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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

BY THE GENERAL EDITOR

N England, as in France and Germany, the main
I characteristic of the last twenty years, from the
point of view of the student of history, has been that
new material has been accumulating much faster than
it can be assimilated or absorbed. The standard his-
tories of the last generation need to be revised, or even
to be put aside as obsolete, in the light of the new
information that is coming in so rapidly and in such
vast bulk. But the students and researchers of to-day
have shown little enthusiasm as yet for the task of re-
writing history on a large scale. We see issuing from
the press hundreds of monographs, biographies, editions
of old texts, selections from correspondence, or collections
of statistics, medizeval and modern. But the writers
who (like the late Bishop Stubbs or Professor Samuel
Gardiner) undertake to tell over again the history of
a long period, with the aid of all the newly discovered
material, are few indeed. It is comparatively easy to
write a monograph on the life of an individual or a
short episode of history. But the modern student,
knowing well the mass of material that he has to collate,
and dreading lest he may make a slip through over-
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looking some obscure or newly discovered source, dislikes
stirring beyond the boundary of the subject, or the short
period, on which he has made himself a specialist.

Meanwhile the general reading public continues to
ask for standard histories, and discovers, only too often,
that it can find nothing between school manuals at one
end of the scale and minute monographs at the other.
The series of which this volume forms a part is intended
to do something towards meeting this demand. His-
torians will not sit down, as once they were wont, to
write twenty-volume works in the style of Hume or
Lingard, embracing a dozen centuries of annals. It is
not to be desired that they should—the writer who is
most satisfactory in dealing with Anglo-Saxon antiquities
is not likely to be the one who will best discuss the
antecedents of the Reformation, or the constitutional
history of the Stuart period. But something can be
done by judicious co-operation : it is not necessary that
a genuine student should refuse to touch any subject
that embraces an epoch longer than a score of years,
nor need history be written as if it were an encyclopedia,
and cut up into small fragments dealt with by different
hands.

It is hoped that the present series may strike the
happy mean, by dividing up English history into periods
that are neither too long to be dealt with by a single
competent specialist, nor so short as to tempt the writer
to indulge in that over-abundance of unimportant detail
which repels she general reader. They are intended to
give something more than a mere outline of our national
annals, but they have no space for controversy or the
discussion of sources. There is, however, a bibliography
annexed to each volume, which will show the inquirer
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where information of the more special kind is to be
sought. Moreover, a number of maps are to be found
at the end of each volume which, as it is hoped, will
make it unnecessary for the reader to be continually
referring to large historical atlases—tomes which (as
we must confess with regret) are not to be discovered
in every private library. ~
C. OMAN.

Oxvorp, 15t September, 1904,



PREFACE

HE period of English history which is covered

by the present volume possesses a distinctive
character and unity. With the Norman Conquest the
nation passes at one bound from the Dark into the
Middle Age; the death of Henry III. marks the
moment of transition from the first to the second stage
of our medieval history, from the inventive and ex-
perimental era to that of consolidation and completion.
The years 1066-1272 witnessed the beginning and the
end of some remarkable developments; the creation of
English Feudalism, the rejuvenation of the English
Church, the decisive conflicts of Church and Feu-
dalism with the State. They also witnessed the
trial and failure of autocracy at home, and in foreign
policy of a premature imperialism. The common law
and the royal courts of justice were created; the
principle of representative government gained general
recognition. Behind all these developments we can
trace the progress of another and a wider movement
in which they are but episodes. It is not, as Thierry
asks us to believe, a duel between two races. It
is much rather a struggle of native against foreign
ambitions and ideas ; a stnixxggle of which the influence
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is apparent in every class and almost every individual.
The policy of the Crown is moulded at one time by
the dream of continental acquisitions, at another by
the ambition of realising that Empire of the British
Isles which the House of Cerdic had projected. The
Baronage are dubious whether, like their French cousins,
to pursue the path of individual aggrandisement, or,
in the manner of the West Saxon witan, to aim at a
collective control of the administration. The Church
vacillates between the national and cecumenical idegls,
in one breath admitting the Roman theory of the
Papal power, and in the next denying its logical
corollaries. The masses, finally, are divided between
their ancestral love of liberty and their gratitude for
the orderly despotism of their alien rulers. By the
year 1272 these doubts and difficulties have been
provisionally solved. The policy of the Church and
Baronage is stereotyped; De Montfort has given a
clear and consistent form to the aspirations of the
masses ; the Crown has reluctantly accepted an insular
policy and the idea of a limited prerogative. And,
as the result, England has entered upon the truly
English phase of her development. We dwell par-
ticularly upon the political aspects of the change, for
politics are the main subject of this volume. But in
art, in literature, in social life, there are similar and
simultaneous revelations of the national genius; and of
these also some account will be found in the following

The period has been illuminated by the researches
of many considerable historians, and the specific refer-
ences which are hereafter made to the writings of
Bishop Stubbs and Professor Freeman, of J. R. Green
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and Miss Norgate, of Professor Maitland, Mr. J. H.
Round, and Sir James Ramsay, by no means acknow-
ledge all the obligations of the writer to their labours.
But the book is based throughout upon the original
authorities. Although the great chronicles of the
period have been sifted over and over again by expert
critics, there remain many sources, both narrative and
documentary, which for one reason or another have
been imperfectly utilised in previous works. Of these
the writer has endeavoured to make some use.

In conclusion he would express his grateful thanks
to the Editor of this series and to Mr. A. L. Smith,
of Balliol College, for many valuable suggestions and
corrections ; to Mr. Grant Robertson, of All Souls
College, for generous permission to reproduce two
coloured maps from his forthcoming Atlas of the British
Empire; and above all to the Master and Fellows of
Balliol College for the indulgence which has made it
possible that this book should be completed.

H. W. C. DAVIS.

Barrior, Oxrorp, 1905.
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ENGLAND UNDER THE NORMANS
AND ANGEVINS

CHAPTER 1
THE NORMAN OONQUEST (1066-1072)

THE Norman Conquest of England was the outoome of & ymport.
struggle, short and spasmodic in its character, between ag“cgfn_
handful of adventurers and a decadent nation lying on the outer q:e.g
fringe of European politics; and although it nearly affected the
interests of several powers it occasioned no general disturbance of
international relations. In fact if the importance of an event were

to be measured by the commotion which it makes among con-
temporaries the Norman Conquest might be regarded as of little
moment for European history. None the less it is one of thoee
events which stand as a boundary mark between two stages of
civilisation ; and there is something more than accident in the
rapidity with which, after the victory of Senlac, Europe emerges
from the Dark Age into that splendid twilight which a large
proportion of civilised humanity still prize more highly than the
morning light of the Renaissance or the mingled storm and sun-
shine of the Reformation. Senlac was a symptom, to some extent

a cause, of changes affecting every field of European activity., At

the first glance Duke William and his Normas fall into the same
category with the Goths of Alaric, the Franks of Clovis, the Vikings

of Cnut and Harold Hardrada; the Conquest of England seems

but another example of those predatory migrations which made

and unmade so many barbarous kingdoms between the close of

the fourth and the beginning of the twelfth century of our era.
And even from this point of view the year 1066 constitutes a turn-

ing point in history, since the Conquest of England settled the
broui outlines of European political geography for some time to
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come, Without creating a new kingdom the Conqueror enrolled
another name on the list of European powers; and the list was
destined to remain what he had left it until the fifteenth century.
But the inner significance of the Norman Conquest is the reverse
of that which appears upon the surface. In one sense the Conquest
ranks among the migrations; but in a truer sense it is the result
of a reaction against the influence of the barbarians. It marks the
defeat, in one corner of the West, of the new order by the old, of
the Teutonic conqueror by Latin civilisation. The withdrawal of
the legions from the shores of Britain marked the point at which
the hold of the Roman Empire on the West began to be relaxed.
When William landed at Hastings the wheel had come full circle,
and the spiritual heirs of the Empire held within their grasp so much
of the imperial inheritance as the Teuton had succeeded in guard-
ing from the attacks of other rivals. When Harold fell benexgth
the Dragon Standard, the last stronghold of Teutonic law gpd
institutions, of a liberty which had degenerated into licence, f an
aristocracy who had outlived their function and their virtues, was
opened wide for the entry of the Italian priest and Gallic )egis-
lator.

The struggle thus de
the course of it each side
each experienced a strikir
half Christian; the Rom:
and a system of governme
The first Teutonic invade
solid mechanism of a desp
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not less complex nor less glorious than that which had been lost
was still within the bounds of possibility.

The Norman Conquest gave England a place in universal Ehe
history ; not only because it dragged her into continental politics p:.f;?:"

and twisted more closely the ties which bound her Church to the
Papal See, but also because it increased her sensibility to new ideas
and infused into her society and institutions a spirit and vigour
which they would never have developed from their own resources.
The Normans brought with them to England the experience and
the aspirations of an older and more intellectual stock than that
from which they and their new subjects were descended. It would
be easy to exaggerate the degree of Norman originality. Genius
of any kind was rare among them; in the higher kinds they were
totally deficient.! But there are two types of ability, each invalu-
able to a race of pioneers, with which we are familiarised by the
Norman chroniclers. On the one hand we have the great soldiers
of the invading host—the Belesmes, the Bigods, the Grantmesnils,
the Mowbrays; men who are equally remarkable for foresight in
council and for headlong courage in the hour of action, whose wits
are sharpened by danger and whose resolution is only stimulated by
obstacles; incapable of peaceful industry, but willing to prepare
themselves for war and rapine by the most laborious apprentice-
ship; illiterate but shrewd ; violent but cunning; afraid of nothing
and yet instinctively inclined to gain their point by diplomacy rather
than by force. On the other hand there are the politicians, men
such as William Fitzosbern, Henry I., and Robert of Mellent,
cautious, plausible, deliberate; with an immense capacity for detail,
and an innate liking for routine; conscious in a manner of their
moral obligations, but mainly concerned with small economies and
gains ; limited in their horizon, but quick to recognise superior
powers and to use them for their own objects ; indifferent for their
own part to high ideals, and yet respectful to idealists ; altogether
a hard-headed, heavy handed, laborious, and tenacious type of men.
England suffered much at the hands of the one type and the other.
But the soldiers gave her unity, the statesmen gave her peace, and

1 Orderic (iii., 474), like most of his contemporaries, enlarges chiefly on the high
spirit and turbulence of the Norman race. *Indomita gens Normannorum est et
nisi rigido rectore coerceatur ad facinus promptissima est. In omnibus collegiis
ubicunque fuerint, dominari appetunt, et veritatis fideique tenorem praevaricantes
ambitionis aestu multoties affecti sunt.”
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both in a curt, high-handed, and ungracious way served a useful
purpose as drill-sergeants. They raised the English to that level
of culture which the continental peoples had already reached, and
left it for the Plantagenets of Anjou to make England in her
turn a leader among the nations. Henry II. and Edward I. were
nation-builders in a higher sense than the Conqueror. But it was
the Norman Duke who made their work a possibility. And the
history of the Norman Conquest may be read with interest, if not
for its own sake, at all events as a prelude to a more brilliant
future.

Had the forces which engaged at Senlac corresponded more
nearly to the full fighting strength of the English and the Normans,
the battle would have been more impressive as a military episode,
but far less valuable as an object lesson in the science of politics.
On any field and in an engagement on any scale, nothing short
of the most desperate odds could have prevented the superiority
of Norman tactics and equipment from producing their natural
effect. But if the battle had been one between great armies, and
if William, after his victory, had been able to march on the capital
in overwhelming force, we should not have realised how slight a
blow was needed to shatter the political fabric which the Anglo-
Saxon had painfully built up in the course of several centuries.
As the case stands we see that the death of a king and the defeat
of some hastily collected levies could reduce the most ancient state
in Europe to a state of bewilderment and anarchy. 4

The old English kingdom had never been much more than a
federation of tribal commonwealths for the purpose of mutual
defence ; the importance of co-operating even for this purpose had
been seldom realised except in the last extremity of danger. Pro-
vincial jealousies and the feuds of noble houses had often spoiled
the fairest and most needful plans for common action; and unity
was preserved much more by the force of sentiment than from a
conviction of expediency.

The customs of the West Saxon state demanded that the
descendants of Cerdic, even at their worst and weakest, should

?d‘:::rchy keep the royal title. Any representative of the House who

possessed the capacity to rule as well as reign was expected by
public opinion to make the most of his position for his own
advantage and the common good. On the one or two occasions
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when such a King had ruled in Wessex an English nation flashed
into existence; when he disappeared, so too did the brief conscious-
ness of unity. But the dynasty remained as the memorial of these
brilliant moments, as the promise and potency of others yet to
come. Philosophers have mocked at hereditary monarchies as
though they were equally irrational and useless in every stage of
civilisation. But so long as social duties are envisaged in the
form of personal obligations, monarchy is the one practicable form
of government, and it is better that the monarchy should be
hereditary. Symbols, while men are still at a loss to distinguish
between them and the realities for which they stand, ought to be
as indestructible as men can make them. A family is, in such
an age, a better symbol of national unity than the most gifted
individual, simply because the family will last the longer, and by
the mere force of longevity will command more loyalty than the
genius of any self-made ruler. When the line of Danish usurpers
was abruptly terminated by the death of Harthacnut, England
was able to seize the opportunity of freedom because the House
of Cerdic, though represented only by a feeble devotee, still com-
manded unquestioning respect. The case was different at the position of
death of Harold son of Godwin. Excusably but rashly this Mayor Harold
of the Palace had chafed against conventions which his father had
respected. He failed to see that the cause of national unity owed
much more to these conventions than to the ability which his
house had placed at the disposal of the lawful King. In the vain
belief that energy, diplomatic skill, and the art of appealing to
common interests, were a sufficient title to the first dignity in the
state, he had induced the nation to disregard the principle of
heredity and to take himself as the successor of St. Edward. His
error was apparent even before his death at Senlac; neither urgent
iis great services could keep the nation
| consequences of the miscalculation were
The English had been reasoned out of
[ouse of Cerdic, and they had not learned
todwin, The truth that might is right
em with only too much effect ; those who
g to defend an established dynasty fell to
e crown which they were none of them to
«d no hope of gaining the prize for them-
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selves stood aloof, determined to make the best terms that they
might with the victorious candidate. On the day after Senlac
England was no nation but a geographical expression. Each pro-
vince, each town, each family looked to its own interests. Govern-
ment was at a standstill. There was no thought of concerted
resistance.
William The day after the battle was spent by the Normans in collecting
marches  the spoils and burying their dead. Amongst the fallen, at the spot
bury,  where the standards of the Dragon and the Fighting Man had been
f’:g;"oct" planted and where afterwards the high altar of the Abbey Church of
Battle stood, the corpse of Harold was found, naked and mutilated
almost beyond recognition. Whether from vulgar resentment or,
as one would prefer to think, from a fear that Harold dead might
be a more dangerous rival than Harold living, William refused his
adversary the honour of a Christian burial. The last of the West
Saxon Kings was dishonourably interred on the sea-shore; and the
site of his grave is said to have been kept a secret.! On the second
day William and his men returned to Hastings to wait for the
expected submission of the English. But five days elapsed without
the appearance of ambassadors ; and it became plain that a further
demonstration would be needed before the country would under-
stand the full import of the fight of Senlac. Ignorant of what
resistance might be taking shape behind the curtain of the Sussex
Weald, William shaped his march to the north-east, that he might
seize the Cinque Ports and secure his communications with Nor-
mandy before moving northward upon London. At Romney he
took a stern revenge for the mishandling of some Norman ships
which had steered to this port, mistaking it for Pevensey. The
severity struck terror into the garrison which Harold had placed in
his new castle on the cliff at Dover. Without waiting to test the
boasted impregnability of the place they sent their messengers
half way to Romney to arrange a capitulation. Accordingly the
castle and the town passed without a struggle into Norman hands,
but not before the common soldiers had fired the town for the sake
of plundering and had reduced the greater part of it to ruin. But

1 Another story is that he was honourably buried by the Canons of Waltham.
See the tract De Inventione Sanctae Crucis (ed. Stubbs). The legend that Harold
escaped and became a hermit first occurs in Ailred’s tract D¢ Vita ¢t Miraculis
Edwardi Confessoris (Michel, Chron. Anglo-Normandss, ii., p. xxix.), a composition
of the next century.
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the Duke, lest this outrage should discourage others of the English
from a quiet submission, gave compensation to the victims. After
a stay of eight days in Dover, during which he received reinforce-
ments from Normandy and strengthened and garrisoned the castle,
he moved inland to Canterbury which he found as ready as Dover
to receive him. The way to London was now open, when an unex-
pected mischance checked his march. Disease had appeared among
his troops, as the result of the autumn season and their own excesses,
even before they left Dover; and at a day’s march beyond Canter-
bury William too fell ill. For a month his main host remained
motionless waiting for his recovery, and it was fortunate that he
had no opponent bold enough to profit by this enforced idleness.

Tve CAMPAIGN or 1066.

As it turned out the delay was not an utter waste of time. Feeling
The men of south and eastern England began to realise that no E‘oﬂ;‘w
leader of the national cause was forthcoming, and accordingly be- and
thought them of making peace while there was yet time. Win- London
chester, the dower-town of the Confessor’s widow, and the ancient
capital of Wessex, followed the lead of Canterbury and Dover,
without waiting to learn the attitude of London and the Witan.

Edith herself commended the decision of her citizens and joined
with them in sending gifts to the author of her brother’s fall.
Other towns of less consequence took their cue from Winchester.
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Their citizens, to use the graphic but uncomplimentary simile of
a Norman poet, flocked to William’s camp like flies to a running
sore.! Only London made no sign, and this was soon discovered
to be the result of divided councils. Three different parties bad
formed within the capital. The earls Edwin and Morcar had
carefully refrained from compromising themselves by an appear-
ance at Senlac. The fall of Harold was to them almost a matter
for self-congratulation. Poeeibly they hoped that the crown might
be conferred on one of themselves, more probably they anticipated
an opportunity of converting their earldoms into independent prin-
cipalities by selling their services to the highest bidder. Another
party, headed by the most patriotic of the clergy, thought that the
time had come to restore the House of Cerdic in the person of
Edgar Atheling. Thanks to the persuasions of this party the
Atheling was proclaimed as King ; and Edwin and Morcar, while
abstaining from all promises of allegiance, undertook to help him
in the struggle with the Norman. But they confined themselves
to promises; and all attempts to organise resistance broke down
before the intrigues of a faction which had resolved, for one reason
or another, to make terms with William. No doubt the foreign
bishops belonged to it ; but the leaders who are mentioned by name
were native Englishmen. Esegar the sheriff of Middlesex had fought
at Senlac. He had seen enough of Norman military methods to
know the futility of resistance, and was now in secret correspond-
ence with William; a promise that he should be left to rule
London at his pleasure secured his complete devotion to the
invader.? The Primate Stigand saw no hope of legitimising his
more than dubious position except by making terms with the
invader. The English had disowned the Primate as uncanonically
appointed ; and the place in their councils which should have been
his now belonged to his rival, Aldred the Archbishop of York.
Though Stigand’s usurpation of the see of Robert of Jumiéges was
one among the pretexts which William had alleged for the in-
vasion, the Archbishop might still curry favour by turning traitor
before treachery ceased to be valuable. With such allies in

London, London William could afford to act deliberately, and when, about

Nov.-

the beginning of November, he resumed his march, instead of
9% attempting to force the passage of the Thames at London he

1 Guy of Amiens, 612 ff. 2 Guy of Amiens, 660 ff.



1072) THE NORMAN CONQUEST 9

moved up the stream and crossed at Wallingford ; a move which

cut the communications of London with the north and gave the
hesitating full time for reflection. On the north bank of the river

he was joined by Stigand to whom he gave a welcome as politic

as it afterwards proved to be hypocritical. Then began a slow
wheeling movement of the invading army towards London. Both
before and after the crossing of the Thames the country was
ruthlessly laid waste, and if the evidence of the chroniclers were
wanting that of Domesday Book would still enable us to trace

the line of march.! The Londeners found themselves threatened London
with starvation and blockade; they threw their last scruples to®:bmits
the wind, and resolved to make a virtue of necessity. On his
arrival at Little Berkhampstead the Duke was greeted by an embassy

of peace. It included all the men of mark who had remained in
London; the submission which they offered was unanimous and
unconditional. Edwin and Morcar do not seem to have been
present. They had drawn off to the northward with their forces

while the way was still clear.? But the Atheling, Aldred of York,
Woulfstan bishop of Worcester, Walter bishop of Hereford, and

some unnamed representatives of London made their appearance

and offered the crown to the invader. The offer was accepted after

a show of hesitation which was perhaps demanded by the conven-

tional morality of the age. The Duke encamped outside the city

while his advance guard constructed a fortress within the city walls

and made other needful preparations for his reception. On Christ- Wiltiam’s
mas day he was crowned at Westminster by the Archbishop of g::"};’“
York; and Stigand, whose highest function was thus transferred zs, 1066
to another, received the first intimation that his treachery had been

futile. The true character of the King’s title, though obscured by

the use of the ancient ritual, was impressed on the spectators by

an untoward accident. The shouts of acclamation which greeted

the new sovereign when the Archbishop presented him to the people

were misinterpreted by the Norman guards who stood outside the
minster. They supposed that the King’s life was threatened and

fired the surrounding houses to create a diversion. The congre-

18ee Mr. Baring's remarks in E. H. R,, xiii., p. 17.

3The Chronicle (D. Text) says that Edwin and Morcar came to Berkhampstead.
But Florence and Will. Malmesbury agree in putting their submission later; which
is indirectly confirmed by William of Poitou, who says that they met the Duke at
Barking, i.e. after his coronation.
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gation, alarmed in their turn, rushed into the open air without
waiting for the conclusion of the ceremony, and the King was left
almost alone with the officiating bishops. The necessary forms
were hastily fulfilled while the confusion was still at its height.
Amidst a tumult sufficient to shake the strongest courage William
took the royal oath, promised to treat the English with the same
justice as his Norman subjects,' and issued the customary first in-
junction of an English king, that peace should be observed through-
out his realm. Seldom has an English reign commenced with a
more appropriate or inauspicious incident. The panic was a grim
commentary on the difference between the facts and fictions of the
situation. Hailed as the lawful heir of native kings, as the free
choice of a free people, the new sovereign moved in a cloud of
fears and suspicions, trusting for protection to the interested and
lawless loyalty of a soldiery whom his subjects execrated.

To amend this state of things was the work which lay im-
mediately before the King. For the present there had been
enough of conquest and rapine. The west and north, which the
invader’s hand had not yet touched, might be left to themselves
until the government of the south and east had been placed on
a secure footing. Nothing was so likely to accelerate surrenders
as the spectacle of order emerging from chaos in the conquered
districts. Without delay William began to provide for the govern-
ment of London, the maintenance of discipline among his followers,
and the establishment of his authority in the open country. The
new castle at London was pushed forward; a new sheriff was ap-
pointed in the place of Esegar;? but at the same time the citizens
received a charter confirming to them and their children the
privileges which they had enjoyed in Edward’s day.? The Norman
garrison received strict orders to refrain from violence and plunder,
and military courts were established with a summary jurisdiction
over all offenders. A pardon, though not a free one, was offered
to all Englishmen who had not actually fought on Harold’s side.
Those who accepted the boon were allowed to ransom their estates
by the payment of a fine to which in some cases was added the
obligation of providing hostages. The fines, no doubt, were heavy
and, however light, would still have remained unreasonable; since

1W. Malm., Gesta Ponti, ) P 52
2See Ronnd. G. de M., Appendix P 3 Select Charters, p. 82.
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passive obedience to a King who had been chosen by the nation
and anointed by the Church was no crime in English or in Norman
law. But such terms were moderate in that age of iron; and
William felt no scruples about revising them when his power was
more thoroughly established. Twenty years later the Domesday
Book shows that few Englishmen remained amongst the tenants-in-
chief of any shire. Even the most fortunate only kept, in the long
run, a portion of the lands which had been theirs in Edward’s day.
The King himself was not rapacious; but he could not afford to
disappoint his Normans, or to leave the land ungarrisoned. The
slightest evidence, or a mere suspicion, proved fatal to an English
landowner. The natural leaders of the conquered race were slowly
eliminated by a proscription which was the more odious because
cloaked with all the forms of law.

