1 Perhendebat, a verb form from perendinus, the day after to-morrow.
There was a canonry at Gisburn, in Yorkshire, valued, says Matthew Paris,
‘at 628 poundes yearlye.’
4
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month had elapsed, the youth went ‘on business to Kelso, and
on drawing near, heard all the bells of the monastery sounding.
Entering within the walls, he asked what was the cause of
bell-ringing. ‘Do you not know,” they said, ¢that your uncle,
our clerk, has died at Gisburn, on such and such a day and
hour? The abbot received the news yesterday, and to-day is
commemorating him.’
What lesson such an apparition was intended to convey, let
him who readeth explain.
In the same year Richard King of Germany died.
In the same year died the Earl of Cornwall, brother of
King Henry of England.!
In the same year Friar Robert of Kilwardby, of the Order
Nof Preachers, was consecrated Archbishop_of Canterbury.
Boniface Archbishop of Canterbury died, and in his place was
elected the Prior of Holy Trinity ; but on coming before the
Sacred College his election was quashed, and his dignity o 25
conferred by the Pope upon Robert of Kilwardby,
Prior Provincial of Preaching Friars in England. This person,
a man of honourable life, a doctor of divinity, devoted to the
study of God’s Word, ruled and corrected the clergy as firmly
as the laity, as his treatise on heresy and his condemnation of
Oxford show by themselves.?

1These two entries refer to one and the same person, viz. Richard, Earl of
Cornwall, brother of Henry III, elected King of the Romans by four out of
seven electors in 1257 ; but the minority having elected Alphonso X. of Castile,
Richard failed to establish his authority, and returned to England in 1260.

2Excellent work, no doubt; but it had been better iff when appointed
Cardinal-Bishop of Porto and Santa-Rufina in 1278, he had not removed all the
registers and political records of Canterbury to Italy, whence they never returned.

5
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Also at this time King Henry of England, devout servant of
God and the Church, departed from this world, on the feast day
of Saint Edmund, Archbishop of Canterbury,! after he had ruled
over England fifty-six years and four months. He was buried
at Westminster, and the absence of his son? caused the corona-
tion to be deferred.

In the time of this Henry a boy named Hugh was crucified in
Lincoln by impious Jews, in derision of Christ and Christians,
nor were they able to conceal him by any device.

Now in the beginning of King Henry’s reign, Louis, son of
the King of France, invaded England with Frenchmen at the
instigation of some people of the country, as has been aforesaid ;
but afterwards intestinal war broke out at Lincoln between the
English and French, where the French were beaten and Thomas
Count of Perch was slain with many others. But the son of the
King of France narrowly escaped in great terror, wherefore after
his escape some Frenchman composed this rhyme :

¢ Enthroned in La Rochelle, our king never quails
Before Englishmen armed, for he broke all their tails.” 3

To which an Englishman replied thus :

¢Lincoln can tell and the French King bewails
How the rope bound his people to Englishmen’s tails.” 4
This King Henry in his youth, at the instigation of Peter,

Count of Brittany, crossed the channel to Brittany to recover the

1 20th November, 1272. 2 On the last Crusade.

3 Rex in Rupella regnat, et amodo bella
Non timet Anglorum, quia caudas fregit eorum.
The taunt of 4ngli candati is ancient and well known.

4 Ad nostras candas Francos, ductos ut alaudas,
Perstrinxit restis superest Lincolnia testis.
6
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territory owned and lost by his predecessors;  but failing
altogether of success in his undertaking, returned [home] luckless
and empty-handed.

