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'ECCLESIASTICAL RECORDS

THE ECCLES{ASTICAL SCRIBE

AN ecclesiastical deribe may be eithel” an ecéesi-
astic who is a scribe or a scrtbe who writes
- documents ofaecclesiastical concern or for ecclesi-
astical purposes; he may be, eihem ag, original
author or one who miniStess to the origiffalits:
of others; and even this does not exhaust the
possible permutsijgns and combinations. In every
age, again, he wil™have his conventmns and his
idiosnerasiedp the materials with which hes works
may be found to shew a certain amount of variatién;
more important still, his writing itself*"i] tend to
reproduce certain general features of the school tos
which he belongs and the training that We has
received, so that, arguing from MSS., of known
provenance and date the palmographer, like the
art critic, will often tell you with some confidence,
if with less complete assurance of infallibility, not
only when, but where, a particular,work was pro-
duced, whether at Canterbury, shall we say, or
sat Stes Albang or some otherggreat centre. And
the range*of the subject, eawill be seen, is Vast,
covering many lamdsyens many centuries, each

morg than sufficient far®a sinéle lecture.
- 5 .
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A Keeper of MSS. maybe allowed to try to picture
to himsClf rome 4f these men and the tools and
materials they used, and a Librarian to be not
altogether unmindful of the circumstances in Which’

. their work was done. It would be tempting to depict
- that scene.in the Far Ealt where a man eclothed:
in white linen, with a writer’s inkhorn by his side, is
~=agrking the people, as the-piophet saw him by the
river Chebar. It is still more tempting to skip
eight centuries and look inside a student’s room
which will be famous while scholayship endures,
Seated tbere~s & mgn with a history, Years ago,
-~hen his father diedrfor the Faith he believed, he
had been left, a lad of seventeen, the eldest of
seven children, to support himsel*and his family.
For a time z rich woman, a wi€ow, helped the poor
studont, and then he parted with h¥) only weGith,
a Tew fine copies of ancient authsrs—we can judge
what it Tuost have meant—to a purchaser who
“~allowed him 6d. a day for several years, sufficient for
his pérsonal needs. He teaches, and his fame as a
teacher grows year by year, though not without
doubts and jealsusies. And now in the prime of
- life he sits here, still rigorously austere to himself,
but wonderfully attractive to others, and at last
with everything at hand that a scholar could desire.
It is a plersant room, locking out upon- an inner
courtyard, where a fauntain, no doubt, and perhapse
even trees, afford a rd~ eshing contrast t0 the fierce
glare of an Eastern sun.~ Bee fcene is a busigr one

 ww agl 4 = 2% s



THE E"CLE&IASTICAL SCRIBE™ * 7

of ::t Jerome in hlS studﬂ, with the Cardmgfs hat
hanging on a peg and the Jion in the foreground
which seems to be sayings " Deus, Deus, nobis haec
e otia.fecit.” For ag the scholar ta'kes from the
stbhe ledge by his side one or_ other =f those®olls
of the New Testamgnt scrtptures which Sir”
Frederic Kenyon has s& vividly desgribed,! he begins
to read, and as hé r@aﬁls to dictate a eomurientar
on the sacred texts Hour after hour I goes oaand
one notarius or shorthand-writer succeeds another
without a hreak, for there are stven or eight, at
least, at hanl to takeltheir - tunyond as many
antiguarii or transcribess, prﬁbab]y ih amth;r
room, relieve each other n wntmg out the notes in
longhand as ea@%ﬂmmus gives ud his place. And
not only these bu.~girls also who havg been trained
in alegant Cligraphy. Maecenas, we are sopgtimes
told, invented shprthand; it is a Christian Maecenas
who has made all this possible at hissa=n charges
and who is here following his master’s progress witd
untiring devotion and admiration 'a.]I dasr long
“ He left no leisure for meals or rest,” says a frag
ment in Suidas. ‘¢ Of the spacg from.dawn to the
ninth or tenth hour I say nnthmg All student:
give that time to the inveStigation of the Divine
oraeles, and toreading.”’® And assured]y wherever
the namge of Origen of Alexandrifs ang . Caesarea is

1 Temtuql Cfiticism of the Ngw T ament, 2nd edit. (Maemlllan
1912)1-

2°Suidas, ed. Berahaw HBEB), I1. 1280 (of Ambrosius);
Hi:f , Ep. xliii. (of Origen)a =~ *
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knov\ that of Ambrosms the rich deaconf should
not be forgotten. ,

Let us turn our thoughts Westward and put the
clock three or fowr hundred years on. By the-
Seventh cen-tury the fame of tne skill of the monks
" of Ireland in writitg and jllumihation had spread
far beyond - their own lend as their restless
activizies led them to tray;el witness the library
ot Robbio {fnow mostly i1n the Ambrosiana at
Milan), or of St. Gall, both founded by Irish
monks ¢. 618, if the ascriptiﬂn of %}6000 students
to a single mongstery be" too great’ a tax on our
Qredu'llty, it must stillebe remembered that, at
any rate, there is ample evidence for the existence
of a sufficient namber of Irish scribes to account
for the production of an enetmous number of
manyseripts; evidence, too, of a PFlowledge of

- @Grzek far exceeding that of most, of the mediaeval
bishops, mha traced on the floor of churches a
»St. Andrew’s cross composed of the Latin and what
they smpposcd to be the Greek alphabet, as part
of the ritual of consecration. And a search for traces
of acquaintance with at least some Hebrew words
will not be found unfruitful. But our immediate
purpose is a quest for details of a more technical
kind. Let us take three or four incidents ¢on-
nected with Adanman or with St. Columba. The
first shall be a scene in which Adamnan represents
hims~If as acting as aantensis; he is takﬂng down
the words that fell fronLAzzguli s lips, and he is
doing so with a stylus upoa tablets covered with

~ i~
IIF
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wax, just as he might havesdone in Rome m pre-
~ Christian days; and we recall that upan just the
same tabulae ceratae the rigdiaeval precentor or
saccentor was wont to,write the List of lections and
other details for the services of the churc, the wax;”
being provided by the saprist—probably a. useful
way of disposing of caridle-ends and other waste.
This method of writiiig farnished the Latinrlanguage
with the inelegant ttransformation of the Greck
yapdooew, ¢ to serateh,” into ““ caraxpre,” of course
emended by -g&'itics into the more Ciccronian
““ exarare,”” which has the sameﬁmﬁaw}ggh There
are some critics whose appzopyiate occupatior”in -
purgatory would be an attempt to edit the H tsperica
Famina. Let us zgmind ourselves tlzn, in passing,
-that the primary duty.of a student of a maanuscript
1s nok to deﬂ?}@iﬁe what the seribe might dhave
written or ought to have written, but what he wrot2
“and what he meant to write; and if the studest would
see how valuable such painful work may be let him -
turn for cncouragement to Dr. C. H Turmer’s
magnificent edition of the Latin versions of the
Canons or the edition of the Vulgate by Bishop_
gohn Wordsworth and Dr. H. J. White, which is
one of the glories of English “scholarship. The
notes which Adamnan made were then transcribed,
he tells us, &n m¢mbranis, on skins. / 1h many parts
of the arcient world papyrus wasaever used because
it was upobtainable; by the B#urth century A.D2it
~ .had béen almost entirely supplanted for valuable
MSS. by vellum. We ghall have to wait nearly

-
v

e

3 —
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1 {];\Q years bEfﬂI‘E “maper ' in the modern sense
acquised the vqgue., in England which 1t had pos-
sessed in China befor¢ithe Christian era.

Our secﬂnd Blustration, shall be the.quaint
vtfaditiontd stnry of the Cathach of St. Columba, now
in the Royal Irith Academy, "and recently edited
by Dr. Lawlgr. St. Finn? an of Moville had a MS.
brnughtd‘mm Rome whigck (olumba saw. To see
TWwes to ccvet, to covet was te copy, and alas ! he
did it by steelth, regardless of copyright. But he
could not kecp the knowledge ofgnis treasure to
himself; sad Finnian, claiming the copy, appealed
. torthe ng Diagmszit, in strict accordance with
the principles of the Berne Convention, decided that
“to every beok belongs its sonzhook, as fo every
cow her ¢alf.”’ The result %vas a battle in which-
Calumba’s supporters were wurstg&,’ and the saint
“imself soon retired to Iona, The book, so the
story msas, a Latin Psalter enshrined in a silver
case, became the battle trophy, the mascot, of the
O’Bonnel’s. True or false, its history may remind
us of that Fulda codex deeply marked with
swordeuts with which the founder, the Blessed
Bonifacer~is said to have defended himself in the
Eighth century against his murderers,! or of the -
Scholastic History of Peter Comestor captured
with its pwner:King John of Frange, by the Black
Prince in the Batile of Poitiers, and now te be segn
among the Royal N%S in the British Museum.?

1 Vita auctore Othlono, I4b.<]. iy Mabillon’s Acta_ 58. Bene. ©
dict. IIL. ii., p. 85. ~ ¢ ? Royal MSS. 1¢ D 1I
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. Thethird incident shews ustthe work of the coy/yist
being * gone over ’ in order to epsuresacciracy,
as you may see it done ~.o-day In any Search
Room or lawyer's office. A ceitain disciple has
copied a Psalter and comes to ‘Columyia to ask?”
for one of the brethren tesrun over and correct (ut
percurrens emendet) whathe has written. "Columba
says: “ Why do you pothegrus 2 You willfind chat
there is not a singlC letter too much oi t{}ﬂllif'ﬂé
except a vowel ‘i’ which is left out.” This
function of tl1§{30r1'ect0r was of gréat importance,
and one can only regret thai as higarodgrn spgcessor,
the Press Reader, is often the best educated mari'in -
a printing office, so he is usually one of the worst paid.
But there is anothgr kind of corrcetor also with
~whom every_studenu pf ancient MSS. % familiar:
the roviser whosg aim is to ensurc not that what dies
before him, and wil be copied again, is merely a
. faithful transcrip?, but that it is a correct ¥xt or an
impyoved onc. The form in which his activities
will display themselves will vary from craendadions
in the text of Origen or Eusebius in thg supposed
interests of orthodoxy to that,of Archbishop,
Lanfranc, whose corrections of the-~orruptions
introduced into the biblical text by scribes are
regarGed by the mediaeval chronicler as reflecting
lustre upon the Churches both of Englapd and of
France;® or thgt of Archbispﬂpfcker altering *“ the
gracious agsistance of God’s~/afinite goodness,™ in
‘. one of the prayersgin.£ha Coronation Service to

1 Rqb. de Monte in Matthew Paris, Chronica Majora (Rolls
SEI‘iEE), iil- 2‘9- L i ? - ]
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¢ ti‘ﬁ mercifu] superjn®endency of the Divine Provi-
dence®’ im the,supposed interests of elegance of
diction, or,to that ofMatthew Paris on a larger
scale proposing to excise a whole passagé in 4n
sitstorical” narrafive with the marginal note or
direction; * Vacat, quim amicorum offendiculum
est,”” or, in amother case, ® Utile sed impertinens.’”
A studefit knows little. &f the ways of textual
crétics who cannot picture to Himgself the convineing
arguments by which it wduld be shewn that of
two MSS., of which one contained g’passage of that
sort, apd Ahe oshar did not, the ofie which omitted
it "was to be prefesred since the passage was an
obvious interpolation. And it is not often that we
can scc so cledrly what reallyalsppened, as we can
owing to ¢he happy chancae il;.?sfl‘;ai-::11/1;;:1,5 proserved ®
a M3, corrceted by Matthew Paris” in the Parker
Collection? at Corpus Christi Cellege, Cambridge.
Our Mseextract from Adamnan3 may serve as a .
prelude for a discussion of a somewhat different
kin€. Columba is in Igna sitting working in his
cell. A vyeice is heard of somcone calling across
the sound and &¢he saint remarks: ¢ That man who
keeps on =houting from over there is not a person
of delicate perception (subtilis sensus), for to-day he
will bend ovgr and upset my inkhorn (corr¥culum
alramentis.” Aid so assuredly he &id, for on arriv-
ing he bent across *Q kisg Columba, apnd, of ourse»
1* Matthew Pavis, Chron.d& Majom (Rolls Series) iii. 265 ; ii. 554.
? MS. C.C.C.C. No. 26; ¢f. M. R, Jaines, Cafalogue, P, 50.

3 For these extracts sel A{h;ﬂt}ﬁﬂ’s Viia 8. Columbae, ejl J. T
-Fowler ({xford} 1894), pp. xlvii., xil. Lib. i 28, 1.25
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the edge of his garment overturned-the ink. Some

of us, from bitter experience, would be lxss inclined

than the admiring biographer to see in the saint’s_
prophecy an example of supern .tural prevision;
there are many quite exccllent people who ought
never to be allowed o set foot inside a student’s
room unless their breezy presence be regarded as a-
discipline for the student’s character. But what
we are primarily concerned with her: is Columba’s
cell. It is callel tuguriolum, the term applied by
Jerome, in the famous letter®in wuich K7 exlained
to Augustine that, if Hcbrew meant anything,
Jonah's gourd was really ivy, to his own abode at
Bethlehem—perhap=-the most famous scriplorium
in the worid.~But that was possibly a cave, E.I}__d_in
any case probakly of stone. The word naturaily.
means a hut or cottage such as was used by pcasants
or shepherds, and we remember that St. Martin’s
monls at Tours, the younger of whom wexe scrihes,
lived and worked in little weoden huts.? Columba’s
abode is said to have rested on boards, and there is
a high degree of probability that it was one of.those
~ beehive-shaped erections, built <7 wattles, covered
with turf or peat, and resting in this case on a
wooden framcwork, such as certaimly existed in
Tona and as'cert&inly in Ireland. %uch a structure
if "pmperliy bui® might be ~ery-.airly comfortable
and perfeetly dry, and night nave the proportions
of quitesa large room: It is werth while to insist
upon The point because it has seemed to xany

! Hier. Ep. cxii, 2 §p. Sev., Vita b. Ma~ini, 7.

iy
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schﬂlgrs That the splendour of such MSS. as the

Book of Kélls, or the ook of Durrow, and, erhaps
~-xe may addfof the MacDdrnan Gospels, &Emands
“for their produ?tiﬂn an equal sumptuousness of
environfaent and the ®gistence of scripioria of
a kind for which there is atrthat date and in that
lapd at any rate no sufffcient evidence.