For the present, however, the situation made fair promises im- More sub-
perative; and men of wealth were allowed to delude themselves™issions
with the hope that the change of rulers meant no change in the
position of the native race. Many submissions were accordingly
received at Barking, which the King had selected as a safer resi-
dence than London. The midlands and the north began to come
in; and the appearance of Edwin and Morcar seemed to prove
the wisdom of the King’s moderate policy. They were met with
no reproaches for their tardiness. William gave them fair words
and restored all their possessions. The one condition which he
attached to his pardon was that they should remain, as honoured
guests, about his person. Captivity, so courteously disguised, lost
balf its sting, and it is said that the vanity of Edwin was soothed
by the suggestion that he should marry one of William’s daughters.
Meanwhile those whose offences it was safe to punish had to pay
a heavy ransom for the slightest act by which they had implied a
preference for William’s rivals. While Edgar Atheling was still
in the position of a king, elected but uncrowned, the abbacy of
Peterborough happened to fall vacant. The choice of the monks
fell upon one Brand, their prior, who in his simplicity applied
for confirmation to the Atheling. For fighting on that side, or
any side at all, the good man had no mind, but it was his ill
fortune to be, in unquiet times, no weather-prophet. His mis-
take of judgment cost the abbey fifty marks of gold, and yet
Peterborough came off lightly by comparison with lay offenders.
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instrument. As a final precaution all those Englishmen who might
serve as the figure-heads of a rebellion were taken to Normandy in
the King’s train. Edgar Atheling, Stigand, Waltheof the Earl of

. [Northampton and Huntingdon, Edwin, and Morcar are specially

mentioned among the hostages who graced the Conqueror’s tri-
umphal entry into Rouen. Their enforced journey afforded an-
other proof, if proof were still needed, that their submission had
failed to earn William’s confidence and that, however honourably
they might be treated at his court, they were an object of con-
temptuous curiosity to the meanest of his Norman subjects.

In Normandy the King remained until the close of the year.
We learn that he made careful dispositions for the government of
the Duchy,! but are left to conjecture what other business claimed
his attention. It cannot however have been unimportant, since
ominous events occurred to complicate the position of his lieutenants
some time before he reappeared in England. The luckless Copsige
had scarcely set foot in his new earldom before he was attacked at
a banquet by the partisans of Osulf who fired a church to which
he fled for san , and slew him in the act of attempting to
escape the flames. On his death the Northumbrians put aside all
care as to their future relations with the Norman ; and five weeks
later their chosen leader perished ignobly in a scuffle with a highway
robber. But the resistance of the southern shires took a less spas-
modic shape. William’s regents quickly acquired an evil reputa-
tion. They were charged with oppressive conduct towards all the
noblest of the English, and with condoning the worst excesses of their
soldiery. The castles which they built far and wide, and the unpaid
labour service which they exacted for this purpose, brought home the
meaning of conquest to the minds of the English with a new and
galling emphasis. At Hereford the completion of the castle was
followed by an obstinate revolt. Eadric, surnamed the Wild, a
thane of mark in northern Herefordshire, had never made submission
to the Normans. As often as the castle garrison attacked his lands
they were beaten off, and sympathisers gathered round him so
fast that in August he was able in his turn to begin aggressive
operations. The brothers Bleddyn and Rhiwallon, the princes of
North Wales and Powis, came to his assistance ; the allies carried
fire and sword to the walls of Hereford and even farther eastward,

1 Orderic, ii., 177.
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while the garrison waited idly for assistance which the regents
could ill afford to give.

For in the east also there had been an alarm of danger from gustace of
an unexpected quarter. The malcontents of Kent enlisted on their Boulogne
side no less a person than Eustace of Boulogne, who after figuring
with more prominence than distinction in the fight at Senlac had
failed to obtain the rewards to which he thought himself entitled
by his relationship with the Confessor and the Conqueror. The
exact form which his revenge was to have taken we do not know,
and it is possible that he did not know himself. But he arranged
with his English confederates to land by night at Dover and, as a
first step, to surprise the castle. The moment of execution was
not ill selected. Eustace and his knights made their appearance
while Odo of Bayeux and his deputy De Montfort were on the other
side of the Thames; and the Kentishmen lost no time in assem-
bling to aid the Count’s design. If the besiegers could have shown
a creditable front for a day or two they would have been assisted
by a more general rising. But Eustace drew off at the first repulse ;
an unexpected sally changed his retreat to a rout, and for the
second time in his life he fled from Dover covered with disgrace.
When the times became more settled William could afford to
despise so pusillanimous a rival. Eustace was in the end restored
to favour and received a share of William’s later conquests. But
the support which he had found in England caused no little anxiety
to the regents; it boded ill for the Norman interest if the King of
Denmark should seize the opportunity of William’s absence.

But Sweyn, though urgently invited by the rebels, neither sent
nor came. It may be that his natural irresolution was increased
by the diplomacy of his rival, for there is a story, apparently
relating to this juncture, about an English abbot who bore to
the Danish court a flattering message from the Conqueror, and
obtained a truce.! In the choice of such a messenger there is
nothing to surprise us. The leaders of the English hierarchy
were now convinced that in William’s success lay the only hope of
a return to settled government. Thanks to the efforts of such
men as Aldred of York and Wulfstan of Worcester, the King, on
his return to England (Dec. 6, 1067), found that a native party,
recruited from all classes, had been formed in his favour. Their

1N, C,,iv., p.750.
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loyalty was not even shaken by the confiscations and the heavy
Danegeld which signalised his return. The conquered districts
remained absolutely quiet while he proceeded to the reduction of
the west.

The precipitation of Harold, rather than any want of good
will for his cause, had prevented the men of the south-western
shires from mustering to the English side at Senlac. The influence
and estates of the House of Godwin were nowhere greater than in
Devonshire and Cornwall; to Exeter Godwin’s widow and the
remnants of her family naturally turned their steps when the
midlands and the east were lost. In wealth, in privileges and
in importance this city might challenge comparison with London,
York, or Winchester, and it was the natural metropolis of south-
western England. Supported by many of the local thegns, and
emboldened by their own want of military experience, the citizens
imagined that they could treat with William upon equal terms.
They spent the year 1087 in organising their resources. Their walls
were strengthened, forces were levied in the neighbouring shires ;
the foreign traders living in the town were compelled to give
assistance, and embassies asking for co-operation were sent to other
towns. On receiving from William a demand that their chief men
should appear before him and swear fealty the citizens of Exeter
replied that they would neither take an oath nor admit the King
within their walls. They were prepared to pay him the accustomed
royal dues but would admit no other limitation of their independ-
ence. To this remarkable offer, which proved how completely the
idea of national unity was overshadowed in English minds by a
provincial patriotism, William made the short reply that it was
not his custom to rule upon conditions of such a character; early in
the year 1068 he marched on Exeter, leading an army in which
Englishmen appeared for the first time beside his mercenaries and
Norman vassals. The projected federation of the western boroughs
had come to nothing; those of Dorset submitted passively when
the Conqueror appeared before their gates!; and the news of his
unimpeded advance had a sobering effect upon the citizens of
Exeter. Before he reached that city he was met by ambassadors
offering hostages and absolute submission. Their offers were
accepted, but they only represented the party of common sense and

1 Round, F. E., pp. 436 £.
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moderation. Another party, who held themselves too deeply com-
promised for pardon, insisted upon a prolongation of the struggle,
and the gates were closed in William’s face. It was to no purpose
that he led the hostages before the walls and put out the eyes of
one as an earnest of what the others might expect. A siege of
eighteen days was necessary, the walls were already undermined,
before saner counsels regained ascendancy; there were bitter com-
plaints of treachery when the civic authorities concluded a surrender.
But the citizens found little cause to regret their humiliation. They
were spared from pillage and escaped with no worse punishment
than the burden of constructing and maintaining a new castle.
This leniency, greater than was elsewhere shown to more deserving
cities, was justified by subsequent events; when next we find the
citizens of Exeter in arms they are fighting in defence of the new
castle against their fellow-countrymen.

The occasion for this display of gratitude was not long in
coming. An Indian fakir, we are told by Plutarch, once demon-
strated to Alexander the difficulty of conquest by laying a dry Revolt of
ox-hide before him and inviting him to stamp it level with the ﬁdw‘c:r‘“d
ground ; whenever one edge was pressed down the others only rose 1068
the higher. For a time it seemed as though William’s efforts
would be frustrated in this way. The submission of Devonshire
followed upon that of Exeter, and an uneventful march through
Cornwall satisfied the King that the remotest corners of the South
were cowed. But Gytha had escaped from Exeter before the
surrender ; the sons of Harold were collectmg ‘ships and men at the
court of Diarmaid of Dublin; and in the north and midlands
rebellions suddenly broke out under the leadership of the English-
men on whom William had most relied. The details, as given in
our authorities, are fragmentary and hard to piece together, This
much is clear that Edwin and Morcar escaped to Mercia and raised
their standard in alliance with the Welsh, while almost simul-
taneously the Northumbrians declared for Edgar Atheling, taking
as their leader the Englishman Gospatric, who had recently pur-
chased from William the right of succeeding Copsige in Bernicia.
If there was a connection between the two outbreaks the com-
manders had no common plan; and it is even doubtful whether
Edwin and Morcar fought for the Atheling or for their own hand.
They endeavoured to give their venture a national complexion.

2
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Their envoys scoured England to enlist supporters, and prayers for
their success were offered in many of the churches. But their
personal popularity and great connections availed them little against
the general awe of William. In the end they were compelled to
make the most of Mercian levies and of assistance lent by the Welsh
prince Bleddyn who, through his brother’s death, had recently
become sole ruler of Powis and North Wales. The earls may
have counted for a moment on the sons of Harold who about this
time set sail from Dublin; but these invaders failed in an attempt
on Bristol; their expedition degenerated into a series of forays
along the south-west coast; and at the mouth of the Avon they
were 8o roughly handled by the men of Somerset that they returned
in discomfiture to Dublin. Meanwhile the army of the earls melted
into air at the news of William's coming. He allowed them to
make their peace once more since, contemptible as they were, their
names had still some weight among the English. But from this
moment they were earls in name only and other means than their
influence were rapidly prepared for holding down the midlands.
The shire of Leicester, with the dignity of an earl, was given to
Robert of Mellent; the county borough was colonised with Nor-
mans; and castles were erected both at Warwick and at Nottingham
before the King moved off to deal with the rebellion of the north.
The Ris- Here too his task was one of no great difficulty. Gospatric’s
ing of the plan had been formed in & moment of impulse; although the
1068 citizens of York, against the persussions of Archbishop Aldred,
insisted upon joining him, he found himself without an army and
without allies. Indeed the King of Scots, to whom he should
naturally have turned for help, was at this moment harrying
Bernicia in revenge for a raid which Gospatric bad committed upon
Cumberland a few months previously, when rebellion was still
undreamed of.! Caught between two fires Gospatric preferred to
throw himself upon the mercy of the Scot. They met upon the
banks of the Wear in the neighbourhood of Durbam where Goe-
patric had formed a camp of refuge; and Malcolm, moved to pity
by the forlorn plight of Gospatric and the Atheling, offered them

1The order of events at this point is extremely obacure. See N. C., iv., App.
R., and Ramsay, Fosndations, ii., p. 80. The main fact, that Malcolm received
fugitives, is given in the D. and E. texts of the Chronicle. The meeting at Wear-
mouth is given, with the erroneous date of 1070, in Simeon of Durham, H. R,,
P. 190
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an asylum in Scotland. But at the same time he opened negotia-
tions with the Norman through the instrumentality of Xgelwine,
bishop of Durham.! Consequently William met no opposition
when he drew near to York. The citiens, submitting to the
inevitable, sent envoys to meet him with the keys of the city. He
made a quiet entrance, laid the foundations of a castle within the
walls, received the submission of some Northumbrian thegns who
had not followed Gospatric’s flight, and accepted Malcolm’s offers
of friendship.?

A successor to Gospatric was found in the person of the Flemish Robert de

adventurer Robert de Commines, and William thought that for
the present he could afford to leave the north in the hands of this
subordinate. After quartering a garrison of 500 men at York the
King marched peacefully and by slow stages to the south, pausing
as he went to commence new castles at Lincoln, Huntingdon and
Cambridge. All resistance seemed at an end, and he now ventured
to dismiss the mercenaries by whom he had been hitherto supported.
He was not alone in his view of the situation; for at this very
moment Godwin’s widow, Gytha, and her supporters, who had so
long continued to hope for a reaction, stole away from their hiding
place on the Isle of Steep Holm in the Bristol Channel and went,
like many an English refugee before them, to claim the protection
of Baldwin VI. of Flanders.

ines

Suddenly Northumberland gave the signal for the outbreak of Second
new and worse commotions. Robert de Commines had descended Northern

without distinguishing too nicely between friends and enemies.
The first impulse of the wretched Northumbrians was to escape by
flight ; but the hard winter made flight impossible. They turned
at bay; and on the night of January 28 when Robert and his
men, uncomscious of the danger, were at Durham enjoying the
bishop’s hospitality, an armed multitude broke through the gates
and rushed into the city. Many of the Normans were murdered
in their beds. The bishop’s house was fired and Robert de Com-
mines perished in the flames. Of the 700 men who had formed
his retinue barely one or two escaped to tell the story. Meanwhile
1 Orderic, ii., 18s.

1 Orderic w.s. says that Malcolm did homage; but this may be a Norman
invention.

Rising,
on that wild country with a retinue which spoiled and harried ro6g



20 ENGLAND UNDER NORMANS AND ANGEVINS [1066-

at York an armed band of Englishmen attacked the new castle;
and the Atheling returned from Scotland, at the head of a small
force, to direct their enterprise. It was a premature outbreak.
William answered the urgent summons of the garrison by a forced
march which brought him down on the besiegers long before he
was expected. They scattered not without some loss of life. The
Atheling fled to Scotland and William, after building a second
castle, this time outside the city walls, retired to keep the Easter
feast at Winchester. Two such rapid victories over York blinded
him to the possibilities of mischief which still lay undeveloped in
the north.

Comingof  Spring wore into summer and events still seemed to justify

f{‘:;",“;;hm confidence. Nothing occurred to disturb the peace except a
second and last raid of Harold’s sons upon the west which ended
as ingloriously as the first. But then, in the latter half of August,
the long-expected Danish fleet was sighted off the eastern coast.
It did not bring King Sweyn himself, but his two elder sons,
Harold and Cnut, and his brother Osbiorn were on board ; the ship
crews were a motley horde of Danes, Frisians, Saxons, Poles, and
Wends, some the subjects of Sweyn, others free volunteers at-
tracted by the wealth of England. There 'were in all 240 vessels,
carrying perhaps 10,000 men.! So far as numbers went it was a
formidable expedition; when, after aimless attempts to effect a
landing in Kent and Suffolk, the ships crept into the Humber, it
seemed that the cause of Sweyn would be supported by a con-
siderable part of England. The Danes were met not only by the
survivors of the former insurrection, by the Atheling, Gospatric,
and their fellows ; but also by men like Waltheof who had so far
accepted the Norman rule; and with their chiefs there came an
immense multitude of common men, “riding and marching gladly”
as the Chronicler has it.? The people of Lincoln and Northumbria,
who were not forgetful of their Danish ancestry, probably felt
more enthusiasm for the nephew of Cnut than they had ever felt
for Harold or the Atheling.

Fall of Slowly as the fleet had moved the Danes outpaced the prepara-

York, tions of the King. The garrisons at York sent word to their
Sept, 1069
1As to the crew which an avenge ship might carry see the Miracxia S.
Edmundi, §§ 50, 67, in Liebermann’s edruckte Geschichisquellen ; in each case
the number of psnengets is about 6o, u’:ﬁ the ship is described as overladen,
24, S.C., D, text,
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master that they could hold the castles for a year if need be, and
accordingly William took his time. But the boast was ill-justified
by the event. On September 21st, the Danes and English streamed
into the city without encountering the least resistance. The French-
men fled to the castles and set fire to the adjacent houses. The
flames spread until York was left a mass of blazing ruins. Even
the minster was destroyed, and Archbishop Aldred, who had
loyally supported the defenders, died of a broken heart. In ten
days’ time the castles were won, their defenders slain, the vaunting
captain, William Malet, a prisoner on a Danish ship. For the last
time on English soil the English axe and foot-soldier made good
their ancient reputation. A hundred years after the storm of
York the minstrels sang of the prowess shown by Waltheof, -

Stout of arm and broad of breast,

Strong and long in every limb,

Siward’s son, the glorious Earl,
and of the havoc which he made among the enemy “hewing their
heads off one and one, as they came out by the wicket”. Even
William could admire the feat of the faithless Englishman; but to
the Norman fugitives who brought him the disastrous tidings his
bearing was less magnanimous. The story goes that every man of
them lost his nose and his right hand. And the story may well be
true. The penalties of the age were ruthless, and William was
never a lenient judge of his subordinates.

The rebels and their Danish allies were not long in learning Minor
that he was a general of another stamp than William Malet. The Riting®
news of the victory at York was a spark which kindled many fires.
The men of Somerset and Dorset mustered in force to the siege of
Montacute; those of Devon and Cornwall marched on Exeter to
expel the Norman garrison ; the castle of Shrewsbury was threatened
by Eadric the Wild and his Welshmen. A tiro might have doubted
by what plan to meet so many dangers. William had no doubts.
He left the minor risings to be quelled by his lieutenants, and the
rejoicings for the fall of York were scarcely over before he appeared
with a mounted force upon the shores of the Humber. There,
between the mouths of the Ouse and Trent, the Danes had beached
their ships and formed their winter-quarters. But at the news of
the King’s approach they fled, first to the coast of Lindsey, and
then, as he still held to the pursuit, to Holderness on the other side
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of the estuary, where for want of ships he could not reach them.
Leaving a force in Lindsey to watch their further movements,
William wheeled round to the west, and at Stafford crushed without
difficulty an inchoate insurrection of the Mercians which threatened
his communications. Then came the news that the Danes, weary
of their bleak quarters in the Humber, were on the march to hold
the Yule-tide feast in York. He pushed forward to the Aire;
although that river, swollen by the rains and guarded by rebels,
caused him a delay of three weeks, an unwatched ford was at length
discovered, and by a long circuit through the hills of the West
Riding he descended upon York. Once more the main body of
the Danes escaped him, though a few remained to aid the English
in defending the city. Their resistance was stubborn, but the city
was not provisioned for a siege ; when a Danish force had attempted
and failed to break the blockade, surrender was inevitable.! Again
the city received a garrison; again castles were commenced ; and
the work of the rebels was utterly undone. It only remained to cut
off their supplies and to make an example of the province which
had harboured them. For the best part of two months William
was engaged in harrying the cultivated lands between the Ouse and
e.
The district over which he passed is naturally less fertile than
the south of England ; and the inhabitants had never been allowed
to develop the resources of their land. What the raids of the Dane
and Scot left untouched was often destroyed in the private wars of
the Northumbrian aristocracy. Still in the upland dales and river
valleys there were numerous villages and wealthy churches; on the
coast a few ports like Whitby could boast a measure of prosperity ;
there were substantial results to be shown for centuries of occupa-
tion. These William set himself to destroy with method and de-
liberation, sparing neither land nor men. It is true that beyond the
Tees his march caused little loss of life, but this was merely because
the inhabitants had time to escape across the Tyne. In York-
shire, where there was less time to learn and to forestall his plans,
every village through which he passed became a scene of massacre.
A few miserable refugees lurked in the hills and supported existence
on the flesh of horses, dogs, and cats. Others sold themselves into

! W. Malmesbury, G. R., iii., § 269. The city surrendered ** civibus longa inedia
consumptis,” which implies a siege,
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slavery ; “they bowed their heads for meat in the evil days,” to
quote the grim expression of a contemporary document.! The
devastation was complete; from York to Durham there was not
left a single inhabited village when the Conqueror stayed his hand ;
and in this state the land continued until, some years later, a few
devoted monks ventured out into the wilderness to repair the
ruined churches and to till the deserted fields? The land between
the Tees and Tyne recovered more quickly from the blow than
Yorkshire ; the tenants of St. Cuthbert had at least saved their
lives, and some returned in time to their devastated farms. But
even in this region there were places of importance, such as Jarrow
and Wearmouth, which never regained their lost prosperity: and
for Yorkshire we have the evidence of Domesday Book to prove
the extent and lasting nature of the desolation. To take but one
example, the district of Amunderness is returned as having had
sixty-two villages in the Confessor’s time ; all but sixteen were lying
waste in the year 1087, and in the fortunate exceptions there was
left only a miserable remnant of the former population. There
had been little or no discrimination between the innocent and
guilty. The lands of churches suffered equally with those of rebels,
and the submissiveness of Edwin and Morcar availed little to their
Yorkshire tenants,

The leaders of the rebellion were treated more leniently thnnnegmm
the rank and fil. Gospatric, from his stronghold at Bamborough, 3 e,
sent to sue for pardon, and obtained it. Judging the good-faith 070
of others by his own, he did not venture within William’s reach ;
but Waltheof, who showed a more confiding disposition, was re-
warded not only with the restoration of his earldom, but also with
the hand of the Conqueror’s niece. These defections and the flight
of the Atheling to Scotland left the national party without a head,
unless they could prevail on Sweyn to pursue his venture single-
handed. But of this there was no hope Sweyn had contented
himself with acting through a lieutenant who was either despondent
" 1Codex Diplomaticus, iv., 263.

3 Besides Orderic, the following authorities give valuable details: Simeon of
Durham, H. R., pp. 188, 189, and H. E. D., iii., § 23. W. Malmesbury, G. R., iii., §
249. G.P.,pp. 208-10. Raine, Historlans of York, ii., pp. 107, 361, 362. Chronicle
of Evesham, p. 9o (R. S.). The state of the North about 1080-1100 is illustrated by
a document in the Whitby Cariulary, p. xxxviii., recounﬁn%the tribulations of that

place; by Ailred’s account of Hexham (Raine, Priory of Hexham, i., p. 191) ; by
Simeon, H. R., p. 201, etc,
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or corrupt. Bribed, as it was conjectured, by William, Jarl Osbiorn
withdrew his fleet in the summer of 1070. Retreating as he had
come, he paused at London to sign a treaty in his master’s name,
and then disappeared from English shores.

Before the Danes had finally departed William completed his
work by ravaging the shires of Stafford, Derby, and Chester, all
more or less involved in recent risings. It was still the winter
season and his mercenary troops rebelled at the prospect of a march
through the wild Peak country. The king disdained to expostu-
late with those whom he had not the power of threatening, and
coldly informed them that he at least would not turn back ; others
might do as they thought fit. The rebuke was effectual; the
mutineers followed him patiently through swamps and streams, over
pathless heights and moors, until at length, after many dangers
braved and atrocities committed they drew rein beneath the penin-
sular rock of Chester. The citizens, already cowed by a repulse
which they had suffered in Eadric’s company at Shrewsbury, seem
to have submitted without resistance; but they were not allowed
to go scot-free, and we are told that 205 houses—almost one half
of the entire number in the city—were destroyed. Even so Ches-
ter was more fortunate than the open country through which the
King had come. A Worcestershire writer tells a piteous story of
the starving country people who flocked southward to beg their
bread at the doors of Evesham and other monasteries! It is
small wonder that the first Earl of Chester appointed by the
King, his step-son the Fleming Gerbod, found the fief little to
his liking and went home to fight in the domestic wars of
Flanders, or that for some time after William’s march no
Norman priest dared show his face in those harried and resentful
regions.

