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PREFACE.
nation of our literary possessions will still af-
ford us ample occasion for the exercise of our
talents ; in such an examination, we may
collect the scattered, we may arrange the ir-
regular, we may enlighten the obscure, we
may correct the erronecus: the praise of
learning, of perspicuity, of penetration, of
accuracy, may still be the object of success-
ful pursuit, and if we cannot be as splendidly,
we may at least be as usefully employed as

many of our more eminent predecessors.

Such are the opinions which have led to
the composition and publication of the fol-
lowing Essays; and if any tendency should
be found in these pieces to refute improbable
conjecture, to elicit obscured truth, or merely
to recall attention to some neglected, but in
structive enquiry, the wishes and expectations

of their author will not be dis&ppninted.
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By others§ again, it is ftrenuoufly contended
that the ancient language of the Jews was the ori-
ginal infpired language of man ; that this language
was received by Abraham from his forefathers, and
tranfmitted by him to his defcendants; the moft
convincing arguments in favour of this opinion are,
that the Jews can hardly be fuppofed to have adopted
the language of a hateful and impious nation ; that
the Law of Mofes, which was at all times intelligi-
ble to the Jews previous to the captivity, was writ-
ten by command of the Deity, or in part by the
finger of God himfelf, in the original infpired lan-
guage; and that the words (particularly proper
names for example) which were in ufe among the
Jews when refiding in Canaan, were as truly He-
brew in their etymology as words of an earlier date,
which occur in the Old Teftament. With refpeét
to the term Canaanitifh applied by Ifaiah to the

§ Lightfoot (Heb. and Talmud, Exercitat. p. 644.) Gre-
gory Sharpe { Hebrew Grammar, p. 22.) Parkhurit (Preface

to Hebrew Lexicon, and the weord NT2) and the whole
Hutchinfonian {chool,

B2 Jewilh
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Jewifh tengue, it is urged that he meant to fpeak
only of the ther language of Canaan as occupied
by the Fews. ?

Calmet and others again, adopting in part the
opinion which I have juft been ftating, farther
aflert, that the ancient Jewifh language was in falt
Chaldee; this hypothefis, however, it is impofiible
to fupport without fuppofing, that either the Chal-
dee of the Jews or that of the Affyrians, although
originally the fame, muft have undergone, not very
flowly, fome moft extraordinary changes, for both
in the earlier and later periods of the Jewifh hif-
tory, we find decifive proofs of a material difference
between the Jewifh and Chaldee tongues*.

This

* ¢ The heap of teftimony”” which was called by Laban
NI T2 ( Jegar Sahaduta) was named by Jacob 752
(Galeed); the former of thefe appellations is Chaldee, the
latter Jewith. Genefis, xxx1. 47. See Le Clerc (Penta-
teuch), and Pole’s Synopfis on this verfe,

It is plain, too, from = Kings, xvitr., 25. that the
Chaldee language was unintelligible to the Jewilh populace
in the time of Hezekiah,

At
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This old Jewifh tongue then, whatever may have
been its origin, was denominated by the moderns
Hebrew; now the word Hebrew, as fignifying
Transfluvial, might undoubtedly have been applied
with more dccuracy to the Chaldee tongue,* which
was an acknewledged Transfluvial one, than to that
of the %ews;t but it does not appear that the mo-
derns meant, by denominating the Jewith tongue
Hebrew, to define the mature or erigin of that
tongue, but merely to exprefs that it was the lan-
guage ufed by the Hebrew nation.}

o

At the return of the Jews from Babylon, when they had
acquired the Chaldee dialef, they were unable to compre-
hend their own Scriptures, except in a tranflation, Nehe-
miah viir. 8, and Pole (Synoplis) on this verfe. The

Chaldee paraphrales prove the fame,

* The Chaldee language, however, was never called He-
brew, or Transfluvial, even by the Jews; it is ufually named
in the Old Teftament MR (Aramith) which is rendered
fomewhat too vaguely (but after the LXX. and Vulgate)

in our tranilation Syrian.
t Efpecially if Canaanitifh.
1 As the words Welch, Irifhy &c, are uled in {peaking

of the Celtic tongue.

After



10

After the captivity, the diale®t of the Jews,
which had been changed during their refidence at
Babylon, was Syro-Chaldaic, but #his language is
denominated by the writers of the New Teftament,
by Jofephus, &c, Hebreww.* Here the word nva2ay,
"BifpaizTi, appears to be properly ufed as expref-
fing the Chaldee or Transfluvial tongue, but the
propriety of its application in this refpect is merely
accidental, as the words 92y and 'Efpaicri are
by no means applied to the then Jewifh tongue, to
mark its being a Transfluvial dialel, or dialett
fpoken beyond the Euphrates, but are ufed to fig-
nify that the people whofe language they defignate
were a Transfluvial people;t in the fame way we

might

* This language certainly differs from the Syriac, for in
the Syriac verfion of the N. T. the dialeft of Syria is
called ¢ Suraith,”” whereas the *Eﬁp.ﬂgﬂn of the N, T, i1s
rendered ¢ Ghebraith.”

Befides this common dialeft the Jewifh writers had a pe-
culiar one of their own, which may be called the Rabdinical
language.—See Butler’s Hor., Bib.

+ This explanation of the word M32Y is given by the
Jews themfelves. Aruch, in N1 Glofs, in Megil, fol.

8. 2. (Lightfoot, vol, 2.)
As



11

might call the native language of the Blacks, the
Black language.

The word Hebrew, then, whether applied by
the moderns to the Jewifh tongue before the capti-
vity, or by the Fews themfelves to the newly ac-
quired dialect of their nation affer the captivity,
appears to have had in neither cafe any refer-
ence to the origin of thefe languages, but merely

to the name of the people, “Hebrews,” whole lan-
guage it was ufed to fignify.

It is fomewhat remarkable, that, after the capti-
vity, the pure and ancient language of the Old
Teftament (which is called by the moderns He-
brew) was called by the Jews themfelves (»mwn
pwb) Affyrian, or the holy language ;* but this

As the Jews bore a great hatred to their conquerors, they
feem to have purpolely denominated their language at this
time Hebrew, inftead of Chaldee (as it might have been
more properly called), in order to make it appear to have
been their original national tongue.

* See Lightfoot's Heb, and Talmud, Exercit. 2d vol.
of his works, p.659.

appellation
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driven /o far up the Adriatic as to be wrecked on
that Melita which lies oppofite to the coaft of Illy-

ricum.

3d.—St. Paul fays, indeed, that the fhip was
driven backwards and forwards in the Adriatic,
yet it is not neceflary to fuppofe that he means to
Ipeak here of the Adriatic, ftriétly fo called, for
Strabo obferves, that the title of Adriatic was
given to the Adriatic and Ionian feas united ; the
latter of thefe ran down to the moft fouthern ex-
tremity of Italy, and it is highly probable, that,
from fome temporary variation of the wind, or
from the force of currents, the veflel might be
borne fome little way into the fonian fea, toft about
there for a time, driven by the wind, (again blow-
ing as before from a northern quarter) paft Sicily,
and finally dafthed upon Malta, which is at no
great diftance from that ifland.

4th.—After St. Paul reaches Melita, he proceeds

to Italy in an Alexandrian veflel ; now the track
of this veflel appears completely to determine

from
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from what Melita St. Paul failed ; it coafts Sicily,

touching at Syracufe, and proceeds to Rhegium
and Puteoli ; from this courfe it is plain that the
veflel muit have failed from Melita in the Mediter-
ranean, for it would be quite unreafonable to fup-
pole that any veflfel would have paft from the
Adriatic Melita to Italy in fo circuitous and ftrange

a diretion.

Sth.—It appears more probable that the Alex-
andrine veflel above mentioned fhould have been
found at Melita of the Mediterranean, than at Me-
lita of the Adnatic, becaufe the former was a
place of very confiderable trade, and becaufe it is
evidently more in the courfe of a veflel which may
reafonably have been fuppofed to have failed from
Alexandria, and which appears to have been bound
to Syracufe and to Italy.
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which T have to offer of a very ancient metrical
fragment which celebrates his fufferings.

The account of St. George, which has the
greatelt pretenfions to antiquity, is that attributed
to Paficrates, who is reported to have been his
fervant : but both the authenticity and the date of
this production are exceedingly queftionable.

It has alfo been aflerted by fome, that the mar-
tyrdom of our patron Saint is recorded by Eufe-
bius in entering upon the narrative of the perfecu-
tion by Diocletian; but in the paffage adduced in
proof of this affertion, the name of George cer-
tainly does not occur,* although Eufebius might
poflibly mean to include him in the clafs of ¢ mili.
tary brethren,” who firft fell victims to the indig-

nation of the Emperor.

But although fuch very equivocal teltimonies as

thefe may be readily rejected ; and although a va-

®en Tav o oTpaTiluis adidsen xaTapyopers T8 Loy ps.
Eufeb. Hift, Eccles. Lib. vi111. 1.

riety
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riety of idle, improbable tales refpetting St. George,
which have been introduced into the legends of
Metaphraltes and others, have undoubtedly no
better claim to attention, yet I cannot conceive
that any good reafon can be adduced for a con-
temptuous difregard of a// that evidence refpelting
the life and charater of our Saint, which is con-
tained in the mg# ancient rituals and fervice-books
of the Eaftern Church.

The compofers of thefe works may certainly
have been occafionally tempted to exaggerate the
virtues, the fufferings, or the powers of the cano-
nized, but it is highly improbable that they fhould
have fo widely and wantonly deviated from truth,
as not to have ufually recorded, with fome degree

of accuracy, the ordinary circumitances which they
deigned to notice.