But if such a cell as Columba’s may well have
been fairly cemfortable alike in regoect of warmth
and of drllieséf it may pe doubted'whether warmth
was d@®charactefistic, of the stone cells in more
claborate monastic buildings of the Benedictine
rule. Jarrow was built of stone by masons brought
from Ga,%l, and all our evilefice shews us.Bede .
working in his cell and notin any ol prace. Af
¢ewhat date did it become customa®y to work in the
cloister ?_ Unfortunately, it would seem after pro-
longed search that at present our only answer can
be that wg do not know and that it varied in diflerent
places. No one would be likely to introduce the
practice s a custom, especially in winter, in monas-
teriee~where & cell was the usual home of the
individual monk®wso that when Abbot Cuthbert
comes before us! excusing the delay in sending
some MSS. ® *Mainz on account of the bitter cold
which had numbed the fingers of* himself ard his
youths (puert), t]?l\__;rime more likedy to have betn
= working within four walls®han in a cloisfer. In a

Carthusian house in %El’t?h tach monk had threé
reorcg thete would have heen no difficdlty i

t ®Yfonumenta Mogunting, ed. Jaffé (1866), p. 801.

"
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working in one of them. Butﬁcl{;iste}s for working
would be the natural corollary to eommon dormi-
tories for sleeping. There is a famous an® often-~
quoted description, wri*ten in the Si:_teenth century,
© of the arrangement of the Durham cloister Tor the
purpose. The windows"were glazed and “ in every
wyndowe 1ij pewes ar calrells . . . ald fynelx
wainscotted, and verie close all but~y® forepart
w  had carvedl wourke y' gave '.ght in at
y*" carrell doure~ of wainsecott: 4nd in every
Carrell was a deske to lye there pooké: " on; ané
y® carrells was no greater then from one stanchell
of the wyndowe to another.,”! Now the one side of
~the Duxw:;ter (t¥e side chosen was naturally
that facing somth wherdver possible} haa eleven
bays and the spact available was 112 to 113 feet,
s0 that each bay was at least 10 feet in width,
which allows about 8 feet 4 inches for each carrel.
At Gleucester there were ten bays; tha spame
available was about the sant®, but each bay had
only two carrels, which allows a width of" about
5% feet, with a height of about 7 feet. ~ In_these
qf% Westminster wegcan actually trace the transition
from the general use of the cloister to the provision
of a special room, the domus scriptorac from the
regulat'fong contained in the Cu omary.f The
chaiige must have taken plaie b~tore the middle -
~of the Thifteenth century: I have asked myself
many questions about 1t which I-cannot answer,

-~ - .
! Riles of Durham, ed. J. Re*ne {Surtees Society, P 83.
3 Ed. Maunde Thamnenn § Flenso oo dol oo e ™ e,

- -~
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i

and I can only cﬂnaﬂle mysclf with the reflection
that about the same time Roger Bacon was writing
—that “the dread-of appearing ighorant is the greatést
cause of humar error.”* It~would certainly seem
that tke reason of the provision of the seriptoriae
denus was not merely greater convenience, but
the necessity of proviaing more room; and we are
expressly told that it is certair- that the precentor,
down to th: time of the making of it, was not
allowed | t::: leave the cloister witnout leave except
20 g6 to Lue t&ll{ll‘ s. shop (ad sartnmam) to make
ink (tncaustum) when necessary.? If the ink were
not called . incaustum—which 1s said to mean
strictly the liquid of oakbark or gWiled in,
acid wine with iron filings Or vasiol 3% LlIEEUlShEd

- though the distinction was ce=tainly not always
remembered, from airamerium, made with the
finely ground soot obtained from burnt resin
sad mixed with gum and dried—one might have
supposed that the viZit to the tailor’s shop was to
obtain some of the red pigment, made by boiling
scrows_of a”scarletum blanketum, costly stuff dyed
with the prodmet of the kermes beetle.® But
a forgotten writer who says that: “ While I was
wrltlng tlief: things I diluted _my ink “with my
- tears,” thoug“_ he may be only rhetﬂrmal may
~serve to remmcb_ys*bnt;h that utrgmentum aried

1 Opera {(Rolls Scries),app™1-52; Opus Terttum,_'b. xxif., *
2 Customury (Herfry Brwﬂs}.law Society), 1i. 97.
= =], H* Middleton, Hlumingled Manuscripis A(Cambridge
Univessity Fr&gs, 1802), pp, 2534, 444, 240
' -

-
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up quickly, and of another }egula?tim; elsewhere
forbidding brethren access b4 the k"{tchqin save when
their ink required tosbe thawed? In any case it
was the precentor’s duty to maks the in%, and M:
only for the brethren, byt by courtesy to provide
it for secular scribes, fust as 1t was hi§ duty to
provide parchment,"’“:n“ spperintend the 2orrettion
of work done, to write briefs for the ‘nonastery,
and to perform all tke offices of # librarian. It
might well b&aid down that ¢ thgforecentor must
be spared in n¥.ny things” . 4> _ =~ o
We have spoken of Westmigster; when we furn ~
our steps to St. Paul’s at the same period we shall
find a very different state of affairs.* In 1283 there
w 18 nWriptﬂr attached to the cashedral and
he maccives two Joaves of bread a day. To judge
from Baldock’s stgtutes, he filled in his time kY
~ binding the books, for there is a, proyision of a
livery of bread and beer ‘ ad opus scriptoris et .
ligatoris librorum ecclesiz,” a provisior»whickustill
remains in Colet’s epitome of the statutes. There
is also another section, however, to which 1t is
worth while to call special attention, forattifiews us
that as early as the Thirteenth Gentury places were
assigned in the nave of St. Paul’s for twelve serip-
tores, for £he gervice not of the g’lurch put of the
peoples and gives us the oath ‘nich they toslwto
fulfil their+office faithfully, g also to do nothing
.-to tht detriment of thke gcathedral body.! Such

1 Sga}rnw Simpson, Regisgtm Statutorum, pp- 178, 18, 219,
78. - - ®
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write.s fulfilled . at least some of the functions of
those to be found in the bazaars of the East to-day.
With whatever rental cautions we may read the

“~late Mr. -A. I" Teach’s constant strictures upon

~ popular and evea learned n’tions' of monastic

educatior, we.shall do well to remind ourselves

_that-the “monasteries in the Middle Ages had no

~ monopoly -of secondary educstion, that many of

.~ their most” distinguished members received the

greater part ¢’ their intellectual tr-ining outside

the houses to wi ~h they belonged, nd that in very

- many parts here were-more numerous and better
scribes -outside the monasteries than - within. It

is singular how little place such pursuits occupy
in Lanfranc’s constitutions f r monastic res m,

and at Ab.ngdon and St. Albans: at”7yestminster

~and at Canterbury, there is abunCant evidence of
the use of the services of persons brought in from -

- outside. ‘An entry such as that in the Canterbury
accounts 1n 1257 of a payment of 10s. for writing
agreements made in Loadon between Archbishop
Boniface of Savﬂy, the Earl of Gloucester, and the
Chaptex_or arother in 1278 of 20s. paid to a
certain notary public for letters concerning the
Tenth sent to the Roman Curia under the geal of
the Archdeacin are natural enough: legal instru-

- ments are seriovs matters; and the monas’f:ery_
probably also regarcd £0s. given in the same year
to the clerks of the Justiciar “for reading our._
charters ” as monewx well Epe;lt.l But it iﬁﬁclear

1 .MST Lambcth, 242 &, 4, 45,

F

F_ 9
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that cnpymts were ﬂften ﬁrm;glu in, m,&‘é wmk

.which it might have beeyjexpecled that the monks
would have done for théemsel%es, and at certain
—

periods in the Thirteenth ccfitury it®scems ™7y
doubtful whethe¥ the Prior and Clmpter of Canter-

bury actually wrote a,liy of their own formal letters,
Ih his very valufble book® on The Pé&pal Chancery
Dr. R. L. Poole 4has pmwdad the student with a
wealth of infotmation down to fhe time of Pope
Innocent ™I, upon a sub]cc? regard to which
very few a™ compctent to ~Zrea period
which he selected cnablesd h];ﬂ to sfew the dlst1m—
tion between the nolarius proper, who was strictly
an ecclesmst]cal scribe and 1% minor orders,

the tabellw,"whﬂ whatever hm aspirations,
?hﬁy @%akmg not an ccclesiastical scribe
and need not Be i in orders. We can trace the groth
of a confusion which is complete lopg before the
pﬂst-Reformatmn documents issued by the,Master,
o1 the Faculties in England, in whichsthe tifles are
used as alternative and it would scory cquivalent,
Moreover, in Dr. Poole's deseription of the influence
of the Imperial upon the Papal dttlCery, the
student may find an explanatTon of a feature which
he gan scarcely have failed to notice in English
eplsc{)pa.l reglsters of a variati’n in the attesting
nota;y 8 des1gnatmn of hlnrmel‘ic h by 8 pOmduarbic, **

“ by imperial ang apoatf&m authority,” amd the

nﬂtary of the presgnt dﬂ.y may please himself with

the “reflection, that .ha is the, Dnly person whose

- &
I Camb1®lge Unn Tsity I'ress ]‘]]i
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attestatron of a’ dacurgent is recngnized as valid
in all civilized countries, But there is another
_feature which the = paleographer, and especially
tﬂE‘BI itish3pala ogrupher, will recall with interest.
In a famous eulogy upon Benedict Biscop, Bishop
Stubbs has ‘said that” ““the eivilisation and learn-

.ing of*the &th century rested'@on the monastery

&

whickh he folinded, which profuced Bede, and
through him thet school of Yerk, Alcuin and the
Carolingian schcl, on which the culiure of the
Middle Agesswas briped.”’? 2The old Hapal notaries
cfevelnped a hdndwriting ©of their own—the curial
hand, a departure from which probably seemed
to them as indectnt as the ratification of a Treaty
with s wafer fareat Seal does to some people ngsa-
days: they wﬁare conservative folky diﬁ'_f‘fgf;t

corsitinue to use papyrus till the Elevt,nth century ?
But the beautiful Carolingian minuscule of the

~ JImperial Chancery won its way, wﬂ:h truly curmus

O
2

%
\ﬁ
¢

r.

resultgain the transition.
It would be going beyond our proper scope to
deal with the extra-ecclesiastical aetivities of
- - .
ecclesiast.icpk-ar quasi-ecclesiastical persons even
farther than has perhaps already been done. And
hence we must pass over chancellors who were
or became bishops.and archbishops, and ‘digniﬁqd
clexgies who sat at the Exchequer when ip the
opinians of chroniclersmnd others they ‘ceuld have
been better occupied in less stcular pursuits, thc»ugh

1 ?cuﬂw of Christicn ‘Biograihy (John Murray, 1800), .s.0.,
.p 180+ - e

. ® _
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it must be admitted that.tha stories of Gerwfise, the
Twelfth-century clerk of tlie Chancellor, Chaplain
of St. Stephen’s, and aﬁgged gritem of the Great
Roll of the Efcheduer, or o® Rishard Fitz-Nes™™
Bishop of Londen, and autho» of the Dialogus d2
Scaccario, are sorely fempting. Bub it may be
permissible to cloge this section by suggesting that
the activities df chantry priests, snot only in-
education but as ecclesiastical scwbes, are capable
of a goodwsdeal more tllustratiop from a patient
study of recards than they havﬁi'eceived, and that
parish clerks, since they were cnce i fLt®or orders,
have at least a claim to pasfing notice in this con-
nexion. The space gained, howeyer, by necessary
omissions shall 1 utilized by saying something
fﬁ‘}}i the, ecclesiastical seribe oy copyist, as
man of businass, and as an original author.” .
The ecclesiast®al scribe in a monastery wrote
not for money or fame, though famé might come
te him, especially if be were skilled alsg in ilflumina-*
tion, as was William the well-known  pictlr  in
the reign of Henry III. The monk wrote for the
glory of God and the good of the Chyggh. Omne
cannot help suspecting that, the ideas even of
scholars are sometimes thrown a little out of
perspective by the splendours # %¥amous codices
which are the treasures of gregt libraries and the
. . il vqys Amumntret
'glory” of the private callegmns of millionalres.
The Pextus or Gospf&l_bncﬂ{ or the Missal o the
highealtar of 2 grehtechutch,a great MS. Bible of

thes largest volurge ®and wriften on the fnest
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uterme#‘rellum, the Hofa,e Df a Queen—these books
on which we' feastr our eyes to-day—are no doubt
but a remnart; but it is very easy to exaggerate
Tthegtotal gumber ¢f those that “can. ever have
existed. The great~Missal finishefl in 1884 which,
~as Flete tells us, Abbot Litlyngton gave to the
high altar DprEBtmIHStﬂI‘ took{wo .years to make.
‘Thomias Preston the scribe 1&0@13{:(1 for his pay £4
and 20s. worth: of cloth, the large illuminated
initials cost £22, apd the total cost was §£4 14s. 7d.,
or at the very lea,t £400 of our mopey. In that
gase &s 1 mafy others a scribe was brought in
from outside, but the Abbot himself not only gave
but made other books for.the Divine Office, to be
uscd for the ghapel of future albots, W
infirmary.! Chaucer’s monk wiio of'« Trag=lics had
~an iundred in his celle” docs not Iir:.’ﬂfESb to be a
typical figurc, though it is rather” hard when he is
told: * Your .alc anoycth al this companye.” But
read t Ju:: old Durham catalogues, or Dr. James’
reprint of those of Canterbury and Dover, or Miss
Bateson’s of %yﬂn Monastery,? or Dr. S, R. Mait-
la%ad’s st=~dy_in The Dark Ages, and say how you
would like to tace the prospect of having to make a
copy of one (}f a good many of the works there

! Flete, Hislory uf W estminsier A'bey, ed. J. Armitage Robin-
soredLaqbridye meer._’ﬁ,y Press, 1909), p. 135, Cf. W. “R.
Lf‘lll'ﬂ}}, Westminster Abbr% andc the Kifngs Cnﬂs;nffn (Du{:k-
wnrth, 1906}, pp. 280-281.

2 J. Rainc, Cutalogi Velers (Sultges Society); M. R, James,
Ancient Libraries of Ca?fewury ard Dover ; M. Batecson, Syon
Mongstery ~both Gambriage Universivy Press). c.

/.r rooo- &
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enumerated or even of a whole Biblg, and rempember
that you would have had tq Cop§ the work allotted -
to you, not one of your owx choige. Montalembert
"will tell you thas thé monks inctheir clojsters were- -
never warmed; Mr. Middleton will bring before your~
- mind the pleasing picture f a small portable
brazier in youg, woeden carrel. I suspect that in
most cases if yob were mllowed to put your ‘hands
occasionally rownd a ‘‘ fyreball ”’ such as was used
in the chusches you were uncommonly fortunate.
Of course you might be an enthu%t like Otholonus,
a monk at Ratisbon in the Elevinth ge?®ey, whose
activities are described byn Sir Thomas Duffus
Hardy from Mabillon: * Besides the books which. X
wrgmiiﬂre awar for the edification of those who
*ES.,EB“ Sethem, and of others to whont I gave them
unasked, I wrote nincteen missals, ten for the
abbots and monlks in cur own monastery, four for
the brethren of - Fulda, five for thyse in other
places, three books of the Gospels, and two with-~
the Epistles and Gospcels, which are called Leéztion-.
aries: besides which, I wrote four Servece books for
matins.”* To many a scribe the bell symmoning
to service must have come as g weleZiiie relief; and
if to some it was an unwelcome interruption, yet
thefe is a virtue in holy obedience, as St. David
diecover®d, according to Giraldys Cambxensis, when,
¢ haviflg been interrupted in copying the GOt of

St. Jehn, he returndd from “hurch to find ti4t the

1 Descriptive Catalogue® of ‘Mategials (Rolls Series), fii., p,
XXif, . ¢

ey
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' ﬁcnlumn he had })egun had been finished by angelic
ministratiors in .cetters of gold.! This story is
somewhat spoilt lly the -addition that the Gospel
was not ﬂ.HUWEd to,be finishe but was shut up in”

-8 Costly cover, anﬂ that ill befgll any man who
sought to open the book ta—verlfy the marvel.