In truth, whereas diligence in evil seldom has a good issue, it
pleases one to relate an instance rather for the sake of justice
than from ill-will to an individual. Queen Margaret of Scotland,
deeply distressed by her various trials, chiefly by the death of her
father! and by anxiety about the return of her brother,” went
forth one beautiful evening after supper from Kinclavin to take
the air on the banks of the Tay, accompanied by esquires and
maidens, but in particular by her confessor, who related to me
what took place. There was present among others a certain
pompous esquire with his page, who had been recommended to
him by his brother in the presence of his superiors. And as they
were sitting under the brow of the bank, he [the esquire] went
down to wash his hands, which he had soiled with clay in playing.
As he stood thus bending over, one of the maids, prompted by
the Queen, went up secretly and pushed him into the river-bed.

¢What care I?’ cried he, enjoying the joke and taking it
kindly, €even were 1 further in, I know how to swim.’

Wading about thus in the channel, while the others applauded,
he felt his body unexpectedly sucked into an eddy, and, though
he shouted for help, there was none who would go to him except
his little page-boy who was playing near at hand, and, hearing
the clamour of the bystanders, rushed into the deep, and both
were swallowed up in a moment before the eyes of all. Thus
did the enemy of Simon and satellite of Satan, who declared that
he had been the cause of that gallant knight’s destruction, perish

1Henry III. 2 Edward I. who was on his journey home from the Crusade.
7
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in sight of all; and the matron, led away unduly by affection
for her parents,! received rebuke for her selfish love, and showed
herself before all men wounded to the heart by overpowering
anguish.

FroM THE BeGINNING OF THE WORLD 6470 YEARS.

In beginning the eighth part of our work and, as it were, the
peace of our age with a new king, I deem it meet to put this
foremost in our desires, that, as the renewer of the 'old Adam,
seated in the paternal throne, said—*¢ Behold, I make all
things new, so he (the king) may induce new growth of
virtues [to spring] in the Church, and that new joys may be

A.D. 1274.

bestowed upon us through the king and in time following,
whereof now we have undertaken to treat.

Accordingly, messengers were sent to the Council assembled,
as aforesaid at Lyons, whereat the heir of England attended,
urging him to return to his country and restore the condition
of the desolate realm. Returning accordingly to England in the
same year, being thirty-five years and two months of age, he
was received in most honourable manner by the whole nation,
[and] was solemnly anointed and crowned on the 14th of the
kalends of September 2 by the Archbishop of Canterbury, Brother
Robert of Kilwardby. The nobles of the land attended the
ceremony with a countless multitude, redoubling the display of
their magnificence in honour of the new king. But my lord
Alexander King of Scotland, who attended with his consort and

10Or spoilt by the undue affection of her parents [#imis affectu parentum seducta).
The construction of the last paragraph and the moral are alike obscure.

2 19th August, 1274.
8
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a train of his nobility, exceeded allvothers in lavish hospitality
and gifts.

Before the date of this coronation, Robert of Stichell, Bishop
of Durham, died on his return journey from the Council, about
two days' journey on this side of Lyons. He had besought
from the Pope letters and license for his resignation, [because]
he disliked to be mixed up in worldly trouble. In dying,
however, he suffered the greatest remorse of conscience because
he had deprived the burgesses of Durham city of liberty of
pasture, and bestowed it upon those who needed nothing.
Therefore in proof of penitence and in token of his desire for
reconciliation with St. Cuthbert, he gave his ring to his confessor
to be carried to the shrine of the saint, vowing that, should he
recover health, he would annul that gift.

In this year Margaret, Queen of Scotland and sister of the
King of England, died on the fourth of the kalends of March.!
She was a woman of great beauty, chastity, and humility—three
[qualities] seldom united in one individual. When her strength
was failing many abbots as well as bishops collected to visit
her, to all of whom she refused entrance to her chamber; nor
from the time that she had received all the sacraments from her
confessor, a Minorite Friar, until her soul passed away, did
she admit any other to discourse, unless perhaps her husband
happened to be present. She left behind her three children—
Alexander and David and a daughter Margaret, all of whom
followed their mother in a short time, owing, it is believed, to
the sin of their father.