Totally difregarding, then, any miraculous par-
ticulars related of St. George, we need not, I
think, hefitate to believe, from an examination of
the compofitions above mentioned, that Je was a

D2 Saint
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in Armenia;* that of Lydda, which was after-
wards repaired by our Richard I, and that at Man-
gana, which, together with a Monalftery, was built
by the Bifhop of Euchaita ;1 the founders of thefe
churches, asindeed appears as well from the dedi-
cations of the buildings, as from fome particulars
preferved refpecting them, 'certain]y attributed to
St. George the fame character as that which we

colle& of him from the rituals of the Greeks.

That St. George fuffered at Ramel, and by the
erder of Diocletian, (an opinion which refts chiefly
on the authorities of Anna Commena,{ Cedrinus
and Baronius,) is not fo ftrongly confirmed as the

other particulars refpeting him which I have re-

* Or as fome imagine at Conftantinople. The words of
Procopius are, wxar ispor Teopyta 7o paprupt s fugurm
gd'epaTo. Mept Krioparor Ieariv. Aoy, Sevr.

By 2uvlapors is moft probably meant Bazanis, in Armenia.

Johan, Cotovic. Itinerar. Hierofolym. Lib. 2.

t Cedrini Compend, Hift. p. 650.

+ Speaking of Godfrey of Bulloign, fhe fays Fira exsifep
70 Pape patedaler ey & Meyanopaprys Tewpyios pspap=
TUPHAEs Alexiados, Lib, 8,

lated
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mattyrology which I have mentioned above, fuffici-
ently proves that St. George was not unknown in
this country even in the time of the Saxons, but it
feems to be generally admitted that he was not re-
ceived as the Guardian of our nation till the period
of the Crufades, when the fierce and fuperftitious
warriors of England moft judicioufly adopted for
their patron a Saint who was not lefs diftinguifthed
by his valour than by his piety. The choice of the
Crufaders was confirmed by the inftitution of the
Order of the Garter.*

George, the Arian, or, as he has been called
from the place of his birth, George of Cappa-

informed by Pococke, that a well was in his time fhewn by
the Turks, (who pay great refpet to S5t. George under the
title of Cheter Eliaz) near to which, they informed him,
our Saint had flain the dragon which was haftening to de-
vour the daughter of the king of Bayreut ; this well is in
the territory of the Drufes,

See Pococke’s Delcription of the Eaft, Vol, 11, p. g1,
and the Apologia of Joannes Cantacuzenus,

* It appears from Walfingham, that in the time of
Henry V. the feaf of St. George was decreed to be a
¢feftum duplex ad modum majoris duplicis,”

E docia,
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docia,* has by fome writers been fuppofed to be
the fame perfon as the Saint of whom I have
hitherto been fpeaking; the hiftory of this man
may be comprifed in a few words: he appears to
have been born of obfcure parents, but, by his af-
fiduity and obfequioufnefs, he obtained a profitable
employment in the army, in which fituation he
acquired great wealth ; baving imbibed the opi-
nions of Arius, he contrived, by the afliftance of
partifans of a fimilar faith, to force himfelf into
the feat of Athanafius, at Alexandria :t the power
which he had thus obtained was exercifed to the
worlt of purpofes; he not only perfecuted with
feverity the oppofers of his theological opinions,
but by his illiberal condugt in other refpetts, he
provoked a general indignation : but the career of
his violence and injuftice was at length effetually
checked; he was degraded, thrown into prifon,

and foon after maflacred in a popular tumult.f

* Sozomen, Hilt. Eccles, 1v, 2g.
+ Sozomen, as above, Lib., v. 8. Ammian, Marcel,
Lib, 22.
¥ Socratis Hift, Eccles, Lib, 111, 24
e
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man, the mean and cruel George of Alexandria,
he has introduced to us a new Saint, certainly of a
much more refpectable character than the one
whom he difcards, but whofe pretenfions to the
honour which is claimed for him are equally ill-
grounded. George of Oftia, Pope Adrian’s le-
gate to England, is the perfon who has attralted
Mr. Salmon’s attention, and whom he has en-
deavoured to prove, by a few fanciful arguments,
to be the genuine tutelary Saint of our country:
that George of Oftia was undoubtedly in England,
that he was prefent at a council held at Cealchythe,
that he much diftinguithed himfelf, by eftablifhing,
or rather by confirming the Catholic faith among
the Anglo-Saxons, and that he was every where
received with the refpet and honour due to his
charalter, all this, I fay, may be fupported by
authorities which cannot be reafonably queftioned ;*

* Henry of Huntindon, p. 197. Hoveden. Annal,
pars prior, p.2g2. S, Dunelm, Ann. 786.

See too, refpeéting the Council, Chronic. Saxon, p. 63,
and Spelman, Concil. p. 291, in the latter Gregorio is
printed by millake for Georgio,

but
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but of his farther pretenfions we have no proofs;
it appears by no means certain that he was ever
canonized ; and the particulars refpeCting St
George, which are handed down to us in the mar-
tyrology of Bede, as well as in the Saxon marty-
rology above-mentioned, appear to me to prove
moft decifively that in the time of the Saxons, (and
at no other time would the Bifhop of Oftia have
been fo peculiarly celebrated) the St. George of
the Englith Calendar, was the fame as the St
George of the Greeks.*

I have

* The argument drawn by Mr, Salmon (p. 106.) in fa-
vour of his hypothefis, from certain churches dedicated to
St. George, he has himfelf abundantly refuted, by ac-
knowledging that not one of them (nor any one in Eng-
land) is dedicated exprefsly in the name of St. George of
Oftia.

The opinion, fupported by Dr. Pettingal, that St,
George is merely an allegorical perfonage, I conceive to be
fufficiently difproved by what I have advanced above; but
if any doubts fhould remain on this head, I muft refer the
reader to Dr. Heylin’s Hiftory of St, George, (p. 161, &c.)
from which he will learn that the reality of our Saint and
Martyr is admitted by authors of all ages, from the fourth
tothe feventeenth century. Mr, Byrom's flill more ex-

tracrdinary
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I have now to fpeak of the fragment of which
I propofe to give a literal tranflation ; the original
of it is written in the [Franco-Theotifh language,
and is annexed to the Vatican manufeript of
Otfrid’s Francith Gofpels :* it is printed with
a Latin tranflation and notes (by Sandvig) in the
Symbole Literaturae Teutonice of Suhmj I have
omitted fome lines which were defettive or unin-

telligible, the reftis as follows :—

George went to judgment,
With much honour,

From the market-place,
And with a great multitude (following him);

traordinary hypothefis, that St. George is the fame perfon
as Pope Gregory the Great, has been fo fatisfaltorily refuted
by Mr. Pegge, (Archzologia vol. v, p. 14, &c.) that it re-
quires no farther notice.

* This is {aid to bethe oldeft Gothic or German verfion
extant, and muft confequently have been compofed before
the middle of the fourth century, as the verfion of UIPhilas
1s fuppofed to be of about that date,

te
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is the hero,* and from which, as they are chiefly
of a later date than the fervice books of the
Greeks, and little elfe than repetitions of each
other in all material points, no information I con-
ceive could be extrafted, which would prove more
fatisfa@ory than that which I have adduced above,
I fhall conclude this effay with obferving, that the
red crofs, which is ufually attributed to St. George
for an armorial bearing, was poflibly adopted from
the inftitution of Conftantine’s order of knight-
hood, which I have already mentioned; that the
figure of the fame Saint armed and on horfeback,
exprefles his martial character, and was introduced
by the Greeks at a very early period; that the dra-
gon which he is depitured as flaying, is generally,
and I believe juftly, deemed to be the fymbol of

* I cannot, however, deny mylelf the pleafure of copying
the fpirited addrefs by which he is faid to have provoked
the rage of Diocletian: ¢ Et ego, inquit, O imperator, fum
Chriftianus ; miror autem tanto in idolis colendis errore
vos detineri, et wternum et viventem Deum ignorare, qui
et ipfum hoc regnum tibi, O imperator, dedit. |

Vit Sanét, potifl, ex Surio colle&t, Aprilis XXIII,

Pagani{m;
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ture, and Roman arts: rhetoric was a ftudy in
which the Britifh youth are faid to have greatly ex-
celled; but as the bards were {lill the chief, if not
the fole compofers of poetical pieces, and as the
religious opinions of thefe men, no lefs than their
extreme hatred to their conquerors, effectually de-
terred them from any attempt at imitating Roman
produétions, the charaéter and fpirit of our national
poetry {till remained unchanged.

When England was fubdued by the Saxons, the
Britons chiefly retired into Cornwall and Wales,
and a portion of them thence fled into Armorica,
a country which had before received Britifh Colo-
nies in the time of Conftantine and of Maximus;*
the name of this diftri¢t was foon after changed to
Britanny,} and its language, which nearly refem-
bled that of Wales, received the appellation of

Bas-Breton.

* See Camden’s Chapter on Armorica (in his Britannia),
and Milton’s Hiftory of England.
+ Camden, as above.

The
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The national poetry of England was now cul-
tivated only in Armorica, in Wales, and in fuch
parts of Britain as had not yet yielded to the Saxon
arms, while the country which the invaders had
fubdued received with its conquerors the Scandina-

vign poetry.

The Saxons not only introduced into England
their Edda, their Sagas*, and other pieces of Runic

verfe,} but to thefe they foon after added new pro-
dutions;

* Many f{pecimens of thefe compofitions have been pre-
ferved by Snorro, Torfxus, and Bartholinus.

+ The poetry of the Scandinavians is not without its pre-
tenfions to antiquity ; their war-fongs are noticed by Taci-
tus, and are probably of a much earlier date than the time
in which that writer flourifhed : moft of their mythological
poems are admitted to have been compoled foon after the
time of Odin, of whole xra, however, various opinions are
entertained, but he is by none fixed at a later period than
the fourth century : Szmund’s, or the more modern Edda,
is not {uppoled to have been written till after the year 500.

Doubtlels the poetry of the Britons may be traced much
farther back than that of the Scandinavians ; but the more
celebrated Welfh bards, as Taliefen, Llywark, Talhiart, &c.
did not fourifh till the fixth century.