But we will suppose our scribe, seated in his
seriptorium. _The volume ,that” h4s been allotted
to hsm to cnpy has been takefi ffom one of the
armariolt or cases along the side of the,wall of the
cloister or in ’thuhbrary, and he pla,cea it before
him propeei up ¢ither upon a des’ or—horresco
~ veferens—sometimes wpon another book or books,
if pmtures do not lie, as students have done and
will do in spité of librarians from age to age.
Librarians 1iay sometimes he a_ 11ttle_,mae3£e,ﬁ
but even a librarian and a Brltnq may be Cx-
cused a groan of indignant herror if he sees,
as these eyds have seen, the open leaves of the
-Codex Amiatinus, one of the wonders of the worlg,
.-wherezwith Ceolfrid and Jarrow repaid the literary
~ debt of Britain to Italy, being used in the Lauren-
tign Library at EJorence as a comfortable cushion
for two -'I'E:tt-nic elbows. OQur scribe has ruled
with a metal point upon his parchment or vellum
the lines upon evkich he will write, and he begins
with a quillor a metal pen to make his copy. Af
he T ="zareful copyist he will reproduce his example
with “ronsiderable fidmr‘y, etzn though” he- may
not understand it: whlle,reven ¥ on “he whols he

. Girgldi Opwa (Rolls SC‘HEE}, iii. 803. -

.l- .
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does, there are pitfalls for wandering attentysn or
tired eyes. The scribe who represented the Church
of All Saints by “ Ecclesia omniim sidgulorum”™
may be paying & tribute to the Smiqi=ness of
personality, but is lf'};elg‘) to have b2en more familiar
~ with leases. But let us take an<arlier example of
a writer’s dangers, Xe.is copying Virgiks Aineid,
shall we say—I boriqw thé illustration from Roger
Bacon—and without the change of % single letter
he may writeNviii. 83), either wrongly * Viridique
in littore conspicit ursus "'— on they sreen marge the
bear beholds ”’—or rightly ““ conspicitus sus —*“'on
the green marge a sow is seen.””? “Or in another case,
not understanding the *‘n’’. with a stroke over it,
~Wwhich _means “enin” he may transcxibe it as
™ ?om;ﬁf""“ Ther= a%e few books from which
within their limi*s the student can learn so much~
about abbreviations and contractions as from
Professor W. M, Lindsay’s Early Irish .dinuscule
Script, and Nofae Latinge (A.p. 700-850), and
he will find them an invaluable training for the
study of later periods—such, for example, as that
illustrated by Messrs. Johnson’s and Jenbson’s
English Court Hand (1066-150¢). He will find
reason 9155 to think that misunderstandings of
contractions begin much earlier thén has some-
timesibeen suppdsed; and he will b» a very langmjde
stfdent of paleography, if fieﬁi# not interested jn
~ theillustrations of our insular method of contracting
“ autem;”’ the method ‘n Spain, and_that elsewhere.

1 Operl: (Rolls Series), p-517. Compendium Stadii, ¢ ki, ™
_ R ’
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Ifuthe MS.eis to be illuminated the scribe will
leave‘spa'ce for®thé Jnitial, whether it is to be
subsequently pug in Dy himself or, more usually,
by anather -hatd. Whefher +he ever allowed
himself the amwsement ofa fen-and-ink picture
in the margin would depend upon the nature of the
book and the circumstances o /t.its preparation,
If he did not do so it wes fa,lr] certain that in the
case of some abooks s later seribe would; and the
seemliness or frlvc-hty of the illustrgtion was cer-
tainly not alwuys determined by the character of
the coadtsof the volutie.! A very amusing picture
sometimes redeen®™ a very dull book for others
besides the original scribe or the original possessor.

The preparatmn of books in this way was of
course s1w work; but given tigne and.mofker w
_was possible for a very large number of copie§to be
made. In the case of the secular scribes, on the
other hald, it is quite clear that the more expedi-
tious method was adopted of dictation by one
ptson to a large number of others who wrote as
he read;and it seems equally certain that the same
* procedyre was followed in the monasteries in the
case of works net-of primary importance. MSS.
produced in such conditions will of course’be exposed
to further *pUssibilitics of error due to varying

Lducaticn, defegts of hearing, arl sifnilar-sauses.

Even in the case oj setvice books tke injinctionin
“1 , -

1 Thus the solemn pages of Sourtenay’s Register are decorated
with two most bcautﬁul cnu;:cf bells, inseribed * Komeneye,”
yhen the Arghbishdp lays the #lace under an interdist.

.-



~ THE ECCEESIAS;[‘ICAL SCRIBE 27

one of the Customaries that the ncvices ar> to
be trained to be so familiar with what they have
to sing as not to be dlséurbea by 4 pos:zible error
in writing, if any bnnuld meet thlir cye, smggests
that such errors wer® nct unknown. And anyone
-who has ever studied Dr. Fairfax’ great St.
Albans : musm-bnnbg:fg’" at Lambeth, or ary simuar
work, will realize ho'x casily) mistakes might oceug,
especially in the way ni‘; omission anc’ paltwn]nrly
where the san™ word happens to strike the eye in
two places of th% exemplar and tle intervening
' words are overlooked. And Bede’s cnmﬂlnmt of the
carelessness of copyists and corrd@tors and specially
of mistakes in transeribing pumbers is familiar to
us all.! T confess tha® when I read strietures upon
Mlearned wighk who read *‘ mumpsimus  for
“ sumpsimus "’ I recall with sympathy that even.
my learned predecessor Ducarel was 1&51 astray
by that Thirteenth-century *“8,” shaped-like a B
whicl has fallen to the left and looks like an M
into writing ‘ Mencnaker ™ for Sevenaker
the modern Sevenoaks. |
God gave abbeys, but the devil gave cglls and
cellarers——GiralduS recites the anophthegm with
as much gusto as he does the common gibe ** malus
monachus bonus clericus est,”? but there is an
EHDI‘III"!IS amourt of still unutilized matcrial Aot~
soCial and ccoromic lnstory in t']ilﬂ accounts of the
- ecclesmstlcal scribe in  his cdpamty of man of

n” ka 4 0™
1 Bﬁdﬂﬂ Ep, ad Plegwmum"‘ln Sazi, Lib. 1L, prning
2 (Ciraldi Opera (RolluSeries), iv., p. 84. . »
..~
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bustaess, if Only they could be studied compara-
tively. The Grlgm&! rolls, of course, have often
perished, but ndt the sumnganes entered in monastic
accour®t books. ¥ Do you reahz@ that we can study
the life of the monks of uarﬁerbury during forty
years before there is Bny extant Archiepiscopal =
Registew? You can seecw feach of the chief
Qfficers of a Benedicfine Monastery spent, the
presents the¥ gave to the king—two oxen ad ex-
hennium Domgni Regis 24s. 6d.; andAo the Queen—
una cupa dattﬂRegzme seven marks, in 1278; the
five shi lings 5pent on a ring given to the wife of
Solomon of Dovel in 1272; the sixty-five duodenae
or quires of &welve leaves of parchment bought in
1278 forg 55s. 24d.; the red thread for the seal
cngting 4d.; the purchase bf “dhaneperes *’ in 37y
““ad litteras portandas’ for 15@&.; the half—yearly
Sala,ry of 6s. 8d. paid in 1804 to"William * Sirugicus,"
no duub}fur blood-letting; to say nothing of boots
fﬂl‘ the govices and the 9s, pald by the moxks to
four barbers for their services, in preference to
cutting each other’s hair and shaving each other’s
CTrOWNR, Jou can see the cost of horse hire and of
]ﬂurneys, and, rrore 1mp0rtant still, year by year
the ¢ Wnrk in the Town " with its detalls of wages
of carpenters and builders and plumbers yes, and
=gfthe plumber's boy; and the cos? of the nferials
they used. Theseﬁhlﬁgs re worthg of study,® dnd
we have only touched ;the frlnge of what might
be said on the quln]ect qf ficdounts and IEtt‘ﬂl‘S o

- @ o ‘Ivls La.mbeth 242 JF. 1=°, 9, 44, 241, ete. !
L} : <
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Of the ecclesiastical scribe,rmenk ors no., as
original author it would be easy to,say much, it is
very difficult to say a httle. His tmportangc we
can realize, if indeed pse<ever doubt it, the mnoment
we make the simples experiment—to take only a
"~ single field—of eliminating him tronr the original
authorities for Engli\sh Listory and ask ourselves
how far it is possibledto construct ay intelligib*
series of pictures from what remains. And there
were other fields besides history ,in which his
services were great. Of coyrse, it 15 easy tpexag-
gerate the erudition of these xgriters? the truly
amazing list of earlier writers collected by Mr,
Plummer as known tg Bede! shrinks™to compara-

wvely few of which you find traces when you read
::Jl}ﬁﬂpisiﬂlae Canitiarienses, and Roger Bacan
laments that he has tried for twenty years to get
hold of the works of Seneca and has failzd.®* Of
course, we may say that their historical methads
were uncritical, their scientific knowledge rudi-
mentary, and their credulity beyond beclief; but
if we would judge a man truly we must learn tosee .
him in his time and place- and not judge-hiza by a
standard of, which he had no conception or far -
the omission of things which he could. not have
known. M. Jusserand has made the method.of col-
lectmg mformatmn for a mediaevai cﬂntempﬂrﬁ*-cf-
chronicle famdiar to mary an T nglish reader wb»

Wy -
<l Plumm-..,r, Bedae Opera THsivrica {Oxford University Press,
1806), L., pp. L-lii. - A

2 Op & (Rolls Series), p. [4; Opus Tertium, c. xv. _

.~ o B
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‘woufid never have wead it in the annals of Worcester
: £ ... .
Priory. A jegistew was prepared, with a loose
leaf{afﬁdulg] a¢ the end” (we vaunt -ourseives
greatly, do we yot, on ﬂuwh-advertised modern
appliances ?), “on which tke daily events were
inscribed i pencil, ‘cém plumbo.” At the end
’ . o 2 ] s ¥ ‘
of the year the appojntedr gfronicler, ‘ non qui-
Cumgque volgerit sed cui injingtum fucrit,” shaped
these notes into a continted narrative, adding his
remarks and ,comments, and inserting the entire
cxtowd the c}fﬁcial documents sent by authority
® _ ¥
for the monastergto keep, according to the custom
of the time. . . . The loose leaf was then remnve:i,
and a new One placed inste?d in view of the years
b L] 4 ‘
to come®'! Naturally thig 0111): applies to a iﬁ&@a
pfoportion of chronicles and histories. #Tnere
" were many written much mgre 1n accordance with
moderr®, methods, though, unfortunately, the
medern ecclesiastical dignitary who writes a
wook dfes not follog the estimable example of
Giraldus' in entertaining, with a befitting hospi-
tality, all who arc willing to come to hear it read.
Many df+hese ecclesiastical scribes were men of
bamour, as well as of learning: they had a shrewd,
sometimess one may think an almost toe shrewd,
knowledge of the world, and they Joved a goog story.
wam.ndreds of years affer it happened, Giraldus, as
e~clesiastical hisfqrian, astill chucKles, over the
story of the Empegof asking the mosf learmgd *
. A
1 gussergnd, Lferary Hi;tm'y 2{ the English Peanle (Fisher
Unwin,‘wilﬁ}, i. 197, , .
e 7
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-

member of his court, and of his-agc, a men sprung
from the northern parts of Britain- *“ What is the
- distance-between a_Scotand a sot#” and rcgelving
the answer * Tabula #~=tum”—* Qnly a table”; it
is the voice of Alcun in the accents of Jowett.
~And some very humble scribes could write as well
as any letter-write.\o* fo- -day, as you may see if
you will read the letters of the unha’py monk Cf
Canterbury sept in 1188'on a mission to the Great
St. Bernard. He is nearer Heaven, so that it is
natural to suppose that his prayers will-t= {ke
sooner heard; but Hell is more present 1n his mind
than ever before. He cannot stand: yet to ship is
death; and the icicles are hanging from his beard.}
He\w: not a great herpic soul, but let us tender
hin >ur sympathy, and take our leave of him and” of _
his brethren at least with gratitude for the pleasure
and instruction that they have afforded ito the
students of a later age. We may become tleir
eritics: we shall not ceasc to be their debtdts.

