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PREFACE

Dr. GwATKIN had been engaged for some years before his
lamented death, on November 14, 1916, upon a survey of English
Church History. The writing was done at intervals, especially
during his vacations, and each section seems to have been com-
Pleted, and laid aside, before the next was begun. Hence the
earlier part may in one or two points be open to the criticism
that it is not quite up to date. For instance, Dr. Gwatkin
has ignored the revolution in our ideas of the origin of the parish
and its priest that has been accomplished by the French scholar
Imbart de la Tour and the Swiss Ulrich Stutz. How fully this
recent view is now accepted appears from the fact that it has
received an almost official recognition in the Report of the
Archbishope’ Committee on Church and State, 1916. Doubt-
less, had he lived to revise his earlier pages, Dr. Gwatkin would
have made full use of such an addition to our knowledge; and
if respect for the author has forbidden any change in his text,
the reader may fairly be asked to make allowance for some few
statements that were adequate, so far as men knew, at the
quite recent date when they were committed to writing.

The readers to whom this book is addressed will, indeed, be
fully capable of making such allowance. It is not a text-book
for beginners. It omits matters that would be necessary for
them; it offers much that they could not require. But an
informed and intelligent student will find in it what, so far as
I know, has never been published in England on a scale both
modest and comprehensive—a survey of our secular and ecclesi-
astical development, in due co-ordination and proportion.
Dr. Gwatkin, as a lecturer, would insist on the reciprocal influ-
ence of Church and State, and claimed for himself full liberty
of entry upon domains of history that might be regarded as
clearly separate from his own ecclesiastical sphere. Of his

competence, and of the interest with which he could invest
v
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vi PREFACE

political or economic topics, showing their influence upon the
life of the Church, this volume is witneas.

His verdicts upon movements and characters, given with full
knowledge and in trenchant words, must speak for themselves.
It is deeply to be regretted that death has deprived us of Dr.
Gwatkin’s delineation of the men and the events of the eigh-
teenth and nineteenth centuries. It would have been impartial
and philosophical, and would have inculcated the lesson, never
more needed than by our own generation, that progress is
divinely ordered to come through change, and that in the life
of a national Church no phase can be final.

The book, as it is printed, represents ahnost exactly Dr.
Gwatkin’s manuscript. A few dates that he had left blank
have been filled in, a few obvious lapses of the pen have been
corrected. Otherwise, everything stands as he left it. So far
as it had gone, the volume was practically ready for publication,
and it would have been presumptuous to supply omissions that
were no doubt deliberate, or to modify the assertions and
judgments of a scholar so distinguished as Dr. Gwatkin.

E. W. WATSON.
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CHURCH AND STATE

CHAPTER I
THE BRITISH CHURCH

SEVERAL centuries before the Christian era there came a race
of conquerors to Britain, or whatever was then the island’s
name. These were the tall and warlike Celts, with grey eyes
and hair of fiery red. With weapons of bronze and iron, till
then unknown in Britain, they partly drove the older settlers
to the western and northern mountains, partly ruled them as a
warrior-class, as the Normans ruled the English, and partly
amalgamated with them—for the dark “Iberian” strain is
prevalent in Wales, and common even in England. The first
great wave of invaders, the Gaels or Goidels, had overspread
the country long before Casar's time : the Brythons came later,
and had scarcely yet established themselves in Wales and Scot-
land. These, then, were the peoples whom the Romans found
in Britain, the peoples to whom the Gospel was first delivered
in the island.

If Britain had long been dimly known to Pheenicians and
Greeks, the raids of Julius Caesar 556 and 54 B.c. fairly brought
the country to the knowledge of the Romans. But the actual
conquest was only begun by the Emperor Claudius A.p. 43;
and it was completed (so far as it ever was completed) when the
last great revolt was put down by 180, at the latest. Thence-
forth Britain was a province of the Roman Empire till some
time soon after the removal of the legions by the usurper
Constantine in 407.

But one of the first determining facts of English History is
that the Romans never quite made the land their own. No

doubt it was conquered, in the sense that there was no revolt
B
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on-Usk and Cerleon-on-Dee. Even the mutineers—for the
legions of Britain were the most turbulent in the Empire—were
not, rebels against Rome, for they never dreamed of setting up
a British empire. But in the first place, the Roman province
was bounded northward by the Wall of Hadrian, which ran from
the Solway to the Tyne, or at utmost it might sometimes reach
the line of his successor Titus Antoninus, which joined the
Firths of Clyde and Forth. All that lay beyond was left to the
barbarians. What is more, even the province was never fully
Latinized like Gaul or Spain. It contributed not a single name
to Latin literature before the fifth century. Latin was no
doubt spoken in the capital at York, in the colonies of Lincoln
or Colchester, in the settlements which gathered round the
legions, or in such & mart of merchants as London soon became,
and it may have spread widely in the cities of the south, from
Viroconium to Durovernum; but it was not the language of
the people. The Romans seem to have organized the country
a8 they organized Gaul, in cantons of the old Celtic tribes; only
the cities were less important. So Roman civilization was never
firmly rooted in Britain; and when the cities decayed after the
first ravages of the barbarians, the country was still Celtic, and
the old tribal customs of the Celts resumed their sway.

How and when the Gospel came to Britain is more than we
can say. There are legends in abundance, as how Joseph of
Arimathesa landed at Glastonbury, or how the centurion who
stood by the cross found his way to Ireland, or how King Lucius
sent envoys to Bishop Eleutherus of Rome (c. 170), but certain
story there is none. Our first clear trace of it is where Ter-
tullian tells us (c. 208) that Christianity was known in parts of
Britain inaccessible to the Roman arms. As this would mean
that Christian merchants had by that time found their way to
Ireland and Caledonis, such persons may well have landed on
the shores of Kent a century or more before.

Be that as it may, these were only individuals here and there.
As churches were hardly organized in Gaul north of the Rhone
valley in the time of Irensus (c. 180) we cannot expect to find
them in Britain till some time later. To the Council of Arles
in 314 there came three British bishops from London, York,
and a corrupt name which seems to stand for Lincoln. We also




THE BRITISH CHURCH 3

find British bishops at Ariminum in 359, but some of them were
80 poor that they were allowed to accept for their expenses
the emperor’s aid, which the rest of the Council had agreed to
refuse. If to this we add a few allusions by Origen and Atha-
nasius, and the story of St. Alban, who was martyred; more
likely under Decius than in the time of Diocletian, we have
before us nearly the whole of our direct information about Chris-
tianity in Roman Britain. There are also ruins of churches, at
Silchester and elsewhere, and a few inscriptions and other
remains.

It is only near the fall of the Roman power that a few rays
of light come through the thick darkness. First, the heretic
Pelagius came to Rome from Britain some time before the sack
of the city by Alaric in 410. We know also that Pelagianism
was rife in Britain in 429, when the Gaulish bishops Germanus
and Lupur came over to oppose it. But it was soon extinct,
and its revival, c. 447, when Germanus came over again, seems
rather to have been Semipelagianism; and Gildas a century
later does not mention even this among the plagues of the land.