G e Various
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dudtions; fome fpecimens of early Anglo-Saxon
poetry are to be found in Hickes, they chiefly con-
fift of moral rhapfodies, fcriptural hiftories, or re-
ligious invocations; fome remains of Czdmon, a
Saxon poet of high repute, are preferved by Bede;
the fong on Athelftan’s victory is an Anglo-Saxon
piece of much merit; a conveyance of Edward the
Confeffor’s, and a very ancient defcription of the
Bath waters, both of which are compofed in rime,
are particularly curious.*

Such

Various kinds of poetry, as hymns, elegies, heroic fongs,
fatyrs, &c. are to be found among both the nations of whom
I am {peaking; rime allo was common to them both; by
the Welfh it was uled, I believe, always; by the Scandi-
navians rarely, as they wrote in a vait variety of meafures,
in which alliteration, and other tricks of conftruftion, ren-
dered rime lefs neceflary; Egill’s Ranfome (p. g2, of
Five pieces of Runic poetry) is one of their moft celebrated
rimed produétions; rime allo occafionally occurs in the
Dying Ode of Regner Lodbrog.

* The Scalds of the Continent occafionally vifited Eng-
land after it was [ubdued by the Saxons and Danes, and
there produced verfes, which were received with much ap-
plaufe; Egill was in high favour with /Ethelftan; and
many poems have beenpreferved, which were compofed by

Sighvatr
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‘confequently introduced.  Philip de Than; who
lived in the time of Henry 1. and who was the au-
thor of the Liber de Creaturis, appears to have been
the firft poet in England who compofed in the
Norman tongue; his example was followed by
Nantueil, by Gaimar, and by Wace; the Brut of
this latter writer was finifhed about 1155, and was
rimed; other writers might be enumerated who
compofed their poetical works in the Norman dia-
le€t; but it is enough to obferve, that the pure
Norman {chool of poetry feems to have prevailed

from the reign of the firft to that of the fecond
Henry.

To the Norman fucceeded the Anglo-Normar
fchool; in this the Saxon dialet was preferved,
but with an uncertain mixture of Norman words ;
the firft writer of this fchool was Layamon, who
tranflated Wace’s Brut;* the author of the Land

of Cockayne is another compofer of the fame claf,

—

* This tranilation is chiefly in rime, .

though
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though the Saxon prevails more in his compofition
than in the work of Layamon. Raobert of Glou-
cefter, Manning, and a few other writers of infe-
rior note,. conftitute the remainder of this fchool.*
The favourite materials of the poets, both of the
Norman and Anglo-Norman fchools, were the
tales of Chivalry and Romance; this fpecies of writ-
ing, if not. invented in Armorica, was thence im-
ported into England, .and chiefly through the me-
dium of the Normans. The minftrels of William
the Conqueror, who fang to his troops the animat-
ing praifes of Charlemagne and Roland, may juftly
be confidered as the earlielt introducers of the

dtrains of Romance, and the {ubfequent acquifition

* Nearly about the period in which we may fix the oris
pin of the Anglo-Norman fchool, a great rage for Latin
compolition appears to have arilen, both :;mdng the writers
of prole and verle ; John of Salifbury, Peter de Blois, and
Joleph of Exeter, (the lols of whole Antiocheis cannot
but be greatly regretted) were in their day particularly dif-
tinguifhed in this [pecies of writing ; and the prattice was
adopted, although apparently with inferior {uccefs, by
Ramfey, Nequam, Eligbie, and otbers.

of
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of the Exploits of King Arthur, of the Gefte of
‘King Horne, of Turpin’s Charlemagne, and of
many works of a fimilar kind, propagated a very
“general admiration of that fpecies of chmpdﬁtiun,
and excited in the poets of the time an eager de-
fire to tranflate, or to imitate, productions of fo

fafcinating a kind.

The Anglo-Norman {chool of poetry was followed
by that which I cannot better diftinguifh than by
the denomination of E nglish : of this fchool Chau-
cer is the acknowledged father; the language in-
- deed of this writer abounds, like that of his imme-
diate predeceflors, with INorman words, but the
eminence of his produétions fixed with tolerable
{tability that mixture of French and Saxon which
~was to conflitute the bafis of the Englifh tongue;
and althuughlit cannot be denied that many of the
words which he has ufed are now become obfolete,
yet the general ftruéture and compofition of our
language have never been materially changed fince

the peried in which he wrote,

The
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From the time of Spencer to that of Dryden,
fome marks of the imitation of Italian writers, or
of their followers, may be traced in moft of our
poets of note.  Shakfpeare, indeed, borrowed lit-
tle more than the fables of his plays from any
writer, but in his fonnets he has certainly adopted
the tafte of his age; Milton was formed no lefs
upon the Ancient than the Italian model; but the
whole race of metaphyfical poets, beginning with
Donne and ending with Cowley, were decided imi-

tators of the abfurd conceits, the fatiguing allegoe
| ries, and the profufe defcription of Marino.

Dryden forms a new zra in our poetry; al-
though he retained fome of the Italian materials,
yet his tafte and his verfification were principally
formed by the ﬁud}rr of French writers;* this

great

* I cannot refrain from exprefling the aftonifhment and
ad niration with which I contemplate the happy union of
harmony and vigour that pervades the poetry of Dryden;
from no other writer can we derive an equally ftrong
idea of the majelly, force, and {wectnels of the Englifh

tongue;
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great man then, together with Pope and the relt
of his imitators, conftitute a fchool which may be

termed, with fufficient accuracy, the French
{chool .t

Although the tales, as well as the mythology, of
of Greece and Rome had long fince ferved to de-

corate the poetry of England, and although the

e

tongue; and I truft that I may be permitted to add
(nearly in the words which a great critic has ufed in com-
mending the profe of Addilon) ¢ that whoever wifhes to
acquire a {kill'in Englifh verfification, muft give his days
and nights to the volumes of Dryden.”

t It is fcarcely neceflary to oblerve, that in endewﬂurmg
to cftablith a convenient claffification of the Englifh Poets,
I by no means intend to allert that every poet who lived in
the periods of which 1 am fpeaking, can, with propriety,
be included in the fchool which generally prevailed in his
age ; thus about the time in which the French {chool was
eftablifhed, the celebrated Butler appeared, whole claim to
a perfeft fingularity of manner muft be univerfally admit-
ted, and at a later ra were produced the Night Thoughts of
Y oung, the Seafons of Thompfon, and the Bath-guide of
Ainftie, each of which is decidedly charafterized by a ftrik-
ing originality,

H2 : moft
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moft fplendid and graceful imitations of the ancients
~ had diftinguithed the works of Milton, yet a tafte
for the claflical forms of compofition never feems
to have fo generally prevailed in England, as when
it was awakened by the animating productions of
Collins and Gray; thefe writers then may be pro-
perly deemed the founders of a Greek {chool.

As the works of this fchool, however, can only
be highly relithed, or well imitated, by thofe who
have acquired fome tinture of learning, it cannot
be reafonably expected that they fhould ever be
very popular or very abundant; and although the
the tafte for compofitions formed on the ancient
models is far from being extiné, yet that {pecies
of writing has lately received a powerful check
from the loud and almoft univerfal applaufe which
has been won by the tranflators and imitators of

the German writers.

The novelty, the extravagance, and the pathos
of the German {chool was not ill calculated to pro-
duce a vehement effeCt on the minds of a people,

whofe
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A work of a fimilar kind, alfh;Jugh much in-
ferior to that which might have been expected from
the united talents and fkill of Gray and of Mafon,
would certainly be highly acceptable, and could
not but greatly facilitate the acquifition of architec-
tural knowledge, which is now to be ﬁ:}ught for in
a variety of unconnefted works, many of which
are certainly performances of great and deferved re-
putation, but from which, as they commonly illuf+
trate only fome particular E;ﬂffdfng, and as they fre-
quently abound with theoretical enquiry, it is by
no means eafy to felect in abundance fuch remarks

as may affift us in forming a general fyftem of
Englifh Architecture.

From having experienced fome inconvenience
from the want of fuch a manual as that of which I
have juft been fpeaking, I have endeavoured to
{ketch out from the works of others, and from tie
obfervations which I have been able to make my-
felf, a general view of thofe claffes into which the

ftructures or remains of ftrutures in this Ifland,

may be conveniently dijftributed, and under each
| of
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ROMAN.

Lrom the Conquest of Britain by the Romans to 422,

The remains of Roman architecture in Britain,
befides their celebrated walls and roads, are chiefly
the following: Caftra of a regular oblong fhape,
with the Decuman (or larger) and Prztorian (or
fmaller) gate of entrance at the oppofite extre-
mities of the camp, with two other gates (the
principes) opening on oppofite fides into the mid-
dle of the camp; a vallum and fofs; towers in the
walls, and generally at the gateés of entrance;
the walls of the caftra were ufually compofed of
firata of Roman bricks (which are very hard,
large, and thinifh), and of ftrata of flints cut,
and very regularly placed, or of other ftones; the
the whole ‘cemented by a ftrong mortar. Remains

of the Prezetorium are often to be traced.

Befides the caftra, we find among the Romah

remains, a few ﬁ'agments of temples, villas, and
baths,
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began to build with ftone; it has been obferved as
a general chara&ériﬂic, that moft parts of the
Saxon buildings are on “a circular principle;™
round arches, imitations of the Roman ones, were
ufed in their doors, windows, &c; in general few
ornaments, no cima, ovolo, nor fcotia, fome ziz-
zag and mouldings, with heads of animals, &c.
but ufually fimple; they occafionally, however,
have a rich appearance, from being double, triple,
or quadruple; the materials which were ufed by
the Saxons were commonly rough flints and other
ftones rudely fhaped, except for ornament or infide
work; they had no towers to their churches before
Edgar’'s time (in 959); their towers were generally
round and mafly; the roofs of their buildings were
of timber, the pillars thick and round, with a fort
of regular capital and bafe, the capitals of leaves
or flourifhes fometimes rich, the windows were
moftly fmall; the ealt end of fome of the Saxom

churches was circular.