1 Epistolae Cantuarienses (Rolls Serics), p. 181,



ECCLESIASTICAL: RECORDS
" T

I

‘ ADMINISTRATIVEHIEL\IB GENERAL

« e N 4 . :
Tur study of ecclesiastical records i1s as fascinating

te -the-student as the.description of them is em-
barrassing to the Jecturer. To reduce the subject-
matter within a reasonable compass, he must
restrict his fitld and forbear t? discuss such interest-
ing topics as are suggested, for example, by t
Regesta Pontificum or the Calendars of #hpal
"Registers or Papal Letters, or by Dr. R. L. Poole’s
fascinafipg book on the Papal Chancery. He
carnot ailow himself such interesting divagations
into continental parallels as are to be found in such
a work as Dansey’s Horae Ruridecanales.! He will
have before his mind the fear of seeming to advanced
students oo elementary~and to the less advanced
—+taa_difficult; and, on the other hand, he must
choose betwaren the rather gruesome simplicity of
a series of ingeniously articulated skeletogs and
“--%~ human intérest, aphorrent to the specialist, of
flosh and blood afid the epirit which, for good or
evil, gave them life. Yet, as the subjept-matter =
bears at least & family likeness to the ° farrago’

- ﬂ_i Second edition (Rivington, 1844). ‘\
- | - . 129 .
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of the heathen satirist, we will chaflenge crjgicism
at the outset with a definifion, d say that we
propose to consider ag ecclesiastical record As © a
record made by &g for an ecclesiastical ¥Erson in
relation to his functjonx’ This mtay be reminiscent
of Bishop Wilberforce’s*famous definition of an
Archdeacon, bu?‘-ﬁt Leaﬂt we shall have cecuregd an
attachment to a hﬁnan Being, and gar proceed to
investigate his activitigs, whether in an administra
tive or a judicial aspect, with perhaps a class of
¢ documents subsidiary’-as a reminder that even
an archivist 1s s8b ject to human weakt,ess:’;id that

* the Lambeth Librarian not fess than the Court
of Chancery may be custqdian of things which it
would be difficult td classify. :,

“mi¥e will begin with The records of an Archbishop
or a Bishop, mot merely because it 1s the moak
convenient method of procedure on accqount of the

" extent of the field which will thereby be covered,
buf also because it is natural to supposg that such
records will be better kept than those of le¥ser
ecclesiastical dignitaries, although it “must be
frankly admitted that this naturd supposition i8
sometimgs found to rest upon rather a weak
foundation. We are often inclined to .t,reat records,
which are, pf course, notes of happenings, as though
they™themselv®s just hapPened, rinstead’ of %cing-
fs they: are; the product of ¢ human intelligence

‘,ﬂubjec-!: to human limitation$; and we are aptralsu
to consider them witfiolitydue regard to the purpose
for Which they weg thade. N6 doubt te® adept

S |
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any o*her couise demands the exercise of imagina-
tion, of which we have a deep-rooted distrust, and
which may, of cogrse, eas:lyf-lea.d us astray; but it
Is hard .» see how we are to_interpret, let us say,
& Bishop's register if we lezve out of account two
personalities at least wnich contributed to the
making of .t—the Bishop hrn..telff <ad the registrar,
the scribe o his acts,

Let us carry our minds J:;-ack to the date of
our earliest English registers of Episcopal acts—
the first quarter of the Thirteenth century. The
" rule of Johr= is drawing to an inglnrious close,

and the long reign of Henry III. is about tos

begin, What -shall we find if we go into an

Episcopal business room? First of all; almost

certainly, a kalendar and a Forulare. It is p7

e-mere accident that ecclesiastical forms preserve,

~ mulatis motandis, a substantial identity of language
for centuric;, and that not only in the same diocese,

- No doubt both in earlier and later times the records
themselves -often served the purpose of typical
examples—some of the Lambeth Act Books of the
Nineteenth cenfury are scored with pencil-marks

—_which shew it—but the earliest registers postulate
coliections of forms. Such precedent books are
frequently repulsive in appearance and ligh]y

“etrimental to tle reader’s sight, while the con-

tractions are often > rigorous as to riake them

mere gibberish to any buvt the practised stadent.—

They have therefore been Yittle thought of or cared

for by .ater Custodians; and y~+ the English t.rms

_r—

o~ -
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used to-day are often fnund,awixen.we’make
allowance for changed cirgulnstapfCes, to be almost
kiteral- translatiops, & the Latin mnlodel The
effort made undemise Commonwealth to enforce
the talking of Latin aitd Greek in the Universities
did not extend to the bffice ot Fibstfruits in the
Excheéquer, as :yﬁy‘&ﬂay‘see by referénce t@ the
Composition Books® A return wasanade to Latin
at the Restpration, but in the interval many law
clerks and even, it may be, some Bishops had
become a little,rusty in the Humanities,.snmg we
_ find in 1689 Péter Mewst Bighop @ Winchester,
who had been a military officer under Charles I.,
solemnly certifying,the Parons of the Exchequer
."t,_h\at ‘ collavin:iui ' the church of Cl!ilbnltin to

1.o0mas Sayer.
The final ch8nge from Latin to English begZh
in the Canterbury forms about 1788, %ith what
imperfect success, there or elsewhere, dhyone may
judge who is familiar wifh the barba®ous jargon
talked by legal officials at the confiymation of
a Bishop-elect. But of the old books of formg
dozens still remain. They arg not lggal evidence,
but they are often made up from actual docypientse
and of, their value to the erudite a #cgent paper on
redqrds ewtricgted as well as Extraetq:l from a
E..B-IIID&”I volume for the Englisk Historical Bpvied
is sufficjen? evidence.d% No ’@ology is needegd for
? i Puklic Recort Offige:o ﬁx.heqther Firstfruits, Bishop's
Certificates, Winton No. 6. _®
* P} Miss Rose Gralgm CEng. Hist. YRer., dpril, 918,wp.
218-225). - -
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calling? attention.to ,them, since they were made
for use and ar¥® a uleful indication of subject-
mattc‘*\ Forms of institutich and induction, com-
. missions,” inquisitions, promm—ﬁmtatmns, licences,
dispensations, acqulttanceﬁ cﬂmpﬂmtmns, indul-
gences, letters dithissory? manun’yssmns, certifi-
catez of eléction or of approbdtion of an election—
all ~these thirrrs and many “iore will be found
represented, and the number grows as each age
provides forms for new purposes while still carry-
ing .en.much of the old; for if the Law and the
Church are {ie twg least revalutﬁ’ﬂnary elements
in English life, the ecclesiastical lawyer is surely
endowed with~a double portion of the spint of
conservatism. It is not always his fault that,
. owirz to various ‘ changes of the'times,” you mgSt
now look for many of these and otller ecclesiastical
‘records i~ libraries, public and private. When
Thomas OvYshton, who must always be named with
r&nur amrong students, was given, mn the reign
of George II., a sight of the Harleian Collection, he
* stood amazed at so great a treasury of pearls,’
And the wise student in~ quest of ecclesiastical
—xacords which have strayed will nevew omit to
consult the catalogues of the Cotton Collection or
of the Tanpner MSS ~

™ What clse shail we =ee in the business room
where the scrlbe-—t‘ﬁe one -man who knows and
cares not why or whenef‘m;e but Pow—1is fracing-,
on parchment with” pamfh.l care the deed O{t the

jecter whl/gh"reglsters or gives fect to his madter's

~ -~
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will? Most probably we shal] finl a surgey or
‘extent’ of the episcopal estgtes, ﬁw the Bishop is a

territorial magna.te with nbllgatmns both fo his
tenants and to the Trown. 1t is true that<io copy
of the ¢ Bolden Buﬁe i said to be extant of earlier °
date than A.D. 1300, yet™o onedoybts that it was
madedy Bishop Hughsde Puiset or Pudsey in 1181,
and that, like Bishag Hatfield’s Fourfeenth-century
survey, it must *represent a kind ‘of campllatlﬂn
not peculiar to the great diocese of Durham.?

And there, too, on a rough wooden shelf, or Plled
up in a corner Bf the barély furnished rodm, are a
series of cophint which we miay render ° boxes'’
with a shrewd suspicion that they soon became
stout canvas bags. “Each is labelled with the year.

.ot us open one. »The Lord Pope has been plgased
to address to athe Archbishop of the provines
‘bulls’ and °‘letfers apostolical’ relading to a
varlety of subjects, including, it may be, the
disposition of a vacant piece of egclesxastlcal
preferment, or, as is just ‘as likely, of.one thdk is
not yet vacant; or it may be as to Tenths or the
Denarii of the Blessed Peter or other dues, or the
procuration to be patd to the nirseio of the Apostolic
See now present in England. Of guch documents

jes wﬂl,,ha.ve been made and transmltted to the
BIShu , or thete may be other Papal commumcm
fions d‘ recfed to the Blshﬂfb himself. It will be
very necessary to keepe thém, at any rate,“until

4I‘mthura},f have been for‘na':l]-v entered but sometimes

o "1 Both publ‘!hed by the Surteeu Sockety. » -
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longer, for the: entry’ may only be a note of the
cophinus Tn whjfn tnqy are to be found. At a
later date those ihat ndve survived the corrosive
a.ctmn\t.dampnor of mice wﬂl nd Aoubt be flattened
and bound up. . ~
Now, the existgnce cf, sucn documents and
their purpgse will entail thqt of “another record
which you . will find qcmew;}fre in the room—
viz., @ Tﬂ.:t:a&ﬂ, or valuation -~of ecclesiastical
bencfices, a compilation of some mJment at a
time when these benefices .were the milch-cows
botli"crPope,and King, It is sc(rcely necessary
to add that we shallnot be so unwise as to suppose -
that the one which bears the name of Pope Nicholas
was the firsf of its kind, any rt.ore than to aseribe
mfalllblhty to the edition of it-published by the~
Record Commission. Let us open apother cophinus.
It -holds A series of rolls, greit and small—the
Compotus qr account rolls of the steward of the
episcopal manors At a later date these will "be
kept In a separate room, for he is a very important
person with dignity befitting his responsibility,
znd with others under him. A man like Adam
Torlesse in the Sixteenth century or like Ralph
“Shvw™ the Seventeenth at Lambeth was one of
the most important persons there. We find_~n
.Archblshcrps principal Steward, Ideed, =7 the
Comruission of the Pea.ce fﬂr severa] dounties)
ranking with the leraﬁlmy in respect of apprapriate
~.
offerings from Bishaps, "apd kaving the chaplains
siftmgan degent amility al hig table, Scmethere

-
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in the room, too, wil besfounds a collegtion of
charters and grants. o ° |
‘ Somewhere in the r‘agm ' {3 an Jndication of
“a judicious, if~imsatisfactory, v,agﬂeneg{,' which
is not without i!!‘"]}}'73'1';3a::-saue: both, in regard to the
Taxatio and the chaﬁpters. Jor while we have
been taking *a cursqry survey of his camera the
scribe has commpmted ~the document on which
he has been angaged, and whicli is wantél for
to-day of® to-morrow, and is free, if he has the
energy, to make a permanent note of the miscel-
laneous colleation of parchments ot oraid ox
another which have been mccumulating. Let us
be quite certain that they will have been accumula-
ting, for-if ‘an irimedidte note or {ranscript had
been made you. wculd not find the frequent mis-
placements i, order of date with which we'ﬂ.re:{eﬁ'
familiat. And Sometimes, it must be admitted,
the Bishop is a sore trial to his * man of business.’
]e is moving about from manor to manor &r, much
against his will, he has gone to Loiidon og elses
where for Parllament or Convocation,~in deference,
perhaps, to the caustic observation of the Arch-
bishop that if he is %well eroygh te ride about his
diocese he is well enough not to shirkeBiziTps”
eltings; or at a later date, it nfaf be, much more
\gg\inst is swill, he has left Liondon to visit Juis
. dioc™se, or he may have gone abroad upoa urgent
pullic affairs of the Kingdom, or to payea visit
ad Tlimina Apostoboram.~ In. the last two cases he
vl certainly haye appointed Vicar-General, and
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the sc:;_%be is happy—for, whatever may be taking
place aproad, at hjlme husiness is as usual. But in
the other cases we may 'be ure that many pre-
decessorxhad faund themselves®ir: the position of
the Seventeenth-century scribe Wno lumps together
a greal number of notes ofrmiscellaneous acts with
very inadequate information ag to dates, ete.,- and
records that it is the besk he cap do because the
Archrdishop has been going about without his
secretary.’ Against this not unnatural grumble of
the man to whom exactitude is second nature we
-may ®he admiring contment in the Fourteenth-
century London reginter of the 1ll-fated Simon of
Sudbury, where the scribe, after recording for
future reference the forms connetted with monastie
elections, adds: ¢ In businesses of +his kind and in.
"'Gi*l}ersﬁ he shewed himself gentlemanly to everyone,
and very rarely makes himself difficile’® But for
the benefit of other students we may add that
"anyone”who finds a record of an ordination by ‘a
-Bishgp who is also head of a college had better
recall the praiseworthy aphorism of Captain Cuttle.
‘Where will our Thirteenth-century scribe make
his transcript ->f decuments or a record of those
Twineh ke merely notes without transcribing, and
what kind of things will he record ? Let us ?tup;[
~tq the earliest York register for guillance, =Fére
are tws great rolls, the 'first 421 feet nlnn:é, the *

1 Lamibeth Act Book, i. 17. ¢ - . ~

8 Registrum Simonis de nSudviria) £Y107 (Canterbury and
York Sucie&:y), p. 86.
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second 38 feet, written on baoth sidés. There was
possibly once a third, for the firsf%en years of the
pontificate have no re“ord. " These rolls of parch-
ment are made up“of smaller sheets, eac’” about
2 feet long, joined one.to anotker by string. A
- difficulty presents itself ats the ovtset. Three times
in the last half-centunv we have been assured. 4
almost the same m=qrds,°but with 4 -cumulative
weight of authori‘ty,l by Canon Raine, Mr. Philli-
more, and ladt, but not least, by Mr. Fowler, whose
little pamphlet on Episcopal Registers?® it is to be
hoped that ever-one will Ruy and stedy, tHat this
- “register’ had probably no predccessor. The argu-
ment 1s this: It heads the list in the Fourteenth-
century York inventhry, and had simila» eollections
- oxisted it is searcely Dossible that not in a single
diocese should ar earlier one remain, though many”
monastic charter Books, exposed to gre-ter peril
" of destruction, go back to an carlier date. Dissent
frofh such authority is temerarious, ahd perhaps
only a tyro would venture“it; but let us'be a li‘tle
daring, and ask a few questions. Hbw many
records of a Commissary Court ¢o we know té
survive of earlier date than Elizaketh, ¢ éven then ? *
How many records of Consistory Courts, “in an
inlependent. form, anterior to 14507~ How many
recoids of the “Court of Arches “carlier than the —
Seventécnth century ? - 2
~ Let qus consider this point. » The Court of Arlhes,

L0 3
L R. C. Fowler, Epﬁcuﬁal R-gisters ﬂnf England and Wales,
HelpO for 3tudents of Histoly,’ No. 1 (3.P.CK) -~ —_

- 1
_— =
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like the Conal.:tﬂry Cﬂurts, certainly existed In
the Thlrteenthn'*entury, it had even then archives
of itg own, of ,which sci'nethmg will be said
under *udicial records, and it,was using at that
time the same *forms in. the main as it used
.centuries later. Im the dase of the proceedings of
fL LConsittory Courts 1t may be “said that such
records as-itawas deeméd nepossary to keep were
entered in the episcopal registe?; and, of course,
there arc examples of such entries, tﬁuugh no one
cﬂwnsmbly contend that they represent a tithe
of the busimess done. JBut on phat assumption,
if there were no epmcnpal registers before 1209 or
1215, neither, were there any permanent records
of Consistery Court Acts. IU sounds improbable.
_We. can now go a step farther back. There 1s
“avidence for the existence of theeCourt of Arches
in the ®weclfth century, and At no period of its
history wéth which we are acquainted were its
pmceedlmzs or sentences entered as a mattetr of
practice in- the Canterbury registers. Yet so far
as we know it was at all relevant times a Court of
Appeal for th¢ Province of Canterbury. Arc we
to Suppose “hat 1o records of its proceedmgs were
permanentl}z oreserved when they must at least
sometimes have been needed for further appesfs ?
~ In nther “words. ®the negative arguthent 111 ¥ case
pmves more than we are perhaps readily prepar’*d
to welieve, and it rf‘ay- be suggested wmh some
confidence that tde sdme nthy be true in regard
+5 episcopel regfsters. We will add furtheb that,
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while secular records were” bein2™ more qr less
methodically kept long li?é’forgfnthe “Thirteenth
century by semi-eccleiastical peﬁsmns, it 1s scarcely
fikely "that epise~pal acts officially draw:. up by
similar persons were_ left evarywhere entirely
without permanenv recozd. . |
Let us now proceed, to consider som¢” chargp#Zr-
istics of episcopal jegisters. And Airst In regard
to their form. At York, and at Lincoln at jeast
until Oliver Sutton, who died in 1299, the earliest
ones are rolls. But at an earlier date than 1299 in
some diﬂcesé;s—»g.g., Exeter, Worcg%ter, Iimrd, ’
. Canterbury—and at a latef Yate in many other
dioceses, they are in book form—-a form which made
for convenience and passﬂ)ly, In SOIMe cases, con-
tributed to their prclervation. A curious fegture
in Archbishop Giffard’s register suggests that tljf;
entries were made on leaves already Found up,
the book being divided into sections, and any
blank leaves at the end of a section bgng used for
the insertion of supplementary or nnﬂtted deu-
ments. Inthe'case of the Cantlerbury registers there
is some reason for thinking that-this practice of
first making the book 'and then wri%ing in it was
at any rdte not invariable after the third juarter
Ty _ P
cthe Foyrteénth century, stronger reason some-
tinfesin the S™teenth to the Kighteentl centuries—
while i the Nineteenth e%ntpry and at the present
time the binding waits- un*il :;_ﬂ Archbishop dies
“or- tle accumulati®n® qf*quites has become so
monstrous that somgthing must He done with thew,

- ~n

-
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Archbishop MdUse's rt‘.glster weighs over 80 pounds
and Archbmhnp.ﬂensng s still more.