Still, the wars of independence seemed to have reached their
end. The risings of Southern and Western England had collapsed
before the energy of the King’s lieutenants; and it was a hopeful
sign for the future that, both at Exeter and at Montacute, the
Norman cause had been supported by a number of the native English.
Shortly after the submission of Chester Eadric the Wild, the last
rebel of note who still remained in arms, came to the King and
made his peace.

1 Chron. Evesham, p. go.
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But there was one more centre of resistance left, and at the Qutbreak
eleventh hour a new leader came forward to rouse the conquered ;;:;:‘::
nation for a last attempt at freedom. In the fen-country a warm
welcome had been given to Jarl Osbiorn and the sons of Sweyn.
The fact was duly noted by the Conqueror, and when the abbacy
of Peterborough, lying on the outskirts of the disaffected region,
was vacated by the death of Abbot Brand (November 27, 1069),
his office was given to Turold of Fécamp, who had already shown,
during a brief tenure of the abbacy of Malmesbury, that he pos-
sessed the qualities of a ruler and a warrior.! He set out for the
scene of his new duties; and when he reached Stamford the news
that a Norman had been appointed ran like wildfire through the fens.
Certain of the Peterborough tenants sent to the Danish fleet, then
lying at Ely, and offered their aid as guides to the famous Golden
Borough, that the treasures which Saxon kings and magnates had
bestowed might not become the prey of Frenchmen. The invitation
was accepted with alacrity, and the Danes showed their affection for
the monastery by stripping it bare and dispersing the community.
When Turold, a few days later, rode into Peterborough with
eight-score Norman knights behind him, he found a smoking
heap of ruins and no man to greet him save one sick monk in
the infirmary. From the minster everything of value had been
taken; shrines and crosses and gospel-books and vestments, the
abbot’s crosier, the golden crown and foot-stool of the great Christ
in the rood-loft, all were gone to swell the booty in the pirate
camp at Ely. It was not to be expected that Turold or his
master would pardon the Englishmen who had suggested such an
outrage. The Peterborough tenants resolved that, with Danish
help or without it, they would hold out to the last extremity;
and after the departure of the fleet they fortified themselves in
Ely. Their leader was one Hereward,’ a man who had shown yerewara
the Danes the way to Peterborough; of his antecedents we can
say nothing with confidence except that he was a tenant of Peter-
borough, holding lands in the south-west of Lincolnshire, on the
edge of the fen-country and not far from the manor of Bourne
with which his name is linked in legends. To the same source we
owe the information that he was a son of Leofric, Earl Godwin’s
rival, or otherwise connected with the House of Mercia to which

! W. Malmesb., G. P., p. 420. 3 See the Appendix,
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the manor of Bourne originally belonged. The tradition comes to
us through late and doubtful channels ; it may have been perverted
to gratify the pride of families claiming descent from the last of
Saxon leaders. There is an antecedent probability that one whose
lead was accepted without question by men of the noblest English
blood belonged to no mean stock. But in our most authentic
sources of information Hereward appears, like Eadric, only after he
has risen to a poeition of command. At an early date English
poems were written in honour of the hero and sung throughout
the fen-land. A part of one, professing to be founded on a work of
Hereward’s own chaplain, has been preserved in a Latin para-
phrase.! It describes how he was outlawed at the petition of his
own father, passed through marvellous adventures in Bernicia, Ire-
land, and Cornwall, and then took service with the Count of
Flanders ; how the news of the Conquest brought him back to Eng-
land, to avenge the murder of his brother by the Normans; and
how he purged his home of alien intruders. Whatever may be
the substratum of fact which underlies the story, truth and fable
are so closely interwoven in it that one can hardly venture on the
task of separating them. We are on somewhat firmer ground
when we come to the stories which bear on the defence of Ely;*
but even here we are bafled by the problem of arranging the
anecdotes in their proper sequence and of extracting a continuous

The Here- DATTative from them. Some of them appear to come from men
d

war
Cycle

who had been present at Ely and were well acquainted with Here-
ward and his belongings. The hero himself is graphically described :
a man short and stoutly made but wonderfully agile for his build,
conspicuous for his long golden hair, with an oval face and eyes
which were of a light colour but not exactly matched. His
Flemish wife Torfrida is a more mysterious figure, whose very
strangeness is perhaps a guarantee of the narrator’s fidelity to fact ;
a lady skilled in magic and given to the study of the liberal arts,
who excelled all womankind in her luxury yet often displayed a
man’s sagacity in meeting every sort of danger; so that when
she separated from her husband many evils fell upon him for

1The Gesta Herewardi, printed in the second volume of Michel’s Chronigues
Anglo-Noymandes and in the Rolls edition of Gaimar.

3 See especially the Historia Eliensis, Bk. 11., §8 102 ff., which relates two sieges,
the second apparently a duplicate of the first. The writer used good material, but
with little skill ; his confusions are explained by his own statement (II., § 107) that he
collected facts de pluribus historiis.
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want of her advice, and he would often confess that things did
not go as well with him as in her day.! Except for the personal
traits which they afford, these ballad fragments are valueless as
history. But their existence is a fact which should not pass
unnoticed. They are the material from which, under more favour-
able circumstances, an English epic of the Conquest might have
been constructed. The Hereward whom they portray is the ideal
Englishman as conceived by the subjects of the Conqueror ; and it
is instructive to compare William, as he stands revealed in history
with the Hereward of legend. The failure of the patriotic cause
becomes more intelligible when the typical patriot is contrasted
with the conqueror point by point; the one high-spirited,
resourceful, and adventurous, but inconsequent and devoid of
general ideas; the other solid, methodical, tenacious, a scientific
general and statesman, far sighted in his plans, immovable in
his purpose.

Hereward’s rising first became important when the Earls
Edwin and Morcar proclaimed their sympathy with it by an abrupt
departure from the court (1071). Edwin indeed soon ceased to be
a danger. After six months of aimless wandering among the
Welsh, the Scots, and the English, he was treacherously slain by
his own men. But Morcar reached the Isle of Ely; and his name
was sufficient to bring together all the northern leaders who were
still unreconciled with William. Although the day of great re-
bellions was over there were men enough in the isle to make the
King uneasy, and he came in person  with ship-fyrd and with land-
fyrd ” to conduct the siege. He encountered an obstinate resistance
so long as the garrison of Ely kept faith with one another. An at-
tempt to reach the island by a causeway resulted in disaster. Here-
ward and his men set fire to the rushes in the fen; the causeway,
built of trees and beams and hurdles, was totally consumed ; and
the same fate befell a witch-wife whom, in deference to the super-
stitions of his soldiers, William had placed upon a wooden tower
to assist the forlorn hope with her incantations. But treachery was
afterwards brought into play. According to one version it was
Morcar who insisted on surrender because he put faith in the King’s
false promises. The local story said that the monks of Ely gave
the King admission, upon being threatened with the loss of all their

1See the Gesta, p. 337 (R. S.) and the pseudo-Ingulph in Fulman, p. 67.
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lands outside the isle. By one means or another William made
himself master of Ely before the year was ended. Hereward
and his sworn companions effected their escape to the Bruneswald ;
Morcar and the other leaders lost their liberty for good and all; the
men of humbler rank were mutilated and dismissed. The monks of
Ely suffered treatment which clears them of treachery or convicts
the King of faithlessness. William indeed made an offering of a
mark of gold at the shrine of their patroness St. Athelthryth; but
he exacted from her unworthy servants a fine which could only be
paid by stripping her church of its most precious ornaments.

The later adventures of Hereward are narrated in some detail
by the ballads, but possess no historical importance. Outlaws
flocked to his standard in the Bruneswald, and for some time he
remained a scourge to the Normans of the fen-land. The highest
estimate of his forces puts them at a total of 700 men; his bio-
grapher says that he had no more than 100 mounted and 200
unmounted men with a few cross-bowmen and archers.! But the
fyrds of nine counties were unable to dislodge him, and William
was glad to grant him peace on honourable terms. Of his after-
history there are two widely different accounts. One relates how
he was slain by private enemies in 1078 when he was on the point
of starting with the King for Maine ; but according to the Gesta
he lived for many years and died a quiet death.? The question is
insoluble and of no great moment. Hereward’s career as a national
leader ended with his flight from Ely. Thenceforward William
was the undisputed King of England.

Settement  There was still some danger that Scotland would take up the
with Scot- cause of Edgar Atheling whose sister Margaret had been lately

land, 1072

wedded to King Malcolm. The slight memorials of Margaret’s
career which we possess, the life by Turgot, the chapel in Edin-
burgh castle, the book of Devotions in the Bodleian library, have
served to perpetuate the legend of her saintliness But the love
of power and family affection were deeply rooted in her nature;
and her marriage was followed by a revival of Malcolm’s interest
in her brother’s fortunes. In 1072 William thought it necessary
to overawe Scotland by an exhibition of armed force. Accom-
panied by a fleet he marched through Lothian to the Forth. The
Scots retreated before him, and he found the country no better than

1Gesta, p. 393 (R. S.). Gaimar, 5554. 2 Gaimar, 5605. Gesta, ad fin,
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a wilderness. But at Abernethy he was met by Malcolm. A treaty
was arranged and among other hostages Malcolm gave hisson. The
exact terms of the treaty have been the subject of much contro-
versy. It seems clear that Malcolm received a grant of lands in
England and at the same time did homage to William. But the
question still remains whether this homage was for Scotland or
only for the English fief. The practical results of the treaty were
threefold. It postponed for some years a renewal of hostilities
between the two countries. It enabled William, for the first time,
to deal freely with the lands between the Tyne and Tweed ; an
opportunity of which he availed himself to degrade Gospatric
from his earldom and confer it upon Waltheof, the most highly
favoured of the loyal English. Finally the treaty secured the
expulsion of the Atheling from Scotland. After a visit to
Flanders, where he received hospitality but no encouragement, and
an attempt to visit France which was frustrated by a storm, the
luckless claimant took Malcolm’s good advice and made his peace
with William. The King of England readily granted favourable
terms to one who, though contemptible as a leader, might be em-
ployed with effect by the unscrupulous kings of Edinburgh and
Paris. Edgar received a pension and an estate in Hertfordshire ;
he became a favourite at Court, and a bye-word for simplicity,
although, for one brief period of three years, he showed as regent
of Scotland some statesmanlike ability (1097-1100). He found in
William’s eldest son a congenial spirit; they travelled in company
on the first Crusade; and the last appearance of the Atheling in
history is at the field of Tinchebrai, where he fought on Robert’s
side. More fortunate than his patron he received a full pardon
from Henry I., and lived obscurely in a private station to extreme
old age.!

! W. Malmesb., G. R, iii., § 251. 4. S. C. (E. text), s.a. 1085,
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CHAPTER II
THE REORGANISATION OF ENGLAND

ITH the year 1072 we enter upon the second stage of
William’s reign. The next fifteen years were, for Eng-

Measures land, comparatively peaceful ; the events which mark them are for

the most part events on a foreign soil, the results of a continental
policy which, although Norman in its origin and objects, depended
upon the resources of England for success and had the effect of
making England a member of the European system. These events,
small in themselves, but prophetic of the future and eloquent of
the change in England’s relations with the surrounding world,
must be noticed in their place. But first it will be well to describe
the steps by which, in the course of these fifteen years, the State,
the Church, and the relations of the two, were transformed to suit
the ideas of William and his councillors; and to give some idea of
the new order of things which ensued from the grafting of Norman
ideals upon English traditions, of feudal upon Anglo-Saxon law.
William was no legislator. The law-book known as the Lois de
Guillaume is a late and unauthorised compilation of customs col-
lected from all kinds of sources.! The authentic Leges, when
stripped of later accretions, are neither numerous nor important
except as indications of a larger policy. The most significant of
them was a statement of the King’s conservative intentions in res-
pect of private law: “I command that all men have and hold the
law of Eadward with those additions which I have ordained for the
advantage of the English people”? Beyond these we have only
an ordinance separating the spiritual from the secular law-courts,®

1 Matzke, Lois de Guillaume, p. lii.

3 Select Charters, p. 84. This version of the Leges, from the Textws Roffensis,
is more authentic than the longer version which is printed in the Foedera from the

Red Book of the Exchequer.
8 Select Charters, p. 85. Probably of the year 1076 (Bdhmer, Kirche und Staat,

P- 93).
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and some eoclesiastical canons which William approved and poesibly
assisted in framing.! He had little inclination and less aptitude for
exprasmnghmpohcy in general terms. It is only by analysing and
comparing his administrative measures that we discover the geneul
principles which undoubtedly underlay his government ; and it is
often difficult to say whether he foresaw the full effects of his most
celebrated measures. But for our present purpose it is more im-
portant to observe what he actually effected than to ask what he
may have intended.

In the distribution of confiscated lands he followed a course The Great
which was suggested by the traditional policy of the Norman dukes Ficf
and facilitated by the manner of the Conquest. England was
reduced, as we have seen, piecemeal; and every Norman of con-
sequence who shared in each new enterprise clamoured for a por-
tion of its spoils. Hence, when the conquest and the division
were complete, many barons had been invested with enormous fiefs,
but these were as a rule composed of manors scattered over the
length and breadth of England; and the settlers had no more
prospect of establishing dependent principalities in England than
formerly in Normandy. But in Normandy it had been the rule to
bestow appanages of unusual sise and compactness on the relations
and connections of the ducal house; and the fief of Belléme upon
the border of Maine was an isolated but & striking precedent for
the appointment of local viceroys with unusual powers to protect
and extend a disputed frontier. Such appanages and viceroyalties
made their appearance on a larger scale in England? Of the
Conqueror’s half-brothers, Odo of Bayeux received the greater part
of Kent, and Robert of Mortain the greater part of Cornwall, each
with the title and powers of an earl in his own shire. William of
Warenne, the husband of the Conquerar’s step-daughter Gundrada,
became Earl of Surrey *; while Odo of Champagne, who had married
William’s sister, is said to have received the Honour of Holderness
although the grant, if actually made, was posterior to the compila-
tion of the Domesday Book. Such grants as these were probably
suggested by family feeling rather than by political considerations.
But other positions of no less importance were conferred on men

1 Eadmer, Hist. Nov., i., p. 6. Wilkins, C. i., Vita Las,
$33 (o0 ridy P s, Concilia, i., p. 367. sfranci,

See the Appendix
3 Perhaps not till the next reign. See Orderic, iii., 217 and note.
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whose soldierly abilities formed their chief title to promotion. In
the west, Hugh Lupus, who succeeded Gerbod the Fleming in
the earldom of Chester, Roger of Montgomery the Earl of Shrop-
shire, and William Fitzosbern Earl of Hereford, were either the
sole or the greatest tenants-in-chief in their respective shires; they
legislated, appointed sheriffs, did justice, and made war upon the
Welsh with almgst as much freedom as a Count of Maine or
Anjou enjoyed in his own sphere. Similarly in the north the
Honour of Richmond was conferred first on Brient of Penthiévre
and, when he died, upon his brother Alain;! while the earldom
of Bernicia passed from Gospatric to Waltheof, from Waltheof
to Walcher bishop of Durham, then to a certain Alberic, and
finally to Robert Mowbray. In districts less disturbed by national
resistance and foreign invasion some analogous but less extensive
grants were made. Thus Ralph the Staller acquired the earldom
of Norfolk and the custody of Norwich Castle; while in other cases
a powerful baron received one or more shrievalties which he con-
trived to make hereditary and the first step to an earldom. Of
these successful aspirants Hugh of Beaumont at Warwick is a good
example. Such an increase of dignity did not always mean enlarged
authority. In fact nothing was further from William’s thoughts than
to allow any but the most favoured and indispensable of his lieu-
tenants to enjoy the ancient powers of an earl.? It was not enough
for him that, of the older and larger earldoms, Mercia and Nor-
thumbria (in the original sense) could be suppressed after the final
ruin of Edwin and Morcar; or that Huntingdon and Northampton,
on the fall of Waltheof, passed into the hands of a nonentity,
Simon of St. Liz, who was probably recommended as much by his
insignificance as by his marriage with Waltheof’s daughter. The
rights of the lesser earls were diminished whenever opportunities
occurred, and had become comparatively slight at the end of
William’s reign. They may have led the military forces of their
earldoms; they may have held demesne-lands in virtue of their
office? But the only right which they indubitably enjoyed was
that of receiving the third-penny from the profits of the shire-

1De la Borderie, Histoive de Bretagne, iii., p. 25.

3See Appendix, “ The Earls of the Norman Period ",

3See the Instit. Cnuti in Textus Roffensis, p. ;5, for a mention of the ‘‘ comitales

ﬁl:: quae pertinent ad comitatum”’; and Roun E., p. 114, for an instance of such
in
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court and in some cases the third-penny of a borough’s revenues.
In matters of justice and finance, and for all the ordinary purposes
of local government, the ng preferred to act either through ex-
traordinary commissioners in whom we may see the descendants of
the Carolingian missi and the prototypes of the English Justices in
Eyre, or else through the sheriffs who, although usually of baronial
rank, were attached to the royal interests by the consciousness
that their offices might be taken from them at a moment’s notice.
It was through the sheriff that the King in general, controlled not
only the earls but the whole body of the baronage, chastising the
least usurpation, and noting the least sign of discontent.

This constant surveillance produced a widespread irritation ; The Ris-
and in the year 1075 a rebellion broke out which, although ulti- g5 '"g of the
mately joined by few, received in its early stages some countenance !075
from a number of the most influential lords and prelates. It began
with Roger, Earl of Hereford and Ralph Guader, Earl of Norfolk,
two barons of the younger gemeration. The original grievance
was the prohibition of a marriage which had been arranged be-
tween Ralph and the sister of his friend. It was aggravated
by the conduct of royal sheriffs who asserted rights of jurisdic-
tion over Ralph’s estates;! and the aggrieved youths ransacked
the history of William’s career'for examples of ingratitude and
perfidy, with which to stir the sympathies of their equals and
inferiors. In the abeence of the King from England the forbidden
marriage was celebrated with publicity and splendour. Under
cover of the bridal feast, a conspiracy took shape into which Earl
Waltheof was enticed. His name was expected to be valuable
to the enterprise because the two prime movers counted more on
English than on Norman help. They are said to have suggested
the division of England into three earldoms for themselves and
Waltheof, and to have dangled the prospect of the crown before
his eyes.? The extravagance of these proposals was apparent, and
the sincerity of the proposers more than doubtful. Waltheof soon
repented of engagements into which, if we could trust his own
excuses, he had only entered on compulsion. He disclosed the plot
to Lanfranc, who in conjunction with the Chief Justiciars immedi-

1 Lanfranci Opera, i., 64 (ed. Giles). Letters xxxvii., ocxviii., xlvi., in this collec-
tion, are valuable for the history of the revolt.
? Orderic, ii., 261. Cf. the Vita ¢t Passio Waldevi Comitis (ed. Michel), pp. 112 ff.

3
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ately undertook to deal with it. The alarm of the government is
evinced by the conciliatory tone which was at first adopted towards
Ear] Ralph. But when his defiance precipitated war, the weak-
ness of his party was at once exposed ; and Lanfranc could soon
assure the King that nothing in the situation called for his return.
Waltheof’s defection left the earls without a claim on English

Suppres- sympathy. Roger, on attempting to leave Hereford and effect

sion of
Rising.

Fate of

the

a junction with his ally, found the passage of the Severn barred
against him by the fyrd of Worcestershire. The loyalty of these
English troops was confirmed by the exhortations of two English
prelates, Wulfstan Bishop of Worcester and Athelwig Abbot of
Evesham ;! Earl Roger was held at bay, while in the east the rising
of Earl Ralph collapsed before another force of the same char-
acter. Ralph had collected mercenary troops and, for his mother’s
sake, was supported by some of the Bretons who had shared in the
labours and the booty of the Conquest ; but he was defeated in his
first encounter with the Justiciars and their English followers, and
fled to Norwich Castle. His last hopes depended on a fleet which
Sweyn of Denmark had promised, but delayed, to send him. Leaving
Norwich Castle to be defended by his bride the earl sailed for
Denmark to plead his cause in person. He obtained his wish
and a fleet of two hundred vessels shortly appeared on the East
Anglian coast. But Norwich had already surrendered when the
fleet arrived. The Danish captains consoled themselves by plunder-
ing York Minster; but with this exploit ended the last Danish
invasion of England, and the first rising of the new baronage
against the crown.

The king’s hand fell heavily upon the chief conspirators, al-

Waltheof though he was scrupulous to keep within the letter of the law.

The penalties for treason were milder in Normandy than in Eng-
land; and Earl Roger, in virtue of his Norman birth, escaped
with a sentence of perpetual imprisonment. Waltheof, in whose
innocence the King had affected to believe so long as the rebellion
lasted and English sympathy was still of value, suffered the death-
penalty prescribed for treason by old English law.! He was found

! Florence.

$8.C., p. 62 (Law of Alfred). W. Malm., G. R.,iii., § 255, apologises for William ;
Waltheof had concealed (ra.tt of the truth from William. Florence, however, takes
the side of Waltheof, and is in such a matter the preferable authority. Orderic, ii.,

265, accuses Judith of informing against her husband. So the pseudo-Ingulph,
p- 72; and the Vita et Passio, p. 100.
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guilty at the same Council which condemned Earl Roger; but the
final sentence was delayed in Waltheof’s case ; it was only after five
months had elapsed that he was beheaded at Winchester, without
publicity aud at an early hour of the day, for fear lest a rescue
might be attempted. Lanfranc, who heard his last confession, pro-
nounced him guiltless of the offence for which he died. Although

we have only the word of English sympathisers to support the
theory that his death was demanded by his own wife and by
Normans who coveted his lands, it may well have been true that
William was moved by other considerations than those of abstract
justice. He may have been alarmed by the casual offer of the
conspirators to place Waltheof on the throne; he may have felt

the temptation to sweep from his path the last of the old race of
English earls. The third and principal offender, Ralph of Norfolk, Later
was pursued by William’s vengeance to the refuge which he had history
found in Brittany. Unable to live at peace with superiors of any Ralph
kind, Ralph plunged into a conspiracy against Duke Hoel and
assisted Geoffrey, Count of Rennes, to hold the Castle of Dol
against their common lord. In the autumn of 1076 William
crossed the Channel to join with Hoel in the siege of Dol. Their
enterprise failed of its immediate purpose since Philip of France
shook off his habitual sloth, came up in haste, at the invitation of

the rebels, and raised the siege.! But William, although humiliated

for the moment by his suzerain, had gained the main object for
which he undertook his expedition. While he lived, no baron
dared to emulate the example of the fallen earls.