The






68

SAXON FORTRESSES.

They were commonly fituated on hills; they had
a circular fofs, narrower and fhallower than that
afterwards introduced by the Normans, but more
extended; the towers, or rather caftles of the
Saxons were larger than the Britith; they were
ufually of a fquarith form, fometimes with angular
abutments, and fometimes running out at their
corners into a circular thape; their walls were very
thick; they had a keep; two or more ftories of
apartments not large; a dungeon; fmall windows
or loops; no chimnies, the fmoke pafling through
the top of the room; in the oldeft caftles or towers
the entrance was by fteps from without, but after-
wards it was even with the ground, over the door
were machicolations; the main building ftood in
an area formed by a furrounding wall, in this were
fometimes fmaller towers at unequal diftances;
the walls- were often of chalk, flint, and fand-

{tone mixed,

SAXO-NORMAN.
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fquare, and loftier than thofe of the preceding wra;
fpires were introduced in 1222; the pillars of the

churches

edarch. In the Cathedral of Bayeux, however, built by
Philip of Harcourt in 1159, pointed arches abound, and
alfo in the very ancient Norman Church of St. Sauveur du
Marche ; Ducarel goes fo far as to affert that the round arch
was introduced into Normandy after the conquelt in imita-
tion of the Saxon one, a conjefture which I imagine will
not be readily adopted.

It is allo worthy of obfervation, that the two towers of
St. Stephen’s of Caen, are both topped by fpires, and that
fpires as well as futed pillars and very beautiful painted
glafs, are alfo to be feen in the palace of William the Con-
queror at Caen; fpires occur too in the abovementioned
Cathedral of Bayeux.

Although I am aware that I fhall digrels from the fubjeét
before me, yet I truft I fhall be excufed if I here infert a
few curious obfervations (from Ducarel p. g8) on the curfeu
bell, ¢ The covrefeu or curfeu bell,” he obferves, ‘‘exilts
almoft every where, and yet the ignorance of the people of
all ranks is fuch that they are entirely unacquainted with
its hiftory. At Caen they call it la retraite, and fancy that
it was inftituted to call the foldiers to their quarters. In
other places they confider it as intended to [ummon the
people to the compline, or laft daily fervice of the Roman
Catholic Church, which anciently was performed at eight
o'clock in the evening, though it now beginsat five, The
inftitution of the curfeu bell is ufually attributed to William

the



13

churches, &c. were very mafly, often fluted or cut
fpirally, and occafionally cluftered, with ornaments

the Conqueror, who is faid, after his conquelt of England,
to have ordered that it fhould be rung at eight o’clock at
night, and that then all perfons fhould retire to their own
houfes, and putout their fire and candle, he thereby politi-
cally intending to prevent all private meetings and cabals
among the Englith, who, he apprehended, were inclined to
contrive a revolr, and that finding the good effeét of this
injunétion in England, he introduced it into Normandy.

Some perfons however are of epinion, and that not without
good grounds, that the ringing the curfeu bell was infti-
tuted by Duke William before his conqueft of England,
and in the year 1061, upon the following occafion. The
Duke, fay they, having fummoned a provincial council to
be held at the Church of St, Paix de Tous Saintes at Caen,
which he had lately built, took effe@ual care to ftop all
commotions and diforders during the time of that affembly
by ordaining the ftriét obfervance of a ftate of tranquillity
which he called La Trieve de Dieu, and that finding the
good effefts of this ordinance, he enjoined the continuance
of it all over Normandy, and from thence introduced it
into England.

In Normandy we fee this bell direfts the people whenito
fay their prayers, It might formerly be of the lame ufe in
England, or the cuftom of ringing it might be kept up
with a view to inform the meaner fort nf people, who had
neither clocks nor almanacks, how the time went.”

and
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and mouldings, as before; f{tained glafs was intyo-
duced, the vaulting of the roof was ribbed, the
windows were larger, and divided by mullions of
the plainer kinds, the eaft and weft windows were
of confiderable dimenfions; feries of low and
clofe arch work, fometimes with a pointed head
were often placed on the front of buildings; flints
and ftones well fhaped.

ORNAMENTED NORMAN.,

From 1500 1o about 1450.

Henry the Sixth’s, or King's College Chapel is
the molt finithed fpecimen of the architeGture of
this period; the pillars were now more cluftered
and flender, the windows were larger, and divided
into feveral lights, and branched out at the top
into a multiplicity of whimfical fhapes and com.

partments,
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ftyle of this aera was like that of the laft, but ftill
more highly ornamented; the roofs were adorned
with a beautiful fretwork of ftone, rich and deli-
cate carving in ftone and brafs, figures, ftatues,
pinnacles, angular ornaments, treillages, and
every kind of decoration, wrought to its greateft
perfettion, were profufely introduced. '

-‘+\—+

Soon after the Norman conqueft Caen ftone and
Purbeck marble were employed in ecclefiaftical
ftruCtures; the flints and flones which were then
ufed were cut and joined with fomewhat more
dexterity than before, at leaft in the exterior of
buildings, and the outfide of fome of the churches
and chapels of the laft zera of Norman Architeture
are extremely beautiful, particularly when formed
of flint inlaid with ftone of various fhapes.*

* The exterior of the Chantry Chapel of the Virgin
(built in the time of Henry VIL.) on the fouth fide of St.
Michael’s of Coflany Church, Norwich, is a remarkably
fine {pecimen of this [pecies of workmanthip.

Qome
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Some portions {till remain in our churches of a
wery ancient kind of pavement, compofed of fmall,
fquare, and very folid tiles, which greatly refemble
the Roman brick in their ftru¢ture and form.*

Even in the time of the Saxons fome coarfe
painting and faining, and painted figures allo ap-
pear to have been occafionally introduced into their
religious buildings ; this pratice was continued by
the Normans, and the walls of moft of our
churches, chantries, &c. till the period of the re-
formation, were decorated with paintings or draw-
ings of our Saviour, of the Virgin, or of the
Saints to whom the building was dedicated.

The Saxon charalers were ufed, as well as the
Roman, in infcriptions on tombs, &c. till about

aills

* They are nearly the fame as the Saxon bricks or tiles
fpoken of above, but they may pofiibly be a Norman imi-
tation of thofe tiles, or of the Roman bricks,

L the
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the beginning of the fourteenth century;* the Gorhic
letter was then introduced, and continued in ufe
in fepulchral, and other brafles and tablatures, till
about the latter end of the fixteenth century, when

the Roman character was revived.

Remarks on the Pointed Arch.

The earlieft pointed arches feem to have devi.
ated but little from the round arch; but when ge-
nerally introduced in the time of Henry IIl. they
were formed of a much more angular thape, which
has been, not inaptly, compared to a lancet; in
the reign of Edward L _they were fomewhat more
open, but were, at leaft frequently, wvery narrow
and pointed in the time of Edward II. The arch

* The lateft infcription in the Saxon letter which I have
been able to dilcover in any of the numerous churches in
the city of Norwich, is an infcription in Norman French,
dated 1298, engraved on the wall which is united to the

/_J\tepIe of St. Mary’s of Collany, and which is much older
than the relt of the church.

peculiar
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peculiar to the reign of Tdward 111 i$ formed by
two fPraight lines rifing from the top of the fup-
porting fides, and meeéting in a point ; this {pecies
of arch does not appear, however, to have conti-
nued very long in vogue; in Richard IL.’s time
the arch was well proportioned, but not fo beauti-
ful as thofe of Henry IV, and V. the latter more
efpecially preferve a medium in their breadth and
heighth which is dificult to define, but which
unites in an extraordinary degree both lightnefs and
magnificence ; the arch appears to have been much
flattened  in many of the buildings of the @ra of
-Henry VI. from which circumftance it derives a
heavy appearance; the fhape of the arches of
King’s-college Chapel, of the Chapel at Windfor,
founded by Edward IV. and of the Chapel of
Henry VIL. are too well known to require any
particular defcription.

NOBRMAN FORTRESSES.

The Norman caftles were larger than the Saxon
ones, and ufually fituated on high hills; they were

1.2 furrounded
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furrounded by a deep circular ditch, and fome-
times by two or three; the fpaces circumfcribed
by thefe ditches were denominated ballia, and thus
the caftle had its inner, its outer, and fometimes its
third ballium; the caftle itfelf was generally of a
fquarith form; its walls were thick and high; it
had a keep, a draw-bridge, a poftern, and not un-
frequently a barbican ; the entrance to the caftle
was on the ground, and was fecured by a port-
cullis and fometimes by a fenced entry ; moft of the
buildings of which I am fpeaking had hanging
arches to defend their loops, and were allo topped
with turrets and battlements; they had at firft but
few windows in the lower {tories; they generally
contained feveral large rooms, as well as a chapel,
and in the time of Edward 1. a great hall was ad-
ded to many of them; they had regular chimnies,
and offices were built to them in the adjoining
courts. They were more ornamented on the out.
fide than the Saxon caftle. Religious houfes were

often fituated near them.
Such,
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Such, then, are the more remarkable criteria by
which the @ras of our ancient ecclefiaftical and
military ftru¢tures may be determined, as I con-
ceive, with tolerable accuracy. :

In the reign of Henry VIIL. the Norman, or as
it is moft commonly called, the Gothic Architec-
ture began to decline, and in the reigns of Eliza-
beth and James, the Roman ArchiteCture was in.
troduced into England in its ftead.*