Then there is the life of St. Patrick, for 8t. Patrick was of
British birth. He was born, as he tells us himself, at Bannavem
Tabern® (or Bannaventa), which some have taken for Dum-
barton, though it more likely lay south of the Wall, perhaps on
the coast of Gwent or in the Severn Valley. His father Cal-
purnius was a deacon of the church and a curialss or councilman
of the city,! and his grandfather Politus was a presbyter. At
the age of sixteen he was carried away by the Scots (or Irish
pirates) to six years of slavery in the Irish Dalriada, tending
cattle near the hill of Slemish in Antrim. The misery of those
years left a deep spiritual mark on Patrick; and after awhile
he came back to preach the freedom of the Gospel in the country
where he had been himself a slave. It is not our business to
trace his mission work in Ireland, or to tell the story of his adven-
tures with King Laoghaire, and with King Laoghaire’s daughters,
who sought to see the face of Christ. Suffice it that the typical

‘Thonnwnofthentwooﬂioea,sooontnrytotheﬁxedpohoyof
the emperors, seems to show that the Roman power in Western Britain
was in deep decay some time before 4065, sndpmbublyagenanﬁon
udierfor ohmdsommh.vebeenacumlu unlenthm%

byOalpnmm Bury, 8t hardly
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4 CHURCH AND STATE

Irish saint came from a clerical family of a city in Roman
Britain.

Putting together as well as we can our scanty information,
we may form some dim idea of Christianity in Roman times.
As the middle class was always the backbone of the churches,
and this was weaker in Britain than in the more commercial
parts of the Empire, we may pretty safely assume that the
average Christians were poorer, less cultured, and more inclined
to superstition. The churches must for a long time have been
missionary societies, and are not likely to have had much
character of their own till Christianity spread upward to the
great officials, and outward to the native Celts. The officials
matter little, and even the Latinized Celts of the towns were
hardly the real people. The conversion of Britain and the
change from a missionary to a Celtic church seems to have
been caused, or at least completed, by the pressure of the English
invasion. But the Celtic influence must have been felt long
before it became dominant; and the Celtic spirit differs widely
from the Latin. We can see something of it in the almost
mystic piety of Fastidius (c. 420), who lived before the great
age of British saints—Patrick and Ilitud and Dyfrig and David
—and in the seventh century Aidan and Cuthbert are very
unlike Augustine and Wilfrid. The prevalence of * Pelagianism ’
is significant, though only as illustrating this difference of temper,
for the Greek influence from Lerins and Marseille belongs to the
next generation. Everything goes to show that the foreign
element in Roman times was purely Latin. The Britons used
the old Latin version of the Bible, and (except for the sermon)
there never was anything but Latin in their services. So far as
we know, they followed Gaulish and therefore Western usages,
so that such differences of practice as we find in the seventh
century were not made in deliberate opposition to Rome, but
grew up during the long isolation of Britain (454—597) between
the times of Pope Leo and Augustine’s mission.




CHAPTER 1II
THE ENGLISH CONQUEST

ON the far side of the forests of Germany, beyond the Elbe
and the Eider, dwelt the ancestors of the English people. The
Saxons looked westward from Slesvig over the North Sea, the
Angles eastward on the Baltic and the Danish islands till they
conquered the Saxons of the western shore about the end of the
fifth century. Their civilization in Roman times was not
unlike that of the Greeks in the Homeric age. As compared
with Goths or Franks, they were strangers to the grandeur of
Rome, to her civilization "and her Christianity. The rough
teaching of the legions had never come near them, and even
the wandering traders had scarcely reached them, so that they
were still as wild as the Northern vikings of later times. Indeed,
they were vikings themselves. From the low shores and the
sandy islands of Slesvig their keels came forth to the coasts of
Britain to slaughter and to destroy, till the downfall of the
Roman power enabled them to enter on the long struggle which
was in the end to make the land their own.

The traditional date of Hengist and Horsa’s landing at Ebbs-
fleet is 449, though it hardly pretends to be exact, and in any
case the inroads of the Saxon pirates had begun before the
usurpation of Carausius in 286, which first indicated the future
of Britain on the sea. In the fourth century a Count of the
Saxon Shore guarded the coast from Brancaster in Norfolk to.
Southampton Water; and it was not till 367 that the province
began to be hard pressed by the Picts from the north, the Scots
of Ireland from the west, and the Saxons from the east. By
402 the west of Britain seems to have been left to its own
resources, and in 409 the Emperor Honorius told the cities that
Rome could give them no further help. Here, then, was the
end of Roman government in Britain.

The records of the English Conquest are scanty and obscure,

]



6 CHURCH AND STATE

vague and full of legends, like those of Rowena and of Cerdic.
But we seem to see a vigorous attack on the whole country
from Southampton Water to the Pictish coast beyond the Forth
—for the frail vessels of the pirates could hardly face the iron-
bound cliffs of Dorset or the swirling tides of the Pentland Firth.
The Britons fought manfully, and the battle of Mount Badon
(c. 500) brought the invaders to a stop for nearly half a century;
but not till the south-eastern part of Britain had been lost. By
this time the Jutes in Kent were flanked westward by the South
Saxons of Sussex, and by the little colony of Jutes in the Isle of
Wight and on the Meon, soon to be overshadowed by the West
Saxons of the upper Thames, who before long came down on Win-
chester. Northward lay the East Saxons of Essex and the East
Angles of Norfolk and Suffolk. Still further north the Angles were
raiding the coast, before they founded Northumbrian kingdoms
—Deira from the Humber to the Tees, Bernicia from the Tyne
to the Forth—and came up the Trent to set up Mercian kingdoms
in Lindsey and the Midlands. The conquest of Eastern Britain
was completed in the sixth century, and the Celtic West was
soon broken into fragments. The West Saxons in 577 won the
lower valley of the Severn, dividing Wales from West Wales—a
huge Cornwall which they gradually pushed back to the Mendips,
the Poldens, the Quantocks, and the Tamar. Then came the
Northumbrian Angles, and broke the connexion of Wales with
the northern Celts of Strathclyde by the capture of Chester
(c. 616) and the conquest of Elnet (c. 630). After this the
deadly strife of Celt and Saxon resolved itself into & chronic
state of border warfare, varied with uncertain intervals of quiet
and frequent meddlings of the Welsh in English civil strife. In
course of time Strathclyde was cut down from Dumbarton and
the Peak and reduced to the Vale of Eden, while the Welsh
were thrown back, first on Offa’s Dyke, then to the mountain-
fortress of Snowdon. At last the long contest was brought to
an end with the reduction of Cornwall by Egbert, the capture
of Carlisle by Rufus in 1092, and the conquest of Wales by
Edward I in 1282. 4

The Britons fought with stubborn courage. They had not
lost their manliness under Roman rule; but no efforts of their
quarrelling clans could do more than delay the advance of the
invaders. They could only hate with the hatred of the dis-
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inherited. The English on their part came to settle on the
land, and wanted it to themselves. So they destroyed the
cities, and drove out the Britons. Yet the clearance was not
complete, for many Celtic women and slaves must have remained
even in the East; and we know that the settlement resolved
itself more and more into an ordinary political conquest as the
invaders pushed westward. The massacre of Anderida was not
repeated at Exeter. So there must have been a mixture of
races from the first, and soon a considerable mixture. But the
transformation of the country was complete. In language,
institutions, religion, and civilization generally, the main part
of Britain from Southampton Water to the rock of Edinburgh
became Teutonic—if not purely Teutonic, at least in many
ways more Teutonic than Germany itself, for the Celtic West
of England is more than balanced by the Slavonic East of
Germany, and the long connexion of Germany with Italy and
the Holy Empire, and later with France, was quite as strong a
foreign influence as anything that England has ever undergone.