How little the King relaxed his jealous watch upon the baronage Arrest of
in later years may be seen from the fate of Odo of Bayeux, who jishop -
had been one of his most trusted agents. A bishop more in
sympathy with the knights whose garb he imitated than with the
humble scholars whose eulogies he purchased by his patronage,
magnificent in all his tastes, and possessed by an ambition which
disdained the most honourable of subordinate positions, Odo was
ill content with an English earldom. Early in the reign his en-
croachments upon the estates of Canterbury embroiled him with
the Primate Lanfranc, and from that time Odo’s influence at court
a0d D'l Bodece, Hisioi d Borigie, iy 37, Frosan acooms . 3 036

is ‘éitiated by his reliance on Orderic who confuses the two sieges of Dol, in 1076
and 1086.
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had waned. In popular estimation he was still the second man
in England ; but we know that he was excluded from one or two
of the commissions of regency which the King appointed during
his frequent visits to the Continent;! and even if this exclusion
was not habitual it must have galled him. He began to form
wild projects for his own aggrandisement which clashed with
William’s wishes; and in 1082 he gathered his friends and vassals
for a foreign expedition. A current story made Rome his destina-
tion, and declared that he had fixed his hopes upon the reversion
of the Papacy ; but it is more likely that his purpose was to inter-
vene in the wars of Emperor and Pope and procure from Gregory
VIIL. a reward in the shape of spiritual or secular promotion.?
Whatever the project it was great enough to allure the Earl of
Chester; and the two were already preparing to leave England
when the King, who had been absent in Normandy, was informed
of their project and returned in time to prohibit their departure
and arrest his half-brother. The levying of troops within the
kingdom was illegal and a menace to the peace. Even if William
believed that Odo’s mysterious movements were in no way directed
against himself he could not submit to see England depleted of her
Norman settlers by the emigration of every magnate who nursed
an imaginary grievance. Odo’s plea that, as a bishop, he was
answerable only to the See of Rome availed him nothing. By
Lanfranc’s advice the King evaded an answer to the abstract claim
(based on the forgeries of the Pseudo-Isidore), and replied that in
Odo he arrested not the Bishop of Bayeux but his steward and the
Earl of Kent. Odo remained in prison till the King’s death. No
punishment fell upon the Earl of Chester; nor do we hear that any
of Odo’s less important allies suffered for his offence. The single
example was sufficient.

Suspicions of the same character led William in 1086 to a more
remarkable and sweeping measure. The preceding year had been
troubled by well founded rumours that Cnut of Denmark, the son
and successor of Sweyn Estrithsson, was preparing a fleet of unex-
ampled size for the purpose of recovering England ; and William

1Stubbs, C. H., i., p. 375. .

2 Orderic, iii., 188. The Roman ds Row, 9208 ff., suggests that the real cause of
Odo’s disgrace was a design to secure the succession for himself. This is to some
extent confirmed by the Conqueror’s death-bed speech as reported in Orderic, iii.,
247.



1087] THE REORGANISATION OF ENGLAND .14

had seen fit to import a mercenary army in the autumn and to
keep a part of it on foot throughout the winter. The domestic
difficulties of Cnut led to the postponement of his expedition; on
July 10th, 1086, he was assassinated and his wild scheme went with
him to the grave. But before this news was known in England the
King had summoned an extraordinary meeting of his tenants and
their vassals. It was held on the first of August, at Salisbury, and
all who attended were required to take an oath that they would be
King William’s men against all enemies. The form of the oath
may have been that which is given among his authentic laws. If
80, the purport of the oath was not altogether what is commonly
supposed. The recorded formula is evidently framed with an eye
to the contingencies of invasion and usurpation. It implies the
doctrine that allegiance overrides all other ties of fealty—a doctrine
which was nothing new in England or in France. But the doctrine
is merely latent in the oath; and there are reasons for doubting
whether the doctrine was universally recognised in England before
the reign of Henry I. Too much importance has been attached
to the meeting of 1086, which was a temporary expedient to meet
a temporary danger. The meeting cannot possibly have included
all landowners ; and although it is possible that, after the meeting,
the oath was taken by the suitors of every shire-court, such pro-
ceedings do not in any way denote the introduction of a new theory
of sovereignty.

It is a remarkable testimony to the force of custom that William piygte
whose interest it was to loosen the bonds between lords and their fran-
dependants should, on the contrary, have furthered the intro- chites
duction of feudal tenures and feudal incidents. It is plain from
Domesday Book that he encouraged the process by which the
allodial freeholder of the Anglo-Saxon period was degraded to
the position of & mesne tenant. Nor was this all ; the King allowed
his tenants-in-chief to assume, over all who held of them, certain
rights of jurisdiction which they had indeed enjoyed as a matter
of course on their estates in Normandy, but which according to
the principles of English law could only be claimed in virtue of a

.special grant from the Crown! That the Conqueror was not
entirely ignorant of this theory may be inferred from his charters
to religious houses in which even the smallest rights of jurisdiction

1 See on this subject Maitland, Select Pleas in Manorial Cowrts, Introd., passim.
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that may be exercised by the recipients of his bounty are carefully
enumerated. But in his grants to lay-lords, which were usually
made by word of mouth, he would seem to have observed less
caution. As in Normandy, so in England, he granted the right
to “hold the pleas of the crown” with a sparing hand. But it
seems to have been taken as a matter of course that a baron,
besides instituting a feudal court for his military tenants, should

Manorial also exercise through manor-courts the whole or part of the juris-

Juis  diction of the hundred-court. The general rule which William
laid down that the courts of hundreds, no less than those of shires,
should preserve their ancient competence became, through his own
grants, a dead letter; and the importance of the hundred-courts
steadily diminished from the moment of the Conquest, although
Henry I. and his successors made several efforts to revive them.
The manorial court was in many cases older than the Conquest ;!
and, even where it had not existed, the rule that the lord was
responsible for the good behaviour of his tenants must have
invested him with a quasi-magisterial authority since, in early
law, the functions of the surety, the constable, and the magistrate
are seldom rigorously distinguished. The Norman Conquest en-
couraged the development of inchoate rights and took away their
exceptional character from those which were already well estab-
lished. Leaving untouched the old agricultural economy, and even
preserving to some extent the Anglo-Saxon system of police which
had been based upon it, the new dynasty and baronage converted
the estate which had been no more than a farm, an agricultural
unit, into a liberty or jurisdiction. The process was incomplete
when Domesday was compiled; in the minds of the compilers
manerium was still synonymous with ferra.? But the change by
which the manor-court became an important feature in our judicial
system had already begun in the year 1087 ; the documents of the
next century show that once begun, it was rapidly completed.

1The that the manorial court is but the continuation of a primitive
township-moot 18 rejected by Professor Maitland, Domesday Book and Beyond, p.
147, on the ground that no mention of a township-moot occurs in any of our texts.
Professor Vinogradoff, Growth of the Manor, p. 273, adduces a passage from
Domesday (i., 269, b) as implying the existence of a township-court; but the pas-
sage will bear another construction.

2 See the article by Mr. Round in E. H. R., xv., p. 293 ; a reply to the theory of
Professor Maitland that manerium was already a word * charged with technical
meaning "',
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It is difficult to estimate the change which was thus produced The
in the condition of the lower orders. Their opportunities of com- Xlig::“‘
bination were so slight that we cannot take their patience as a
proof of their contentment. We know that the class of petty
freeholders decreased and that the Norman lawyer paid little heed
to the nice gradations intermediate between servitude and freedom
which the law of Edward recognised. There was too a disposition
to regard as serfs all who rendered agricultural services to a lord,
although many who held by such services had been free men in
the past. We note with satisfaction that the class of slaves de-
creased and vanished under Norman rule, but our satisfaction is
tempered by a doubt whether this was due so much to the elevation
of the slave as to the depression of the villein. Certain facts
suggest that in old English law the civil rights of the villein were
protected even against his lord, that the shire-court could intervene
to save him from eviction or from the increase of his customary
services,! But the new jurisprudence recognised no limit to the
demands which a lord might make upon the time and labour of
his villeins, and counted all that they possessed as his. Further-
more it was considered lawful to sell the villein with or without
his holding. In 1088, for instance, when William of St. Calais
was proclaimed a rebel, the villeins on his Yorkshire manors were
seized and sold or held to ransom by the sheriff? To this extent
the villein was regarded as a slave. On the other hand there were
some rules of law and economic facts which ameliorated his condi-
tion. If assailed by his master, and still more if assailed by a
third party, in life or limb or honour, the villein was entitled, at
the worst of times, to such protection as the shire-court could
afford. Among the numerous villeins of the royal demesme there
were many who kept their old civil rights, the Crown being the
first of landlords to recognise the expediency of a generous policy
towards its tenants. For the villeins of private owners flight,
though neither an easy nor a pleasant course, was always a
possible alternative to the endurance of excessive requisitions; in

1Vinogradoff, Villeinage, passim.

?*Monasticon, i., 245. Vinogradoff, Growth qf Manor, p. 346. But there was
a strong feeling against the separation of the villein from his holding. See Lois de
Guillaume, § 25 (Schmid, 341), * Nec licet dominis removere colonos a terra dummodo
debita servitia persolvant ’. The Dial. de Scaccario, i., § 11, calls the villein adscrip-

ticium,
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growing towns or depopulated manors the fugitive was welcome
and no questions were asked about his antecedents. Consequently
we find that the earliest manorial records (they date from the reign
of Henry I.) recognise the fixity of the labour services in which
the villein chiefly paid his rent.! It might be the legal right, but
it was not the interest, of the lord to increase the services at his
pleasure or to maintain them at an intolerable level.

We cannot suppose that prudential motives weighed less power-
fully with the lords in their treatment of free tenants. But
subsequent legislation proves the existence of serious abuses and
it is not difficult to see how these arose. Frequently the lord
obtained the power of life and death over thieves and other classes
of offenders, if caught within his territory. When they were the
tenants of another lord their trial was watched by a-royal Justice ;
but when the judge was also lord no such definite check existed.
The ordinary feudal court was but a shade less dangerous to liberty
in the cases, naturally frequent, where the vassals by whom the
judgments ought to have been framed were either insignificant or
timid. A frivolous claim might lead, if the demandant’s appeal
to the ordeal of battle were admitted by the court, to the
disgrace and dispossession of a rightful owner. The law of for-
feiture was more elastic than it should have been, and fines were
commonly out of all proportion to the infractions of fendal duty
which they punished. An appeal to the shire-court was only pos-
sible when the technical formalities of justice had been neglected
in the private court. Within a narrow sphere the shire~court still
possessed importance. Quarrels between tenants-in-chief or the
mesne tenants of different lords might be adjusted there according
to the ancient laws and customs; and we hear of cases in which
Normans as powerful as Bishop Odo and the sheriff Picot were
constrained to give the redress which these laws demanded. For
the rest, the shire-court was more occupied with criminal justice
and with fiscal business than with helping inferiors against their
lords.

Much depended on the character of the individual lord and
sheriff. An Ivo de Taillebois or a Robert of Belléme knew neither
Justice nor prudence in his dealings with inferiors; and the tenant’s
plight cannot have been much bettered when he appealed from such

1See the extents in the Liber Nigsr of Peterborough (Camden Society).
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judges to a Picot or an Urse of Abitét. But there were better
types than these to be found in the new ruling class. Arnulf de
Hesdin, not the least important of the Conqueror’s barons, is highly
praised by an English writer! who had some personal knowledge of
him, as a man who was remarkable for the skill with which he
farmed his lands and the liberality which he displayed towards his
poorer neighbours. Roger of Montgomery was somewhat censured
by his English burgesses at Shrewsbury for a fancied partiality to
the Frenchmen who had settled side by side with them ; and Hugh
Lupus of Chester was a gross and boisterous prodigal. But Orderic
Vitalis, who had known their English subjects, and was himself a
native of their marches, felt a sincere respect for them; and the
Earl of Chester is further recommended to posterity by his close
friendship with the saintly Anselm. It may be that in these men
we have rare exceptions, and -that they were only praised by com-
parison with a prevailing ruffianism. But we have good reason for
thinking that what had been the exception in the first, became the
rule in the second, generation of the Anglo-Norman baronage. In
the days of Rufus and of Henry I power passed from the hands of
the Ivos and Urses to those of men like Richard of Rulos, the
knight who is remembered in the traditions of Crowland for liberal
benefactions, the draining of the Depedene fen, and the foundation
of new villages where previously there had been wastes tenanted
only by the water-fowl.?

On the towns the first effects of the Norman Conquest were The
no doubt disastrous. There were few which escaped so lightly To""*
as London, Exeter and Winchester. From Domesday we obtain
an almost unvarying story of castles built, of royal dues in-
creased, of houses destroyed or dismantled, wherever there had
been, or might still be, resistance. The result was a temporary
decrease in the numbers of the burgess population. But the houses
of that age were easily rebuilt, and much rebuilding had in fact
been done by the year 1086. Trade silently returned to the
accustomed channels when “the good peace ” of the Conqueror was

1'Will. Malmesb., G. P., p. 437: * Mirus ad agriculturae sollertiam, mirus ad
munifice sullevandam pau; inopiam ’’,

2 Pseudo-Ingulph, p. 78. Mr. Round (F. E., p. 166) attacks the tradition as
‘ quaintly anachronistic”’. No doubt the author’s chronological indications are
confused. But Richard of Rulos, who belongs to the generation after Arnulf de
Hesdin, may well have imitated that baron's zeal for agriculture without committing
an anachronism.
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established ; and the temporary losses due to war and pillage were
more than compensated by the new markets which union with
Normandy opened to the English merchant. Colonies of foreign
traders had already commenced to settle in London and other
ports of the east coast before the death of the Confessor. They
now increased in number and in importance ; while the immigra-
tion of Jews, the only capitalists in an age when usury of any kind
was a forbidden trade for Christians, was a sign and perhaps a cause
of increased commercial activity.

Town There were but few changes in the government of the towns.

Bt The charter which William gave to London is but a guarantee of
ancient privileges. The care with which Domesday records the
customs of less important towns proves that towards these also
William’s policy was conservative. Even where the outward ap-
pearance of a town was altered by the building of a castle or the
introduction of a Norman garrison, life flowed on in the old channels ;
the castellan was not allowed to assume a dictatorship. The lords
of the soil on which the town was built might cause trouble by push-
ing the jurisdiction of their courts to the furthest point and claiming
this or that indignant burgess as a serf. But the King’s peace was
over all, and the King saw his interest in upholding the good laws
of the Confessor. The Frenchmen who had come in since the Con-
quest may have enjoyed for a time the benefit of their native laws
and customs; they were certainly privileged in respect of tallages
and other dues; and sometimes they formed a separate quarter in
their place of settlement, enjoying special favours and immunities.
But the municipal customs of English burgesses remained unaltered.
The lawmen of Lincoln and Stamford, the judges at York and
Chester, the folk-moot’and husting in London, assembled and did
justice as of old by the forms of compurgation and ordeal, and in
accordance with a law of immemorial antiquity.! The Norman
sheriff, or his deputy, exercised considerable powers in matters which
concerned the Crown. He enforced military service; he collected
the royal dues wherever the borough had failed as yet to secure
the privilege of farming these for a lump sum; he presided in the
borough-court. But in matters of domestic concern the folk-moot

! Lawman, judex, doomsman are synonymous terms ; ¢f. the Memorials of South-
well Minster, p. 192 (ed. Leach). The existence of borough-courts at this time is
denied by Ballard, D. B. Boroughs, pp. 51-53. But see Miss Bateson's remarks in
E. H. R., xx., p. 147.
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of householders paying scot and lot was left to legislate for the
community ; and in the law-court the sheriff had no power to shape
the judgments. These were delivered by the doomsmen, and it
only lay with him to execute the doom. The boroughs were thus
to a great extent autonomous. But corporate life and activity,
if they were not destroyed, were on the other hand not directly
stimulated by the conditions of the new era. The Conquest brought
to urban centres an increase of wealth and luxury, a larger know-
ledge of the external world, its thoughts and doings. But the time
had not yet arrived when foreign example was to produce municipal
democracy. In northern France the communal movement had just
begun, and in 1072 the province of Maine produced an urban re-
public of a revolutionary kind. But the commune of Le Mans
withered in the iron grip of the Conqueror before it had time to
cast seed either on Norman or on English soil.

The central government of England passed through some Central
changes in this reign, but of the changes none were radical. What m"
chiefly strikes the observer is the increased energy and method of
the administration, the constant attention which the king in person
devotes to all affairs of government ; of new organs for the expres-
sion of the royal will we hear little or nothing. Thus the ex-
chequer and its financial system remained substantially the same;
the King’s hoard was still kept at Winchester, the old West Saxon
capital, and received the same sorts of dues as heretofore; the
largest item in William’s revenue was still the rent of food and
provender which came in from his demesnes.! But all dues from
the Danegeld downwards were assessed and exacted with more care.
We do not need the assurances of chroniclers to convince us that
the compiler of Domesday was wealthier and more provident than
any King before him. Again there was little outward distinction
between the Great Councils in which the king met his chief vassals
and the Witans of Anglo-Saxon sovereigns, except that the as-
semblies over which William presided were held with greater pomp,
and every tenant-in-chief was expected to produce his full military
quota, that the king might review the feudal host and his foreign
guests convince themselves of his readiness for war? The same men

1 D:alog-u: de Scaccario, S. C., pp. 176, 193.
TW. Malmesb G. R., iii., ‘g 279. A writ of Rufus relating to the duty of attend-
ance *“in festis” is pnnted in the Ramsay Cartulary, vol. i., p. 235.
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deliberated in the Council who would have deliberated in a Witan,
and the same business, judicial and political, came under their
consideration. But whereas the meetings of the Witan had become
those of an oligarchy dictating to a titular king, the Great Council,
in political matters, had rarely to do more than hear and approve
the previous decisions of a vigorous master.! In the names and
attributes of the great executive officials there is some change;
but those of William, like those of the Confessor, are chiefly
members of the royal household who have been charged with
public duties, and although the household of a Norman Duke
differed in details from that of a West-Saxon King there was a
strong general resemblance, since both were copies of the Carolingian
model.? Here again what strikes us as really new is the increase of
activity, the constant use of the household as a means for putting
into execution the resolves of one controlling mind. In time the
change of spirit produced a change of form, and the increase of
public business elevated inferior but more industrious officials at
the expense of the great nobles who held the highest posts by
hereditary right. And even in the reign of William we discern the
beginnings of an office to which the new bureaucracy would in the
future be subordinated. During his frequent visits to the Conti-
nent the duty of representing him for ordinary purposes devolved
upon commissions of Justiciars, among whom the lead seems to
have been taken by some trusted individual, a William Fitzosbern,
an Odo, or a Lanfranc. From this practice arose the office of the
Chief Justiciar.

In no measure is the methodical character of the new govern-
ment revealed more clearly than in the compilation of the Domes-
day survey. The practice of employing a sworn jury to ascertain
the rights of the sovereign was no novelty in France; and geld-
rolls of particular localities had been compiled, presumably on the
evidence of such juries, at earlier dates in William’s reign.? But

1 The Ordinance separating the Spiritual and Temporal Courts is issued * com-
muni concilio et consilio” (S. C., p. 85). The Domesday survey was ordered after
*¢ deep speech ** with the Great Council (4. S. C., 1085). But we hear su.rprisinﬁly
little of the Great Council on other occasions. On the Great Council in Normandy,
see Lappenberg, ii., p. 20.

% Lappenberg, ii., p. 21. .

3See De Gray Birch, Introduction to D day, for these earlier rolls: the
Northamptonshire Geld Roll is printed by Ellis in his Introduction to the Record

Edition of Domesday ; the Inquisitio Geldi (of 1084) in the same volume with the
Exon Domesday, pp. 1-75.
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the new survey surpassed all previous experiments in comprehen-
siveness and wealth of detail. It was ordered after a discussion in
the Christmas Council of 1085, and carried out, in spite of many
complaints and some rioting against the innovation, in the course of
the year 1086. Special commissioners went on circuit through the
hundreds and addressed a string of questions to sworn juries com-
Pprising, besides Norman settlers, the priest, the reeve, and six villeins,
from each township. A list of the questions has been preserved,
and may be translated to show the minuteness of the survey :—

“ What is the name of your manor? Who held it under King
Edward? Who holds it now? how many hides does it contain?
how many ploughs are there on the demesne, and how many belong
to the tenants? how many villeins, cottiers, slaves, freemen, socmen,
are there? how much woodland? how much meadow? how many
pastures ? how many mills? how many fishponds? how much land
has been added or taken away? what used to be the value of the
whole? what is the value now? how much did each freeman and
socman hold ? how much does he hold now?”

We still possess copies of the original returns relating to the
estates of the religious house of Ely. The information which these
and the rest contained was rearranged to form the Domesday Book ;
a register which was preserved in the treasury at Winchester and
was, at Jeast as late as the reign of Henry II., the decisive authority
on all questions of taxation and royal dues. The country is taken
shire by shire ; in most cases the account of the shire begins with
the chief borough or boroughs; then follows the survey of the royal
demesne; and thirdly the tenants-in-chief are taken one by one.
The survey, as we possess it, is incomplete, for it ignores the four
northern shires, and a number of towns, amongst them Winchester
and London. Omitting all facts which have no bearing on the
fiscal interests of the Crown it often fails us where we are most
in need of information; the scanty references which it makes to
institutions have raised more questions than we can ever hope to
_ solve. But it is a mine of information respecting local customs,

the relative strength and distribution of social classes, the territorial
possessions of great families, the manner and extent of Norman
colonisation, the industries and resources of each several shire; in
innumerable details it enables us to correct and supplement the
narratives of the chroniclers.
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Important as these measures were they are rivalled in import-
ance by the reforms which William sanctioned in the English
Church. Certain of his ecclesiastical measures have an obvious
political siguificance ; it was one of the simplest devices for secur-
ing his supremacy that he should take every opportunity of filling
English sees and abbacies with Normans chosen either from his
chapel or from religious foundations, such as that of St. Stephen
at Caen, which were intimately connected with his dynasty; and
we have good reason for supposing that in his frequent depositions
of obnoxious English prelates and in the selection of their successors
he paid more attention to expediency than to the requirements
of the canons.! Still of his appointments some were conspicuously
good and hardly one can be denounced as scandalous. Here and
there his nominees showed a deplorable want of tact, but even in
Thurstan of Glastonbury, the most notorious of them all in this
respect, his English detractors could not deny the existence of piety
and a certain fervour for the interests of religion. The ordinary
Anglo-Norman prelate showed himself a good steward of his church,
a mighty builder, a zealot for order and decency. The best of them
added to these the higher qualities of the reformer.

The Conquest of England was undertaken with the Pope’s
approval ; but Alexander’s sanction had only been granted, after
considerable hesitation, at the urgent request of the future Gregory
VII? We are entitled to conjecture that the Conqueror was under
pledges to do much more than free the English Church from a
usurping and schismatic primate. William was expected to justify
his enterprise by realising in England the programme of reform
associated with the names of Cluni and of Hildebrand ; and he was
willing to fulfil the expectation. Although the Norman Dukes had
always been tenacious of their right to appoint and remove bishops
and abbots at their pleasure, though William in particular had
been quick to resent any hint of Papal interference in this matter,
yet in other respects his predecessors and himself had welcomed
the Cluniac ideas; they had encouraged the foundation of new
monasteries and schools for clerks; they had invited foreigners
to assist them in the work of reform; and William had even
acknowledged the benefits to be obtained from following the advice

1So Eadmer, H. N.,p. 9. Florence, s.a. 1070. Orderic, ii., 225 ; iii., 240.
2 See Gregory’s letter to William in Monumenta Gregoriana, p. 414.
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of the Holy See in purely spiritual matters.! He desired to pursue
the same policy in England, and to execute any changes which
Rome desired, subject to the condition that the Pope should not
abuse his position as an authority on matters of discipline and
doctrine to intervene-between the King and the clergy in their
temporal relations.