* A full and chronological account of the changes which
have taken place in the ftrutture of the dwelling-houfes and
manfions of the Englith, would doubtlefs form a valuable
addition to that kind of work of which I have now been
endeavouring to trace the outlines. On this fubjeét I have
hitherto met with little more than brief and occafional hints,
except in Mr, Whitaker's very amufing and inftruétive
Differtation on our domeftic architetture (in his Hiftory of
Whalley, p. 472). From this piece, and from the fcattered
notices which occur on the fame fubjett in feveral other
writers, we gather in general, that

The earlieft houfes or huts of the ancient Britons were
formed of twigs or boughs of trees, and were made fuffi-
ciently large to contain a family and fome portion of its
cattle; they appear, at a later period, to have been built
with fods, or with rough fiones, and ufually, I believe,

: without
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without mortar (as was the cale in the Duns, and even in
fome of the meaner cottages of Scotland to a very late pe-
riod) ; the {tone huts of the Britons were conical, of which
form {ome traces flill remain in the fmaller farm-houles of
Woales ; they conlifted of but one room, and were without
chimnies, the [moke pafﬁng through the roof, '

The houfes of the more wealthy Britons feem to have
been fomewhat improved during the time in which the
Iland was poffefled by the Romans, and poflibly fome nf
the Anglo-Roman villas, of which we ftill ind remains,
were the leats of Britons of diftinétion ; there is, however,
little reafon to fuppofe that any great or general change was
introduced at this period into the humbler domeftic build-
ings of the Britons, for the very clumfy and unfuccefsful
attempt which they made, at the departure of the Romans,
to repair the wall of Severus, fufficiently proved them to
have been, even at that time, exceedingly deficient in ar-
chiteGural fkill.

The dwelling-houfes of the Saxons appear to have been
fmall, chiefly built with wood and elay, and thatched with
rufthes or flraw ; their cottages were merely fingle apart«
ments without chambers, .

After the Nerman conqueflt the art of building rapidly
improved in England ; bricks and cut flones were gradually
imroduced ; but a very large proportion of wood continned
to be ufed even in the {trufture of the houfes of the metroe
polis to a late period.  The farm-houles of three or four
centuries ago, were low, dark, and fupported by crooks;
it is fcarcely neceflary to add, that the ule of clay, and of
thatches of different kinds, is not even yet entirely abo-'
lifhed.

The refidences of our forefathers were, however, of
very different kinds; hcﬁdca their ordinary houfes and cot

tages,
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tages, they had allo their caftlets or peels, their manor-
houfes, their halls, and their greater and lefs embattled
manfions. .

The caftlets or peels were generally fituated on the bor-
ders ; they feem in fome degree to have refembled the an-
cient Britifh fortrels, as they confifled of a fingle tower of
feveral ftories, contrived for the reception of cattle be-
neath and of a family above,

The unembattled manor-houfe furrounded a quadrangle,
and was defended by a mote—this quadrangular form of
building has been thought by fome ta have been borrowed
by the Saxons from the Romans, and to have been after-
wards copied by the Anglo-Normans in conflrufting the
cloiftered courts of monafteries, colleges, and holpitals,
- as well as the manor-houfes abovementioned.

The ordinary Hall before the time of Elizabeth, was a
very {ubftantial building, refting upon crooks of the oldeit
form; it contained a lobby, a hall, with a parlour beyond
it on one fide, and offices on the other; the windows were
apertures fix inches wide, not originally intended for glals,
the floors of clay, the chimnies wide and open, the apart.
ments, one only excepted, low and narrow. In the Halls
built of ftone (after the time of Elizéhcth} the original
form of the more ancient ones was retained, but with great
enlargement ; on the right of the entrance was the hall,
lighted by one great range window, and containing an im-
menfe fire place; at the lower end was a gallery, and be-
yond the hall a parlour, or fleeping room furnifhed with a
mafly oak bedftead.

The embattled houles of the time of Elizabeth and James,
—*¢¢ Thefe,*” fays Mr, Whitaker, ¢ were of two kinds, the
one an improvement upon the rude quadrangle, the other
an expanfion of the ancicnt caftiet, the one luminous and

magnihcent,
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ON SAXON LITERATURLE.

WHILE the antiquities and compofitions of the
Celtic tribes are exciting confiderable intereft in the
literary world, it cannot but be a fubje&t both of
{furprife and regret that the language and produc-
tions of the Saxons fhould have almoft ceafed to

attract our attention..

The obligations which we are under to this {pe-
cies of literature appear to be nearly forgotten,
although we are indebted to it for a great and va-
luable portion of the hiftory and antiquities of our
nation ; more knowledge might undoubtedly be
yet gleaned from the fame field; and were it necef-
fary to enforce a profecution of Saxon ftudies by
the authority and example of diftinguifhed men,

M2 the
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the names of Camden, of Spelman, and of Junius,

might alone awaken us to more fpirited exertions.

At the beginning of the period in which thefe
eminent antiquaries flourithed, the knowledge of
the Saxon language was nearly extinét in England;
they were, however, forcibly ftruck by the value
of that language, and by the importance of the
works which were '{:nmpoﬁ:d in it; and the efforts
which they fo earneftly direCted to the revival of
Saxon literature * were rewarded by an extraordi-

nary fuccels.

The work which was thus happily begun, was
foon after greatly promoted, as well by the patro-

* Spelman having himfelf experienced fome difficulty in
zi:quii*ing a fkill in the Saxon tongue, determined, with a
mofl judicious gencrofity, to eftablifh a Saxon Profellor-
fhip in the Univerlity of Cambridge; this chair was filled,
with great advantage to the public, both by Wheelock and
Somner; but the fupply deftined to its maintenance was
fequellered, with the rell of the property of the Spelman
family, in the courle of the civil wars.

See Spelman’s life prefixed to his works,

page
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other, derive much fatisfaction and encouragement
from confidering the great number of unedited
Saxon manufcripts which are to be found in many
of our molt celebrated libraries,* and of which it
is yet to be hoped that a copicus and judicious fe-
leCtion may at fome future period be offered to the
public; the fkilful execution of a tafk like this
would certainly redound highly to the literary ho-
nour of the nation, and could not but greatly

tend to revive that laudable attention to Saxon

* It is impoflible to attempt, in a work of this kind,
even an imperfeét enumeration of the Saxon compofitions
which are hitherto unedited ; it might be enough to refer to
the very copious catalogue of Saxon MSS. in the Cottonian
Collettion ; but befides thefe, a variety of Saxon preduc-
tions are alfo preferved in the Harleian Colleétion ; in that
of his Majefty ; in the Bodleian, in Trinity, Emanuel, and
Bene’t Libraries, Cambridge, (the latter of which was para.
ticularly enriched by the gifts of Archbifhop Parker,) and
alfo in fome few of the Lihraries of our Cathedrals,

Catalogues of {everal of the collettions abovementioned
may be found in Wanley’s Additions to Hiekes’ Thelaurus
Ling, vet, Septentrion,

philology
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philology and compofitions which has been toe
long dormant.

I cannot but here obferve, that it is certainly
fomewhat to be regreted, that the tranflations of
thofe Saxon works which have hitherto been pub-
lithed are almoft univerfally executed in the Latin
tongue; for what good reafon their contents thould
be thus veiled from the unlearned Englith reader,
I confefs I am at a lofs to conceive; it can hardly
be afferted with truth that thefe works ought rather
to be dedicated to the ufe of the literary public of
Europe, than to that of our own countrymen;
furely the Englifh are the people to whom they muft
be principally interefting, and wholfe curiofity re.
fpeting them has the firit claim to indulgence.

An Engli/b tranflation then of the beft unedited
Saxon manufcripts would certainly be a defirable
acquifition, and I am alfo inclined to believe, that
even a re-tranflation into Englith, of fuch Saxon
pieces as have been publithed with a Latin verfion

only, is an objet not unworthy of attention.—
Hiftory
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Hiftory is a ftudy to which the mere Englifh reader
is often very ftrongly and very properly attached,
and a thorough knowledge of his own hiftory (the
moft valuable to him of all) would doubtlefs be
much promoted by fome familiarity with the writ-
ings of the Saxons; I know no man who has any
tafte for hiftorical purfuits that could fail of being
gratified by a perufal of that curious and venerable
remain the Saxon Chronicle,

For the fame reafons, a tranflation of Bede and
of fuch of the Saxon and other early writers in
England as have compofed in Latin would alfo be
very defirable,*

A fimilar tranflation too of the poetry of the

Saxons, or of fome fpecimens of it at leaft, could

not I think be totally uninterefting; no great por-

* Many amufing dnd inftrutive portions of Englith
hiftory might be extrafted from the Scriptores polt Bedam,
and from Gale’s larger colle€tion of Scriptores Rerom An-
glicanarom, &, : -
tior
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tion of the original poetry itfelf has yetbeen given
to the public, and in that portion which has appear-
ed, little perhaps is contained that was peculiarly
eminent in its time: of Caedmon, a poet of great
celebrity, a few lines only have been preferved by
Bede, and no publifhed piece of Saxon poetry is
{fuperior on the whole to the Ode on Athelftan’s
victory, of which a moft admirable tranflation may

be feen in Ellis’s Specimens.

I cannot, perhaps, better conclude thefe fhort
hortatory remarks than by rifking the addition of a
nearly literal tranflation of the fragment of Cad-
mon, which I have mentioned above, and of a
chapter in the Saxon Chronicle which gives a mi-
nute account of the foundation-charters of that
famous monaftery at Medefhamitead, which confti-
tutes the fite of the prefent Peterborough.

The former of thefe pieces was compofed in the
fixth century, and the latter, probably, but very
little later than the feventh; for although the
Saxon Chronicle includes the death of Stephen,

N yet
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CHAPTER FrOM THE CHRONICON SAXONICUM,
(P- 4'1- jﬂ- 674'!)