Secondly as to nwnerslup & It is suggested that
the registers seem to have been qﬂnmdered by some
of the early Bishops as theiy prwate. property, and

~in suppﬂrt it is pointed out lt*jnaLt Archbishop Giffard’s
Y‘Lﬂg regiswer is contained in the same volume as
his register &s Rishop of Eath gnd Wells, and that
Archblshnp Kilwardby is said to ‘have carried the
earlier Canterbury registers “with hinf to Rome.
Buf we may observe first that Giffard’s tenure of
v Batmd Wells was. shn];t (he wasgsucceeded after
less than two years &y William Button, the patron
saint of dentisfs), and his retention of the register
may have been due originally¥ to quite different
causegs from an idea of prbprictorship, just as
Mohn Stafford brought Bath and Wells court rolls
to Lambeth on his translation;®and, secondly, in
Kllwardby g casc the registers were required for
the prasemlbmn of a suit at the Court of Rorfie.
' In &ny case.the alleged‘claim was not admitted,
and though such registers might be retained
through an ovessight or as a precaution, efforts
were certainl® made to seCure their return—e.g.,
as by Edmupd, Lacy, Bishop of Herefofd (1417-
1420).1
= Thlrdly as to céntents, We are Sold thateofigi-
nally che register; wgre a collection of preledents
made®by the scriba, with such additional ﬂoj:es as_
he judged it» convénierft oI &nteresting to' add
taSee Lacy's Ragister! f. 8 (Canterburgand York Sofiety)p

L~
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There may be truth in this se fan*is it goes,"but it
is a very inadequate,accotnt of the phenomena
presented by the earliest rolls khown to us, those
of Hugh Wells, 8ishop of Linecoln (1209-1235).
Except that in the ~arliér cntries dates are omitted,
the system of arra.n;._,umeﬁt has all thé chazacterist]
of an official record, #hd very many entties a.le“uuch
as could by no mea¥s be required a. form:s of =re-
cedents at -any rate,r though it is obviously im-
possible to say that the Thirteenth-century scribe
may not have deemed them as interesting accey .

_are to us. Butilso far as“canzbe juaged from the
abbreviated entries in the Surtees Society’s editions,
our inference will not be different in 2he case of the

~ two earliest York collections, the registers of Walter
Gray (1216-1255) and Walter Giffard (1266-1279)-—
In the former 6% these the separation of spiritual

. and temporal matters, inscribed respectively on
the recto and the verso of the membraes, though
not perfectly carried out, is noteworthy as at least |
an attempt at an orderly arrangemend. Of the
general contents of registers some indication has
already been given in the account of the forms of
precedents. A great deal more might be sgid, for
they ave a calendar of an extraordideky variety of
sulbiects, i@cluding all thosc enumerated earlier .
under WECEdEHt books, ard ranging from oxrdina-
tions, whether of v1camges O . cb rks, to household

.accourts or the importatio of setters from Nor-
mandy. But Mr. Fowler's acepunt in the little
work o which I havt referred enables me, if rather

<

e
-
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unwillingly, to ﬁu@a dver much and so to save space
for other feature,:. to {fhlchfl must call attention,
though they may “be less attraetjve than numerods
royal letters, a dgtailed accdunc of a campaign in
.I‘rance, proceedings against fhe Lollards,” or an
'%rc:hbmhe;;s sermon before departing to Rome
witil the wqrds of the Pl.f)dlg.‘:ijl Son upon his lips.2

Referénce has been made to the office of Vicar-
General, in modern times a permanent institution,
but in ancient days by no means universally or even
VBN o 2 such In the gase of the absence of a
Bishop for any prolgnydd period &r of the vacaney ,
of a see it was clearly necessary to appoint someone
to perform ail such dcts as could lawfully be
performed by anyone not in epjscopal orders, and -
o dtaw up a methodical record of acts so performed
to be ingerted in the register or “filed separately.
From at least the Sixteenth century onwards, -
howeer, y*u will find the Vicar-General of Canter-
buiy a per’nanent officiad, for 1t was then as unusual
for an Awrchbishop to institute personally to a
kenefice as it hecame for him to ordain, and the
Vicar-Genergl’'s agts will ke found in the register
side by side with the Archbishop’s. Should a see
be vacant, te%piritual jurisdiction Iapsed brcy{y’
speakmg,rto theaArchbishop of the pmvmge and
it is #o the provincial nd% the diocesan regfer that

1 Rgister of Jo. rrelnagpt, Bl&hﬂp of Hereford, fﬂ. 97-122
Canterbury and York : gcic.y), pr %1—&59 “e

* Kilwardby's sermon on St. I‘uke xv. 18, cﬂntgsmed.m the

™gister of J® de Fontissara, Bishep of Winchester, . 90,
Canterbury®ang Yerk Society)e pp. 859-360.

1
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we must look for the record of the acts performed
by the official whom he appointea. Should the
archbishopric also be vacant, theil, broadly speak-
ing, the official was appointed by the capitular
body of the metropﬂhtlca; see, and the acts could be
~entered in their sede vacamie registers, books &f t
highest”importance aygd ingerest, to which far“oo
hittle attention hag b¢:n pmd - -
We have said that the above statements are true
* broadly speaking,’” because there are exceptions.
In the first place, as a sequel to a bitter contest—===2
masterful Archbithop of C"‘nte"‘bury,"Bﬂmface of
Savoy, whose register, could it be recovered, would
be interesting reading, for ¢n one occasion he sus-
pended the whole Gf the suffragans of his prﬂvmce
agreed to a compmltmn of which several copies are ,-
still extant.! By"this, in the case of a vacancy in’
the sees of London, Sarum, Lincoln, Worcester, and
Noryich, the Chapters are to nomina* to=the
Archbishop three persons, of, whom he is %0 chan;e
one to execute episcopal jurisdiction sedeavacante ;
and the acts of the official so appointed are entered,
not in the provincial, buk in the diocesan register.
If the archbishopric be also vacant, he wil be
hﬂ{q hy the Dean and Chapter GI'Lanterbury
In tun> .seconc” plage, the anomalousapgsition of the
blShﬂpI‘lc-.Qf Durham often -“ed to /# conflict waith

L
1 See e.g H. Bradshaw and Chs. Wards curth Lincoln Carke-
dedl Statulls {Cambndge Uwelity icres?), i., pp. 311-815, and
Chr. Wogldswoypth, Statutes and ustoms of , Salisbury (Clowes,
1915), pp. 100-110 (18 Jan. M 262-63).
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Yorle on -the ¥acancy of the see, even causing a
most uns:::l.‘-zmlﬁ;‘t dispate in our own time, when
Bishop Lightfoct died jus€ hefore an ordinatien.
Thirdly, during a metronol Rical visitation all
ordinary jurisdiction was-susgended by the Arch-
a@i\she}:‘?gnhibitiﬂh throtghc4at the diocese visited,~
axr acts waich would nnrmﬁ%y have been performed
bythe Bishdp were executecsby the Archbishop or
his commissary, and entered ‘in the provincial
register. Fourthly, the same procedure was and
~w=dopted in the case of all inferior jurisdictions
during an "i‘:irﬂhl_-“is”gw{fs visitajion of his own
diocese, and by any Bishop during his own visita=
tion.! Fiftlﬂy, by a f::uriuug custom -which, like
many othér abuses, had many centuries of history,
and which lasted till the Nindteenth century, the
*Archbishop of Canterbury cl&amed before the
consecration of a new suffragan the right to present
a clark argd give him collation to any one benefice
in the Bishop's patronage on its next avoidance, the
said benefice being chosen at the time of the con-
. irmation of the Bishop-designate. If the Bishop
died or was trgnglated before the benefice so chosen
fell vacant, this right, which was called the Arch-
bishop’s Opteon, lapsed; but if the Archbisihnwd
and the-Bishop lived, the option wasdlisposaba€ by
. e o . 7 :
wil}, so that v.¢ find, Jor example, Mrs. gﬁrnwalhs
presenting to shve¥al benzficies in the exercis€® of
this right after "i'-*ier %jushand’s death.? The colla- =

tions were entered in the pr vincial register, ©=

A %hia:is not, however, t#e case at Exeter.
7? Tmmbeth Act Brok, xi. 450,

p—
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We have dealt, though ﬁﬂmgzﬂlat gummarﬂy,
with the general features of the Iistory and com-
position of an episcdpal register; but it must be
pointed out that®. sgme dioceses never possessed
a register of the type -described. This does not
mean that, e.g., im‘,thc;:'“post-RefmrmatLQp@gimcew
of Peterborough therc were no episcepal ree<lds,
but that the recafds&ept were divided into sepgrate
classes kept separately and relating to a limited
field. And in the provincial registry of Canterbury
itself a double series was begun soon after the
Restoration. But long :.}qujﬁ, they close of the
* Sixteenth century devices had been adopted to
lighten the burden. Summaries ;of household
expenses, Surveys, e'i;cé, were kept on s€parate rolls,
at any rate from the time of Cranmer, and prokably.
earlier, The rc¥s for Cranmer’s and Parker’s timre
still remain, but in private possession, through
* having been mixed with the personal,docyments
of a former Steward—a cause of dispersion for
which allowance is not sufficiently mads, A sedrch
might reveal dozens more still in existence. .
A mental picture has been essayed of a Bishop's
business foom in the Thirteenfn certury. What
~shall we find if we move on 450 years, and pay a
viSiE, let ws say, to the provincial rggistry of
Cantci’;&lry, sifice that offrs the )ﬁst ﬂppﬁrgunity
of observatfon ? It wijl be t¥e s me sort of room,
it mag even be the samg ro/gffn, but the mere
preéssure of accumxfat‘i_cn wilt have caused- the

muniment-room to "hbe separateca from the officT;
. ol 4; _
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and the stewarl will have his own apartment.
Bound or unboand, the current register will be in
the office. ~Its Itaves have now almost reached
elephant folio size, and its chare7ter has somewhat

. changed. Docunients relating to the consecration

f Bisknops, to visitations, wo 17 stitutions and other
mu *ers rewmting to benefieCs- will still be found
entered in i.. " But if we wist for the fine variety
of the old registers, to learn of leases, corrodies, dis-
pensations in plurality, ordinations, confirmations,
~ Hleences to curacies, or of chaplains to regiments or
~ toships, or ev-n the fitaess of a native of Manhattan
to receive Christiau baptism, we must turn to
a new series of paper volumes in folio, in which,
from about 668 onwards to the present time, these

...and < hundred other things are et down in a sort

o daybook. Registers have namer, these volumes
only numbers, and the methodical scribe proceeds
from Amurath to Amurath with only a gap of a
page or twe after recording that the Archbishop
- died in due form in the presence of his secretary.
_There will be other records in the room well
wnrthy of note—visitation_returns, great bundles
of miscellanec us lecters, sometimes neatly_docketed
by the Archtbishop himself, who, if, like Secker—
a century_later, he is methodical, m~y even be
~found to have -ompile”. a series of notes_on all
the parishes of L's ocese in an elegaiit Vﬂlumeq
Transfixed by a h. ok -r ted in the corner with a-
string will be originai rrescentations to livings,
:ten yielding use.ul informati~n; and this reminds

ol F

-~
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us that the Bishop's certificite® of institutlons to
benefices returned ygarly thto t.he Exchequer are
sometimes of grea} value where records are defective
and would be of still*greater valpe if the registrars
had been more cmgsciantiﬂus in their answers to.”
the wrlts, and the eschequer ﬂﬂimals 758 cargd?ss
in their preservatuﬁl of, the returms, Here, ton,
in the office or muniment-room, should bé, th®ugh,
again, in dnly too fthany cases they have been
allowed to perish, the Bishop’s transcripts of
parish registers. DBut thE‘.I'E.IS yet another kg of -
record to which attentioh sswould“be directed—
viz., the books in which persons about to be
ordained, or admittgd to a*benefice, or dicensed to a
curacy, or to pragtise medicine, or to teach, will
have made with their own hands subseription Elth§
to the Thlrtyv-nme drticles, or to the Three Articles,
or to both. These Subseription Books are of great
in®erest not only as autographs, but fg’au fo} inci-
dental information; they should be fmmd in every
diocesan registry, but their value has sbeen little
recognized, and many have been allowed to perislt.
A proper treatment,®even in gumrpary form, of
monasticend capitular records would requwe more
—space sthan has already bheen occupied. Much
miﬂrmgtmn m,.regard to monaﬁ?-hlsmrv 15, Of =
gourse,mio be found in episcopa¥ registers, msnd a
careful student who c8ul 4;1 gl?f‘e fe time necessary
o L0 &ysuematm mves’rggptlonkof “uch registers_with
thateende in view could, it 1s quite certam, adgd
materially to our Lnowledge I\ _thﬂ. way of
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independert recmds it is unfortunately true that
even in the case ﬂg greac foundations not associated
with cathedrals, and a fﬂrtwm ir the case of smallef
ones, all that can_now be récovered may be the
Charter Book. Llsts of these gz':l,ve been drawn up
11 o ffﬁit to tlme, and qume ‘have been prmted
but 1t is proh@ble that there " Are still ‘' many more
to ki identified in libraries, Or <ven possibly in
private possession. - -
Of equal importance where they can be re-
s coveicd—and they age less likely to have been
PI‘ESEI‘VGd“&I‘L mon7stic records I'’ke the Beverley
Act Book printed by the Surtees Society, or the
Register of. Worcester™ Priorv printed by the
Camden Soctety, There m=y be seen forms of -
*u'oxy, public and private letters, acts relating
to the Society and detalls as te the fabric, rights
of patronage, pensions, tcnures, compositions, ete.,
sometimes mjunctmns which for one reason ~or
- an%ther hsv Ve never found a place In the eplscc:-pal
register, ¢ somectimes, as, for example, in the
records of Merton Priory, repudiation of any
right of episcq&pal interfererze, of which repudiation
the notary will make a public instrument at the
request of the Venerable man the Prior. Obedient—
. lary Rolls suﬂlu}_} &S thosg of St. Aun:ustxne 8. West-
minsker, Barnw. ] and chhester, or works like
Mr. (<. J. Turner s EdltlQ?‘ >f the Black Bnﬂk of