There was much need of reform in the English Church ; it failed State
to reach, not only the Hildebrandine ideal, but even the moderate gf;}fsh
level of efficiency and purity which two or three generations of Church
reform had secured in France and Burgundy. From a modern
point of view it may seem a matter of indifference that Cluniac
monasticism, after producing a brief period of ferment in the
England of Edgar and Dunstan, had abandoned the hopeless task
of converting the stolid island clergy to the practice of a stricter
rule; that English monks except in their celibacy were hardly to
be distinguished from the secular clergy; and that the latter,
whether canons or parish priests, were usually married and copied
the layman both in his dress and in his mode of life. But when it
is remembered that asceticism and strict discipline were essential
features of the ideal to which the English clergy tendered a lip-
homage, it cannot be considered a slight evil that asceticism end
discipline were nowhere to be found. The sharpness of the con-
trast between practice and theory was fatal to the vigour and the
moral influence of the English Church. Learning and piety alike
were at a low ebb in every grade of the hierarchy. Even Godwin
and Harold, despite their antipathy to Norman churchmen, had to
admit that bishoprics might be more usefully conferred on aliens than
on native Englishmen; and of Wulfstan, who was in many ways a
brilliant exception to the general torpor of his profession, his apolo-
gist can only say that while despising the attainments which were
fashionable among the Norman clergy he was not altogether so
illiterate as had been commonly affirmed ; and that if he counte-
nanced the English practice of long drinking bouts, even in his own
household, this was from courtesy and not because he was himself
a heavy drinker? Much may be excused in the man whom even
Normans admired for his uncompromising attack upon the Bristol

1 Orderic, ii., 48: * Dixit se quidem legatos Papae de fide et religione Christiana
ut communis Patris libenter suscepturum .
*W. Malmesb., G. P., p. 281. Vita Wulfstani, iii., § 2, etc.
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slave trade. But his moral enthusiasm was not shared by his English
colleagues. They had his weaknesses without his merits. Epis-
copal responsibilities must have sat very lightly on the episcopal
conscience when a prelate so respectable as Aldred of York was not
ashamed to hold four sees in plurality ; and the neglect of the
Archbishops to hold Church Councils, at a time when these assem-
blies were the recognised means of exciting and maintaining zeal
among the rulers of the church, is a proof that the English Church
had fallen into that torpor which sooner or later overtakes a small
corporation when freed from the pressure of public opinion and
forced by isolation to depend upon its own innate resources. The
English Church had never forgotten its partnership in the Catholic
communion ; but it had underrated the advantages to be derived
from intercourse with other churches; it had been content to
maintain the formal bond of unity by showing deference to the
Pope as the visible head of Western Christendom ; and this defer-
ence, genuine though it was, led to no important consequences in
an age when the centres of ecclesiastical reform were to be found
anywhere except at Rome. But the traditional respect for Rome
now at length proved useful: it facilitated the schemes of reform
which the Conqueror set on foot. From the outset all of these,
whether their object was political or religious, were laid before the
English Church as either suggested or approved by the Holy See.
In the year 1070 Papal legates were invited into England and
permitted to hold synods. By their help William effected the
deposition of Stigand and such other changes in the personnel of
the episcopate as he considered immediately desirable. In par-
ticular he obtained their cordial approbation of Lanfranc as the
new Primate and future organiser of reform. This step once
taken, the purpose for which William had summoned them was
fulfilled ; they left the country and Lanfranc took their place in
English eyes as the representative of Roman ideas and the regular
intermediary between the Pope and the national Church.
Lanfranc’s official policy did not entirely correspond with his
professions of obedience; he deliberately abandoned some important
articles in the Papal programme; and the Concordat which he
established between the English Church and State was of a kind
more acceptable to William than to Hildebrand. A statesman
rather than a logician the Archbishop followed, in matters of faith
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and discipline, the straightest path of orthodoxy; but in the
sphere of politics he attenuated the theocratic principles of Cluni
to suit the wishes of the King. Politics were Lanfranc’s true
vocation although his versatility, the lack of early opportunities for
showing his true bent, and some conventional scruples which
lingered in his mind when he at length emerged from the cloister
to enter public life, left his contemporaries in doubt as to the exact
nature of his greatness. In Normandy he was known as the finest
teacher of his time, the master of Anselm and Ivo of Chartres;
beyond the Alps as the dialectician who had convicted Berengar
of heresy before two Papal councils ; in England as a model bishop,
a zealot for monasticism, and the most subtle lawyer in the Curia
Regis. In all of these capacities he did good work, because he
was incapable of failing in any business which he undertook ; but
the English estimate of his character, though incomplete, came
nearest to the truth. His controversial writings throw little or
no light upon the inner meaning of the beliefs which they defend,
and are chiefly remarkable for the lawyer-like dexterity with which
he marshals texts from his authorities to define the orthodox
position. In fact he taught that it is the first duty of the theo-
logian to define, and of the Christian to believe, the teaching of
antiquity ; that rational explanation is an intellectual luxury,
innocent yet of no great advantage for the Christian life ; and that 4-«.6 ?
metaphysics have their root in an arrogant desire to compress the
laws of God within the limits of a finite understanding.! His
remarks upon those ulterior problems which his age regarded as fair
matter for discussion illustrate the fancies, sometimes noble, more
often puerile, but always inchoate and unconnected, which floated
through the minds of medieval men of action. In the Elucidarium, The
which is commonly attributed to him and in any case expresses Pchool of
the teaching of his school, these fancies, culled from the most
various sources, are passed in review with bewildering rapidity. At
one moment we hear a faint echo from the schools of Greek philo-
sophy ; that nothing in the world is unconscious of the divinity,
and that even things inanimate have a soul which perceives their
Creator and keeps them steadfast to his law. Then follows a rude
attempt at cosmography ; there are three heavens, a material which
is visible to man, a spiritual in which the angels dwell, an intel-

4‘ See the dialogue against Berengar, D¢ Corpore et Sanguine Domins,
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lectual in which the Trinity unfolds its nature to the blessed. Sub-
joined is a mystical commentary upon the story of Creation: the
first man was called Adam because the four quarters of the earth
are in the Greek language, Anatole, Dysis, Arctos and Mesembria ;
and the name formed from their initials denotes at once the nature
of man, as a microcosm, and his destiny which is to spread and
multiply through every land. Then follow speculations, half
Rabbinical and half scholastic, concerning angels and their pro-
perties. To every man and every nation a guardian angel is
assigned ; in heaven there are nine legions of the angels, because
nine is the square of three and the most perfect symbol of the
Trinity ; the fallen angels could not be redeemed, first because of
each of them is sui generis so that if Christ had taken upon Him
the nature of one fallen angel He would thereby have redeemed
that one alone, and secondly because the angelic nature is incap-
able of death, and without death there is no redemption. The
work closes with some reflections upon practical morality in which
the legend of a golden age and the Stoic’s praise of Nature are
blended with the ideas of St. Benedict. Few knights, the author
says, are good for they are wont to live on plunder and clothe
themselves by rapine. There is little hope for the merchant since
nearly all his wealth comes through deceit and perjury. Of crafts-
men but a few escape damnation since they too are deceitful and
the Scripture says that no darkness and no shadow of death may
conceal those who work iniquity. But the tillers of the soil are
for the most part saved, inasmuch as they lead a simple life and by
the sweat of their brows provide the people of God with food; also
it is written “ happy are those who eat the labour of their hands”.

Such were the thoughts which occupied the minds of Lanfranc
and his pupils in the lecture room at Avranches and the cloister-
schools of Bec and Caen. It is in his career as a diplomatist and
an administrator that we detect the master-mind; there is little
to connect his statesmanship with his philosophy. But the weak,
as well as the strong, qualities of leading men leave their mark on
history, and the character of Lanfranc’s thought was of some
moment for the future of the English Church. It was not to be
expected that the followers of such a master should be as successful
in elevating its theology as they undoubtedly were in reforming its
daily life and institutions.
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The main idea of Lanfranc’s English policy was strictly practical. Church
Following in the wake of the Cluniacs and Hildebrand he desired Councils
to draw a sharp distinction between the hierarchy and the laity,
between the spheres of secular and spiritual government. Even
before Lanfranc’s appointment one step had been taken towards
this end. The ecclesiastical changes of 1070 were effected in
assemblies composed entirely of ecclesiastics, and the principle of a
distinct legislature for the Church was thus revived. For the
fature these synods of the clergy were held at the same place and
season as the feudal councils of the tenants-in-chief ; and although
the prelates had their seats in both assemblies, the chief connecting
link was the King’s personality. William maintained as King of
England the habit, which he had formed as a Norman Duke, of
taking part in the deliberations of his clergy ;' and the extent of
his controlling power was considerable. He required that no
general synod should be called, and no resolutions introduced with-
out his sanction. But this power was exercised with caution ; and
apart from the occasions when it was used to procure the degrada-
tion of prelates whose patriotism was their chief offence, the King’s
ideas were felt more as a restraining than asa directing force. The
duty of framing a policy and expressing it in canons apparently
devolved on Lanfranc, and the Anglo-Norman Church was less
Erastian than it seemed.

The edict of 1076 by which William decreed the separation of Ecclesi-
the lay and spiritual courts can hardly be regarded as a departure 2tical
from his usual reserve, since its object was to free ecclesiastical
judges from an irksome and unprofitable control. The spiritual
jurisdiction of bishop and archdeacon had hitherto been exercised
in the public courts; and we gather from the terms of William’s
ordinance that the doomsmen claimed the right of acting as
assessors in spiritual no less than in secular causes, with the result
that the canons of the Church were relaxed or corrupted by an
admixture of local custom. The change was one at which every
reformer would rejoice ; the advisability of a moral censorship being
once admitted no man of common sense could approve the idea of ~
placing this censorship under the control of the very class which it
was intended to correct. Some opposition might have been excited
if the measure had been logically complete, if the bishop and arch-

1 See the preamble to the decrees of 1072 in Milo Crispin's Vita Lanfranci, § 33.
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deacon had been debarred from exercising any influence upon the
course of secular justice. This does not seem to have been the
case. Not only did the archdeacon retain his right of superintend-
ing the ordeal by fire and water, but the bishop also made his
appearance in the shire-court and continued for some time to share
ythe presidency with the sheriff,! presumably because an old and
respectable tradition required the bishop to provide that earthly
justice should be tempered with Christian mercy. Within a genera-
tion or so reformers took exception to this amiable anomaly, and
the episcopate abandoned of its own free will a right which, if im-
pugned by the lay power, would probably have been defended to

TheHilde-

brandine
Reforms

Gregory

VIIL
claims

homage

the death.

The two reforms for which the Hildebrandine party showed
most eagerness were the enforcement of clerical celibacy and the
prohibition of lay investitures; and it is remarkable that, on these
questions, William’s tenacity of purpose and Lanfranc’s common
sense should have triumphed over the imperious idealism of Gregory
VII. The latter, on his election to the Holy See (1073), threw
to the winds the caution which had marked the policy of Alex-
ander II. In Papal Councils of 1078 and 1075 decrees of the most
uncompromising kind were passed, forbidding clerical marriages,
declaring those which had been contracted null and void, and
launching the sentence of excommunication against all who con-
ferred or received an ecclesiastical benefice by lay investiture.
Simultaneously the Pope preferred a claim to feudal suzerainty
over almost every crown in Europe, vainly supposing that by
means of such pretensions he could exact for his new laws the re-
spect which his position as head of a religious commonwealth had
failed to secure. The grounds of the claim were different in each
case, but in reference to England he maintained that the Conquest
had been sanctioned by Alexander on condition that the conquered
land should be held as a fief from Rome. To the triple attack the

! Leges Edwardi, Leges Henrici VII., S. C., p. 104. Writs of Henry I. and
Stephen addressed to bishop and sheriff Jomﬂy in the Gloucester Ca.rtulary, i
164, 239, 240 ; ii., 34, 45. But, towards the end of Henry's rexfn the bishop
bably appears in the shire-court only as a suitor. Leges Edwardi I11. ; becum ue
regis justitia, vel cujuscumque sit, placita tenuerit, si ullus episcopus veniat
et aperuerit causam sanctae ecclesiae, i prius terminetur ”'.  This refers only to
shire-courts held by justices. Leges Henrici VII., § 3: “ Aguntur itaque primo
debita verae christianitatis jura,” refers to shire-courts in general and has been taken
as proving that the bishop was a judge ; but this is extremely doubtful.
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English King and Church returned three different replies. The
Council of Winchester in 1076 adopted the decree concerning
clerical marriages with the important reservation that, while for-
bidding the marriage of all priests and deacons for the future, it
recognised the validity of existing marriages in the case of parish
priests on whom the obligation of celibacy had not, for some time
past, been regarded as even morally incumbent.! To the claim of
homage the King replied in a firm but respectful letter, professing
his perfect willingness to render such obedience as had been usual on
the part of former Kings of England, but entirely repudiating the
position of a vassal. Neither in the decrees of the Council nor in
the King’s letter was there any reference to the question of investi-
tures; but Lanfranc was despatched on a mission to the Roman
court (1076), in the course of which he appears to have procured a
friendly settlement. He conceded the principle that it lay within
the province of the Pope to insist on free elections; but he also
maintained the existence of a special privilege conceded to the
English Crown by which it was allowed the full control of the
higher ecclesiastical patronage. The Pope confirmed the privilege
for William’s life-time,? and the latter may have shared with Lan-
franc the belief that in postponing they had really solved the
controversy. This episode altered the feelings of William and
Lanfranc towards the Papacy. Their relations with Alexander II.
had been of the most cordial kind ; and Lanfranc in particular de-
ferred to his old pupil with a readiness which left nothing to be
desired at Rome. Of Gregory VII. they were more suspicious,
and his request for homage extinguished any personal regard which
they may once have felt for him. It may be true, as a German
chronicler asserts, that English ports were closed to the merchants
of the Emperor’s dominions at some period of his war with Gregory.?
But William’s sympathy with the Papal cause went no further, if
it went so far; and when the war led to a schism, England assumed
an attitude of neutrality, not to say indifference. We have a letter
from Lanfranc to a legate of Clement the anti-Pope in which,
while recommending his correspondent not to enter England with-
out the King’s permission, he remarks that England has not yet
decided between the rivals, and expresses a doubt whether the

! Wilkins, Concilia, i., p. 367. 3 Orderic, ii., 304.
3Chron. Bertold. Constant. in Bouquet, Recueil, xi., 25.
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Emperor’s great success in capturing Rome (1083) does not prove that
Heaven is on the imperial side! But if the Pope of the moment
was unpopular in England, the Papacy as an institution commanded
deep respect; even when relations with Gregory VII. were most
strained Lanfranc acknowledged that the Pope possessed a canonical
authority over himself and the English Church; and Gregory,
bitterly as he resented the refusal of homage at the moment,?
learned in later life to esteem William as a king who, with all
his faults, was more devoted than many others to the Roman See.?
It is true that Eadmer mentions, among the Conqueror’s rules of
ecclesiastical policy, two which might have been so pressed as to
destroy the Pope’s authority in England. William would allow
no Pope to be recognised in England, and no papal letters to be
received by any of his subjects, without his consent. We know,
moreover, that he disliked to let his clergy, whether Norman or
English, resort to Rome and Papal Councils. On the other hand
we know that the uncompromising Gregory found no cause for
serious complaint in William’s conduct ; and there is every reason
for thinking that the King merely desired to prevent encroach-
ments on the secular prerogative. Lanfranc’s correspondence and
career prove that he and his master conceded important powers to
the Pope, not only in matters of conscience and the faith, but also
in administrative questions. They admitted for example the neces-
sity of obtaining the pallium for an archbishop, and the Pope’s
power to invalidate episcopal elections; they were scrupulous in
obtaining the Pope’s consent when the deposition or the resignation
of a bishop was in question ; and they submitted the time-honoured
quarrel of York and Canterbury to his decision. These admissions
are sufficient to prove that the canonical obedience which Lanfranc
promised was not a matter of mere words. Obedience may not
have been welcome to his master or himself, and its consequences
were mitigated when Lanfranc obtained for himself a legatine com-
mission from Alexander II. But the duty of obedience was never
in itself disputed.

Some minor consequences of Lanfranc’s primacy, though inter-

1 Lanfrancs Epistolae, No. 65 (ed. Giles).

3 See the letter quoted in Baronius, 1079, § 25: ** Pecunias sine honore tributas
quan't;}n'etii habeam tu ipse potuisti dudum perpendere .

onumenta Gregor., p. 478: “ Caeteris regibus se satis probabiliorem ac
magis honorandam ostendit ”.
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esting in ecclesiastical history, must be dismissed with a bare Minor
mention. The Council of London in 1075 decreed, in accordance E‘fé:l"
with the canons of Laodicea and Sardis, that every bishop should Changes
have his seat in some important town.! The change came too late

to give the bishops of England that influence on municipal develop-

ment which was exercised by their continental brethren; but it
produced some changes in nomenclature and some new cathedrals.

The see of Sherborne was removed to Old Sarum, that of Selsey to
Chlchester, that of Lichfield to Chester ; Dorchester-on-Thames,
Elmham, and Wells were supeueded by Lincoln, Thetford, and Bath.

In many cases where there was no such removal great churches
arose, of which we may still see traces in the crypts of Worcester

and York, the transepts of Winchester and Ely, the east end of
Gloucester, and the undefaced portions of St. Albans. Many
houses of secular canons were appropriated to the use of monks;
ruined and impoverished monasteries were rebuilt, repeopled, re-
endowed. Alike in secular and regular foundations the ancient
discipline was restored. Good or bad the new prelates were

a strenuous race and left their names in local, if not in national
history. Among abbots we may instance Serlo of Gloucester and Norman
Vital of Westminster as patterns of the Cluniac school ; Paul of St. Prelates
Albans, who built the greatest abbey church in England with the

ruins of a Roman town, reviled his English predecessors as uncouth

and simple men, and hoped to destroy their memory at the same

time as their monuments; and Thurstan of Glastonbury, a still
more truculent reformer. He, when his English monks refused

to sing the new-fangled chants of William of Fécamp, hunted the
recalcitrants through their own church with knights and archers,

till some were slain and many wounded and the steps of the high

altar ran with blood. Such arguments were too forcible for his
master ; Thurstan went back to his Norman monastery in deep dis-
grace. A fervent man and of some piety, so the English historian

of his abbey tells us; but his virtues were not generally recognised.

Of the new prelates the most remarkable for his attainments was
Thomas of York who, not content with a Norman schooling, had

gone as far afield as Germany and Spain in search of knowledge,

but wasted his later years in efforts to emancipate his see from the
control of Canterbury, Distinction of other kinds was achieved by

1'W. Malmesb., G. P., p. 66.
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Walkelin of Winchester, the enemy of monks and friend of seculars ;
by Gundulf of Rochester,  the most skilled of all men in the mason’s
craft,” the architect of Rochester Castle; by Walcher of Durham
who won the crown of martyrdom through the misbehaviour of
his foreign favourites; and by his successor William of St. Calais,
an adroit diplomatist and cunning lawyer whose career was but
commencing when the reign of the first William ended. There
are many types of Norman churchmen, but a family resemblance
may be traced in all. They lack the finer virtues; they are positive,
practical, astute, narrow-minded, intolerant of opposition. But
the age had need of spiritual drill-sergeants; and to this réle the
Norman prelate was perfectly adapted.
Foreign From this survey of William’s reorganising work we may now
f:,}:f?“" turn to the wars and foreign relations of his later years. They are
of less moment than we might expect. We are told that he felt
some jealousy of Robert Guiscard and used to say it would be
disgraceful in a Norman Duke to be eclipsed by one of his own
subjects. None the less he was content to match the conquest of
the two Sicilies with that of England, and undertook no later enter-
prise which might compare in audacity with Guiscard’s attack on
the Byzantine Empire; although there is a tale that, in the year
1074, he was almost induced by Hanno, the rebel Archbishop of
Cologne, to seize the old imperial capital of Aachen.! Respect for
the legal rights of his equals and superiors was deeply engrained
in William's character, and there were prudential reasons for ob-
serving moderation. Ruling over a discontented and alien nation,
and until 1086 never free from the fear of English or Danish
pretenders, he could ill afford to court new enemies by a course
of indiscriminate aggression. In spite of serious provocations it
was his rule to stand on the defensive.
Scotland, His forbearance towards the minor powers of the British Isles
Walesand j3 more remarkable than his abstention from foreign undertakings,
since in this case an aggressive policy would have been acceptable
to his new subjects. He had every excuse for wars of conquest.
The Ostmen of Dublin gave shelter to the sons of Harold; the
North Welsh joined the rising of Edwin and Morcar in 1069 ;

1 Lambert of Hersfeld in Bondluet. Recueil, xi., 66. Cf. Freeman, N. C.,iv., p. 119,
as to the probable reason ; also Wissowa, Politische Besichungen swischen England
u. Deutschland.
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Malcolm of Scotland came on more than one occasion to the help
of Edgar Atheling, and, even after the Atheling gave up the con-
test, showed himself a bad neighbour to Northumbria. In all these
cases there was good excuse for wars of conquest, and no doubt as
to the superiority of William’s military resources. For the defence
of the borders he had the fyrd at his disposal; if he wished for
mercenaries he possessed the right to levy Danegeld ; and the intro-
duction of the feudal system placed at his disposal an unpaid force
of about 5,000 knights and mounted men at arms. But he showed
considerable reluctance to use his strength. When in 1079 Malcolm
wasted all the country north of the Tyne, the only measure of re-
taliation was a counter-raid which went as far as Falkirk. Northum-
berland, though entrusted to the keeping of an earl, seems to have
been lightly valued by the King ; the building of Newcastle in 1080
showed a disposition to treat the Tyne as the real frontier on that
side; and the recovery of Westmoreland and Cumberland was left
to William Rufus. On the side of Wales indeed there was a
distinct advance. But this was due to the energy of individual
marchers. On the north coast Robert of Rhyddlan, who held all
royal rights in North Wales at the trifling rent of £40, pushed
his frontier forward to Diganwy. On the central march the Earls
of Shropshire planted their town and castle of Montgomery as an
outpost in the richest part of Powis; and the Earls of Hereford
carried their raids as far to the westward as Ceredigion. Once
only, in the year 1081, William brought an army to the aid of his
lieutenants. His march, though it led him to St. David’s, resulted
merely in the release of certain English captives and the foundation
of Cardiff castle. The difficulty of conquering such a land as
Wales is great; but the Welsh kingdoms of Gwynedd, Powis and
Deheubarth had seldom been more feeble or divided, and the
efforts of the marchers, if properly directed and assisted, might
have been far more productive than they actually were. Concern-
ing Ireland we are told in the English Chronicle that, if William
had lived two years longer, he would have won that land by
his wariness and without any weapons. The boast may refer
to negotiations of which we have no other record. But William’s
hopes appear to have been based on Lanfranc’s relations with
the See of Dublin and certain Irish princes. The English Primate
received professions of obedience from two successive Archbishops
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of Dublin,! and his exhortations to ecclesiastical reform were heard
with patience.? It is rash to suppose that he was equally success-
ful as a political propagandist, and in fact we have no proof that
he exposed his influence to such a test.