Thus the English were separated from the rest of the world
by something worse then twenty miles of sea. On one side the
Celts of the West and the North had nothing but curses for
the hated Saxon. On the other the Saxon himself lost his
seafaring habits when he settled down in the land. Thus the
English had little communication with their kinsmen in Ger-
many and Denmark after the middle of the sixth century.
Even with the Christian Franks across the Channel they had
no very active intercourse. Gregory of Tours does not even
seem to know the name of Bertha’s husband. Beyond Italy
Britain was quite forgotten. At Constantinople Procopius could
tell how the country beyond the Wall is so full of serpents that
no man can live a day in it, and how the souls of the dead are
ferried over by night from the mouth of the Rhine to the island
of Brittia. Yet it was from Britain that Constantine himself
had started on his great career of victory, and Roman soldiers
had mounted guard on the Wall within a century of the day
Procopius was born. So utterly had Britain become a legend
at the centre of the civilized world.




CHAPTER III
THE CONVERSION OF THE ENGLISH

“ GreaorY our Father, who sent us Baptism,” was the first
of the great medisval popes; and his very name marks well
the beginning of an age of Christianity. The immediate cause
of the fall of the Empire was the old heathen hatred of the
barbarians, which even Christian bishops could not shake off;
and that ancient feud was renounced when Gregory stooped to
welcome the fiercest of the northern nations to the Christian
fold. His mission went forth from a city of ruins to a world of
barbarism : but its outcome was a spiritual empire wider than
Augustus ever dreamed of. The conversion of the English led
straight to the conversion of Germany, and that again to the
restoration of the Empire and the rise of the medizval Papacy.

Gregory was a statesman before he became a monk; and if
the monk was dominant in him, the statesman was not for-
gotten. His thoughts were early turned to Britain. “ Not
Angles but angels,” he said of the fair English boys on sale in
the Roman slave-market. He started himself to preach; but
Rome could not spare him, and the Pope recalled him; and
when he became Pope himself in 590, other cares long delayed
the mission on which his heart was set. It was not till 596 that
he was able to send his friend Augustine, the prior of St. Andrew’s,
the monastery which he had himself founded, on the Calian Hill.
It was a momentous step. The Britons were doing splendid
mission work—witness Patrick and Columba—northward and
westward and southward, among the Picts and the Irish and
on the continent; but they would send no mission eastward to
the English. Let them go to hell in their ignorance. It was
Rome who showed the way, and Rome who shamed them into
following.

Augustine’s monks shrank back in terror as they neared the
savage English; but Gregory rebuked them, and sent them on

8



THE CONVERSION OF THE ENGLISH 9

again. In truth, there was little danger. The great king
Ethelbert of Kent, whose influence reached the Severn and the
Humber, was no stranger to the Gospel. He had a Christian
wife in the Frankish king’s daughter Bertha, and she had the
Frankish bishop Lindhard for her chaplain. In 597 Augustine
landed on the Isle of Thanet, and Ethelbert came to meet him—
in the open air, for fear of magic. The monks came forward
chanting litanies, with a silver cross and a picture of the Saviour
borne aloft before them. Ethelbert received them kindly, gave
them leave to convert any one they could, and settled them in
the old Roman city of Durovernum, now beginning to be called
Canterbury. Within the city stood the old Roman church of
St. Martin, which he gave them, so that it is the mother-church
of England. Before long the king accepted Baptism, and his
people with him, and Kent became a Christian kingdom. A
few years later Essex followed its example.

So far well; and Gregory had a grand scheme for Britain.
There was to be an archbishop in London with twelve bishops,
ruling as far as the Humber, and an archbishop in York, ruling
with twelve bishops to the extremity of Scotland. The British
bishops were ignored. But the conversion of the English was
not for that generation. Gregory died in 604, Augustine soon
after, Ethelbert in 616; and then came the heathen reaction.
Christianity was driven out of Essex; and though it held its
ground in Kent, it showed no sign of spreading further. In
truth, the key of the position was in the old Roman capital of
York. The future was not with the petty kingdoms cooped up
along the Saxon shore, but with the three great Welsh marches
which had room to expand. Northumbria, Mercia and Wessex
in succession took the lead among the English peoples: and of
these three Northumbria was much the greatest in the seventh
century.

Little is known of the northern Angles before the reign of
Ethelfrith (592—617). There seems, however, to have been a
war of detail, in which the Celts were gradually pushed back
from the coast. They did not lack a champion. As far back
a8 574 Aidan the son of Gabhran was consecrated at an angel’s
bidding by Columba’s own saintly hand as King of the Scots
in Dalriada, the Irish colony in Argyle; and thenceforth for
nearly thirty years he waged successful wars. It was not till
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603 that Ethelfrith was able to turn back the tide of Scottish
conquest by the decisive victory of Degsmstan, which broke the
power of the northern Celts. So far Ethelfrith ruled Bernicia
only; but his next step was the conquest of Deira in 604. The
capture of Chester (c. 615) separated for the moment the Celts
of Wales from the Celts of the north, and completed the founda-
tion of a Northumbrian kingdom which ultimately stretched
from the Holland of Lincolnshire to the coasts of Galloway and
Fife.

Meanwhile young Edwin of Deira was a fugitive hunted out
from place to place till his last protector Redwald of East Anglia
was sore beset with the threats and promises of Ethelfrith.
Edwin was weary of life, and went out into the dark before the
king’s door while his fate was decided. He would not flee.
‘“ Better Redwald slay me than a meaner man.” Then came
a stranger to him. “I know thy griefs, and what shall be the
end of them. What wilt thou give, if a man shall free thee
from them ? And what if he shall promise thee that thou shalt
be a greater king than all the kings of the English that have
been before thee? And what if he shall give thee better counsel
for life and soul than any of thy kindred ever heard before ?
Wilt thou obey him, and hearken to his good counsel?” I
will.” Then the stranger laid his hand on Edwin’s head—
‘“ Remember this sign”—and vanished in the night. And
Edwin knew that it was not & man who spoke with him, but a
spirit.