St. Augustine’s,” w. v th [ts dﬁtaﬂls of property. makc -

@ ! ‘ Records qf Socill and Ecnm)mlﬁﬂlstnry,’ The Rlack Book
of St. August'ne’s,e”. G.J. Turner and H. E. Salter (Milford, 1915)-

- -
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us sigh for the student of she group of students
‘0 a seminar who will comptle & new hand-list of
all known sources far KEnglish 'Iﬁﬂnastic history;
while "Dr. Pearce)ss book on the Monks of West-
minster! has shewn®what a wealth of information
as to the internadcorgerns of a monastic house, -
can be gathered from vindemiatio prora. }Off)‘fd
truly amazing collgetion, arranged and cata Houed
by Dr. Scott. And Mr. Johnson’s not®s ow the
Treasury of Receipt i his little book on the Public
Record Office®—a most valuable compendium of
formation—will sugges other fields. It~~fot.
that these doc#ments ard nq kndwn: we need a
body of students to deal with them scientifically,
to shew us the whele befére we decidg to continue
for ever nibbling ab the parts, and a benevolent
and instructed Maccenas to furnish means for publ-
cation. - y
The records of the capitular body of 2 cathedral,
whether of the old or the new foundation, wall each
have something to contribute to the’ etory of the
administration of the diocese and Of smany X its
parishes, besides much that is of ipterest In relat»on
to their own concerms. The edition of Lincoln
Cathedrsl Statutes by Henry ﬁradah‘aw and
~ Mr. €hristopher Wordsworth, the Matter’s book
upen ,Salisﬁ}uw, and his gdition.oj eel.audum of_
JBishoteAlnwick of Lincan, may: serve to igdicate
for anw student proﬁ’sghle*iines of investjgation
v ptfri maleria, if fe & foptunsite enough to secure

1 @amheidge University Rress, 1916, -
2 * Helps for Student® of History,’ N%.;L (SeP.C.K., 19187
1.' e
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reasonable alcess to the Chapter muniments. In
the case of the SedaV avante Registers at Canterbury
the value and incerest % so great and some of the
documents contained in thcm-gre so impoértant
that no step ought to be leftr unturned to secure
-the publication at’least of gn apstract and greatly
areasqttéacilitics for studyr ﬁ
A?-E‘hidiaemim,l records and the activities of Rural
Deane may be dealt with more vonveniently under
the heading ‘Feclesiastical - Records:” Judicial,’
and the subject of Parish Registers demands
sepreade treatment. We_may be allowed to con-
clude this part *f our’séryvey with am irrelevance to
revive the drooping spirits of the student. Let
him be sure that if he does npt find what he is
seeking he will find something #lsc_that will interest
m, even if it be only that in looking for presen-
~ tations to livings among the PriFyTSignet Bills of
Charles I. in the Record Office he may happen, side
by side with. them, upon a warrant to ‘ Richanl
Delamain cwir mathematician {or measuring and
hdescf’%ibing our tower of London, for a magnetic
ingtrument in silver for our dear consort the Queen,
some new mathematical inskruments for our deare
son theFPrinJﬂ, and being at Edinburgh some
instruments for* our observation of the latitude
there.”  Andl same-allowance may be mfide for the
preseny attempt of a diderent kind to tale our.
bearings. - '
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1T
JUDEEAL "AND LEGAL .

A sgErcH—for the %space at our disposal forbids
anything more-—has been given of the main classes
of ecclesiastical records fxrom a general and aduninis~~
trative point ol view. We“uwrn now to the judicial
and legal side. The layman who cssays to discuss
the mysteries ofe the Paw, hedged, round with
sanctions terrific. tosthe uninitiated and demanding
the courage of a Dante, must necds walk warily,
for the path is fu?l of pitfalls. Evcn an Archbishop *
has been known to ask questions that suggest a
Sonfusion between the civil and thg” canon Law,
though probably few weuld nowaday’s be greatly,
troubled if in the procecdings of a Reyal Corhmis-
sion one had betrayed himself the successor® of
Augustine, if Bede nmy be trusted, rather than of
Becket=or Peckham or Sudbury -or Chichele or
Stafford or Warham, who were all frained canonists.
Jt.may memke for cleprpess -in~=egsrd to what
follofm if it be stated &t the cutset thatawhat is
propdsed to be atternpked 1s not the history of the
develupmeni of etglebiastécal courts, but an indica-
tica ofrthe kind of reeorcs thad may be looked _for

55
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in connexion ‘with them, and of where those records
may bé& foend. .Thus, we are not concerned to
consider wherein ligs the difference, if any, between
a Convocation and a Provinciale Concilium,® or
whether Convocation possessés judicial functions
y virtue of origingl jurisdictieZ or of the Arch-
bishop’'s™pesition as metropoljtan, or whether the
Archbshop’s’ ewn jurisd.’mfimﬁ in regard to a
partieZlar®case or class of casés *s derived from
metropolitical or legatine aufhority. That Con-
vocation did, and perhaps does, possess judicial

i

~funcéons is as clear froms the records of Lollard

trials in the F&urteemth "and IMiftenth centuries
entered in the archiepiscopal registers as from the
case of Whistgn in the Fighteenth contained in the
records of Convocation. In an mdependent form
those Tecords prior to 1640 seem to have perished,
though it is not so certain that thi5 1s the case as it
s in regard to the ancient records of the Church of
Scotland, whizh, having been required for the pur-
poses of a lavisuit, were lost in 1834 through the fire
whicl? destrowed the ITouse of Lords. Such of the
recexds of Canterbury Convocation as remained
at the beginning ofethe Eigkteenth century were
removed, according to a statement of Arckbishop
Tenison, from " the dust and cobwebs’ of a rfom
at Doctor’s Goxaxaors to-the Registrymat Lambeth
House, and, as cmﬁﬁrmed uaown to 1850, pov=Tind
a home ,in the Munimglt 9,05111 of tlm Lil:fr%ry.

1 See * Convocation of @ante.”mr,;.rf‘ g Karly History," by
J. Armitagie Robinson (C‘@urch G uarterly Review, Qct. 1815, ¢*5.

s = P A
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They are open to the 1nspegt10n of memb;rs of
Convocation, but not of gther persons, except
by special leave, w Kth is, hottever, extremely
unlikely to be refesed to any properly accredited
student. In passing it may be added, in view of
the heresy trials arrcady referred to, firgl, that
so far-as can be judged jurisdiction in. such cases
never belonged to. ¢:my cburt lower than,a (on-
sistory Couxt, and the sole cxpression of regret
that is to be found in Commonwealth records as
to the abolition of the Court of Arches and othga
ecclesiastical courts is that by an oxersight there
had disappeared " with them % most convenient
method of dealing with a_hecretic whom it was
desired to execute®for his Socinian™ opinions.!.
"However, it was d’seovered that the resources of
civilization werewnot exhausted. Secondly, the
knowledge which we derive as to ecclesiastical
‘proceedings from Henry IV.'s writ for burning
William Sawtre in 1401, which is entefed on the
Close Rolls, suggests another possible source -of
information for the student, as also do ‘the writs,
of prohibition to the ecclesiastical judge issuing out
of Chancery or the King’s Bench Koth in relation to
the cases contemplated by the writ ‘Circumipecte
agatis ' of Edgward I. in 1285, and in others, since
there”ar> not iny conceirahle carcs 1 which a
prohibitich «ould not issue, pwhether or ndt a

cﬂfmulmﬂﬁ followed. - ¢
> Ve must pass oven ar{*-hu plseﬂpal constitulions
o

1 Brltllih Museur Add M.::S 15Eiud f. T7 4y

- -l
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pr umulqed m tie Pm{unclal (,ouncll and the canons
passed in Convagation such as may be found printed
in Spelman’s or .1 W ilking' % Concetlia, in Johnson’s
Engplish Canons, in Haddan alid Stubbs’ Councils
and Ecclesiastical-Documents, with the bare remark
.that they are.ecclesiastical reedrds of the highest
1ﬂ'1pnrtanm,_ and that two ﬂf the greatest desidcrata
for ]t.ntrhsh Church Histery af ‘the present day are
a n&v amended Wilkins and the tompletion of the
work of Haddan and Stubbs, which would involve
::Q\cd1t1ng Wilkins on rather different lines. T'o
accomplish eifhei task successfully in the light of
modern kncrwlcdgef‘d'jmands a Eody of students-
working in a seminar, or at any rate working in
co-operation and helping each other by mutual
criticism. It is clear that Such a body must be’
at least large enough to ensure continuity, since
the work would take some years; but it is eminently
work for advanced students, and such as a body of
prnlmmra #ud lecturers might endeavour to afford
the time to grganize of undertake.
. Before droceeding to deal with the records of the
ecclesiastical ceurts proper, whether normal or
abnormal, it-willtbe convénient to refer to a class
of recomds of which little is known and which stand
by thCHISE]?ES-—*?IZ .+ those of the Iaculty® Office.”
* In every b bithop’s register of p%e - Refermation
days? you will find examples of facultfes and
licen?es of various kind,some ot which™ are still -
decreed by Bishops’ "Chancailors, though we no
-longer think it mecessary,” fox example, "to license

[
- ! -
il
-
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schoolmasters. Theq_, licences wele as much in
the ordinary course as the III(HIIEEHEED which a
mediacval Bishop wasfuthorizedeto atj:ach to the
performance of dutes of special piety in prayers
or alms, pllgrlmages, the repalr af*a highway or a
~ bridge, or even to™ atten;llng and listening atten-
tlvely to the sermons of a particular pxeachm
But by the ferms of: thf: Act 25 Her ¥ III
commonly knowr: as the * Peter’s Pence’ Act the
Archbishop of Canterbury and, cxcept in specified
Piroumstances, he only, is empowered to gra i
“all maner suche LIEEHC“S, Dispensacions, com-
-posicions, facult™s, grauntes, r%crlpﬁs, delegacies,
instrumentes, and all other wrytynges, for causes
not being contrary er repugnant to tha holy scrip-
“tures and laws of £+0d as . . . hath byn used and
accustomed to be had and Dbteyned . at the Seg
of Rome,” and all~other such llcen{*es as shalhe
- convenyent and necessarye to be hadd,” with the
same proviso. These extensive powers ge exercised
by an official, appointed by patent, the"Mastmiof
the Facultics, and though the form of some of m.s
Acts is now camouflaged by the .mterpﬂlatmn of
a reference to‘the prac®ice of the pyre Reformed
Churches,~the rest of the verbiage iv.: Temiscent
“of the~ pre- Refmmatmn forms issued under the
Archbishop’s lepatine autharry, -~ —
, Lo tiie public the Mabtefl #ﬂf the Facultres is
generally known, if }t’—all as the autbority
~zespon51ble for a Peeuljarks expensive,. if some-

times* convenient, methoci of «getting married-.

B
£ % " Ay
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which is callec‘i by ::pf‘ﬂl'q ticence.” But that is
to take a very 'inadcquwte view of his powers,
which extend th a great® many other things,
- including appointment of notaries, dispensations
for holding berlefices in plurahty, ard degrees,
icences Lo defer ., orderse Dr(dISpEHSHtIGHS for
tﬁl\mg thern at irregular times, or for a minor
to h})ld a ben®fice though not[u; orders; or for the
nonZesidence of an mcumbent"‘hﬂldmg cure of
souls; letters dimissory; licences to eat flesh in
Lgnt which we shall find continuing to be granted
down to the Seventgenth century; dispensations

[

for ordination despitt ‘illegitimady, still granted; .

licences to preach, to tcach, to practise medicine
and surgery limited by the Chkarter of the Cﬂllege
of Khysicians and now aboliShed by the provisions
of the General Medical Act; _or licences to
practise as a midwife, which ili the Middle Ages

were certainly granted by any Bishop. Some -

of these taings will be found entered in fhe
Prgvmmal Act Books -or Registers; some which
require fof thrﬂr validity confirmation under the
Great Seal ma¥ also be found in the Chancery
records; all s,lmul-l be 1n the books of the Faculty
Office. » Ina1gentioning these it is proser to say
that the historical student of the future will find
himself unGT a* hea'r}i. debt of gwatitudes tor the
present Master, ang, further, that if ie” highly
probeble that snmewlﬂ.p\ or other in* Prlvate

pmssggsmmthere stlll e:-ﬁstg tmu.; entlﬁed the I aeulty -

i “wr =

-
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retirement. Its contents csn <be reesmstsucted,
but that is not the sa=e as'recovering the original.
Faculty Office general marriage licerices still ex-
tend over both Provinecs. The < allegations’ for -
the licences were published, iImperfectly, by
Colonel Chester, and =also an Index *o these
issuea by the Vicar-General—a dual jurisdiction
which the Faculty Office endeavoured b gt rid
of in the reign of Elizabeth on the ground that the
Archbishop could not as Archbishop of Canterbur
grant licences in such cases as fell within the £t
of Henry VIIL. though &¢ Facuty Office could
do so. Parker routed them, but the subject was
again the cause of an aemmonious controversy as
. to fees in the Kighteenth century. In any case,
however, the expense of the licences is due, not to
the Church, but®ta the State, which claims far tne
larger share of the fecs.

“The power of conferring degrees seems ta have
had a special fascination for necwly Itrade Arch-
bishops. A list of those conferred was. printect by
Dr. Stubbs in the Gentleman's Magazine in 136w,
The number has varied.greatly in different periods,
but from 1660 to 1747 Potter was the o dyA rchbishop
. who did not confer one or more during the first
week of hiseprimacy, and the Dean and-Chapter of _
C ﬂnte%urv sebm even to have pleased themselves
by exercisthg the power durisg a vacancy.