In his time (thelred’s) then he fent Bifhop
Wilfrid to Rome to the Pope who then was; his
name was Agatho ; and the King told him, by writ
and by word, how his brothers Peada and Wulfere,
and the Abbot Saxulph, had built a minfter (or
monaftery) called Medefhamftede, and that they
had freed it, with the King and the Bifhop, from all
bondage, and exhorted him that he would confirm
it by his writ, and by his blefling. And the Pope
then fent his writ to England, thus faying < I,
Agatho, Pope of Rome, greet well the worthy
AEthelred the King of Mercia, and the Archbifhop
Theodore of Canterbury, and Saxulph the Bifhop
of the Mercians, who before was Abbot, and all
the Abbots who are in England. God’s greeting
and my blefling. I have heard the yearnings of
King thelred, apd of the Archbifhop Theodore,

and
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and of Bifhop Saxulph, and of the Abbot Cuth-
bald, and I will that it thould in all ways be as ye
have fpoken ; and I have bidden in behalf of God,
and of Saint Peter, and of all Saints, and of every
holy head, that neither King, nor Bifhop, nor
Earl, nor any man, shall have any tribute, cul-
tom, toll, or fourthing, and that no man fhall ex-
act any kind of fervitude from the Abbey of Me-
defhamftede ; I alfo order that no Bifthop of the
fhire fhould have the boldnefs to ordain or confe-
crate in this Abbacy, unlefs the Abbot fhould bid
him ; nor that he fthould exact either Bifhop’s fees,
or Synodals, or any other kind of payment.
And I will, that the Abbot be held as the Legate
of Rome over all the ifland, and that any Abbot
who is there chofen by the Monks fhall be bleffed
(confecrated) by the Archbithop of Canterbury ;
and I will and ordain, that if any man have made
a2 vow to go to Rome, and cannot perform it,
either from ficknefs, or from the need of his maf-
ter, or from any other bufinefs, be he of Eng-
land or of any other ifland, let him come to the

Minfter of Medefhamftede, and let him have fuch

forgivenefs
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forgivenefs from Chrift and Saint Peter, and the
Abbots, and the Monks, as he fhould have if he
went to Rome. And now I hid thee, brother
‘Theodore, that thou permittelt a fynod to be cal.
led through all England, and that this writ be
read and ﬂbr:-}"ed. Alfo 1 fay to thee, Bifhop
Saxulph, that as thou halt yearned that the min.
{ter be free, fo I have forbidden thee, and all the
Bifhops who come after thee, (fent) by Chrift and
all his faints, that none of ye fhall have any tri-
bute from the minfter but as much as the Abbot
chufeth. Now I will fay, in a word, that whofo-
ever abideth by this writ and this ordinance, he
fhall ever dwell with God Almighty in the King-
dom of Heaven, and whofoever breaketh it, he fhall
be excommunicated, and condemned with Judas
and with all the devils in hell, unlefs he fhall re-
pent. Amen.”” This writ Pope Agatho, and an
hundred and twenty-five Bifhops, fent into Eng.
land by Wilfrid, Archbithop of York. This was
done in the 680th year after the nativity of our
Lord, and in the 6th year of King Zthelred.
‘Then the King defired Archbifhop. Theodore ta

appoint
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appoint a witenagemot at a place called Heat-
felde ; when they were there gathered together, he
permitted the letter to be read which the Pope had
fent, and all ordained and confirmed it; then faid
the King ¢ All that my brother Peada and my
brother Wulfere, and my fifters Cineburgh and
Kynefuith, gave and confirmed to Saint Peter and
the Abbot, that will I have to ftand good : and 1
will in my day alfo increafe it tor the fake of their
fouls and of my foul. Now I 'give to day to Saint

Peter, for his Minfter of Medethamftede, thefe
* lands and all that thereto belongs, thatis Bredune,
Cedenac, &c.* ThefelandsI give to Saint Peter,
as freely as I mylelf held them, and fo that none
of my fucceflors fhall take therefrom any part:
but if any one do fo, may he have the curle of

the Pope of Rome, and of all Bifhops, and of all

* As molt of the places mentioned in the original are not
now known, or diftinguifhed by fome other name, it is
enough to mention that among them appear to have been -
Brecdon, in Worceller, Swinelliead, in Huntingdon, and
Cosford, and Stratford on Avon, in Warwickfhire,

“':11}
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Arnmonath,* Barnmonath, Harvefltmonath,
according to fome, Woedmonath,} Auguit,
Gerftmonath,} Haligemonath,§ September.
Wynmonath,|| Winterfulleth, - Océtober.
Wintmonath,** Blotmonath,}f - November.
Wintermonath or Midwintermonath,
Giul erra,}it - - - December.
A very

=

pofed ; it may be explained the third month of the fun’s
delcents

# ¢ Ayn” is the Saxon word for harveit.

1 ¢ Woed" has been explained above.

T ¢ Gerft” means “barley.”

§ ¢ Haligemonath’” may be rendered * holy.month ;"
it appears from a Saxon menology (in Wanley’s additions
to Hickes) that this month was named holy from the annual
celebration of a pagan feftival in it; the menology, which
1 tranflate kterally, fays thus * Haligemonath—for that our
forefathers, the while they heathens were, on this month
celebrated their devil-gild,”

| ¢« Wyn’’ means ¢ wine,”

*#* ¢ Wint'" 1s the Saxon word for wind,

++ ¢ Blot’’ means ¢ blood”—in this month cattle were
killed in great abundance by the Saxons for winter ftore,
or according to {ome as facrifices,

11 ¢ Giul erra’ means the former or firft Giul ; the fealt

of
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A very curious emblematical reprelentation of
the Saxon months is ftill, I believe, to be feen on
an ancient font in the parifh church of Burnham
Depdale, in Norfolk ; they are very rudely fculp-
tured, but the employments of moikt of the figures
that are introduced may be detected with fufficient
certainty. - As thefe employments throw fome
light upon the fubjett of which I have juft been
treating, I fhall briefly notice them. Giul aftera
is defignated by a man drinking out of a horn;
Solmonath is reprefented by a perfon apparently
fitting at the door of his houfe; Lenctmonath is
diftinguithed by a man digging; Ealtermonath
by a man employed in pruning; Seremonath /feems
to be marked by a perfon occupied in trimming a
vine ; Woedmonath is reprefented by a weeder;
Heymonath by a mower ; Arnmonath by a reaper;

i

of Thor, which was celebrated in the mother-night (i. e. at
the winter folftice) was thus called, and poflibly, as before
obferved, from 1ol or ol. This feaft feems to have been
continued through a part of January, (fee notes above.)

Gerftmonath
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was called to fucceed him by the united voice of
the people—Anfelm trembled and turned pale at
the found ; and when he was carried by force to
the king, that he might receive from his hands the
paitoral {taff of inveftiture, he very ftrongly refilted,
and urged that many reafons prevented his
accepting the honour that was offered him. The
Bifhops, therefore, drew him afide from the mul-
titude and thus addrefled him ; * what is it you are
doing? what is it you have in view? you cannot but
fee that chriftianity has almoft perifhed in England,
that every thing is in confufion, that all Kinds of
abominations have arifen, that we ourfelves, as
well as the churches of God, which are under our
direCtion, are in danger of eternal deftruction, and
you, who might affift us, only defpife us; whence
is this aftonithing conduét? whither are your fenfes
fled? the Church of Canterbury, in the oppreffion

‘bury, and profelles to give in it an account- of tranfaétions-

in which he was himfelf engaged, or of which he was at
lealt a fpeftator, from the time of the Norman Conquelt,
to the twenty-fecond year of the reign of Henry I,

of
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fign me to eternal torments? Remember, 1 ima
plore you, the faithful friendthip which my father
and mother ever entertained for you, and you for
them ; by this I conjure you to fuffer not the body
and foul of their fon to perifh together; I fhall be
utterly loft if I finilh my days while I {till hold
the primacy in my own hands ; aid me then, aid
me, my Lord and father, and aflume that dignity
on-account of which I am fo grievoully affliCted,
and fear to be flill more afflicted in eternity.”
The words of the king produced a great effect
on thofe who were near him, and they thus
warmly inveighed againft Anfelm, who ftill ex-
cufed himfelf, and was {till unwilling to take upon
himfelf fo heavy a load, ¢ what madnels has oc-
cupied your mind ? you afflit the king, you af-
i him to death, you do not fcruple to diftrefs
him even in his dying moments ; know then that
every annoyance, every oppreflion, every crime,
which may hereafter afflit England, will be ime
puted to’ you, unlefs you this day avert them by

receiving the paftoral care of the ghurch.” In
O E thele

g
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thefe difficulties Anfelm, turning to two monks

who were near him, exclaimed ¢ Ah, my
brethren, why do you not aflift me?* Thefe
words he uttered with fuch anguifh of minél,’ that,
as he was wont to declare, if the option had then’
been given him, he w'.m_ﬂd: rather, with trhéTperi-"
miflion of God, have died on the fpot than have
been exalted to the Archiepifcopal throne. ~Bald-
win anfwered him, If it be thé Will'of " God'that
it fhould be thus, what are we who oppofe the will
of God:” This fpeech was followed by tears
and by gufhes of blood from his nofe, which
ﬂmwed‘ to all prefent with what regret of heart
thefe words were uttered. Anfelm, having heard
the anfwer, cries out “Alas! how foon is thy
ftaff’ broken ! The king thenfperceiving_tl"laﬁthe
labour of zﬂi was ineffeCtual, directed that every
one 1hm'11d fall at the feet of Anfelm, to endeavour
in that manner to extort his confent. But what
happened? While they were falling down before
him, he himfelf falls down before the king, nor
could he in®any wife be moved from his firft de-

termination :
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termination: but the fpe€tators being at length
provoked, both by Anfelm himfelf, and by their
own inactivity in permitting fuch, delay by liften-
ing to his refufals, called aloud * the paftoral ftaff!
the paftoral ftaff!” and having feized  his right
arm, fome began to draw him forward while
he was ftruggling againft them, others forced
him along from behind, and they brought him at
lait clofe to the bed where the king lay fick.
When the king offered him the paftoral ftaff, he
clofed his hand, and fteadily refufed to receive it ;
the bifhops endeavoured to force open his fingers,
which were clofely bent in his palm, that the ftaff
might then be placed in his hand ; but when they
found, after fome trial, that the attempt was vain,
being only able to raife his forefinger which he
foon bent back, and when they heard him utter
fome complaint from the tearing of his flefh, they
at length refted the ftaff’ on his clofed hand, and
it was there fupported by the hands of the bifhops.
The multitude then fhouting “long live the
bithop!”’ the clergy began to fing the Te Deum,

Q2 with
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EDGAR ATHELING, or Edgar Clito, as he
1s fometimes ftyled, was born in Hungary* about
the year one thoufand and forty ; his father, Ed-
ward the Outlaw, was the fon of Edmund Iron-
fide, the paternal brother of the Confeflor : at
the deceafe of this prince, who died without law-
ful iffue, the right to the crown of England clearly
devolved to Edgar, the fole furviving male of the

* Polydori Vergilii Anglic. Hift. Lib. vii1. p. 188.
3. Dunelm,

+ Eadmeri Hift. Nov. Lib. 111, p. 56. Polydori Vergilii
Lib. vi11. and Milton’s Hiftory of England, Book 6.