Redwald kept faith with the exile, and accepted the war with
Ethelfrith. The battle was decisive. * Foul ran the Idle with
the blood of the Angles.”” Ethelfrith was killed, and Edwin
reigned in his stead, and became according to the stranger’s
promise the greatest of the English kings yet seen. His superiority
was acknowledged everywhere except in Kent: and in Kent
he sought a wife. They gave him Bertha’s daughter Ethelburg,
with the Italian Paulinus for her chaplain; and Edwin pro-
mised to consider seriously of Christianity. Still he hesitated
long, till one day Paulinus came and laid his hand on Edwin’s
head. ‘ Remember you this sign? > Had he heard the story
from the queen, or was he himself the stranger? So Edwin
was baptized, and his Deiran chiefs with him. But Edwin’s
power was-shaken. An unholy alliance was formed. Cadwallon
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the Christian of North Wales and Penda the heathen of Mercia
revolted, and Edwin fell in battle at Hatfield Chase, by the Isle
of Axholme (633).

Then came the year of shame. Two Northumbrian kings
renounced Christ and perished, Cadwallon spread slaughter and
destruction, Paulinus and the queen fled to Kent, and Chris-
tianity seemed rooted out. The deliverance came from the
north. Columba himself had not lived to see the catastrophe
of Degsmstan—he died in peace, June 9, 597, within a few
weeks of Augustine’s landing—but his monastery of Iona ! still
flourished. Thither fled Oswald the son of Ethelfrith, there he
gave himself heart and soul to Christ, and thence he came to
deliver Northumbria from the slaughter. Gathering a small and
trusty force at the Hevenfeld near the Roman Wall, he fought
and slew Cadwallon. The power of the Welsh was for ever
broken, and Oswald became almost as great a king as Edwin.
And with Oswald Christianity returned: not this time the
Roman Christianity of Kent, but the Celtic or Irish of Iona.
Its apostle was not the Italian Paulinus but the Scottish Aidan,
and his see was no longer the city of York but the lonely isle
of Lindisfarne. The move is significant. This Irish Chris-
tianity was very unlike the Latin. With all its passion, it was
often exquisitely delicate and tender. It was mystic and
dreamy, and its austerity was not the asceticism which kills
the love of God’s creation. When Columba came wearily home
to his death, he stayed to let the old horse caress him once more.
Anselm or Francis might have done as much, but hardly another
of the Latin saints. But the Irish temper wanted self-respect
and self-control : it had nothing of Roman dignity and Roman
reverence for law and order. The Irish church reflected Irish
anarchy. We cannot imagine a Latin bishop allowed to wander
over the country, living on his ordination fees; or a Latin
monastery turning out, monks and tenants and women and all,
for a pitched battle with the next house of holy men. But the
Irish mission to the English never sank into this confusion, for
the spirit of Aidan kept it pure and high for the short time it
lasted. Oswald and Aidan were twin saints, and worked together
to make Northumbria a Christian land.

But if Cadwallon had perished, Penda remained, grim and

1T use the common erroneous name. It ought to be Hy or Hii,
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merciless a8 ever. On the Maserfield near Oswestry in 642
Oswald shared the fate of Edwin, and Northumbria was deso-
lated again. Oswald’s brother Oswy (642-671) was not quite a
saint—he murdered Oswin of Deira—but his policy was Chris-
tian, and it was marked by his marriage with Edwin’s daughter
Eanfled. Meanwhile for thirteen years Penda played the tyrant
over Northumbria. There were intervals of quiet, and even
marriages between the royal houses, but he would accept no
terms of settled peace. But Aidan had done his work more
solidly than Paulinus. This time people as well as thanes were
Christian, and in Bernicia as well as Deira. The more the
heathen ravaged, the more firmly Northumbria clung to Chris-
tianity. Thence it spread to Mercia. Savage as Penda was, he
was no fanatic, and let it spread. Only he had a healthy con-
tempt for unworthy Christians—‘‘the mean creatures who
would not take the trouble to serve their own God.” At last
the slayer of kings was slain himself. Two Northumbrian kings
and three East Anglian had fallen before Penda when he marched
northward in November 655 to make an end of Oswy’s kingdom.
But this time the grim heathen fell at Winweedfield in Loidis
(most likely Leeds) and with him thirty men of royal kin, and
the swollen torrent of the Winweed swept away the fugitives.
Mercia declared at once for Christianity, and Essex followed its
example with some wavering. As East Anglia was already
Christian, and Wessex (also with relapses) had been converted
by the mission of Birinus from Rome in 634, heathenism only
lingered for awhile in Sussex, behind the shelter of the forests
of the Weald.

We see the weakness of heathenism in England. But for
Penda, it hardly struggled at all. We know something of four
English heathens. Of these, Ethelbert and the thane at Edwin’s
court are frankly inquirers: if the strangers could tell them
anything useful, they would be glad to hear it. Coifi the priest
stands for common sense: he had served the gods with zeal,
and they were no good at all. Even Penda was no zealot: he
objected rather to Northumbria than to Christianity. Upon
the whole, the victory was easy, because there were only the old
gods to contend with. The strength of heathenism is in the
local deities and superstitions; and Britain was a recent con-
quest where these had not had time to grow up. It was the
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same with the Franks and the Lombards; and even the conti-
nental Saxons resisted Christianity chiefly as a badge of Frankish
conquest. But Ireland, France, Italy, and Rhenish and southern
Germany had another population devoted to local deities; and
these lived on, partly as superstitions, partly christened by the
Church as saints, and are still worshipped for the same purposes,
with the same ceremonies, and sometimes with the same images,
a8 in heathen times. St. Agatha of Catania thinly veils the
goddess Ceres, and Catholic Germany is full of similar saints.
The only countries the Teutons had to themselves were England
and Saxony : and these are the two centres of Protestantism.

The fall of Penda decided that Christianity was to be the faith
of the English. But was it to be Roman or Irish Christianity ¢
Were they to look up to the bishop of Rome or to the abbot of
Tona? There was no difference of doctrine, and none of practice
more serious than that concerning the time of Easter. It arose
on this wise. The Crucifixion was at the full moon of Friday,
Nisan 14; the Resurrection on Sunday, Nisan 16. The Jewish
calendar being lunar, the full moon must always fall on Nisan 14,
but the Sunday after it may be any day between Nisan 15 and
Nisan 21. In the second century the Quartodecimans of Asia,
pleading 8t. John’s example, kept Nisan 14 (whatever the day
of the week) in memory of the Crucifixion, while Rome and the
rest of the churches kept the Sunday (whatever the day of Nisan)
in memory of the Resurrection. The Council of Nicea in 325
decided for the more usual practice, and fixed the Sunday for that
which follows the first full moon after the vernal equinox, in order
that Easter should always come after the Jewish Passover of
Nisan 14. The Irish imagined themselves to be Quartodecimans;
but they kept the Sunday of the Resurrection like the Latins.
Only during the long isolation from the continent they had got
the rule wrong, and kept their Easter on Nisan 14 when that day
was a Sunday, instead of putting it off like other churches to
Nisan 21. Thus once in seven years they kept the same day as
the Jews, which was the very thing the Council had intended to
make impossible. Minor differences in the manner of baptism
and the form of the tonsure need not detain us : the chief dispute
was over Easter.