The truth is that feudal armies, both by the laxity of their
discipline and by the short term of their annual service, were
unsuited for offensive warfare; and the gelds which William raised
from time to time were spent on other purposes than conquest.
Even with the wealth of England at his disposal he had no easy
task to hold all that force or fraud had won for himself and his
ancestors in France. He was surrounded on three sides by aggrieved
or envious princes, and new problems forced themselves in swift
succession on his mind. Before he had been King of England
many years he lost the Flemish alliance which had been valuable
to him for more purposes than one. His wife’s father, the great
Baldwin V., died in the year 1067 leaving two sons, of whom the
elder took the whole succession according to the established custom
of the House of Flanders. The younger, Robert, consoled himself
for a time with the county of Frisia which he had acquired by a
well-chosen marriage. But the early death of Baldwin VI. and
the minority of his son Arnulf encouraged the Frison to defy a
rule of inheritance which was still repugnant to ordinary ideas of
equity. Civil war ensued in which the sympathies of the Con-
queror were undisguisedly ranged on the side of the legitimate
successor. He permitted William Fitzosbern, the most valued
of his counsellors, to abandon the regency of Normandy for that
of Flanders; and the earl, although he took no more than ten
knights to share in his adventure, was the controlling mind in
Armulf’s councils until ward and guardian fell together on the
field of Cassel (1070). Even after this conclusive victory it was in
vain that the Frison asked for William’s recognition of his title;
and Arnulf’s brother Baldwin, received constant aid from Nor-
mandy in his forays upon Flemish territory. The result was a
feud which long menaced the peace of Normandy and culminated
in 1085 with the equipment of a Flemish fleet to aid Cnut of
Denmark in invading England. Only the accident of Cnut’s

1 Patricius in 1074 ; Donatus in 1085. See the profession of obedience made by
Patncms in Opera Lanfranci, i., 356.
2 Lanfranci Epistolae, No. 43, No. 44.



1087] THE REORGANISATION OF ENGLAND 59

assassination persuaded Robert to let his grievance slumber! He
was the sole enemy whose hatred the Conqueror gratuitously drew Brittany
upon himself. The feuds with which he had to deal elsewhere had
been inherited from his forefathers. The timely death of Conan
II. by no means put an end to the old disputes with Brittany.
The Conqueror’s relations with Duke Hoel and his successor Alain
were of a chequered kind; hollow reconciliations alternated with
inconclusive wars until, in the year 1086, a marriage between Alain
and the Conqueror’s daughter Constance excited hopes of a more
lasting peace, which William did not live to see frustrated.?
Maine presented a more serious problem, and although the Maine
resources of England were brought to bear upon this discontented
province, William’s success went no further than the destruction
of one among several dangerous enemies to the Norman overlord-
ship. The story is involved and must be told in detail.?

In the year 1072 at a moment when William’s hands were free
as they had not been for many years, the nobles of Maine and the
burghers of Le Mans came to the conclusion that he was no longer
to be feared, since he had ceased to live on their side of the
Channel. They united therefore, drove out the Norman garrison
from the castles of Le Mans, and sent to Italy for Azo of Liguria,
the son-in-law of their last count, to come and rule them. He
came but the situation did not please him. He was an old man
who desired a quiet life and doubted the ability of the Manceaux
to keep out the Conqueror. Moreover he suspected that they
liked his money better than himself, and was resolved to spend as
little as he could on a doubtful cause and doubtful friends. By
way of a compromise between his ambitions and his prudence he
left his wife and child to rule in Maine with the help of his chief
supporter Geoffrey of Mayenne; but returned for his own part to

i No sooner had he gone than the men of Le Mans, The Com-

deciding to be rid at once of the new dynasty and of the nobles 'ﬁ:’ﬁ:{,
upon whom it leaned, banded themselves together as a commune ro72-3
for the mutual defence of liberties. They drove out Azo’s repre-
sentative, laid siege to the castles of obnoxious barons, and hanged

1Varenbergh, pp. 52-60. Will. Malmesb., G. R., iii., §§ 257-8.

 For the marriage see the Breton Annals in Bouquet, xii., 559, 562, 563. Con-
stance died without issue in 1090,

3 The chief authorities are the Gesta Pontificum Cenomannensium (Bouquet, xii.,
539 ff.) and Orderic.
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or blinded those of their old oppressors on whom they could lay
hands. The nobles however made so stout a resistance that the
citizens were soon in urgent need of allies. They bethought them
that Fulk of Anjou was in name their overlord, and invited him
to their assistance. He granted it in the belief that sooner or
later the commune could be brought beneath his sway; and in a
short time the united forces of Anjou and Le Mans cleared the
city of its enemies. But in the moment of success the joint forces
of England and Normandy, with William at their head, appeared
upon the frontier. Fulk and the family of Azo vanished from the
scene. The nobles hurried back to their castles. The commune
began to think of protecting itself from William’s vengeance. But
preparations had been delayed too long; one by one the castles
fell;; the spirits of the citizens sank as William, leaving a devas-
tated country in his wake, approached Le Mans. They made
their submission ; their ancient privileges were restored ; but the
commune and the claim to self-government which it involved were
utterly ignored by the victor. From Le Mans the King experienced
no further trouble; the spirit of the citizens was broken. On his
remaining enemies he produced less effect. The quarrel with Fulk
was suspended by an arrangement which secured the overlordship
to him and the title of Count to William’s eldest son, and left
excuses in abundance for reviving the claims of Anjou at the first
opportunity. The nobles of Maine were cowed, but only for the
moment. One of them, Herbert of St. Suzanne, subsequently
contrived to make head against the King and the King’s lieutenants
for three years (1083-5) until his submission was purchased by a
grant of the most liberal terms.! Maine was to cause thuch trouble
in the future.

The Re- Of all William’s enemies the most feeble but also the most

;%“;:r‘: of pertinacious was his overlord, the King of Paris. While the

10749 hostility of Anjou, Maine and Brittany threatened only the
outlying parts of Normandy, the House of Capet regarded the
very existence of a Duchy which separated Paris from the sea as
an intolerable hardship. It was fortunate for William that the
opportunity of seizing England came to him when France was ruled
by a regent, and that regent his own father-in-law: but it was
still more fortunate that Baldwin’s ward, on attaining to the age

1 Orderic, iii., 196.
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of manhood, showed himself as ineffectual and petty in his designs
as he was implacable in his hostility. The two were usually on
bad terms, and Philip showed some ingenuity in devising methods
of annoyance. But, with the one exception of his march to raise
the siege of Dol in 1076, he carefully refrained from personal en-
counters, and the episode of Gerberoi is a sufficient proof of the
wholesome fear which the Conqueror inspired in him. About the
year 1074 Robert Curthose quarrelled with his father.! Invested
with the Duchy of Normandy in the year 1066, and with the county
of Maine in 1073, Robert had never been allowed the slightest share
in the government of either province. He clamoured for what he
termed his rights, sulked when they were refused him, took offence
at the gibes and horseplay of his brothers, and fled with his boon-
companions to the border stronghold of Raimalast? He was
followed and expelled from the duchy; after aimless visits to his
father’s enemies and his own relations in Flanders, Lorraine,
Suabia, and Aquitaine, he turned his steps to Paris and invoked
the help of Philip I. The French king allowed him to take up
quarters in the castle of Gerberoi in the Beauvoisis that he might
barry the adjacent parts of Normandy. But when William re-
proached his sugerain with this breach of treaties and of feudal
obligations, and demanded reparation, Philip not only disowned
connection with his guest but joined William in laying siege to
Gerberoi? He may have salved his conscience by betraying the siege of
father as he had betrayed the son. At all events his assistance Gerberoi,
was too slight to save William from a humiliating failure. The 7
castle was not taken, and in one of the skirmishes outside the
walls Robert met and worsted his father in a single combat. The
old King was wounded in the hand; his horse fell beneath him
pierced by an arrow; his very life was in danger until an English
thane, Tokig of Wallingford, leaped from his saddle and forced
his master to mount in his place. William withdrew, and shortly
afterwards allowed his barons to end by mediation a conflict which
shocked their moral sense and left them no alternative, while it
continued, but to fight against the sovereign of the moment or
the sovereign of the future. It was a superficial reconciliation,

! Lappenberg, ii., p. 129. ? Orderic, ii., 294.
3Prevost in his edition of Orderic, ii., 387, g)roves the presence of Phili
Orderic omits the single combat of son and father but see the 4. S. C. (D. text ';
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and soon destroyed by further quarrels. Robert again became a
fugitive, and was perhaps again assisted by his shifty overlord.
For this or other reasons William was at the end of his life on
the worst of terms with Philip. The latter tolerated, if he did
not encourage, the raids of the inhabitants of Mantes upon the
Norman border. William retaliated with a claim to the whole
district, known as the French Vexin, in which the offending city
stood. This claim, a fertile cause of discord in the future and
only to be settled by the expulsion of William’s line from Normandy,
rested upon the assertion that Philip’s father, Henry I., when
bard pressed by his brother and a fugitive from Paris (1031-4)
had bartered the French Vexin for the help of Robert the Devil,
but subsequently had taken advantage of the Conqueror’s minority
to resume his grant. A grievance so long allowed to slumber
might not have borne the test of close examination. It served,
however, to excuse an expedition against Mantes (July, 1087);
the town was taken unawares, sacked, and reduced to ashes. But
the revenge was dearly purchased ; in leaping a ditch, or through
a stumble on hot ashes, the King’s horse threw his rider with
violence against the pommel of his saddle. A serious internal
lesion was the consequence. The expedition was perforce aban-
doned and William returned, a doomed man, to his Norman
capital.

Death-bed  His last words and dispositions are recorded with unusual

Disposi-
tions of
William

fulness, and no doubt with the usual rhetorical embellishments,
by two writers who apparently relied upon the information of eye
witnesses and are in harmony on all essential points. The King
was accurately informed as to his condition, but expressed no regret
for the nearness of his end, and occupied his mind with arrange-
ments for the future welfare of his soul and his dominions. He
dictated to his notaries a list of the gifts which he bequeathed
from his treasures to the poor and the churches of Normandy and
England. At the persuasion of the bishops and abbots who stood
by his bedside he released from prison, Wulfnoth son of Godwin,
Wulf son of Harold, Alfgar, Morcar, Siward Barn, Roger of
Hereford, and Odo of Bayeux—all the men, in short, whether
English or Norman, whom he had incarcerated for reasons of
policy and state. Among these pardons that of Odo of Bayeux
was the only one which his heir eventually allowed to stand and
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it was the only one which William had been loath to grant; not

from any rancour which he felt against his half-brother, but from

a well founded apprehension of the mischief which ambition so
unbridled might produce. It only remained to divide his sovereign

rights among his sons. Orderic Vitalis makes the dying man ex- The Eng-
press remorse for the means by which he had gained England, and 2:‘;‘:“’
refuse to nominate a successor to a throne which he held by no

just title.! It is more likely that William entertained some slight
respect for the elective character of the English monarch, per-
functorily recognised at his own coronation. Nome the less he

gave utterance to his private wishes and took some steps for their
fulfilment. He handed the regalia, the crown, the sceptre, and

the jewelled sword, to William Rufus, the constant companion of

his later years, his favourite and most obedient son, and sent him

to England in the company of a royal chaplain who bore letters
commending the interests of the king-designate to the Primate
Lanfranc® Concerning Normandy and the absent Robert an
ominous silence was preserved, until at length the Archbishop of
Rouen ventured to remind the King of his duty to his eldest son,

and of the legitimate expectations which had been excited by the
previous investiture of Robert with the Duchy. William was not

easily persuaded. He recapitulated with some heat the numerous
instances of his son’s ingratitude; but at last, with an effort,
restrained himself and said, “ God is my witness, and you who are The Nor-
here present, that I forgive Robert his offences against myself, and ™27 Sue-
grant him the whole Duchy. It must be your part to move him

to repentance. I have forgiven him, let him not forgive himself

so easily, for bringing my old age with sorrow to the grave.”?®

He added a prophecy that Normandy would be wretched under

such a ruler. His youngest son, Henry Beauclerk, then came
forward to supplicate a blessing and a portion. William replied

by giving him the promise of five thousand pounds of silver and

1 Orderic, iii., 242.

3See the account, from the Harleian MS. of William of Jumidges, quoted by
Hardy, Descriptive Catalogus, ii., 14. This version of the death-bed scene probably
rests on the authority of Abbot 'Guntard of Jumidges whom Orderic mentions as
having been present, It is most valuable as corroborating Orderic, whose account
would otherwise be suspect from the rhetorical form in whlch it is cast. But the
Jumidges version contradicts Orderic in so far as it implies a distinct nomination
of Rufus to the English throne. Cf. Orderic, iii., 242. Hen. Hunt., 211.

3 See the Jumidges narrator ».s.
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a commendation to the good will of his elder brothers. Ill con-
tent, but eager to secure his modest legacy, Henry left the sick-
room ; and shortly afterwards the Conqueror breathed his last, in
the sixty-first year of his life, the fifty-third of his ducal power,
the twenty-first of his reign in England. He had outlived his
wife Matilda, the one human being for whom he had ever felt a
strong affection; and with the exception of Lanfranc, then far
away in England, there were few who mourned his death for the
sake of private friendship. His servants, following the custom of
the age and the nature of their kind, stripped his corpse and
went their ways. The dead King was conveyed to Caen at the
charges of a country knight, to be buried in the church of St.
Stephen which William and Matilda had founded as an act of
expiation for the slight which they had offered by their marriage
to the Church’s rules of consanguinity. Owing to a conflagration
in the city the funeral was scantily attended; the ceremony was
interrupted by a knight named Ascelin, whom William had de-
frauded of the site on which St. Stephen’s stood, and could not
be resumed until due compensation had been paid; and finally
the putrefving body burst asunder when it was forced into the
stone sarcophagus which the masons in their haste had made too
narrow. Meanwhile in the surrounding country the Norman
aristocracy turned the occasion to -their own account. The
Duke was dead and the Duke’s peace at an end. Robert of
Belléme, riding soberly to court, was met on the way by the
momentous news; he wheeled about and galloped back to his
fiefs upon the southern march. First he expelled the ducal
garrisons by which the castles on his land were held, then he
betook himself to pillage far and wide. The example was con-
tagious and soon every baron in Normandy did what seemed good
in his own eyes.!

A week or two before this stormy ending to the Conqueror’s
chequered life one of the less noted victims of his great achieve-
ment died quietly and generally mourned at Bruges. The visitor
to the Church of Saint Sauveur in that town is still shown the
epitaph and other relics of Gunhilda the daughter of Earl Godwin,
who, after the flight of her family from England, lived as a recluse
in Flanders and died on August 24th, 1087 ; a woman who, as her

1 Orderic, iii., 261,
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epitaph relates, was “cheerful and gentle to her servants, just and
benevolent to strangers, parsimonious to herself, but bounteous to
the poor”. In Denmark, Norway, Scotland, Flanders, wherever in
Europe there was hospitality and a kindly feeling for the English
nation, such hapless exiles were to be found, attesting William’s
greatness by their forlorn condition. Of desperate adventurers
also, who had staked their all in the cause of Harold or the
Atheling, the courts and camps of East and West were full. Even
to Byzantium a number made their way, enlisted under Alexius
Comnenus in the Varanger guard, and showed in bard fought
battles with Robert Guiscard and his Normans the same qualities
and the same defects which had gone down before the Norman
charge at Senlac. How tenaciously these exiles at Byzantium
cherished the memory of England may be judged from the fact
that in the fourteenth century their descendants still bore the
weapons and spoke the language of a native land which they had
never seen. It is not surprising if to all these outcasts, from the
princess to the Varanger guardsman, the Norman should seem, as
he seemed to the half-Norman William of Malmesbury, a very prince
of robbers.

The average Norman soldier was not much more than this. The Char-
That William stood above the average is proved by the exultation jvir of |
and relief with which his nobles learned of his decease, and by the
deliberate judgment of Englishmen who remained at home and
submitted to his rule. The Peterborough Chronicler, who had
seen William and lived for some time at his court, is an outspoken
critic. 'The king, he says, was given to avarice and greedy of gain :
he took from his subjects many marks of gold and many hundred
marks of silver with little need and small regard for justice. He
made large forests for the deer; he loved the high deer as if he
were their father. He was a very stern man and a wrathful so that
none durst do anything against his will ; he imprisoned earls and
thanes and at the last he spared not his own brother; he deposed
bishops and abbots ; he built castles and oppressed the poor. The
rich complained and the poor murmured, but he was so stark that
he recked nought of them; if they would live or keep their lands
they must will all that the king willed. And yet the chronicler is
proud, for England’s sake, of such a king. This William, he says,
was a very wise and a great man, more honoured and more power-

]
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ful than any of his predecessors. “ Amongst other things the good
peace that he made in this land is not to be forgotten.”

The mendacity with which he maintained his claim to England,
his duplicity towards would-be traitors, the betrayal of Stigand, the
execution of Waltheof, the harrying of the north have all been
cited, with more or less of justice, as blots upon the English part
of his career. But the offence for which his English subjects were
least ready to forgive him was that of making the New Forest as
an appendage to his royal seat at Winchester. On this subject the
chroniclers are unanimous in indignation; they talk of sixty villages
destroyed and miles of fertile fields laid waste, of thousands of
inhabitants expelled, of churches wantonly profaned and ruined.
It is in the last clause of the indictment that we may see the secret
of their heat. The soil of the New Forest can never have been
generally productive; and the amount of arable which Domesday
mentions as having been afforested is by no means large ; according
to one calculation 140 hides, or 16,800 acres.! Spoliation and
wilful destruction undoubtedly took place, but not on a gigantic
scale. The introduction of the forest law, hitherto unknown in
England, was in the end responsible for much more human suffer-
ing. For this too William must bear the blame; it is a poor
excuse that for breaches of the forest law as for other crimes he
was content to exact no heavier penalty than mutilation, and left
it for his successor to make the slaying of a deer a hanging
matter; a slightly better one that he inherited the tastes and
would not forgo the most cherished privilege of Norman dukes,
that in this matter as in so many more he simply transplanted to
England the general custom of his native land. For good or evil
he must be accepted by posterity as the pioneer of a rich and
vigorous but defective social systein, inheriting its prejudices with
its virtues, heroic chiefly in his magnanimity, his strength of will,
his love of order, his freedom from some among the grosser vices of
his race and generation.

1See the Victoria County History of Hampshire, vol. i., p. 411.
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CHAPTER III1

THE REIGN OF RUFUS

THE administrative system which the Conqueror imposed upon Character
his English subjects outlived him by rather less than ﬁﬁy“e:“

years (1087-1185); a term which, however short it may appear to 1o8;- 3235
us who look back at it across so many intervening centuries, is
longer than that which has been vouchsafed to constitutions more
celebrated and more pretentious. Judged by the durability of his
work the Conqueror compares not unfavourably with most of the
statesmen who have framed the governments of half-civilised and
growing nations. But the visible monuments were less important
than the remote and unpremeditated consequences of his policy.
When his constitution went to the ground in the anarchy of
Stephen’s reign, the fable of Cronos was repeated, and the parent
was deposed by his offspring. The forces which alternately de-
pressed and exalted King Stephen and his rivals were those to
which the Conqueror had given free scope for development. To
him the feudal aristocracy owed their lands and jurisdiction and
their military strength ; to him was due that reformation of the
English Church which made it once more the leader of opinion
and by divorcing it from the world gave it a title to command the
world.

In the period of unstable equilibrium, during which the growth
of feudal and ecclesiastical discontent was counterbalanced by the
growth of a despotic central government, there is no single states-
man by whom the order of events is determined, though there is a
single issue with which all events of note are connected in one way
or another. Outside England the stage of politics was still adorned
by some commanding figures. In England itself the period pro-
duced no man of genius, although some English conflicts were
dignified by the accident which made the half-Lombard, half-
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Burgundian Anselm their involuntary protagonist. The ability of
English politicians, if it was not the slave of royal caprice, fought
the battle of ideas inherited from the past or borrowed from abroad.
Even Anselm was dragged into his greatest struggle with the
temporal power by unreflecting deference to the will of the Univer-
sal Church as expressed through the mouth of Popes and Councils.
Flambard the chief minister of Rufus, Robert of Mellent and Roger
of Salisbury the confidants of his brother, were merely efficient and
unscrupulous subordinates. As for their masters, it would be a
gross exaggeration to credit Rufus with genius on account of his
wild dreams of conquest or Henry on account of his capacity for
taking pains. If we look at their work, rather than at their
idiosyncrasies of method, it is plain that Henry continued what
Rufus had begun, and that the improvements for which Henry is
responsible are extremely modest in their scope ; while Rufus in his
saner moments aspired no higher than to reunite the lands which
his father had ruled and to complete the plans which his father
left unfinished. In the pursuit of this double object the two
brothers sowed unconsciously the seeds of a new order. " They
made a practice of maintaining mercenaries; they met this and
other expenses of their policy by enlarging the royal prerogative or
by making inroads on ecclesiastical endowments ; they developed
a rudimentary form of bureaucratic government to facilitate their
exactions ; and when their power was challenged by the Church or
aristocracy they appealed to the support of the conquered race.
But they were driven from one of these expedients to another
without prevision of the goal to which their changes led. They
were conservative by temper and reformers by the accidents of
their situation. There is a striking difference between their per-
sonalities. The one was impetuous, passionate, and changeable ;
the other prudent, slow, and obstinate. Rufus was so illiterate that
he could not spell his way through an ordinary letter; Henry,
without pretensions to finished scholarship or breadth of mind, had
the instincts of an educated man and, himself impervious to the
ideals of his age, understood that they must be treated with a
semblance of respect. Rufus fought and squandered, leaving ex-
tortion to his clerks and judges; Henry, parsimonious and pacific,
was his own chief minister. Rufus disdained the forms of justice
and allowed to others the same licence which he exercised in his
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own person; Henry displayed so much of reverence for the letter
of the law that he reserved to himself the sole right of exceeding
it. But with all these differences the two men followed the same
obvious and open path of policy, Rufus with an intermittent energy
which cloaked his want of force, and Henry with a persistent
cunning and ill-faith which gave him among his contemporaries an
undeserved renown for wisdom.

The line taken by their policy is at once intelligible if we ana- Policy of
lyse the situation as it stood in the year 1087. The dominions of g‘;:‘r'y‘l'.“
the Conqueror, though partitioned for the moment, were too closely
knit together by the family and territorial connections of their
aristocracies for any statesman to regard their permanent separation
as desirable. The King of England and the Duke of Normandy
had rival claims upon the allegiance of almost every important
land-holder from the Tweed to the borders of Anjou and the Isle
of France. The rebels of one brother were the loyal subjects of
the other; and the barons on both sides of the Channel found their
account in provoking and protracting quarrels of every kind between
their rulers. This was a state of things which could only lead to
one result. The acquisition of Normandy became the first object
of English policy. It was so with Rufus; it was so with Henry I.
But behind this problem lay others of hardly less importance.
Surrounded on every side by envious or apprehensive powers the
Norman dominions could only be secured against attack through
further conquests. To subdue Wales and Maine, to humble
Scotland, France, and Anjou, were imperative duties ; and in these
objects we have the key to the foreign wars and the diplomacy of
the two brothers. Finally there was a danger to be apprehended
from the Church. Though the Conqueror had maintained his
“customs ” to the end and though Hildebrand had died in exile,
the Papacy remained even to an English statesman the most for-
midable, as it was the newest, of European powers. The defeats
which Hildebrand had sustained were eclipsed by the memory of
his successes. Rome inspired the terror which is felt for an un-
familiar and incalculable force ; and the power of Rome was steadily
increasing as each new wave of religious zeal swept over Europe.
The reformed Churches and the reforming Papacy were attracted
to one another by an overpowering sympathy; and the shadowy
allegiance which the Pope had received from time immemorial was
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rapidly acquiring form and content with the good will of all the
best men in every country. How far the new sentiment of loyalty
to Rome would carry men was doubtful ; there was no doubt that
it would clash at several points with the temporal allegiance de-
manded by an English king. And the danger from a rebel hier-
archy was greater even than that from a rebel baronage; for while
there was every probability that the English would side with the
Crown against a Norman Lord or Duke, their fidelity was more
problematical if it came to a conflict between their ghostly advisers
and their earthly sovereign. Hence Rufus and Henry made the
attempt, not indeed to break from Rome, which would have meant
separation from the visible unity of the Church, but to make the
connection a slight one, and liable to interruption at the royal
pleasure.