Edmund Irenfide left two infant fons, Edwin and Ed-
ward. By order of Canute they were conveyed out of
England in 1017. At length they found an afylum in Hun-
gary. Edwin died there, Edward was recalled by Edward
the Confeflor, in 1057. He only lived to fee the land of
his nativity from which he had been exiled during 40 years.
The children of Edward were Edgar, Margaret, and
Chriftian, :

Dalrymple’s Annals of Scotland, p. 6.

family
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the citizens of London, and the naval forces of
the realm, ‘readily joined the confederacy; and
Aldred, the Archbifhop of York, whofe' concur-
rence was deemed of great importance, enlifted
with a;]z'lc:ﬁfy under the banners of Edgar; but the
fuperftitious opinions of the age foon operated more
powerfull? upon the mind of the prelate than his
honour or his patriotifim ; and dreading to oppofe
the man who fought under the protection of the
fpiritual father of Chriftendom, he meanly deferted
his party, and fet an example of fear and of bafe-
nefs which was fo rapidly followed by the relt of
the followers of Edgar, that in a very fhort time
the whole of thefe haughty chieftains; “together
with the prince himfelf; were content to yield - their
allegiance to William,* ot Yo dneanudlsy

Edgar,

* Speed’s Chronicle, p. 420. Ann. 1066, Milton’s Hif-
tory of England, Book 6, p. 120,

Edgar and the nobles [wore fealty to William, at Beor-
cham or Berkhamftcad, Hoveden, P. 450 5

It has been a(ferted that, during the period of which I
haye now been Ipeaking, Ecigal: had aflumed the title of

| King,
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have viewed the {truggle which thus terminated fo
unfortunately to Edgar ;* irritated by the rapacity.
; of the Normans, encouraged by the example of
their prince, and allured as well by the fuccefs of
the Danifh fuccours, as by the promifes of the King
of Scotland,t the mafs of the nation ftill remained

inaltive,

* We learn indeed from one writer, (S, Dunelm) that
the Northumbrians, under Golpatric, had joined the Danes,
but were foon detached from the confederacy.

-+ ¢ It undoubtedly had been concerted” fays Dalrymple,
(p. 9.) **that the King of Scotland fhould march into
England and co-operate with the invafion, but fome unfore-
feen accident retayded his motions ; at length, when it was
too late, he led a numerous army through the weftern
borders by Cumberland, He wafted Teeldale, routed the
Englith who oppofed him at Hunderdefkelde, penetrated
into Cleveland, and from thence into the eaftern parts of
the Bifhopric of Durham, {preading univerfal delolation,
Not even the edifices facred to religion were fpared ; they
who fled into churches for refuge were burnt in their ima-
ganied fanftuary, Malcolm from an eminence beheld this
feene of horror. He received tidings that his own terri-
tories in Cumberland were laid walte by the falle Gofpatric.
Enraged at a mode of war refembling his own, he ordered
his foldiers to {lay without diftintion of age or {ex ; but he
feemed to mitigate their [everity by commanding all the

yaoung
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The length of his refidence in Apulia could not
have exceeded four or five years, for, early in the
reign of Rufus, we find our amiiable -pﬁn:ce.‘ én-
'ga'ged in the ﬁienﬂ’ljr office of reconciling that mo-
' narch to Malénﬁq of Scotland ;* Rufus had pre-
vioufly cherithed a diflike to Edgar, and had lately
 banifhed him from Normandy ; but his conduét on
this occafion, feconded by the kind interference of
Robert, the brother of Rufus, regained to him
the regard of the King.}

The proof which was afterwards exhibited by
Rufus of the warmth of that regard was furely
fomewhat extraordinary. At the deceafe of Mal-
colm Canmere, Edgar; his fourth,] but eldeft fur.
viving fon, was unjuftly excluded from the fuccel-
fion, and a civil war was excited in Scotland, by

S
—

* Annales Waverlcienles, (in Hift, Ang. Script. v, vol.

1) p. 137, .
t Stowe, p.130. Holinfhed, vol. 111. p. 18, Anno

1 Holinfhed's Chronicles, vol. 1. p, 260, Anno 1097,

the
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lie immediately marched into Scotland; the holy
ftandard of St. Cuthbert was difplayed in his
ranks,* and excited in the enemy a fuperftitious
dread which greatly contributed to his fuccefs;
the numerous army, which was oppofed to him by

* ¢ At his coming to Durham he was admonifhed by a vi-
fion in his {leepe, that if he tooke with him the baner of St.
Cuthbert he fhould have viftorie, On the morrow after
lie came from the Abbey Church, where firft hearing di-
vine fervice, when the lame was ended, he difplayed the
forefaid baner, and caufed it to be borne before him in
that journey.” Holinfhed, vol. 11, p. 260.

Cuthbert was a monk and laint of great celebrity in
the North of Britain, He was born about the year oo,
was educated by the Scottifh monks in the famous abbey of
llgii (or I’colmkill), and he thence paft into Northumber-
land, by the inviration of King Egfred, with a view of
converting the Saxons of that diftri&, He finally fettled,
and founded a monaftery, in Lindisfarne (or Holy Iiland).
‘T'he banner which he conlecrated, probably that of the
King his patron, may be realonably {uppoled to-have been
preferved in Cuthbert’s monaftery, and to have been thence
removed to the Church of Durham when the epifcopal See
was transferred from Holy Ifland to that city in the year
694. See Vit, Sanél. and Beda Hifl, Eccl. Lib. IV,

Donald, »
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fplendidly equipped by the liberality of the King;*
he joined the crufaders at the period in which
Baldwin was befieged in Rama;t and his conduct
in Paleftine, of which, however, I can difcover
no particulars, is faid to have gained him the
eltcem of his commanders.}

In the beginning of the reign of Henryl. Ed-
gar again attralts our notice as the fellow-foldier
of Robert, in the war which he waged in Nor-
mandy againit the king of England; in this fhort
conteft Henry proved vittorious, and Robert, toge-
ther with his friend, were obliged 'to yield them.
felves prifoners at the battle of Tenerchebray;
Robert was cruelly confined for life in the caltle
of Cardiff, but Edgar was permitted to depart un.
punifhed.§

* Sir William Temple's Introduétion to Englifh Hiftory.
P 225,

t+ William of Malmfbury, p. 103.

3 Temple as above,

§ Speed p. 455. Annales Waverleienles p. 144.
| Of
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an expeltation of what he might be, than from
any thing'that he actually was. | His courage was un-
doubtedly more prominent than his intelleét; but
although 'he might not ‘be eminent, he certainly
was not deficient in underftanding ;* the purity of
his honour, although otherwife apparently unful-
lied, muit be confefled to have been in fome de-
gree ftained by his appearing more than fonce in
arms againft William, to whom he had taken,
though doubtlefs with relutance, an oath of alle-
giance; from the warm attachihent 'which Edgar
adifcovered to Robert,: as-well as from feveral traits

- —

-

- * The grofs imbectiity of intelle&t which is fo haikily im-
puted l;ly Dalrvmple to Ec}gar, is by no means to be inferred
from Hris general conduét, ‘and much lefs from the :antgmp;
tucus expreflions refpeéting him which have been ufed by
Ma]mﬂ)ury; and the ftory, extrafted from that writer by
Dulrymple, of ‘Edgar’s giving up his penfion for a horfe “is
fufficiently explained by the paffage, which this author has
himlelf quoted from.the compofer of the index to Malml-
bury, from which we gather that the penfion fpoken of was
the pienfion of one dey enly, 'a high-price for a horfe, as it
fhould appear, at that time. Sce Dalrymple’s Annals, ps
7, 8, and 18, and William of Malmfbury, p. 103.

recorded.
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~ EDMUND MORTIMER was the eldeft fon of
Roger Mortimer, Earl of March, by Eleanor Hol-
land ; Roger Mortimer was the eldeft fon of Phi-
lippa, the daughter and leirefs of Lionel Duke of
Clarence,* who was the third fon of Edward III,
and who did not long furvive his father.} William
of Hatfield, the fecond fon of the fame king, died
jroﬁng and without iffue, and confequently at the
deceafe of Richard II. (the only child of Edward
the Black Prince) the right to the crown of Eng-

* ¢ Lionell Plantaganet, otherwile called Lionell of
Antwerp, the fonne of Edward 1II. married Elizabeth
daughter aitd heir to William Bannyge Earle of Ulfter, and
after was i her right Earle of Uliter, and after King Ed-
ward III. in the g3d year of his reigne created him Duke
of Clarence, and in the g4th year of his reigne he was made
regent of Fraunce, he married to his fecond wife the
daughter and heir of the Duke of Myllant, by whom he
had no iffue, and by his firft wife he had i{lue Philip, his
only daughter and heir married to Edmund Mortimer,"