There was, however, an important difference of church govern-
ment between the Latin and the Celt, though it does not seem to
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have caused much trouble till the churches came into closer con-
tact in Norman times. The Latin churches, and therefore the
English, were essentially episcopal; the bishop governed, and the
monks were subject to him. The Celtic churches were essen-
tially monastic. The mission work which made them Christian
was done by monks ; and these founded monasteries, not churches.
Thus the Welsh Llan was a monastery, and only later came to
mean & church. Llan Illtud is the monastery founded by Illtud,
not the church of St. Ilitud. Thus the abbots were the leaders
(hardly governors) of the Celtic churches, and in the larger Scot-
tish and Irish monasteries they might be bishops themselves,
or they might keep a bishop or two on the staff to do the ordina-
tions. In that case the bishop would be subject to the abbot.
Wales also had a monastic organization. Every mother church
had its abbot and his claswyr, roughly answering to canons, but
monks, not priests, living in separate cells within the Llan or
enclosure, but holding the property in common without dividing
it into prebends. One of them was in priests’ orders for the
service of the church, and there might be others for similar service
in outlying chapels. The bishops were numerous, and seem to
have had (qua bishops) no particular functions of government.
In Wales, however, the bishop always ranked higher than the
abbot, and some abbots were also bishops, like those of the four
great monasteries of Ty Ddewi, Llan Daf, Banchor, and Lian Elwy,
though it was not till much later times that (under Norman in-
fluences) they became the four diocesan bishops of 8t. David’s,
Llandaff, Bangor, and St. Asaph. But it is important to notice
that while the Celtic churches are bitterly denounced in the
seventh century for their heterodox Easter and many other forms
of wickedness, we hear no complaints that they were not governed
by bishops, or that their organization was monastic,

Pope Gregory seems to have known little or nothing of the
changes which had passed over the British churches since their
last formal communication with Rome in Leo’s time (454). He
directs the great sees to return to the old capitals of London and
York, and Augustine is to take the British bishops under his own
authority. He therefore invited them to a conference, and
presently a second was held, perhaps at Chester. If they would
adopt the Roman Easter and the Roman mode of baptism, and
join (of course under his authority) in preaching to the English
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he told them that he would tolerate the rest of their difference
from Rome. But the British bishops acknowledged no Roman
jurisdiction, and saw no need to change their customs at the
dictation of an insolent stranger; for Augustine was rude and
overbearing, and ended by breaking up the conference in fierce
anger. His friends saw the fulfilment of his threats in Ethel-
frith’s great slaughter of the British monks at the capture of
Chester in 617.

Augustine had done more mischief than he knew. Instead of
differences, there was now a deadly quarrel; and his successors
could not healit. The overtures of Laurentius were refused, and
the friendly interest of Honorius was thrown away on the insulted
Briton. So for many years Celt and Roman went their separate ~
ways. The Irish converted Northumbria, Mercia, Essex and East
Anglia—by far the largest part of England—only Kent and
Wessex looked to Rome. The question was made acute by the
rise of a Roman party in Deira, which thought it something worse
than unseemly that Oswy should be keeping Easter while his
Kentish queen was deep in Lent. So Oswy called a conference
at the place now known by its Danish name of Whitby, early in
664. On the Irish side stood Aidan’s successor Colman and the
abbess Hild of Whitby, and Oswy himself leaned that way. For
Rome were James the Deacon, an old companion of Paulinus
who had not fled in the year of shame; the Frankish bishop
Agilbert of Wessex, and the young abbot Wilfrid of Ripon. As
Agilbert was not a good epeaker of English, he made Wilfrid his
spokesman. Colman claimed St. John; Wilfrid 8t. Peter, ““ and
all the world besides, except a few foolish people in these out of
the way islands. You follow neither John nor Peter, neither
Law nor Gospel.” But could Columba have been mistaken %
“Your Columba—ours if he was a saint! Peter was the very
chief of the apostles, to whom the Lord said, Thou art Peter,
and unto thee will I give the keys of the kingdom of heaven.”
Was that true? Colman admitted it. Then Oswy with a smile,
“I will not gainsay the doorkeeper of heaven, lest he shut me
out when I come there.”

It was a wise decision to accept the Roman usages, though
Oswy put it in jesting form. England was not yet even a nation,
far less a great Empire looking back on a thousand years of
memories as proud as those of Rome herself. It was better for
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her infant churches to take their place in the great world of
Rome than to share the isolation of Iona by the Western sea.
So Colman departed, and the Irish mission with him, and the see
of Lindisfarne was vacant.

After awhile young Wilfrid was chosen—yet not to Lindisfarne,
for the return of Roman influence was fitly marked by the return
of the Northumbrian see to York. But Wilfrid would accept no
consecration from the English bishops, most of whom were tainted
in his eyes by the imposition of Celtic hands. 8o he went to Gaul,
was consecrated with much pomp at Compidgne, and lingered
there till the summer of 666. Oswy treated him as an absentee,
and placed in his deserted see a disciple of Aidan, the saintly Chad.
So Wilfrid was obliged to retire to Ripon for the present.

Two main steps had now been taken towards the formation of
an English church. It was settled first that the whole country
—Sussex excepted for the moment—was to be Christian and not
heathen; then that its Christianity was to be Roman and not
Irish. But things were still in sad confusion. The Irish could
preach devotedly, and they could found monasteries, but they
hardly attempted the prosaic work of organizing churches. What
they left behind was a chaos, so Egbert of Kent and Oswy made a
new departure. They chose Wighard for archbishop and sent
him to Rome to be consecrated by the Pope’s own hands; but he
had scarcely reached Rome when he died of the pestilence. What
then was Pope Vitalian to do? The custom was, that if a bishop
died at Rome, a successor was sent from Rome for the comfort
of the widowed church : and as he could not well refer back again
all the way to Canterbury, this was evidently the best thing to
do. 8o Vitalian chose first an African monk named Hadrian,
and then on his refusal Theodore, 8 man of Tarsus like St. Paul,
and already sixty-six years old. But he did not quite trust the
orthodoxy of a Greek—Monotheletism was rampant in the East
——80 he insisted on sending Hadrian with him to England. His
misgivings were vain. Theodore was a good Latin in spite of his
Greek birth—a born king of men with the Latin genius for law
and order, and something of the autocratic hardness of the Latin
and the monk.

On May 27, 669, Theodore took possession of Augustine’s chair,
and began the one-and-twenty years of work before him. His
first step was to restore Wilfrid to York. Chad retired meekly,
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and before long Theodore found him a bishopric in Mercia. In
673 he called the first council of English bishops at Hertford, and
laid before them certain canons chosen from the canons of older
councils. There was to be one Easter. No bishops to invade
the * parish ”’ of another, or to rob the monasteries by force. No
vagrant monks. No vagrant clerics. Foreign bishops not to
act officially without leave from the bishop of the * parish.”
Bishops not to claim precedence except by date of consecration.
No man to put away his wife, except as the Gospel teaches, for
fornication. These canons are significant. There is always a
good deal of moral laxity among new converts; but the eccle-
siastical confusion implied is characteristically Irish. Every one
of these abuses was rampant in the Irish churches. Theodore
passed all these canons, but withdrew another which provided
for the subdivision of unwieldy dioceses. As yet there were only
seven bishops in England, nearly corresponding to the kings—two
in Kent, one each for Wessex, Mercia, Essex, and East Anglia,
while the great Northumbrian diocese covered the whole distance
from the Fens to the Forth. It was therefore Theodore’s object
to get them divided : and this presently brought him into collision
with Wilfrid.