. In theory the Maste? of the Faculties acts only

on the fiat of the X’rclﬁ'nal op or of the Dean and
Chanter cede nacanie. but - in nractice this ceams
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sometimes-in mirror ‘matters to be assumed. Ie
issues documentsqunder his k=2al, which has still at
the present’day the distinction, of being impressed
upon a wafer, rpt on paper.” In some respects—
¢.g., the making of a Notaly Public, which
foermerly*by Papal delegatfon might be within the
powers of podiocesan Bishop, for "William of
Wyl hafa exercised the right*~the Master’s juris-
diction is as wide as the Empire. He could and
would make or refuse to make a Notary for
Vellington in the Domjnion of New Zealand as
readily as for Wellingtrtin the Coyrty of Somerset.
The office is important, for a Notary is equivalent
to two witpesses, though twq witnesses do not
make one Notary, and for thervahidity of some acts
and” credit of some deeds the attestation of a
Notary is indispensable. We evefffind Archbishop
Wake personally attesting a record because his
secretary has not yet been so created. The
| mediawal"_{atary usuglly styles himself such by
“apfostolic’, Or, as he sometimes adds, ¢and
iw,perial’ authority,! and the office seems to have
been known on the Confinent earlier than in
England; at iny rate, the twenty-cighth legatine
constitution of Cardinal Otto in 1287 states that * the
use of notarsgg is not fﬂ}.ll}d in the readm 6f Iingland.’
To this fact is atf ibuted, rightly or yrongly,
the pportance of }fu_r Eecans as ofticizls pos-
sessing a seal with wh?;h mts_ﬂ_ r de’éds_e.gf, pro-,
Eura,tmns:»might be El.k,IE.ESII".ﬁd.F In the Thirteenth
v Regi;rsuh‘limi auctu;itate,‘ under Edward VI,

r
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century we {ind them sas collectors of ecclesiartical
taxes and valuers of- bencfices,, and probates
still remain from the beginning of the” Fifteenth
century which bear the’r seals. Inth~‘courts’ over
which they presided mortuaries and heriots were
“in some instances recnver%“hle 1 Of the reputation-
which they succeeded i achieving it “would- be
lmpusmble, perhapg; t) find terser expressica than
in Archbishop Peckham’s twelfth constitution of
1288, with its reference to their ¢ luciferiana
versutia ’; but any records of their activities ar¢™
va.luable and should be carefmlv not~i.

“ As we are dealing, not with the history of courts,
but with records, it will be convenient to deal next
with a subject-matter which lies upon the horder-
land of the civil and ecelesiastical jurisdictions.
When Bacon says=that ‘ testamentary causes have”
been allowed and permitted to the courts ecelesias-
tical by a favour and connivance of the temporal
jurisdiction in a kind of piety and reli”i»n which
was thought incident to the performance of deed
men’s wills,” even if we think, with respect, that-
he 1s writing neither as an hlstorlan nor as a lawyer,
we must remember that neither the “ne nor the
other has ever formulated a completel; satisfactory
theary of the-mattm, and that certainly=one was
ever cﬂmslstently and univer ally exemplified m
pr&ctwe 27 Rdvanced stadents will not need to be

! See Forae Rur®lecanales, V'/W_ Dansey, 2nd edlt {(Riving-
fnn M44), vol. ii., pp. 48-4», T4~ -

2 Thefstud®nt will find matter of j terest.in this_connexion in
(xibson’s Codex and Eccl, Courts Conumn. Repori (1888).
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remjnded, that we are not 2oncerned with wills in
the large sens® of medern _iilays, for broadly speak-
ing no frcehold could be devised by will before
1645, though {his general statément Eleeds qualifi-
cation owing to special “custgms, and it may be
Jpoted that even row Engiish law does not recognize
absolute ewnership of lend¢ But in the case of
peggonal property it may be s.rlid'hspeaking generaily,
that from the Thirteenth cgntury to the passing of
the Court of Probate Act of 1857 the probate of
Twvills and the grant of administration of the goods
of intestates and theg;tﬁal of causeg relating to them
belonged to courts ecclesiastical. *
Let us consider whakthat means. In the Report
of the Ecclesiastical Courl;51C0mmissi0n of 1832
thdse courts are distinguished"and enumerated as
*they existed at that time. Apart from the Pro-
vincial courts, 4 in number, and the IDocesan
-—1t.£., Consistory and Commissary-—Courts, which
number %, and the 35 Archidiaconal Courts,
there were mio fewer than 231 Peculiar jurisdie-
&ions and 42 Manorial Courts, making 365 in all.
With one excepﬁinn%the Arches Court of Canter-
bury—everyy single one of these might, and at
one tite Or Znother probably did, grant probates
and lettexg of administration in_nom-contentious
cases. Of every singhe’one some records nyght, but
in SOMe Cases certadaly dos not, and i nTany more
probably do not, remain.™§hg Pecutiar juriddictions
are < Rcyal, Archiegfscepaly” Episcopal, Dgchnal,
L See J. Wrilian}s:ﬂﬂw ﬂj:REﬂl Pr:ﬁ)erty, 21st edit. {1910), p. 6.
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Subdecanal, Precbenda, Rcctﬂrna-l an-i Vicarial,’
some of them extendir ¢ over only & single parish.
The Manorial Courts have nothing “necessarily
ecclesiastical about them, and except, perhaps,
in such a case as *hat of the Duke of Portland’s
- exempt jurisdiction for tiie probate of wills in two
parishcs of Nottingharmshire, it might-well he as
difficult to suggegt “where their records ~wik, be
found as to be certajn what other cases besides
testamentary might at some time have come within
the purview of a particular court of a Peculiar™
Three observations may, hcCwever,~be ventured.
"Never be satisfied that a record known once to
have existed does not exist somewhere now,

_unless, as m the case of early Chapter Acts of
Canterburv you have the statement of a credible

witness that he &gs scen and handled the burnt
remains.’ Secondly and thirdly, if you want to
" {ind anything that is missing, whether it be Church-
wardens’ accounts, parish registers, reespds of pro-
ceedings, inventories, or even portions of episcopal
or archiepiscopal registers, do not despair till yon
have satisticd yoursell—it will 1)9 no casy task—
that the documents are not (@) amonyg the records
of a court “of superior jurisdiction, or/ ¥ amdng the
papers “of the degcendants of a former _judge of an
inferior,®ourt of, more probab*y still, of his registrar.
*In regar® to these Jast t’o points sonfthing
more may be sadded. }’f st, that in the edse of

1 * Muniments of Dean and Lhn[ er of Canterbury,” b3 R. L.
Poole (Ifist. 1188. Comm.®Various ollect™ns, p#211). -

5
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a Pet,:uhar the anpcal if ary, will normally be to
the Consistory Court. or t¢ the Court of Arches,
and the records of which you are In search may be
exhibits or processes transmitted. Secondly, the
Probate Act of 1357 entailed the transfer of a great
mass of material cther than testamentary, because
the .testamentary documents had ngt beem kept
scperate in the records Of tk sriginal custodians.
Thirdly, the later transfer of jurisdiction 1n 1875
to the High Court of Justice, Probate and Divorce
~Division, placed these documents in custody not
merely un[avgurable- Lt mlmmal in almost every
conceivable way %o the inter! “ts of historical
students, and under gonditions which even the
courtesy or officials can dD little to matigate.
Fourthly, the search for the nzme of the judge or
khe registrar at a given time will not, m the case
of the more important Peculiars, be so difficult as
might be expected, partly beeause their offices
were oftensheld by patent which can be found in
Registers o1 Act BookS, partly because, while there
I;nlght be 365.judges, or even, including surrogates,
double or treble4liat humber, therc were fortunately
never anytmng TYike 865 regntrals If you will
look im» tl= Act Books at the patefits of the
Deans of E]f Archbishop of Canterbupy’s Pteuliars
outside London, youswill find proTably irvariably
a stipulation that srch and such a persor” shall be
appf-nted Registrar or"“~ube of his Acts, “and that

pers:;m 11,.111 as ﬂften 2s ot -l)e the ehlef or {ther‘
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- sometimes made the okcasion for severe strictures
upon pluralism, but it1ri purpose was the laudable
_one of securing that the person. executmg a respon-
“sible office s’nﬂuld be due qualified to.do so. There
were cases, 85 in the Prerogative @durt of Canter-

«bury, where the registrges appsinted by patent
for life*somefimes pepfommed no othep «duty gave
the pleasant one eof rcctiving £8,400 1ds,a9d.
between them in fees ip a single year, or as in the
court of the Bishop’s Chancellor at Oxford, where
the registrars in 1830 werc the children of a former-
registrar and thew trustees’  Bhen the duties were
Performed by dc’puty '_Lhe ‘®puty must be a
person of at least such modgrate quahﬁcatmn as 1is
implied by being a Nmtary, and was oftén of higher
1(:;_,3.1 attainments. *But we shall do well to bear
in mind the possjble consequences of this ine
particular cases. The records of a Peculiar or of
‘an Archdeacon’s Court may be in the custody and
in the registry or the private oflice {}f ‘jt person
who is also registrar of anotller courtz¢.g., of the
(,unsmt{}ry, the deputy reg:strar at 0&:&31‘& was alsq,
in 1830 chapter clerk at Christ Chairch, secretary
of the Blshop, and onc of the soliditors of the city.
At Ban;arﬂr *at the same date neither £h& Judge of
the Lonsmtﬂr?. Court nor his surrogate had received
any trau?mg in®law, civil o~ ccclesiastical; the
registrar was®a lunatic un.der thécare of a comnt®tee
ﬂppomted by the Lord Claficellor; and the deptity-
registrar was a local soHcitor, Tt may bhe suggaested
with confidence that while thg‘ possabilityeof records =
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havirg gore astray-is—sha |l we say?-—at any rate
not to be excdinded, the ¢l ances of many having
been presexved which are deemed to have perished,
are more favourable than might have been supposed.
In the case of the Prerogatirc Courts of Canter-
bury and York, which hid superior jurisdiction in~
testamentory matters as- bcung prowincial “courts,
the nuzaber of wills pmved was very large. The
original wills remaining in.the Canterbury Court
down to 1660 arc enumerated in the Report of the
Ecclesiastical Courts Commission of 1832, The
earheat dates-from_ 1184, but there are, we are told,
‘ many chasms.’ 'rhe fact that tue right of probate
or grant of administration was claimed by the
Prerogative Courts in case_of all persons having
bona notabilia, interpreted as being of the value of
'£5 and upwards, in more than arzz dioecese, and that
the practice of some courts—e.g.,, the Chancery
Court of York—-required a Prerogative probate,
led, on tke one hand, to a good deal of {riction with
other courts having the right of probate, so that
vou may scmcetimes find double probates of the
same will; ana, on the other hand, to the advice
given by family lawyers m all cases which might
beconme dispitable that it was really cheaper to
begin at-the top, instead of runnirg the risk of
double expense, espr clally as a Prtrogatwﬁ- probate
only cost a shilling . » fayo raore. Grants of probate
or letters of administravon .in the Archés Court
werc comparatively uneémnion, being only granted
as the result ~f a wuit, tliough it had original
jurisdictior ire suits fr_legacies after probate had
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been granted in the Péfe?ﬂgative f,ﬂﬁrt."_ We may
take leave of this part o i our subject Ry recommend-
ing the student not to owit to consult theappendices

=10 the Report of tlies{ommittee on Local Records
published aga Bluesbook.in 1902, «<

« We can now pass onesto consider the kind of
records that may be expgeted m other ::g,elesiﬂszicai
courts, only conceynmg onrselves with® prgee lure
so far as it affected, or was affected by, subject-
matter. At the outset, since we may assume
acquaintance ‘on the part of the student withe
I.yndwood’s Provinciale (Oxforgd, 1678) and Gibson’s
Codez. attention'®ay be callell o four other books
from which he may learn much—viz., Oughton’s
Ordo Judiciorum, which gives the fofins; Hale's
* Precedents in Cause® of Office against Churchwardens
and others (1841), and his Precedents and Proceedings
in Criminal Causes, 1475-1640; and Raine’s Depo-
‘sttions and other Eeclesiastical Proceedings from
the Courts of Durham, 1811-—Elizabeth (Surtees
Society, vol. xxi.), all of which give illustrations
from actual proceedings. Many of fhe mirfor
courts, as has been mentiontd,” dealt only with
non-contentious business, and in®many cases also
only with™probates and administrafioms, #hough
of othérs—eg., of the Court of the Deanery of
Thetforge—it is4said that ‘They possessed peculiar
pewers &nd advantages—as ahat of haviaa all
ecclesiastical causes deternfined at home,* apd the
‘j;lris.(licti{:a_n of the «Archbishop of Canderhury’s
Peculiars 1s represented as ?mgi—q.rchi{uﬂ.conal.

1 Danscy, op. cil. ¥ , p. 53, npte.a
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It may be doubted if anyl Archdeacon ever enters
on office witheut being remanded within a week by
some kinddy friend of John of Salisbury’s famous
dubitandum, * An possit salvad archidiaconus?’ But
let us Iook at the records-of an-Archdéacon’s Court
as illustrated by Archdeafon Hale or by the records-
of the Archdeaconry of Suffolk now in the Podlelan
Libnars—odne could wishthat Shore were more of them
either there or in the British Museum or at Lambeth
—or the Archdeaconry Records of Leicester, a list of

~which is appended to the Report of a Committee of
Convocation an the Gollection and Custody of Local
Ecclesiastical Recbrds (1908, No. 403, S.P.C.K.}.
Besides records relating to inductions to benefices,
such as form the basis of thé notes just published
bysthe Archdeacon of Winchester, or sequestrations,
mdmissions of Churchwardens, sehoolmasters, parish
clerks and midwives, subscription books, records
of the state of the clergy or of their churches, such
as may hg found among the Chartae Miscellancae at
L.ambeth, acts of consecration, faculties, terriers,
fransecripfs of parish registers, and a large number
of miscellaneots™ décuments, including probably
registers of recuSants or of conventicles, we shall
find Ir%rr?:lgb allegation books, the com peria et
delecta 1n_visitations, and the prqsentmentq of
churchwardens—the last two oftete of mtﬁ;_est and
espetially the forrier—court books “ réiating “to
crint.ral or to nﬂn-a’immal business, cttations, -
caveats,flepositions and kibers (usually mterestfng),

- assignation. books thiowing fight on the business,
Acte of Comvt. lists of 2xeommunications. cases of
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penances, ete., amounsifg in all to a very consider-
able bulk. '
Leaving out of a';;ca::-unt those which relate
-_E?JE{‘iﬁCﬂHy to th® «unctions of an Archdeacon,
but rememfbering that in some <ases the official
-~ of the Archdeacon a-gd thes Bishop’s official
enjoyed concurrent jerjsdiction, we_;hall eﬁpeﬂt
‘to find much the ;samme kind of docureents 1.:. the
registry of a Consistory Gourt or the Court of a
Bishop's Commissary, with the addition of appeals
from lower courts. In most cases we may exXpecha
to find gaps, but it will exxcoyrage us to remember
-that a Fourtcerfth-century céuet book of the Com-
missary Court of Canterbury and a Seventeenth- F
century one of the Deanery of Bockirg have both
been discovered ir~the last six or seven years., In
the superior coyrts of appeal—e.g., the Archgs
Court, alma curia Cantuariensis as 1t was styled,
whether in the language of politeness or affection
it is not necessary for us to determine, and the
Chancery Court of York—tle records rdfmaining will |
only include cxtra-judicial documenfs ifintroduted
as exhibits:; but in regard to jucigial records of the
Court-of Arches at any rate 1t sc‘em?ﬁmbable that
the ordinfry statement that it was pever acourt of
first ihstange except in legacy suits or for cases
trafisigeted b2 letters of “request requires modifi-
eation, and the conjecturc nip¢ht even be hagarded
that the combination in Sne person of the offices
" ofeQfficial Principaland, Dean of the Al:_(;hbi&hﬂp’é
thirteen parishes in éhc ci”;% of L.gndon, when 1t had,_
once been made, led to son? : confusionson this point.
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Some infirerfce may havl heen drawn from what
has alfeady beep said as to th many points in which
the ecclesiastical courts touched the life of the
people, lay as well as clerical, #nd as to the intereg
which consequently attaches to their records.
But our treatmenf may phe enfarged a little with -
advantage. In his masteﬁ_}mhistnricalrappendix to
the I eport »f the Ecclesiastical Courts Commission -
of 1883, Dr. Stubbs has. stated tnat ecclesiastical
jurisdiction in its widest sens¢ covers all the ground
Ll ecclesiastical relations, persons, properties, rights
and remedies; church;as, their patronage, furniture,
ritual and reveﬂues“,.ﬁﬁm;gymen in ] their relations, *

~ faith and practice, dress and behaviour in church
and out; the morality of the Zaity, their religious
behaviour, their marriages, Tegitimacy, wills and *
a‘slministratiuns of intestates; tklg maintenance of
the doctrines of the faith by clergy and laity alike
and the examination into all contracts in which
faith Was pledged or alleged to be pledged, the keep-
ing of oaths! promises and fiduciary undertakings.’