1Feb. 27, 1274, or, according to our reckoning 1275 ; but in the Calendar
then prevailing in Britain the year began on 25 March.
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Richard of Inverkeithing, Bishop of Dunkeld, departed from
the world, treacherously poisoned, as is affirmed, and it is
believed by many that the aforesaid Queen [perished]
AP 1275 ih the same manner. For, after the death of the
aforesaid man, a certain [fellow] author of this plot,! drawing
near to death, declared that he had sold poison in this place
and that, and that a full bottle thereof still remained in Scotland.
And seeing that the movables of bishops dying in that kingdom
devolve upon the king, he [the Bishop of Dunkeld] only and
one other named Robert de la Provender, Bishop of Dublin,
whom we remember above all others, so made a virtue of
necessity at the point of death by distributing their goods, that
they left scarcely anything to satisfy the cupidity of royal
personages.

About the same time in England there lived in Hartlepool
William Bishop of Orkney, an honourable man and a lover of
letters, who related many wonderful things about the islands
subject to Norway, whereof I here insert a few lest they should
be forgotten. He said that in some place in Iceland the sea burns
for the space of one mile, leaving behind it black and filthy
ashes. In another place fire bursts from the earth at a fixed
time—every seven or five years—and without warning burns
towns and all their contents, and can neither be extinguished
nor driven off except by holy water consecrated by the hand of
a priest. And, what is still more wonderful, he said that they
can hear plainly in that fire the cries of souls tormented therein.

In the same year there [fell] a general plague upon the whole
stock of sheep in England.

Y Hujus confectionis.
Io
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In this year, on the seventh day “of the month of October,
the King of Scotland’s fleet steered into the port of Ronalds-
way. Straightway Lord John de Vesci and the king’s chief
men with their forces, landed on Saint Michael’s Isle,! the
Manxmen being arrayed for war under Godred the son of
Magnus, whom shortly before they had made their king. But
the nobles and chieftains of the King of Scotland sent to treat
for peace with Godred and the people of Man, offering them
the peace of God and of the King of Scotland, provided they
would desist from their most foolish presumption and submit
in future to the king and his chief men. But as Godred and
certain of his perverse counsellors would not agree to the
treaty of peace, on the following day before sunrise, when
the shades were still upon the land and the minds of foolish
men were darkened, a conflict took place and the wretched
Manxmen, turning their backs, were terribly routed.

Pope Gregory died and was succeeded by Innocent the Fifth,
a native of Burgundy, whose previous name was Peter of
Taranto, of the Order of Preachers. He was formerly
Doctor in Holy Writ, then Archbishop of Lyons, and
afterwards Cardinal of Ostia. He sat but for five months and
two days and the seat was vacant for eighteen days. To him
succeeded Adrian the Fifth, and sat for one month and nine days.

A.D. 1276,

He suspended the constitution of my lord Gregory regarding the
election® of Cardinals, intending to substitute another. After

1 Near Castletown, Isle of Man. S. Michael, having been set to guard the gate
of Eden after the expulsion of Adam, is commonly the patron of extra-mural
churches and of islands, such as Mont-Saint-Michel and S. Michael’s Mount.

2 De inclusione.
1
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him in the same year John the Twenty-first was elected, formerly
called Peter the Spaniard. He sat for eight months and one
day, and the seat was vacant for twenty-eight days. Through
want of attention he altogether destroyed the constitution which
his predecessor had suspended. Expecting greatly to prolong
his life, for he excelled in skill as a physician, he caused a
new vault to be built at Viterbo, supported by a single column.
In this [vault] when it fell, whether by treachery, as some say,
or by accident, he alone was crushed, and, having received the
sacraments, he survived for six days; and, albeit he was a
physician, he did not heal himself.

There lived in Rome about this time a certain very rich
man, notoriously a usurer, who, although often admonished for
his sin, died at length excommunicate. His friends having
assembled, preparation was made for his sepulture, and, in
accordance with the customs of his country, he ‘was placed
on an open bier adorned with all his garm