Wilfrid was the son of a Northumbrian thane, born in the
disastrous year 634. Under the patronage of Queen Eanfled he
became a monk at Lindisfarne. It was still under the Irish rule,
but Wilfrid’s heart was already hankering after Rome, and to
Rome he went. In 658 he returned, full of admiration for Rome
and contempt of the uncouth Irish, and formed a close friendship
with Oswy’s son Alchfrid, the under-king of Deira who gave him
the monastery of Ripon. We have seen the commanding place
he took at Whitby, his appointment to the bishopric of York,
and his confirmation in it by Theodore. The next ten years (669
679) were a time of intense activity. He repaired the minster at
York, built another at Hexham, put glass windows in them, and
made them some of the finest churches north of the Alps. Their
splendour contrasted well with the mean buildings of the Irish.
Meanwhile he was constantly riding about his diocese, baptizing,
confirming, ordaining, and settling the first beginnings of what
grew into the parish system of England. A priest was settled firat
at one point, then at another, till by the later middle ages the
whole country was fully mapped out in parishes. Even his riding

c
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was a contrast to the Irish. Chad always went on foot, till
Theodore lifted him on a horse with his own hands.

Oswy died in 671, and troubles arose under Egfrid his son.
Even Irish humility would scarcely have saved Wilfrid from the
dangers of his invidious elevation; and humility was not one of
Wilfrid’s virtues. The imprudent liberality of benefactors had
made the bishop of York too great for a subject of Egfrid, and
the dormant claims of the old Roman capital may well have
roused Theodore’s jealousy for his own upstart see of Durovernum.
Egirid had also a domestic grievance. His queen was Etheldred
the daughter of Anna the king of the East Angles. Anna was
one of Penda’s victims, and his family was as famed for ascetic
piety as that of Penda himself. From her first husband came the
Isle of Ely for her morning-gift; but when she came to Egfrid’s
house she steadily refused her wifely duty, and Wilfrid consecrated
her disobedience by giving her the veil. At last she fled to her
own country; and there, on the hill which rises like an island
from the vast expanse of the Fens, she built a double monastery
which was the beginning of the cathedral church of Ely. Thus
Egfrid and his new wife Ermenburg had cause to hate Wilfrid.
Theodore also saw in him the chief hindrance to his plans for the
welfare of the churches. Indeed, the diocese of York was too
much for even Wilfrid’s restless energy. But Theodore went to
work in his own imperious way. With Egfrid’s help he got a
few bishops together, divided York without consulting Wilfrid,
and consecrated bishops for Lindsey, Lindisfarne and Hexham,
limiting Wilfrid at York to a part of Deira. This was in 678.

Wilfrid appealed to Rome. If he could not get justice in
England, he would override English law by the authority of the
apostolic see. He was the first who appealed to Rome from
England, and the last before the time of William Rufus. He gave
deep offence. To Theodore and Egfrid, respect for Rome did not
mean subjection to Rome. If they observed the Roman Easter,
they admitted no Roman jurisdiction. Wilfrid was at once de-
prived of York and driven out of Northumbria, and Ebroin the
Frankish mayor was stirred up to kill him on his way through
Gaul. He spent the winter in Frisia, there beginning the con-
version of Germany. Adalgis of Frisia and Peretarit the Lom-
bard king refused to give him up to Ebroin, and in due course he
came safe to Rome.
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Pope Agatho was nothing loath to receive his appeal; and
preeently a council at Rome decided that Wilfrid must be re-
stored and the intruding bishops expelled ; but that he was then
to choose for himself assistant bishops, and Theodore was to
oonsecrate them. In itself the award was excellent, for it recog-
nized at once the need of dividing the diocese and the injustice
done to Wilfrid. So he brought it back to England in the fond
belief that others would reverence it as he did. But Egfrid
scorned to receive it, and—as he did not want to be rude to the
Pope—threw Wilfrid into prison for having obtained his bull by
bribery. After some months he drove him out of the country,
and induced friendly kings to drive him out from Mercia and
Wessex also. As no refuge was now left for him in Christian
England, Wilfrid betook himself to Sussex, where he found a
Christian king with a heathen people. Wilfrid’s exile (681-686)
i8 & nobler part of his life than the years of splendour at York,
for his conversion of Sussex completed the conversion of
England.

While Wilfrid was away at Rome, Theodore held another
council at Hatfield in 680. This time the English church declared
its faith, accepting the five General Councils of Niceea, Constanti-
nople (381), Ephesus, Chalcedon, and Constantinople (555), and
the Lateran Synod of 649 against the Monotheletes, ““ believing
as they believed, and anathematizing those whom they anathema-
tized.” Here is de facto agreement with the five Councils, but
no doctrine is laid down about the authority of General Councils
as such.

The Irish influence was not yet quite extinct. Though Cuth-
bert came from the Lammermoors, his early training and his late
career were more Irish than English. As early as 651 he pre-
sented himself to Boisil for admission to Melrose, and on Boisil’s
death in 665 Cuthbert took his place as prior of Melrose, whence
he was removed a few years later to Lindisfarne. But Cuthbert
was not content with ruling well his monastery and doing &
marvellous work of preaching among the Northumbrian country
people. In 876 he retired to the Isle of Farne, and for nine years
lived a hermit’s life. His energy might be English, but his
tenderness, his love of Nature, and above all his passion for
ascetic solitude belong more to the Irish type of piety. Such
was the man whom Theodore consecrated in 685 to the see of
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Lindisfarne. This was a defiance of the Roman award; but
no man seems to have thought any the worse of Cuthbert
for it. He held the see only two years, but he remained the
great saint of the North.

Cuthbert was only just consecrated when the power of North-
umbria collapsed. It had reached its height in England when
Oswy conquered Mercia after the defeat of Penda. But though
Mercia had been a dangerous enemy since its revolt in 659, and
finally recovered Lindsey in 679, Northumbria kept her primacy,
and was still a conqueror on her Pictish border. Egfrid could
even send a fleet to ravage Ireland. But in 685 the Picts revolted
also; and when Egfrid marched against them, he perished with
nearly all his army in the defile of Dunnechtan near Forfar. The
blow was decisive. Pictland was lost, and Galloway, and even
part of Lothian. The greatness of Northumbria was at an end.
It did not cease to be the chief home of learning in England, but
political power passed away to Mercia.

Meanwhile Theodore in extreme old age sought a reconcilia-
tion with Wilfrid, invited him to Canterbury, and induced Egfrid’s
brother and successor Aldfrid to restore him to Northumbria.
Yet not to his former huge diocese, but only to York and Ripon,
Lindsey was lost to Northumbria, and though Wilfrid held Hex-
ham for a short time, and Lindisfarne after Cuthbert’s death, it
was only as administrator during the vacancy. So for some years
there was peace. But Wilfrid had never given up his claims;
and when Aldfrid required him in 691 to confirm the acts of
Theodore—the partition of 678—he refused, and was at once
deprived, and driven out from Northumbria.