The Spelman MSS. in the poflellion of J. Pattefon,
Efq. M, P, '

t Rapin in his genealogical Table of the pofterity of Eda
ward I1I. fixes the death of Lionel in 1368, but it ap-
pears from Holinfhed that this nobleman was prefent at his
father’s funeral, in 1377. He certainly died before 1386.

land
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It will be here proper to obferve, that fome in.
accuracy has arifen in the hiftory of the Mortimer
family, from confounding with Edmund Morti-
mer, Earl of March and heir to the _t:m_wn;
another Edmund Mortimer, who was a fecond or
younger fon of Philippa,* and confequently the
ancle of the former; and it is ftill difficult to afcer-
tain with precifion which of thefe two perfons was
the real altor in fome of thofe tranfalions, in
which both the one and the other are by different
writers fuppofed to have been engaged.} |

From a careful examination, however, of thefe
tranfactions, I am very fully perfuaded that Ed-
mund Mortimer, the uncle of the Farl of March,
(and not, as has been erroneouily fuppofed, the
Earl of March himfelf) was taken prifoner by

* Dugdale’s Baronage, vol. 1. p. 138.

t As by Shakipeare (in his Henry IV, and in the
latter part of the {cene above quoted), and alio by Cam-
den (Radnorfhire) and Speed.

X Glendowar
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‘Glendower, in the year 1400,* that the fame no-
‘bleman efpoufed, in 1402, the daughter of this cele-
‘brated Welch Chieftain,t that he foon after became
a confederate with his father-in-law in the grand
‘rebellion which was excited by Northumberlandf
and Percy, and that he furvived but a very thort
time the extinétion of that rebellion,§ which was

* Holinfhed, (vol. 111: p. 520, 591) and fome other
writers of note, inform us that the Mortimer who was
taken by Glendower at this period was the Earl of March
but it appears from Dugdale (Barfonage, p. 150 and 151),
that bath the uncle and the nephew were, at different. pe-
riods, prifoners to the Welch Chieftain; and as that Mor-
timer who fell into his hands in 1400, foon after married
his daughter and dred, it 1s plain that he could not be the
Farl of March, who (as will be feen in the fequel) was
‘not more than eight years of age at this period, and who
.undoubtedly lived more than twenty years after ite 1 fhall
have occafion to {peak again of the time in which the
younger Mortimer appears to have been in the power of
‘Glendower,

t Stowe’s Chronicle, p. 328, Holinfhed, vol. 1114
P. 521. :

1 This nobleman had married Elizabeth, the daughter
of the elder Edmund Mortimer. :

4 According to Speed he died even before the conteil
+yas terminated.

fpeedily
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It has been afferted by fome, that Edmund
Mortimer was perfonally engaged in the revolt of
Northumberland, which has been noticed above ;
but of the truth of this affertion I can find no de-
cided proofs; and although the confederates on
that occafion certainly engaged to fupport his
claims to a certain extent,* yet his youth muft ne-
ceffarily have excluded him from taking an active
part in the rebellion, and the vindication of his
pretenfions were in all probability entirely en-

trufted to the greater experience and zeal of his
uncle Edmund.t

But although the rebellion of Northumberland
terminated very unfortunately to the caufe of Mor-
timer, the claims of the family were foon after

~ ® Speed’s Chronicle, p. 735. Holinthed vol. 111,
P. 521,

t ¢ Yea this meek Mortimer (the younger Edmund)
was content to wave the crown, fo be it he might but enjoy
his private patrimony.,* Fuller's Worthies, p. 56.

brought
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Southampton, the traiterous defigns of the Earl
of Cambridge,* and in the lift of illuftrious men

* The particulars of this affair are thus recorded by
Stowe : (p. 346) ¢ The chiefelt of them (the confpirators)
was Henry Scroope Lord Treafurer, the fecond Richard
Earle of Cambridge, and Sir Thomas Gray, a knight of the
North: thefe had made Edmond Earle of March to f{wear
upon a booke, not to difclofe their counfell, and then told
‘him that they thought to flay the King, and to make the
faid Edmond King; the which if he refufed to take upon
him they would flay him : whereupon the Earle prayed
them to give him one hour's fpace to take advifement what
was belt to doe ; which being granted, the Earle went fe-
cretly and told the King thereof, who cauled them forth-
with to be apprehended.”

Holinfhed (vol. 111, p. 549) agrees with Stowe in ftat-
ing the objet of the Earl of Cambridge, in this confpiracy
to have been the exaltation of the Earl of March to the
«Crown; ¢ after the death of which Earle,” fays he, ¢ for
diverfe {ecret impediments not able to have iffue, the Earle
of Cambridge was fure that the crowne fhould come to
him by his wife, and to his children of her begotten.”

Mortimer appears to have very wilely fulpefted
that the bloody means which the Earl of Cambridge
was fo willing to have employed in promoting his am-
bitious views on this occafion, would in all probability
have been as readily adopted by that nobleman in removing
any other impediment which might have ftood between
him and the throne,

who
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who attended the funeral of that celebrated moe

narch, we find the name of Edmund Mortimer.*
It

~ * I truft I fhall be excufed for copying the interefting
account of this funeral, given by Holinfhed (vol. 111

P 584.).
¢ His bodie imbalmed and clofed in lead. was laid in a
chariot roiall, richlie apparalled with cloth of gold, upon
his coffin was laid a reprefentation of his perfon, adorned
with robes, diadem, {cepter, and ball, like a king ; the which
chariot, fix horfles drew richlie trapped, with feveral ap-
pointments ; the firft with the armes of St. George, the
fecond with the armes of Normandie, the third of king
Arthur, the fourth of St. Edward, the Lfth of France,
and the fixth with the armes of England and France. On
this {ame chariot gave attendance, James, king of Scots,
the principal mourner, king Hearic’s uncle, Thomas Duke
of Excefter, Richard Earle of Warwicke, the Earle of
March Edmund, the Earle of Stafford Humfrie, the Earle
of Mortaigne Edmund Beaufort, the Lord Fitz Hugh
Henrie, the Lord Hungerford Walter, Sir Robert Roblert
Lord Bourchier, Sir John Cornwall, Lord Fanhope, and
the Lord Crumwell, were the other mourners. The Lord
Lovell, the Lord Audeleie, the Lord Morleie, the Lord
Sowch bare the baners of Saints and Aumuries, as they
then were called ; the Baron of Dudleie bare the {tandard,
and the Earle of Longulle the baner. The hachments
were carried onelie,by Capteins to the number of twelve,
and round about the chariot rode five hundred men at arms,
all in blacke armour, their horfles barbed blacke, and they
with
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has knowingly facrificed hiftoric truth in fome de«
gree, and has moved us by the fufferings of Fobn,

and not by thofe of Edmund Mortimer.
:

Sir Jobn Mortimer was undoubtedly confined
in the Tower in the fecond year of the reign of
Henry VI. he was 2 man of a violent and ambitious
temper, and was probably detained in prifon, and
certainly condemned to death, on account of his
reftlefinefs and intrigues : among other accufations
which were adduced againft him, he was charged
with faying ¢ that hee would goe into Wales unto
the Earle of the Marches, and there hee would raife
forty thoufand men, and with that power hee would
enter the land, and that the Earle of March was
but a daw, fave that hee was the greateft, nobleft,
and worthieft of blood, and fhould be king by
right of inheritance, and that hee himfelf was next
rightfull beire to the faid crowne* after the faid

Earle

* This is a convincing proof of his being the brother of
Edmund Mortimer, who was childlefs, Rapm indeed (as
I before obferved) has informed us that the name of the

brother
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of the Englifh nation repofed, as appeareth by his accuf-
tomed by-word, Edgar Atheling Englande’s Dearling,”

P. 131, 1. 22.=Infert after ¢ befide.” What thefe liv-
ings or pn{fufﬁans may have been, we are now unable to
determine with precifion ; in Domelday-book, p. 142, an
account may be {een of the lands which were held by Ed-
gar in Edwinefreve Hundred, Hertfordfhire ; but his name
does not occur in any other part of the work. It appears
that he alfo pofleffed fome lands or lordfhips in Normandy.

P. 137, 1. 14.—Infert, asa note, tp ““years.”

He is faid by fome writers, as Malm{bury and Matthew
Paris, to have again headed an unfucceflsful revolt which
was excited, in 1072, by Edwin and Morcar, in the Ile
of Ely; but Ingulph and others ftate that the commander
on this occafion was Hereward, a knight of great prowefs,
and nephew to the Abbot of Peterborough. The Saxon
Chronicle alfo (p. 181.) notices this rebellion and the
leadersof it, amongft whom the name of Edgar does not
occur; it moreover informs us that all thofe leaders, except
Hereward alone, were taken prifoners by William himfelf .in
perfon, a circumftance which could not poilibly have hap-
pened to Edgar Atheling, and have been pait over in filence
by all the hiflorians of the time,

P. 137, 1. 21, —<For ¢ [olely” read % chiefly.”

P. 140, L. laft.—For ¢ vol. 1.”” read ¢ vol. 11,"”

P. 151, I. 9g.—For ¢ honour'’ read ¢ honourable ftation.’?

P. 160, L laft.—After ¢ page 56" infert (Suffolk).

P. 170, 1. 8,—For ¢ Gonora” read ¢the niece of
Gonora,”

P. 170, 1. 24,—Infert after ¢ ermine.”

A full account of the lands and lordfhips of which E-:l-
mund Mortimer was. feized at the time of his deathy may
be found in Dugdale’s Baronage, p. 151. '

The 2d vol, of Holinfhed which is referred to in thl.!
work is dated 1577, the 3d vol. 15806,



