Such being the ends which were pursued by the Crown through-
out this period, it remains to see how far each of them was realised
first by the Red King and then by his successor.

Accession The news of the Conqueror’s death reached Rufus while he was
‘x’:al;“f“" still on Norman soil. He crossed the Channel in hot haste and
made it his first concern to seize the royal hoard at Winchester.
He brought with him Morcar and Wulfnoth son of Godwin,
the two most considerable of his father’s English prisoners, in
case the barons of England should have already caught the infec-
tion of revolt from their Norman cousins. But, as it proved, there
was no immediate need of an appeal to racial sentiment. The
friends of the new King had acted with energy; the friends of
Robert had not yet formulated their intentions; everything was
quiet in England. Rufus only needed to present himself and his
father’s commendatory letter to Archbishop Lanfranc. If Lanfranc
accepted him there was none to gainsay his coronation. It is said
that Lanfranc hesitated to fulfil the Conqueror’s request ; he may
well have done so, for the vices of Rufus were notorious. But the
prince was importunate, and in the end he had his way. At
Westminster, on September 26th, Lanfranc performed the ceremony
of coronation. Rufus added to the customary clauses of the coro-
nation oath a promise that he would be guided in all matters by the
Archbishop’s advice ; and this satisfactory declaration decided the
leaders of the baronage to tender their allegiance. That on a matter
of national concern they should take their cue from the Archbishop
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is a fact of much significance. Evidently it was thought that birth
and the wishes of a dying king should be allowed to settle the
question of the succession unless there were grave objections to the
candidate thus designated. But the right of granting or with-
holding the crown had passed away from the nation without coming
into the hands of the Great Council. It is the Church which holds
the balance between rival claimants, and the Archbishop is tacitly
accepted as the spokesman of the nation. No doubt Lanfranc
was an exceptional Archbishop ; but since the same deference was
shown to the opinion of the Church in 1100 and in 1185 we are
justified in assuming that on this occasion also the office counted
for more than the individual who held it.

The new king mounted the throne with little preparation and person-
less fitness for that high position. The Conqueror had steadily % of
declined to give his sons a share of power, and the youthful
Rufus was left to occupy himself with chivalric diversions, with war-
fare in a subordinate capacity, and in pursuing the more fashion-
able and flagrant vices of his class. At the time of his father’s
death he can have been little more than twenty-seven years of age;
but in the opinion of William of Malmesbury, his most lenient
critic, he had already sunk below the possibility of greatness or of
moral reformation. His appearance and demeanour were an index
to his character. He is described as of an ungainly build, square
and short and corpulent. His face was of a fiery hue, a circum-
stance to which he owed his nickname; his eyes, grey and flecked
with spots of brown, were deeply set beneath a frowning forehead.
He was restless in his movements and impatient in conversation.
His habitual expression was a sneer, and he enjoyed the reputa-
tion of a witty talker. But he was no orator and stammered so
violently that when excited he became almost inarticulate. On
public occasions he endeavoured to imitate the reserved and stately

of his father; but he was liable to fits of passion during

which he threw decorum to the winds. In private life he showed
himself familiar and accessible, vaunted his contempt for the ordin-
ary restraints of morality, and bragged of his most indefensible
designs with brutal naiveté. He was in fact the incarnation of a

" spirit against which the better conscience of his age had already
risen in revolt; of that gross and ferocious chivalry which the
régime of petty feudal states had produced all over Western
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Europe; a chivalry which, except in rare moments of exaltation
or dejection, remained insensible to religion or romance; which
respected no profession but that of war, obeyed no law but that of
feudal honour, and admitted no rights except in equals or superiors.
With the Crusades a new and gentler form of chivalry came into
being ; the accolade became a rite of mystical, and even of religious
import ; some elements of a higher moral code were infused into the
law of “courtesy ”. But the older school survived for a consider-
able time and in the days of Rufus it still kept the upper hand.
The palm of knightly excellence, as that school understood the
term, was equally divided between William of England and his
confederate, the gay, unblushing, blasphemous Duke William IX.
of Aquitaine. Contemptuous of priests and monks, oppressive to-
wards the peaceful and industrious, merciless to those who sinned
against the feudal contract, towards loyal knights, whether they
were his friends or enemies, Rufus was courteous, lenient, and exact
in the observance of his plighted word. He took delight in a bold
feat of arms, even if performed at his expense ; he deemed no honour
too great, no pay too high, for those who had earned distinction of
this kind. He was a poor judge of ability, and the barons whom
he promoted were in every way inferior to his father’s favourites.
But nowhere in Europe was there such another train of warriors as
that which he enlisted in his service. His court became the Mecca
of adventurers from both sides of the Alps. They took the wage
of mercenaries, but lived with their paymaster on the footing of
parasites and boon-companions. In peace or war they were always
at his side; his ordinary retinue might easily have been mis-
taken for an army and was almost as destructive. Thieves and
robbers of the vulgar kind trembled before the Red King’s face.
They found him no less vigilant than his father in the mainten-
ance of the public peace, and for their benefit he reintroduced
the death penalty which the Conqueror had abolished. But the
knights of the household were privileged offenders. Wherever
they accompanied the King they lived at free quarters on the
country-side ; on their departure from a homestead they staved
the casks of ale and mead, and burned or sold the provisions,
which they had not been able to consume. It was lucky if they
did no worse; for the law was powerless to protect life or limb
or female honour against the favourites of the King. At the news
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of the King’s approach his subjects fled for shelter to the woods
and hills! But Rufus cared nothing for the odium which his
followers brought upon him. He lived in dreams of conquest
which could only be realised with the help of mercenary knights;
while they were with him Rouen, Poitiers, Paris, and Rome itself
seemed to be within his grasp.? The proudest moments of his life
were those in which he marshalled all his chivalry, mercenaries and
barons together, at the three great festivals of Christmas, Easter,
Pentecost. That these gatherings might be celebrated with the
more magnificence he employed the men of London and the neigh-
bouring shires for two years upon the building of a banquet-hall
in Westminster. No structure so magnificent had been reared in
France or England since the days of the old Roman empire; but
the Red King grumbled that it was too small by half. His designs
were nothing if not grandiose, and there is a certain plausibility in
the legend which represents him as standing on the shore of Wales
and swearing that he would bridge St. George’s Channel with his
ships to conquer Ireland.? If statesmen were to be judged by
their ambitions and not by their achievements, the otherwise gro-
tesque comparison which William of Malmesbury institutes between
Rufus and Julius Ceesar might be allowed to pass.

In such a king there was little to attract either the native Rebellion
English or the Church. Yet the first events of his reign brought %fg;)::x?f
Rufus into a close alliance with both. However unpromising ro88
might be the new king’s antecedents the rule of one tyrant seemed
preferable to that of many, and a feudal rebellion of the year 1088
had the momentary effect of making the interests of the sovereign
identical with those of all the friends of peace and order. The plot
originated, strangely enough, with Odo of Bayeux whom Rufus
had released from prison and reinstated in his earldom. Probably
the cause of the bishop’s treachery is to be found in his old feud
with Lanfranc who held at the King’s side the position to

1 Eadmer, H. N., p. 192. Hen. Hunt., vii., § 19.

3 Suger, Vita LJ, § 1: * Dicebatur equidem vulgo regem illum superbum et
impetuosum aspirare ad regnum Francorum”. Gaimar speaks of designs on the
Empire: “S'il péust auques régner A Rome alast pur challenger L'ancien droit de

cel pais Que i avait Brenne et Belins”. For Poitiers see W. Malmesb., G. R,, iv.,

§ 333
3 Giraldus, De Institutione Principum, p. 144 (ed. Anglia Christ. Soc.).
4 W. Malmesb., G. R,, iv., § 320. For the character of Rufus see Orderic, iii.,

" 315; iv., 9. W. Malmesb., G. R, iv., §§ 305, 312, 321. Suger, Vita Ludovici ;

Roman de Row, 9390.
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which Odo would naturally aspire, and on which he might
reasonably count if his conspiracy succeeded in its object. This
was nothing less than the substitution of Robert for his brother
on the English throne. Specious excuses might be pleaded for
the revolution. Robert was the eldest son; the partition of the
Conqueror’s dominions would mean a diminution in the consequence
of the Norman race; and most of the barons had done homage to
Robert in the life-time of his father long before they became the
men of Rufus. But the conspiracy was not formed at the sugges-
tion of Robert who, though disappointed at his brother’s success—
he had boasted that the English would wait for him if he were as
far away as Alexandria—was disposed to take his disappointment
in a philosophic spirit. His help apparently was not invoked until
the train was laid; his interests were but the pretext through
which Odo designed to make himself a Mayor of the Palace, and
the bishop’s accomplices to vindicate their independence of the royal
authority. The character of the enterprise is betrayed by the
names of those concerned. It is true that Robert of Mortain and
William of Eu, both members of the ducal house, may con-
ceivably have taken Robert’s side in all good faith. But with
them were banded others about whom there can be no doubt;
Roger of Montgomery the astute Earl Palatine of Shropshire;
Bernard of Neufmarché, the lord of Brecon, who had won by the
sword every foot of land that he held beyond the Wye; Robert
Mowbray, the sombre warden of Bamborough and Northumbria ;
his uncle the fighting bishop of Coutances, who had been taken
from his Norman diocese to act as castellan of Bristol.

Outbreak Their scheme was to paralyse the government by raising in-

g’,if,-’::” surrections in half a dozen districts; in the midst of the general
confusion thus produced a Norman army was to invade the
south-eastern counties. Hostilities commenced at Easter, when
the rebels with one accord absented themselves from the King’s
festival. At Norwich Roger Bigod, at Bristol Geoffrey of Cou-
tances and Robert of Mowbray, garrisoned their castles and harried
the surrounding country. William of Eu devastated the royal
demesnes of Berkeley. Roger of Lacy captured Hereford and ad-
vanced with Bernard of Neufmarché to the attack on Worcester.
In the south-east Roger Montgomery at Arundel, Robert of Mortain
at Pevensey and Gilbert de Clare at Tunbridge prepared themselves
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for war; and Odo, occupying Rochester, admitted into this castle
a body of Norman troops which Robert had sent over as the
earnest of a larger force to come. It was a critical moment and
the hearts of the King’s supporters failed them. William of St.
Calais, the bishop of Durham,! whom Rufus had taken for his chief
counsellor, deserted his master so early as the month of February
and retired to his see to watch the course of events. There could
be no better indication of the way the wind was blowing.
Fortunately for William the most formidable of the western
risings was defeated at an early stage. Wulfstan of Worcester
placed his knights and local influence at the service of the royal
garrison ; the fyrd responded to his summons; the passage of the
Severn was successfully defended by the joint efforts of English
landowners and Norman mercenaries ; the greater part of the rebel
army was slain or captured. Somerset and Gloucestershire still
lay at the mercy of other malcontents. But the great danger lay
in the east and Rufus, with the true instinct of a general, refused
to let his attention be diverted from Kent and Sussex. Even for
these two shires the forces at his disposal were insufficient, with so
many ports to guard and so many castles to attack. He took the
bold step of appealing to the English. The fyrds of all the nearest

Rufus

shires were summoned by peremptory writs to London, where the a4 the

King supported by Lanfranc and the bishops appealed to the
loyalty of the assembled multitude. He promised them better
laws than there had ever been in England; he promised the re-
mission of all novel dues and taxes; he promised to annul the
hated forest-laws so far as they infringed the rights of property.?
No attempt was ever made to fulfil these undertakings and it is
improbable that they were seriously meant. But they produced
the desired effect. The people applauded William, promised to
die, if need be, in his cause, and bade him play the man. A great
host, accompanied and encouraged by the old Archbishop, marched
with the King to Tunbridge; and in two days the garrison was
cowed into surrender. The siege of Pevensey, in which Odo had
taken shelter with Robert of Mortain, was a more serious matter.
For six weeks the main body of the royal troops were e in
vain attempts to breach the defences of the Castle. In their rear

1 For his antecedents, Simeon of Durham, H. E. D., iv., 1.
3 Florence of Worcester, 4. S. C. Orderic, iii., 371.

English
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the garrison of Rochester harried the environs of Canterbury and
London; and Robert had ample time and opportunity to appear
in England with the full force of his Duchy. He went the length
of sending an expedition to the relief of Pevensey. But the coast
was well guarded by the fyrd; and Rufus had taken timely
measures to secure the ships of Hastings and the Cinque Ports.
Attempting to disembark at Hastings the Normans were com-
pletely beaten; Robert renounced the cause of the rebels; and
Pevensey, face to face with the prospect of starvation, surrendered
on conditions. Odo promised that he would induce his allies at
Rochester to submit and would then leave the kingdom. He was
accordingly sent forward with an escort to fulfil the first of these
conditions. But when he appeared before the gates of Rochester
and issued his commands the garrison made a sally, captured the
escort, and carried off the bishop as their not unwilling prisoner.
They had not yet lost hope of Norman help and they prepared to
stand a siege.

Once more Rufus appealed to his English subjects; but this
time with more confidence in his power to command. His writs
went out through town and country calling on all men, French
and English, to join his army if they would be “unnithing,” that
is, escape the name of traitor and its consequences.! An immense
host, from town and country alike, responded to the call. In May
the siege of Rochester began; Duke Robert showed no further sign
of interest in the rebellion; close quarters, the summer heats, and
a pestilence of flies prostrated the defenders; and in June the
bishop negotiated for surrender. Rufus at first refused to grant
conditions and his threats of condign punishment found a sym-
pathetic echo in the ranks of his English followers. But there
were other supporters whose wishes had to be consulted. Of the
loyal barons some, like Roger of Montgomery, who had only re-
turned to their allegiance at the eleventh hour and whose sons or
kinsmen were in the beleaguered castle, insisted upon leniency, all
were reluctant to sanction the infliction of corporal pains and
penalties on men of their own rank. It was finally arranged that
the besieged, even those who were the men of William, should
have their lives and liberty ; but their English lands were to be
forfeit and they must depart from England. On these terms

1W. Malmesb., G. R., iv., 306. A.S.C.
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the gates were opened and Odo and his friends marched out in
shame and confusion. They begged that the king’s trumpets
should not sound the usual peal of triumph at their departure;
but the King swore that not for a thousand marks of gold would
he forgo the pleasure of insulting traitors. Shouts of execration
passed along the English lines as Odo rode between them. ¢ Halters,
bring halters! Gallows for the Bishop!” was the univemsal cry.
But the King’s word was pledged and Odo departed scathless
to live for some years longer as the evil genius of the Duke, his
ew.!

With the fall of Rochester the rebellion collapsed. The in- Trial of
surgents of the west and north threw up the game. Some were 5 amof
pardoned, chiefly the older men and those who had been on good
terms with the Conqueror ; for attachment to his father’s memory
was one of the few amiable traits in the Red King’s character.
But the examples of William of Eu and Robert Mowbray were
to show that clemency was wasted on a Norman. Many men of
less consideration forfeited their lands and were exiled from the
kingdom ; it would have been well for Rufus if he had made no
exceptions. Among those whom he refused to pardon was the
shifty William of St. Calais, who, though he had sailed perilously
near the wind in his desertion of the King and subsequent
neutrality, ventured to appear before the Great Council under a
safe conduct and defend his cause. The trial, which ended with a
sentence of exile, is remarkable because the bishop in his pleadings
sounded the first note of discord between Church and State. He
claimed the right to be tried by judges drawn exclusively from his
own order; but perceiving that Lanfranc and his fellow-bishops
were not inclined to interpret the feudal principle of judgment by
peers in this new sense, he appealed against the King’s court to
the Holy See and produced a copy of the False Decretals to
vindicate his privilege and the papal jurisdiction. The question
of principle was one which Lanfranc at least had no inclination
to discuss. He contented himself with advising the King that in
respect of his temporalties the Bishop of Durham was a lay-baron
and liable to forfeiture by the judgment of a feudal court. A
judgment was passed to this effect; the Bishop was allowed to
leave the country and please himself about the appeal to Rome.

1Orderic, iii., 276.
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It was not prosecuted, since there was no likelihood that a Papal
judgment would make Rufus relax his hold upon the Durham
temporalties; a see without its revenues had no attraction for
William of St. Calais. He remained in Normandy until an oppor-
tunity arose of regaining the lost favour of the King and abjuring
pretensions by which so little had been gained.!

This trial is the last occasion which brings Lanfranc before us
as the principal adviser of the king. They were soon estranged
from one another by William’s impudent repudiation of the
pledges which he had given at his coronation and in the middle of
the baronial rising. “ Who can fulfil all that he promises?” was
William’s only answer to expostulations. Death soon relieved him
of his inconvenient monitor (May 24th, 1089), and he was now at
liberty to choose his advisers as he would. The chief rank among
them still belonged to Robert Bloet, who bore the office of Chan-
cellor. But it is probable that Ranulf Flambard who, at least as
early as the year 1098, was the recognised head of the administra-
tion had already won the King’s ear. Flambard ? was the son of a
parish-priest in the diocese of Bayeux. Having entered orders he
came to England in the Conqueror’s reign and took service under
the bishop of London (at what date we cannot say); but when his
hopes of ecclesiastical preferment were frustrated he wormed his
way into the royal court and, although illiterate, established a
certain reputation by means of a ready wit and a malicious tongue.
He appears in Domesday as a landowner on a modest scale who
had suffered by the enclosure of the New Forest; but it would
be dangerous to infer that he was of no consequence in the year
1086. Indeed it is possible that he played an important part in
the compilation of the great Survey; such is the meaning which
has been attached to Orderic’s story that Flambard remeasured the
whole of England for the benefit of the Exchequer. But, since
Orderic puts the remeasurement in the reign of William Rufus,
his statement that Flambard was the moving spirit must be re-
garded with suspicion. It is safer to accept the ordinary view that
Flambard’s pre-eminence at the Exchequer only began with the
death of the old King; and Orderic’s tale may possibly relate to

1See the Libellus de Ivarsta Vexatione Willelmi Episcopi (Monasticon, i., 244)
and Freeman’s comments, W. R., ii., p. 469.

2 For the following account see Orderic, iii., 310 ff., and the Continuatio prima
of Simeon’s H. E. D.
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the process of editing by which the original returns for Domesday
purposes were digested in their present form.! This work may
have been executed by Flambard either before or after the acces-
sion of the second William; and as it was impossible to utilise the
returns until they had been codified the editor would naturally,
though unjustly, be regarded as responsible for the increased
taxation which ensued upon his work. Be this as it may, Rufus
was not Iong in discovering the financial abilities of Flambard.
The estates of the vacant see of Canterbury were handed over to
the upstart to be farmed for the royal benefit; he was promoted
to the rank of Treasurer;? and we may trace his hand in the
“ unlawful gelds” by which, according to the English Chronicle, Flam-
the nation was oppressed in the year 1090. Flambard is credited 2:’::;“
with having trebled the yield of ordinary taxation, and this may
well have been the case if the Danegeld was collected in the same
spirit as the feudal aids and incidents. All the customary limits
to the rights of wardship and marriage, all the rules as to reliefs,
were swept aside, and Rufus carried to extremes the Conqueror’s
custom of exacting enormous fines for the least offence. The ob-
solete doctrine that a fief was a precarious estate, and granted only
for a life-time, was rigorously applied in all cases where the Crown
was not restrained by fear. Thus, a few years later than this time,
when Hugh of Shrewsbury fell in battle against the King’s enemies,
his brother Robert of Belléme paid the enormous relief of £3,000
for the privilege of succeeding to the earldom. Vacant sees and
abbacies were still more hardly treated than lay fiefs. The new
custom was that, when a prelate died, his lands, instead of being
committed to a steward in trust for the successor, were seized into
the King’s hand. A relief was demanded from every tenant of the
see ; the revenues were paid into the Exchequer; and at the King’s
1 Orderic mentions the original Domesday survey in vol. iii., 20x; the supposed
revision by Flambard in iii., 311. A possible explanation is that Rufus made the
demesne-iands of tenants-in-chief liable for Danegeld. Thxs would necessitate a
supplemcntary survey. Cf. Henry’s charter, § 11,in S. C., p. 101.
3See the charter in Hist. Dunelm. Scriptores Tres. (Surtees Soc.), App.
The Continuator of Simeon says, ¢ propter quandam apud regem excel entuam
:mgula.mer nommaban,x': Cgcllanus regis” (p. 135, R. J So the 4. S.C,, s.a. 1099,
Ranulf his capellane ertainly he had no other title in 1087-8; see the charter
in Monasticon, i., 261,wh|ch he attests as Capellanus. That he was  custodian of the
king’s seal appears from the story of his capture by kidnappers, in the Continuator.
Mr. Archer, E, H. R, ii., p. 107, argued from this story that Ranulf held the rank

of Chancellor. But Treasurer and haplain are the only titles for which we have
documentary evidence.
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pleasure lands were sold or granted on easy terms to favourites.
The vacancy might be prolonged for years, particularly in the case
of abbeys which were not rich enough to tempt one of the royal
chaplains; and when at length an appointment had been made the
King’s nominee was expected to buy back the temporalties by the
payment of a large relief.!

Through such extortions Rufus was soon in a position to punish
his brother Robert for the assistance given to Odo of Bayeux. But
even if there had been no previous quarrel the state of Normandy
was in itself sufficient to invite attack. While England suffered
under an incipient despotism, in Normandy the far worse evils of
an anarchy prevailed. Duke Robert could display upon occasion
the qualities of a good general, and in the exile Odo he had at
least one able counsellor to guide him. But on the rare occasions
when he listened to advice the Duke’s plans were frustrated by his
incapacity for sustained effort. In general he lived at Rouen,
surrounded by a swarm of worthless favourites, and left his subjects
to defend themselves. Maine slipped from his grasp within a year
or so of his accession; and he sold or mortgaged to his younger
brother Henry, for 8,000 marks of silver, the province of the
Cotentin from which not less than one-third of the ducal revenue
had been derived.? In the lands which nominally remained beneath
his sway every lord acted as an independent sovereign. Private
wars were waged without let or hindrance; new castles were built
without the licence of the duke; and every castle, new or old, be-
came a nest of robbers whose occupation was to burn the villages,
drive the cattle, and hold to ransom the serfs or burgesses, of their
masters’ enemies. In such a condition of affairs the only men in-
terested in perpetuating Robert’s rule were the barons who had
power to oppress their neighbours; and even these were not in
every case far-sighted enough to resist the overtures of Rufus.?

1 These abuses are implied by the Charter of HenryI., S.C,, p. 100. See also W.
Malm., G. R., iv., § 314. Orderic, iii., 312. Florence, s.a. 1100. Cf.Round, F. E,,
P. 309, for a relief demanded from the tenants of the see of Worcester.

3 Orderic, iii., 267, says that Henry bm{ght the Cotentin. Wace, 9408, 14505, says
that it was pawned to him. Robert of Torigni (Cont. Will. Gemmetic.), viii,, § 2,
mentions both stories without deciding between them. W. Malmesb., v., § 392, sa
that the sum in question was the Conqueror’s lega:i' to Henry, who remitted the
debt to Robert in exchange for the Cotentin. Cf. P ve, iv., p. 229. .

3 Orderic, iii., 290. Cf. also iv., 105. Ralph of Caen (ap. Hist. des Croisades
Occidentauz, iii., 616) says of Robert: * Misericordiam ejus immisericordem sensit
Normannia, dum eo consule per impunitatem rapinarum nec homini parceret nec
Deo licentia raptorum ”.
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Treason was, or was believed to be, on foot in Normandy as Robert
early as 1088. Shortly after the fall of Rochester the Atheling andHenry
Henry came to England to claim his mother’s lands, bringing with
him Robert of Belléme, a younger son of Roger Earl of Shrewsbury
and one of the captains whom Robert had deputed to assist the
conspiracy of Odo. They were well received at court, and Henry
obtained a promise of his inheritance; he became the wman of
Rufus, and so did his companion. On their return to Normandy
they were, not unnaturally, arrested as traitors and imprisoned.