This time he found a safe retreat with Ethelred of Mercia.
There he had great possessions, and there he spent the next ten
years, chiefly in administering vacant sees. Things came to
another crisis in a council held at Easterfield in 702. Would he
accept the acts of Theodore? Yes—according to the rule of the
canons—that is, 8o far as they were consistent with the Roman
decision. Would he leave everything without reserve to the
decision of Bertwald, Theodore’s successor ? 'Yes—with the same
condition. This again meant No. The council was furious.
They proposed first to deprive him of everything, then to leave
him nothing but Ripon. Then Wilfrid appealed again to Rome.
Aldfrid threatened to break his safe-conduct; but in the end
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they deprived him of his episcopal dignity and sent him back to
Mercia.

So Wilfrid, now a man of nearly seventy, once more made his
way to Rome. But the Roman court had learned caution. After
seventy sittings, Pope John VI decided that Bertwald and Wilfrid
were to hold a council in England, and that if they could not agree,
all the bishops concerned were to come to a larger council to be
held at Rome—an award which practically shelved the difficulty.
Meantime the anti-Roman feeling ran high in Northumbria. But
a moderate party was growing up. No zealot of Rome was Ald-
helm of Malmesbury, the first English scholar of his time; and
he openly condemned the violence of the anti-Roman party. But
Ethelred of Mercia, now retired as abbot of Bardney, pleaded in
vain with Aldfrid. Then on Aldfrid’s death in 705, Bertwald
himself came forward to mediate. A new council on the Nidd
in 706 restored Wilfrid to the bishopric of Hexham and the
minster of Ripon. These terms were less favourable to him than
those of 686, and fell far short of Pope Agatho’s award ; but they
were final. The long strife was ended.

Wilfrid’s death in 709 may fitly mark the end of the age of the
conversion of the English. To its literary and other aspects we
must soon return : meanwhile it is worth notice that we have
already seen most of the permanent types of English churchmen.
Wilfrid unites in himself the prince of the church, the great builder
and the zealot of Rome—Wolsey, Wykeham, Thomas of Canter-
bury. Theodore is a churchly statesman like Lanfranc or Lang-
ton, and the unchurchly bishop is represented by Wini, who
bought his office for a price. The common sense of the English
layman, often genuinely devout, but seldom caring much for
dogma, comes out in Ethelbert and Oswy, and perhaps in Penda
too : his strong individualism is represented by the monasteries,
and English intensity and energy are everywhere conspicuous.



CHAPTER IV

THE DANES.—I

NonE of the Northern nations will bear &8 moment’s comparison
with the English for the vigour of the start they made in civiliza-
tion. Looking back from the opening of the eighth century, the
Goths had been Christians for three hundred years or more, and
even the Franks and the Lombards had been converted long before
the English : yet in a single century the English far excelled them
all. Popular songs were the common heritage of all the Teutonic
peoples, but the literature of the continent was almost entirely
Latin in spirit as it was in language. England on the contrary
could already show men of learning—Bede had no rival in all
Europe—and native poets of a high order in Ceedmon and per-
baps Aldhelm, and Cynewulf a little later. Wilfrid and Benedict
Biscop brought back better things than bulls from Rome—
manuscripts, musicians, and skilled workmen who made the
churches they built a credit to the West. The great Codex
Amiatinus of the Vulgate was Abbot Ceolfrid’s companion on his
last journey to Rome, and Codex Laudianus of the Acts is the
copy used by his disciple Bede. But no men did mere for learn-
ing than Theodore and Hadrian. Under their guidance a great
school grew up at Canterbury, distinguished from most of the
Western schools by the teaching of Greek. Nor were they with-
out worthy rivals—Ceolfrid at Wearmouth and Aldhelm at
Malmesbury; and these were only the most conspicuous of the
schools of England.

These schools were in monasteries; and indeed monasticism is
& main feature of early English Church life. One of Augustine’s
first cares was to found St. Peter’s monastery at Canterbury, and
before long monasteries sprang up all over the land. On the
stormy coast of Bernicia were Coldingham and Lindisfarne, and
Melrose lay inland by the Eildon Hills. Wearmouth and Jarrow
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and Whitby crowned the Deiran cliffs, and inland were Lasting-
ham on the Wolds, and Wilfrid’s abbeys of Hexham by the Roman
Wall and Ripon on the Nidd. Lindsey had Bardney, and in the
Fens were Peterborough and Ely and Crowland; and far away
in the south rose the primal monastery of Canterbury. All these
were built by English hands; but the Western monasteries of
Malmesbury and Glastonbury were taken over from the Celts,
and the latter long remained a resort of Celtic students and
pilgrims. And these were only the chief of the old English
monasteries,

It was a grand burst of enthusiasm, far beyond anything else
among the early Teutons. Kings like Oswald and Oswin and
Anna of East Anglia lived the life of saints, Ethelred of Mercia
laid down the kingly lance to take the abbot’s staff, and from
Wessex the savage Cadwalla and the lawgiver Ine made their
way to Rome to end their days before St. Peter’s tomb. The
Irish had shown the way; and they seem to have left something
behind of Irish intensity, of Irish zeal for learning, perhaps also
of Irish disorder. For the movement had its dangers. Monas-
ticism is misinformed and misdirected piety at best, and the
English energy thrown into it withdrew the best of Englishmen
from their higher duties to their country and their kindred.
Moreover, the high-wrought enthusiasm which alone can balance
the mischief is in itself an unnatural and unhealthy life of morbid
struggle with temptations chiefly of our own making. Worst of
all, unnatural holiness easily becomes unreal. Every great man
founded a monastery, endowed it richly, gave it such rule or no-
rule as best pleased him, and often came to it to enjoy the evening
of life in unholy retirement among his minions and flatterers.

These were the sort of evils denounced by Bede near the end
of his life in his letter to Egbert bishop of York—soon to become
its first archbishop. The bishops are gone after filthy lucre, and
will abate nothing from dioceses much larger than they can
manage. The priests are rapacious hirelings, exacting all their
fees while utterly neglecting their duties. The monasteries are
too many, too rich, luxurious, disorderly, refuges of bad characters
and often downright immoral. Even the state suffers, for the
kings have given to the church the lands which ought to be the
reward of good service for their followers, so that these either
cross the sea in quest of adventures or fall into poverty, and as
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they cannot marry, abandon themselves to vice—he might have
added plots and rebellions, for Northumbria was sinking into
anarchy. Bede’s remedy is to suppress the houses that were
useless to God and man, and make some of them seats of new
bishoprics, and to regulate the rest of the monks and keep them
in order.

Bede’s picture may be a little too dark, but in the main it is
truly drawn, and may be strictly true for Northumbria, where
things seem to have been worst. We can already trace the decline
which made England a prey to the Danes, a decline which Alfred
himself could not arrest for long.