Fu any wmneaiacval episcopal register you will
probably find a gation by an ecclesiastical judge
which states thas according to common report
A. B., whether clerk or layman, is vChemently
suspected of being guilty of such and such prdctices.

- The judge is here said to be acting 7 offieso miero;
and gs his apparitor{ee\‘)ﬁ}re;_ during, and ifter the
time ,of Chaucer was Commonly supposed cto be
responsible for having broyghf the ¢ publica fanm ’ "

to the ear of the, judgg, and was often accused of
being a blackma.ler as.well, the unpopularity of

-



JUBICIAL, AND LECAL - "8

that official is easily, ﬁnderstmd “ang unlawful
expressions of the p(lpular feelmg; led” tosome
amusing suits. In soise criminal caseg the judge
“wil act at the instiggcon of some party, and his
office is ther said to be " promoted.= by that party.
In bhoth classes of cases-the person accused found
himself compelled by 9 prﬂcedure astonishing to
anyone accustomeq b the poractice of secular cs urts
to make oath—this was the ex officio oath—as to
whether he was or was not guilty, and you will
probably see strong reason for supposing that hea
often committed perjury 1n Lconsequence. If he
enied the chargithe judge ordefed nim to produce
a certain number, usually from two to six, credible
persons having kn(‘:‘wledge of the facts as his
‘compurgators, to sswear to their belief in _his
innocence, and if fhey did so to the satisfaction ef
the judge, which was by no means always the case,
the accused was declared to be restored to good
fame. In such a case the sentence or act of court
would usually disclose the nature of 2he original
charge, whereas in some cases in the Sent®nce bodks
of the Arches Court it 15 sdmeames practically
impossible to determin® from tlie senience alone
what the Cuit has been about. But th= proeedure
here referred to is mentioned because it illustrates
what haupened"when a person was claimed by the
Bishop from the jurisdiction m»f the secular <cqurts
as being a clerk, and attenuon should be called to
*the yecords of such™gases. Tor example, in_ 1568
we have an order fomthe productjon in the Church.
of Newington by the kecpr of the prison of the
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Sheriff of 3 .‘a_urrey. called tne White Lyon in South-
wark]" of ix canvict clerks ¥/ho there purged them-
selves of the offences charg:d (which ranged from
burglary to murder) and vjeré restored to ge®u
fame. As a peyson reading the dociements may
Perhaps form a ,certalnelndependent concluston ,
as to their] innocence or gujls, it may be worth while
to a ld that these six clerdes com*wt@ were not persons
in holy orders, but two yeamen, two labourers,
a husbandman and a earpenter.! A note may be
~added as to the churchwarden’s presentments and
the comperta ei -delecig in visitations, both of which,
as has been said, "1::,‘1(1 valuable #21aterial for locak
history. These sometimes led to suits ex officto, or
to civil suits, but it must nut Ee assumed that they
always did so. In moral cases,€n cases of brawling
. church, or non-payment of C}}],li['ﬂh cess, or non-
rendering of proper accounts on the part of past
churchwardens, or not repairing the chancel, or
not lencmg the churchyard properly, so that pigs
rooted up the graves, or felling timber in the church-
ydrd, suite would probably follow. In others they
perhaps would amot—=-¢.g., in Parker’s Visitation,
1578, * we present that our® chancel is in deeay for
lack ofprepmracons in default of my lLord’s grace’
[the Archblqhap 13 but perhapq the repalr'i-. were
executed in cﬂnqequencc - -
Thesex officio cases arc cascs of dircip line PR
correqtjone morum et pru salute animae. liuJ: there

F""

1 Arshbishop Parker’s Registér 1.P1If. 275-27¢6h ,(Cﬂntﬁrbury

- and York Socigty), pp. 51 ]—.‘:}]9. 7
2 Printed in yrchacologia t“gntiana, vol. xix.
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are others in which processis at the. instance of
parties—hence called ,’ instance’ cises—which are
non-criminal in chargcter, such, fors gxample, as
“rlate to churchwardens and their election or
accounts, or church rates, or tithes or pews, or
- wrongful dismissal of a~sexton,sor marriage cases,
or detamation. f N
It would be fgerrpting to enlargc upon the
character of the cases, espzcially those which bear
upon marriage law, which are of great importance.
Some of the other cases have a quaint interest,
perhaps, to us now. T}mlis,h_in*-{*lg“e EKssex Arch-
~deaconry Courtrwe find a r<an, who has been
presented in 1636 for smiling in church, dismissed
with a caution.! I London a man is"sued (1482)
“for hiring foreigncrs at his craft, contrary to, his
oath on admissiqﬂ\'to the frcedom of London and
on admission to his art. Another man (1482)
admits having been with someone in his house
in Totell Street, Westminster, and after certain
prayers said having looked~into a stchae of berelk.
He saw therein a man in a certain . d4rdéss carrying
off a casket stolen from his"mc}:lwf\s house with
pearls; stones, etc. In 1528 a woman admits
gathering~herbs and using them with~prayers for
making potions for the sick, and says that she
leariit i#=in Wales from one called Mother Emet,
n 1578}5‘;‘: Rector of Pitsey 4s charged tha® Ahe is
suspeated to be a userer’; he confesses that * he
“lent Lowte a litle mogey and had iis. of the pound,
after the rate of terne in the hundred; but he did-
1 See W. H. Hale, Prec. and 1’ Oy PP- 258, ‘,; 10, 107, 1686.

-l'-" g
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not-urge t:fw same, but Ulely the parties did of

theire owne goa'lwill give hifh after the same rate.’
Ordered on_the following Suaday at divine service
to read out Ps. xv, and confuss his fault and pay
5s. to the collec*ors {for the poor]. Ia regard to
cases of defamation, whickrare very numerous, we .
shall, notice _that, while .in_sccular, courts ‘in
crimhal priceedings, unfil the year 1843, the fact-
that the words were trie was regarded as wholly
irrelevant. No evidence of the kind was admissible;
the attempt to give such evidence was regarded
as an aggravatjrs? of the original offence,™ in the
ecclesiastical court™ Justificatione®was constantly-
“pleaded, and apparently regarded, when established,
as a good defence. Most of th2 ecclesiastical cases,
it must be admitted, partcﬁik‘ of the nature of
r#Lher coarse abuse. But one wighes one knew the
- result of Lawrence Dawgleis’ suit against John
Wright in causa diffamationis in 1569, for that he
said ¢ that he was a skott ’; though we are not sur-
prised to find that it comes from the Durham Court.
Mention Tias been made of books of excommuni-
cations, and fites“of this censure, of course,
~ occur frequently flso in registers. A person who
persistently*faled to appear before the court or to
perform a penance enjoined was hablg to éxcom-
" munication. Of the penances the¢mselv»s some
very ~initeresting receds and certificatts?will bs
found;. In the case of persons _excommurécated
remaining recalcitrant after forty days the Arch-
—hishop was wont, fs very frequ¥nt entries both pre-

L Encyc. Lawsgdf Eﬁg., ond L Jdit., iv. 474, art. ‘ Defamation.’

&
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and post-Reformation shew, to- Fl}pl . either on
his own motion or beit g moved thz12to, e.g.; by the
—official of an Archdea on who had pronounced the
sentence, for a * Sigl.ricavit* by which the secular
court authorized the Sheriff To imprison the’
delinquent. In pre-R%rmation times we find
elaborate divections_for denunciatior-of the.-ex-
"ecommunication witl. beh, hook, and candie and
every circumstance of impressiveness. In regard
to its consequences we may be reminded of the
sentence of the Bishop of Vasona, ® Separo te al,”
ecclesia militante et trmmuhﬁnte, and of Savona-
rola’s immortal reply, ° Miutante, non trium-
phante: hoc enim non tuum- est”; but unfortunately
no distinction was _made between ‘the gravest
crimes and such coffences as stealing a Biskop’s
conies or deer, anthe practice of excommunieaticn
for non-payment of fees brought the courts into
disrepute and a terrific sentence into contemnt,
The volume of business in Consistory-and Com-
missary Courts was anmetlme“-uerz_muat and it is
impossible to give more than a very siight ind:ca-
tmn of its character. Archdeacu”l[a]@ states that
‘an aecurate enumeration of the causes which were
before the Court of the Commissar~ (who=e juris-
dlLtmn was-llmlted to the city of London and some
small - };9.1'1: of Kssex and Hertfordshire) from
Chrlstm.aq 1496, to Chyistr—~", 1500, chows c¢-at no.
,]eqs thian 1,854 persons were cited before th="Court
in"the period of foul years; one half of who=m were
charged with the crimes of-adult-ry’ pud the like,”

1 Hale, 0p. ¢it., p. liii.
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A sgtmm;ry of the fca-ses-tried in the Arches, for

which there ig Ciow abundgnt material properly
arranged, thanks to the T esent judge of that
court, would make ap exceedingly interesting study.
It would incluae most of the subjects already
mentioned, and also somnot unimportant ones
relating to ~quflict of juriséictjons, such as the suit
of iMe*Chancellor of Heéreford ngainst the Arch--
deacon’s official for cofltun@,ﬂy in 1664, or the
quarrel between the official of the Archdeacon of
udbury and the Vicar-General of the Bishop of
Norwich in 1702 11}195;‘, of the Arches records date
from the Restoration, but therecis at least one
Process Book of the #eign of Klizabeth and a
Sentence Book of the reign Qf Charles .., and the
earlest extant original sentence actually issued,
d‘ﬁing from the Thirteenth gentury, has been
found during the last few years in a box of deeds
in private posscssion. It is in a wonderful state
of prescrvation,
There stily rgmai=—three Jurisdictions to which
sonle referénes must be made. The Archbishop
of Canterbu;%y;ﬁ’i{urf of Audience has long been a
problem to lawyers, and little is known of its
hastory.~ It"ismost probable that it was a Superior
~court in which the Archbishop could, and did, sit
' in person—as he could not do in the ArchJsoCourt
so tar-dl evidence seq to go--to try eases of any
kind. «-The records of the court must” be soudht, i't;_
they are..to be found at all, 5n the Archbishop’s ~
~liegisters,' unless any should e discovered at St.
L' A few are inclrﬂled’ in the Pe. _,i MS. (511) in the Inner Temple,
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Paul’s. What would appea” to heone sw;h cage in
the Reglsterq is an intersting and cu. tous mastriage
suit in which Archbishco Parker, pmﬂeedmg ex
o ———— .
officio mero on the bgsis. »f publie report, tried the
validity of ah alleged marriage in v'nich one party
avas one of the Queen’s ¢-mayders of honor,” and
which had the unusual feature of being denied. by
both parties coucerny™d,” &> this althTugh
wedding-dress was said to have been ordered witl,
the Queen’s knowledge, #ill, and consent.

The proceedings of the Court of High Comumission
have been summarized by Dr Roland G. Usher in
a work to which all students v."®rewer.? It was
crcated by Quecn Elizabeth in the first year of her

reign, and had an unpwpular life of eighfy years.
Reévords of it are to beafeind in the Public Record

Office at Durham, Gloticester, and in some public\
libraries. There are o

]

some interesting documents
relating, infer alia, to the proposed application of
its fines to the restoration of St. Paul's In 1637
among the Wentworth Papegs® It# exercised
a concurrent jurisdiction with ::::-the; EUDI’tE::, and
was not a court of appcal from them hor subject
to appeal. Nothing practically t»“f;l.,\aould he
tried in an®ecclcsiastical court was lllca}_able of
being trled 1n jt, and the result of its working has
been o #unjuz,']y deseribed by Dr. Stubbs as

LY

“irvorally I‘Jau and pﬂlltlLﬂ]lV d;xtruf'two ~

§ Parkcr, nguffr I=» 1T 24‘2‘-244 {Canterbury and ™ork
H{}unf})hpp 406—-415. ~

2 Oxford University Presm(191 i}

3 Works of Laud (Oxford: Parker ™ 8060), {i. 4024

iy,
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Far thE’COU'"t—"ﬂf Delcgates, the supreme court in
ecclesiastical rauses from 1,559 to 1882, the student

will naturaily refer to tke often- quoted Report_of -
the Ecclesiastical Courts “ommission of that year.

1t was unlike ail other ecclesiastical courts in being
constituted afresh for each case, and in the payment
of the Judges by the successful party at the ¢lose, at
“~the ratc-or one guinea i diy Jor each judge. It was
really a branch of *he Chancery jurisdiction, gave
no public reasons for its decisions, and was subject
only to a Commission of Review. Some of its
records, unfo~*unately incomplete, are to be found
in the Public T2 ord Office, smd reference should
be made to Rothery’s Return (H. C. 1868, No. 199).
We b~ve, concluaed oursurvey so far as space
permits. It is necessarily incomplete and 'in- .
7 adequate, and omits very muLh that 1s interesting
by way of illustration. Yet it may have been
worth attempting if it stimulates students to
trther mquiry and suggests directions in which
such i.quivy may bc pursued.  As to its statements -
in relatien tc:) so vast a field, a lecturer can perhaps
hope at most. that he may fall under the less
unfavov=2ie “f the two judgments that he once
heard prongunced obifer upon two of the Judges
of tne ngh Court by one of the most leamed of
living lawyers: “ In the case of X, he"seid, ‘ one
mey safely assumethat he is wrong; in the Case
of X one only has no assurance-that he is “ight,”.
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