But the Earl of Shrewsbury obtained the permission of the King
to cross to Normandy and protect his son. All the vassals of the
House of Talvas rose at the bidding of their chief, and after a brief
campaign, in which the balance of successes was distinctly with the
Duke, Robert, too indolent to follow up his victories, made peace
by liberating both his prisoners. They were far from grateful for
this favour. Henry, retiring to the Cotentin, prepared for war;
Robert earned an evil reputation by plundering the lands of friend
and foe and inflicting hideous tortures on his captives. Rufus
would have been the natural ally of both rebels. But with more
than ordinary want of foresight he broke his word to Henry, and
gave their mother’s English lands to Robert son of Hamon. This
perfidy lost Rufus the opportunity of acquiring Normandy without
a war. But war with Robert involved no serious risk, and in the
early summer of 1090 the Red King declared his intention of taking
vengeance for his brother’s share in the rebellion of two years before.
He invaded eastern Normandy with a large force mainly recruited
from among his English vassals; the border castles were partly The Nor-
taken, partly bought with English gold ; and Philip of France, who man War,
had come to Robert’s aid from a well grounded conviction that the o9t
King of England would be a more dangerous neighbour, was in-
duced by a substantial bribe to desert the side which it was his
interest to support. In the autumn the Norman capital itself was
nearly captured by the treachery of the citizens, Anxious to keep
their English trade and smarting under the misgovernment. of
Robert the men of Rouen opened negotiations with the King of
England. There was no commune yet in Rouen; but the dis-
affected had taken as their leader a certain Conan, who was the
richest of their number and had used his wealth to enlist a retinue
of mercenary soldiers. The plot was hatched under the very eyes

6
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of Robert who had taken up his quarters in the castle of Rouen,
leaving the management of the campaign to his subordinates.
Conan promised to admit the troops of Rufus to the city; the
Duke, aware of the treason but unable to protect himself against
it, could only send an appeal for help to Henry and Robert of
Belléme. They had little cause to love the Duke; but they loved
Rufus even less, and rebellious burgesses were the common enemy
of all their class. They came accordingly to Rouen, and slipped in
at the south gate unperceived by Conan and his friends, who, at
that very moment, were admitting through the western gate 200
horsemen of the English army. The two forces met in the streets,
and a desperate struggle ensued in which the burgesses took part
on one side or the other as loyalty or interest suggested. In the
end the troops of Rufus fled, and Robert, who had watched the
contest from the shelter of a church outside the walls, rewarded
his allies by making over to them the richest of the rebel citizens.
It is recorded that one of these, the richest after Conan, gave a
ransom of 3,000 marks to his unconscionable gaoler. Others paid
according to their wealth; to Conan alone all mercy was denied.
Henry claimed him as the spoil of war and refused to hear his
abject prayers for mercy; the demagogue was hurled from the
castle tower as a warning to all base-born traitors; his body was
dragged through Rouen at a horse’s tail and thrown into the Seine.!

The men of Rouen made no further move in favour of the English
King. But in February, 1091, the long-expected arrival of Rufus
with new forces and a new supply of gold left Robert no option but
to sue for peace. It was concluded partly at his expense and partly
at that of Henry, who was not admitted to the negotiations.
Rufus kept his conquests and received in addition the ducal seat
of Fécamp. In return he promised aid against the Manceaux and
the Norman rebels, and undertook to reinvest the Duke’s supporters
with their English lands. The second of these engagements was
peartially fulfilled. William of St. Calais and other rebels of less
note received their pardon, although Rufus with politic bad faith
persisted in excluding Odo of Bayeux from the benefits of the
amnesty. The clause relating to rebels was ingeniously made the
excuse for an attack upon the Cotentin. Robert had repented of

10rderic, iii., 351. W. Malmesb.,v.,§ 392. The spot where Conan fell was long
known as Conan’s Leap (R. de Monte, p. 106).
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the bargain with his youngest brother ; and Rufus needed no pres-
sing to accept the bribe of Mont St. Michel and Cherbourg, the two
keys of the Cotentin, which Robert offered for the help of English
troops. Henry made a gallant but ineffectual attempt to hold the
Mont St. Michel against the united forces of the Duke and King.
After a fortnight he was compelled, by want of food and water, to
capitulate.! He kept his liberty, but was stripped of all his lands.
For some years to come he was a penniless adventurer often depen-
dent for the bare means of subsistence upon the enemies of Normandy
and England.

Before leaving the Duchy Rufus insisted upon the expulsion of Malcoln
the harmless Edgar Atheling who had lived, since the Conqueror’s i, Rum
death, at the Norman court as the guest and boon-companion of 109
Duke Robert. The Atheling, in his distress, sought a refuge in
Scotland with his sister’s husband ; and Margaret’s influence was at
once exerted to raise a war with England. In May, 1191, Malcolm
crossed the border at the head of a conmsiderable force. He ad-
vanced no farther than the Wear, and hearing that the fyrd and
feudal levies of the northern shires were on the march, he beat a
precipitate retreat. But Rufus lost no time in avenging the affront.
He returned to England, bringing with him his two brothers that
the settlement of Normandy might not be undone by their intrigues
while he wasemployed elsewhere ; and early in the autumn marched
into the Lothians. His army suffered from inclement weather;
and the fleet which carried his supplies was dashed in pieces by the
equinoctial gales. This check was enough to change his purpose ;
for Rufus with all his energy was the reverse of a tenacious general.
He invited Robert to take the part of mediator; and with his
brother’s help obtained a peace, under which the Atheling was re-
stored to the estates which he had lost in Normandy. In return
for this concession, for the restoration of twelve English manors
which Edgar the Peaceful had granted to the Crown of Scotland,
and for a pension of twelve marks of gold, Malcolm promised to
Rufus the same obedience which he had rendered to the Conqueror.

Thus peace was restored on both sides of the sea. But it was
not to be expected that Rufus would keep faith with those in whom
he did not stand in awe. Robert pressed in vain for the fulfilment

1Orderic, iii., 379. Wace, 9600, says that Robert allowed the garrison to fetch
water and sent his brother a barrel of wine.
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of the promises made at the beginning of the year, and returned to
Normandy in dudgeon shortly before the Christmas feast. In the
following year (1092) Malcolm learned what he might expect from
Rufus. Since the year 945 the kings of Scotland, in virtue of a
grant from Edmund the Glorious, had claimed, though they had
not always succeeded in holding, the stronghold of Carlisle and a
strip of country further south which comprised the western halves
of the modern Cumberland and Westmoreland.! This district,
which at one time had served as an appanage for princes of the
Scottish line, was now an earldom held of Malcolm by the Nor-
thumbrian Dolfin. In the summer of 1092 Rufus marched north-
ward, drove out Dolfin, and laid the foundations of a castle and
a new walled city at Carlisle. A garrison and many villeins with
their families were settled there to form the nucleus of an English
colony. The complaints of Malcolm at this breach of common
justice were met with counter-accusations. He ventured to the
King’s court at Gloucester in 1093, hoping that with the influence
of friendly English barons he might obtain some satisfaction. But
Rufus refused to meet him as an equal and demanded that Malcolm
should answer before the Great Council for some unspecified offences.
Malcolm denied that his submission had been meant to make him
a vassal in this sense. He offered to do right to Rufus, but only
on the borders of the two kingdoms and before a court formed from
the baronage of both; on the rejection of this offer he went home
to prepare a new invasion. He raised the northern counties late in
the year 1093 ; but he met his match in Robert Mowbray. The
earl and his men laid an ambush for the Scots on the banks of the
Alne, at a place which to this day is known as Malcolm’s Cross.
Malcolm was slain by the earl’s steward Morel of Bamborough ;
the fact that Morel was the king’s “ gossip” made even English
chroniclers regard the deed as one of the blackest treachery; but
for the later story, which has found its way into some texts of
Turgot, that the king was killed at a peaceful conference, in the act
of receiving the keys of the castle of Alnwick (which did not then
exist) from the ancestor of the Percy family, there is no foundation.?
With Malcolm fell Edward, his eldest son by Margaret. The King
left six other sons. Duncan, the eldest, the child of an earlier and

1 See Appendix, * Cumberland and Scotland .
3 Palgrave, England and Normandy, iv., p. 358.
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irregular union, would have been the natural successor if he had
been in Scotland to assert his title. But he was a hostage at the
English court, and even the imperious will of Margaret would have
been insufficient to force one of his half-brothers upon the Scots.
There was a national party which had long chafed against the foreign
fashions, the foreign favourites, and the foreign ideas of centralisa-
tion, which Margaret was responsiblé for introducing. Their dis-
content, suppressed with difficulty while Malcolm lived, flamed out
when the news of his disaster was received. Margaret, already
stricken with mortal disease, outlived her husband and her eldest
son long enough to see the downfall of her aspirations. Aided by
the Norwegians of the Isles the national party elected Malcolm’s
brother Donaldbane. He entered Edinburgh in triumph on the Accession
day when Margaret’s body was carried out for burial to Dunferm- g:l?e"“‘ld‘
line. ‘The sons of Margaret fled. The Englishmen whom the
dead King and Queen had brought into the country were expelled ;
the old Celtic monarchy, hostile to England and every kind of
English influence, was revived ; and the alliance between Donald-
bane and Magnus King of Norway brought the Scandinavian peril,
which had troubled the Conqueror’s early days, to the doors of
England in a new and formidable shape. We need not credit
Magnus with any deliberate scheme for the recovery of Cnut’s
Empire; but it is evident that the Norsemen, notwithstanding the
rise of the Anglo-Norman power, still looked with hungry eyes
towards England.

Rufus was not the man to remain inactive while Celt and Duncan
Norseman were cementing a hostile coalition. He left the sons of :)“:ml d
Margaret to shift for themselves. It was not his policy to perpetu- bane
ate a West-Saxon dynasty. But between himself and the hostage
Duncan there was no hereditary feud ; and this prince, on con-
dition of rendering homage and fealty for the kingdom which he
had still to win, was allowed to invade Scotland with a mixed host
of Englishmen and Normans. The usurper had no forces capable
of standing against southern knights and men at arms. He fled
to his allies in the Isles, while the population of the Lowlands
passively acknowledged Malcolm’s son. But the new sovereign’s
reign was brief and troubled. Riots arose against his foreign
following. Some were slain; the rest he was compelled to dismiss
and being thus left defenceless he fell an easy prey to a coalition
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which had been formed between the friends of Donaldbane and
those of Edmund the second son of Malcolm and Margaret. In
the year 1094 Duncan was slain at Monachedin, on the banks of
the river Bervie in Kincardine. Donaldbane began a second
reign; we are not told how the claims of Edmund were satisfied,
but there had been an agreement between himself and Donaldbane
for the division of the kingdom and since they remained on friendly
terms this arrangement may have been fulfilled. The plans of
Rufus were thus thwarted ; and it was well for him that the alli-
ance of Donaldbane and Magnus did not lead to the result which
might naturally have been expected. Three years elapsed before
the King of England could turn his attention to the affairs of Scot-
land, From 1094 to 1097 he was fully occupied with a Norman
war, with a dangerous rebellion among the English baronage,
and with an ecclesiastical controversy which weakened his already
slender hold upon the allegiance of his English subjects. Few
kings have been more favoured by fortune than William Rufus,
and it was not the least part of his good luck that the accident
which led to the overthrow of Malcolm’s power did not leave
Scotland an even more dangerous neighbour than it had been when
a queen of the House of Cerdic swayed its policy.

At the very outset of the Scottish difficulty, between the
campaign of Carlisle and the breach with Malcolm, the first step
was taken towards that conflict between Church and State which,
after raging intermittently for the best part of a century, was to
be suspended rather than settled by the murder of an Archbishop
and the public self-abasement of the most powerful sovereign who
had ever occupied the English throne. In a sense the conflict was
inevitable ; for it was waged between two inconsistent theories of
society both of which were firmly rooted in the characteristic in-
stitutions of the Middle Ages; it would have been an incredible
good fortune for England to have escaped from a strife which in
one form or another disturbed every other realm of Western
Christendom. But the form which the duel of Church and State
assumed on English soil was a peculiar one and the result of special
causes. In the year 1092 there was no particular reason for
supposing that the system devised by Rufus and Flambard for the
spoliation of the national church would be challenged, much less
overthrown, for a considerable period of time. Among the English
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prelates there were some who felt sincere misgivings at the de-
gradation of their office. They resented, and not from wholly
interested motives, the attempt to saddle them with all the obli-
gations of a feudal tenant. Odo, the abbot of Chertsey, expressed
a general feeling when he resigned his dignity on the ground that
he would not hold it of the king in the manner of a layman
(1092). A bishop or an abbot was a trustee holding property for Lay In-
the benefit of his ecclesiastical inferiors and the poor ; was he tamely vestitures
to submit when required to furnish knights and money in the same
proportion as a baron who held his Jands to his own singular profit
and advantage? And how was it possible that one who had taken
on himself all the obligations of lay vassalage should preserve at
the same time the independence and outspoken frankness of a
Christian teacher? The feeling grew that it was nothing short
of simony to accept an ecclesiastical preferment on the terms
for which alone the Red King would confer them; those who
stooped to make a bargain with him were harassed by their own
self-reproaches and the pitying contempt of others. Herbert
Losinga, a man of excellent character, famous for his learning, and
honourably distinguished for his charity, paid a relief of £1,000
upon his admission to the see of Thetford. The story ran that
when, following the usual custom, he opened the gospel-book at his
consecration to seek for a prognostic verse, his eye was met by
the salutation with which Christ welcomed Judas on the night of
the betrayal: “Friend, wherefore art thou come ?” The bishop
groaned in spirit, for he felt that he also had sold his Lord for
silver.! He kept the see, indeed ; but his conscience gave him no
rest until, at a later time, he had visited Rome, confessed his fault,
and received forgiveness and re-investiture from the Vicar of St.
Peter. His remorse finds expression in the charter which he gave
to the Cathedral at Norwich. He speaks in the preamble to this
document as one who is a penitent for sins committed against
knowledge? Such was the general attitude towards the new
system of patronage. But from men like Herbert Losinga no
vigorous remonstrances were to be expected. It is difficult for
those who have benefited by abuses to advocate reform. The

1 W, Malmesb,, G. P., p. 154.
3 See the charter in the edition of Losinga’s letters by Goulburn and Symonds,
i., 146.
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bishops moreover had an excuse which they deemed sufficient for
their inactivity. Without a primate to convene them they could
not assemble in a synod or make a collective protest to the King.
In leaving the see of Canterbury vacant Rufus and Flambard had
destroyed for the time being the corporate umity of the English
Church. There was no accredited spokesman of the bishops, no
one who had a special obligation to initiate resistance. The
bishops hoped that some day they would be vouchsafed a leader,
and that the king’s malpractices would then come naturally and
quietly to an end. They went so far as to ask the sanction of
Rufus for a form of prayer that Heaven would be pleased to soften
his heart and accelerate the choice of a new primate. They
entered into a harmless and transparent conspiracy with the Earl
of Chester and the monks of Bec, as the result of which Abbot
Anselm of Bec, the pupil and friend of Lanfranc, was brought to
England and to the King’s notice. In and out of season they sang
the praises of their candidute, with no other result than that of
rousing the Red King’s ire. “Pray as you please; I will doas I
please,” he stammered when they laid their form of prayer before
him ;! at another time he swore by the Holy Face of Lucca
that neither Anselm nor any other man but himself should have
the see of Canterbury. If Gregory VII. had been living this
outrageous declaration would not have passed without a rebuke at
which even Rufus might have trembled. But that great-hearted
lover of justice and hater of iniquity had passed away in the same
year as the Conqueror; the rivals between whom the chair of
Hildebrand was in dispute were, with all their virtues, very far
from possessing his dauntless temperament. Neither Urban the
representative of the reforming school nor Guibert the Imperialist
anti-Pope was disposed to court a quarrel with a King who so far
stood committed to neither party and, in the evenly divided state
of European opinion, might well be able to turn the scale which-
ever way he pleased. The Church of England was thus left
without an advocate, and might have remained for years in this
condition, but for the trifling accident of an illness which seized on
Rufus at the beginning of Lent, 1093.

There may have been men so steeled against common beliefs

1 W. Malmesb. G. P., p. 79.
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and common fears of the unseen that in health and in sickness alike Repent-
they have made a law of their own baser impulses without con- ;’;‘}::f
templating the possibility of retribution in this world or another. 1093
Rufus was a sinner of a more ordinary kind. He had become the
slave of his passions; his daily actions gave the lie to every pre-
cept of the Christian code; and nothing so delighted him as to
shock the worst of his companions by some daring blasphemy. But
in the hour of danger he believed and trembled. The bishops
ventured to his bedside with somewhat tardy exhortations to re-
pentance and restitution. He heard them out, and humbly took
the advice of Anselm on the question whether the penance which
they had proposed was adequate. From Anselm he received the
same counsel as from the bishops. His government had been
harsh beyond all reason; therefore the debts which were due to
him must be forgiven, and the captives who lay in his prisons must
be released. The laws of the Confessor had been set at nought;
they must be solemnly confirmed and executed for the future in
good faith. His ministers had oppressed the people; they must
be called upon to render a strict and terrible account. Lastly the
wrongs of the Church must be redressed. The King promised all
that was required of him, and sent the bishops to lay his vow upon
God’s altar in the neighbouring minsterchurch. As an earnest of
his repentance he issued a writ for the release of all prisoners, and
disposed of the two great ecclesiastical dignities which lay vacant
in his custody. The broad diocese of Lincoln, including no less
than nine shires between the Thames and Humber, he conferred
upon his faithful chaplain Robert Bloet. The appointment
showed that, even in the face of death, Rufus thought no shame
of driving a hard bargain with his Maker. It is perhaps the
voice of personal or professional spite which describes the chaplain
as a reckless sinner, abandoned to every form of lust. Robert
Bloet had a son, and he was no friend to the regular clergy;
these facts are enough to account for the worst charges brought
against him. But, at the best, he was simply a favourable specimen
of that discreet and courtly class of officials, whose public services
were more conspicuous than their private virtues, and who were
habitually paid or pensioned off with bishoprics. In this case at
least Rufus made the minimum of sacrifice. With the primacy
however he could not venture tp juggle so transparently. The ap-
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pointment of Anselm was demanded by the unanimous voice of
the bishops and the nation. Rufus submitted with the best grace
that he might; and Anselm, vainly protesting against an honour
of which he alone thought himself unworthy, was literally dragged
to the King’s bedside for investiture. The ring was forced upon
his finger, the pastoral staff pressed into his reluctant hand, and
the bishops sang 7% Dewm in the royal presence, with the com-
fortable conviction that all the difficulties of the Church were solved
by the election of a saint to rule her.
They judged the man more justly than the situation. Anselm
is better known to us than any other leading figure of the Middle
. His letters and the writings of his faithful friend Eadmer
enable us to follow the workings of his mind in every phase and
relation of his varied life; they explain the apparent paradox that
one who had been so long absorbed by questions the most remote
from practical life that we can well imagine, should in old age have
taken on himself a foremost part in the great political controversy
of his generation; and they justify in full the estimate which
contemporaries formed of Anselm’s character. He had been a
wanderer in youth; in later life he was thrust, by the exigencies
of his time and the admiration of those who knew him, into the
position of a spiritual director and a party leader. But through-
out his career he was at heart a saint, a man to whom action
appeared a feverish dream, the visible world a transitory shadow,
and contemplation the true end and function of the soul; not self-
centred, since he made it his mission to assist others in realising
the ideal which he had set before himself; but a profound indi-
vidualist who saw in the whole universe nothing real or valuable
except God and His law on the one side, and on the other the in-
dividual with his consciousness of God and his knowledge of the
scriptures and traditions which explained the will of God. Very
characteristic is the story of his early life as he unfolded it to his
companions.! Details of time and place are either forgotten or
ignored ; nothing is remembered except the vicissitudes of the
ascent to spiritual humility and peace; how as a boy he dreamed
of Paradise at Aosta in the shadow of the Alps; how as a youth
he threw himself into his studies and sought the key to the world-

1See besides Eadmer’s biography the anecdotes of the monk Alexander (from
MS. CCC., 457), quoted by Mr. Rule in his preface to the Historia Novorum.
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riddle in the learning of the schools ; how he left the schools, when
he had learned the hollowness of all their wisdom, and plunged
into the secular pursuits which were natural to his youth and
station ; how again he repented and fled northward over the Alps
on the quest for another and a better path to happiness ; how he
was lured to the school of Bec by Lanfranc’s teaching and was fired
with the passing ambition to emulate his master and become the
teacher of the Latin world ; how finally he found contentment as a
cloistered monk in the complete forgetfulness of self and all am-
bitious dreams. As he had begun so he continued ; with a fixed
conviction that for every man the first duty is that of bringing
himself into harmony with the divine law. Critics have shown
some reason for believing that Anselm belonged by descent to the
old royal line of Burgundy. There is something royal in the
serenity with which he carried his convictions into practice; in
the unshaken confidence with which he exhorted all who asked
his guidance to adopt the same course as himself ; in his sympathy
for the weak-kneed, in his large toleration for ignorance and harm-
less superstition. His intellectual greatness is attested by the
influence which his idealism has exercised on the most various types
of thinker since his day.! Yet there is perhaps more greatness
in his immovable conviction as to the possibility, on the one hand
of reconciling faith with reason and grounding Christianity on the
firm rock of deductive argument;? on the other of taking the law
of Christ and His Church as the sole guide to action in every part
of human life. The latter belief, indeed, is easy and natural to
one who conceives himself as entrusted with a mission to defend his
convictions with the sword and even, it may be, to convert the
world by force. But Anselm was no fanatic of this description.
Like St. Paul he advocated a course of non-resistance and non-in-
terference. The duty of the Christian was to obey while he could
do so with a good conscience, to protest when he could not obey,
and to suffer in patience when his remonstrances were disregarded.

It was this attitude which made him, in the eyes of the English
bishope, the obvious successor to the primacy. There was no man

1 Cf.-as to Anselm’s intellectual importance Rashdall, Universities, i., p. 41.
Church, St. Ans_chn,.and the stud'ies by Franck, Hasse, at.\d._]. M. Rig£

3Cf. Anselmi Epistolae, IL., xli. 1ed. Migne) : * Nam Christianus per fidem debet

ad intellectum proficere, non per intellectum ad fidem accedere, aut si intelligere non
valet a fide recedere .
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Conditions living whose remonstrances were more likely to have weight with
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Rufus; and at the same time there was no man less likely to involve
the Church in an unnecessary and unequal conflict with the lay
authority. But they had failed to realise the complexity of the
situation and the rigidity of Anselm’s logic. The abuses of the
existing régime went further than they understood; and revolu-
tionary principles were involved even in the less conspicuously
oppressive demands of the King. Anselm had gauged the future
more correctly. So long as Rufus lived—and from the hour of
his repentance the King’s health began to mend—there would be
no change of system. Rufus lost no time in repudiating the pro-
mises which he had made with reference to secular administration ;
was it to 1be expected that he would be more scrupulous about
his engagements to the Church? The answer to this doubt was
given by the King himself. He told the aged Bishop Gundulf of
Rochester that he had received nothing but evil at the hands of
God, and God should get no good of him. As Archbishop it was
certain that Anselm would be drawn into conflicts which he had
neither the strength nor the experience to wage with any prospect
of success; the previous conduct of the bishops was enough to
show how little he could count on them to support his ind