In the eighth century the English did better abroad than at
home. It is the age of Willibrord and Boniface, the apostles of
Frisia and Germany, and of Alcuin, the chief restorer of learning
under Karl the Great. Even at home Northumbria had a brilliant
king and a brilliant primate in the sons of Eata—King Eadbert
(737-768) and Archbishop Egbert (734-766)—though Eadbert’s
reign ended in disaster. But upon the whole the eighth century
is an evil time. Mercia became supreme from the battle of
Dunnechtan to the opening of the ninth century. Three strong
kings—Ethelbald (716-757), Offa (757-796) and Cenwulf (796—
821) cover more than a hundred years. As Northumbria declined
after Aldfrid’s death in 705, and fell into anarchy after Eadbert’s
time, Weasex was the only possible rival, and Ethelbald subjected
even Wessex in 733. But the West Saxons recovered their in-
dependence at Burford in 752, and maintained it. Yet in Offa
the Mercian power reached its height. He made no attempt to
recover Wessex, though he conquered Oxfordshire in 779. His
aim was to build up a strong central power between the Humber
and the Thames, controlling East Anglia : and in this he succeeded
for a time. Only two of his works need mention here—Offa’s
dyke, which marked a limit for the Welsh, and the archbishopric
of Lichfield. As he could not always effectually control Kent,
he determined to have an archbishop of his own for Mercia and
East Anglia. So a council at Chelsea in 787 made Higbert of
Lichfield an archbishop. But he was the only archbishop of
Lichfield, for on his demission in 803 Cenwulf returned to the
obedience of Canterbury.

Offa had relations, mostly friendly, with Karl the Great,




THE DANES 26

though he did not live to see the imperial coronation at Rome in
800, and it was not till two years later that Karl let loose from
his court the exile who was to overthrow the Mercian power.
Egbert the West Saxon (802-839) waited his time, and kept the
peace for twenty years, except that he did the main work of the
conquest of Cornwall. Wessex was now a compact state under
a strong ruler; but Mercia fell into confusion after Cenwulf’s
death, and Egbert destroyed her power in a single battle at
Ellandun in 825. This was decisive: Northumbria submitted
without fighting in 829. England was now united, in the sense
that the whole country, from the Channel to the Forth, acknow-
ledged a single overlord at Winchester. But it was a mere con-
glomerate of subject kingdoms : only the church was a real unity.
The under-kings were replaced by earls in Danish times, and
the Conqueror broke up the great earldoms into single counties;
but it was long before a sense of national unity grew up in

England.

The sluggish course of English history in Mercian times was
grimly interrupted by invaders from the north—Scandinavia lay
further than Germany from Roman civilization, and was barely
known to Ptolemy as an island of Scandia. In the age of the
great migrations it comes out for awhile into the half-lights of
legend and saga; and then we hear little more of it till near the
end of the eighth century. The Northmen reappear but little
changed, and very like the English of the past. They were nearly
a8 ferocious pirates, and more enterprising. In a general way,
the Swedes went east to the Baltic lands and Russia, the Norse-
men sailed west to Iceland and the Shetlands, the Orkneys and
Caithness, and down by the Hebrides to Ireland and the West of
England, while the Danes infested the East coast and both sides
of the Channel, and found their way to the shores of Spain and
into the Mediterranean. But this is only a rough statement :
Rollo of Normandy was a Norseman, and ‘‘ the army >’ was often
very mixed. Now that the English had become a nation of lands-
men, the Northmen had the coasts at their mercy. There was no
lack of courage in the English, but they were seldom quick enough
to catch the nimble sea-rovers, and when they did, their hasty
levies often had the worst of it. The hardest of the fighting was
when the invaders came inland. So the work of the Northmen
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in history may be seen partly in the huge slaughter and destruc-
tion they made, for hardly a city in Gaul or Britain or northern
Germany escaped their ravages; partly in the adoption of the
feudal system on the continent as the only means of getting a
light force to resist them ; partly in their settlement of Normandy
and northern and eastern England ; partly again in the conquest
from Normandy of England and Sicily. They gave a dynasty
to Russia, narrowly missed the capture of Constantinople, and
were the main element in the crusading kingdom of Jerusalem.
The Northmen (or Danes) are said to have first appeared about
790 on the shore of Wessex. A few years later (793) they struck
a dreadful blow by the sack of Lindisfarne, and thenceforth for
near three hundred years their invasions never ceased. Egbert
in his old age had some hard fighting to do; and they fully tasked
the energies of Ethelwulf his son (839-858). But under the sons
of Ethelwulf (858-900) the English had to fight for bare existence
as a people, and for many years they fought with poor success.
The Danes captured York in 867, and four years later they over-
ran East Anglia, slaying King Edmund with their arrows for his
refusal to forswear Christ. Year by year the hard struggle grew
harder still. Three sons of Ethelwulf reigned in succession : the
fourth was Alfred (871-900). After the dreadful year of battles
with which his reign began, the Danes turned aside for awhile
to secure their hold on Mercia and Northumbria. Only Wessex
now remained unconquered, and Wessex had to bear alone the

brunt of battle. Presently Guthrum and his Danes burst in,

and early in 878 drove Alfred to the Isle of Athelney, behind the
Somerset marshes. For three months he stood at bay, till the
Western counties gathered to him. With one decisive blow he
erushed “ the army’’ at Ethandun. Wessex wassaved. Guthrum
sued for peace, and was required to receive baptism and depart
from Wessex, The crisis was over, and Alfred, too, had peace.

But peace at a fearful cost. The ill-compacted conglomerate
of Egbert’s empire had become the prey of Danish kings and jarls.
Only Wessex remained in Alfred’s hands, to which a few years
later (885) he added London and Mercia south-west of Watling
Street. Worse than this, the land lay ruined. The cities had
been sacked, the monasteries destroyed, the whole country
searched out with fire and sword. The valuables were carried
off, and even the necessaries of civilized life were destroyed whole-
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sale. Worse again—worse than desolation and slaughter—was
the demoralization revealed and deepened in the years of blood-
shed and confusion. It was almost a relapee to barbarism. We
cannot greatly blame the bishops who were the natural leaders
of their flocks for leading them against such enemies as these ;
but they were the worse for doing it. We may guess the state of
the lower clergy. Alfred complains that when they had books
they did not read them, and now that the books were destroyed
along with the monasteries, he found no priest south of the
Thames, and very few north of it, who could understand the
mass-books. Yet the situation was not entirely bad. The out-
standing fact was that Wessex had beaten off the Danes. Be-
sides this, the Danes were not an alien race. They were Teutons,
like the English, speaking much the same language and looking
up to English civilization; and Alfred had made easy their fusion
with the English by insisting on Guthrum’s baptism. If the
actual invaders made no very satisfactory Christians, their
children soon forgot heathenism, and rose to high place in church
and state. Oda of Canterbury (942-958) was a Dane. True,
the fusion was not complete till after the Norman Conquest, and
the Danelaw country north and east of Watling Street is to this
day full of traces of the Danish settlement; but the Danes have
never been a public danger since the eleventh century.

This, then, was the state of things which Alfred had to deal
with. First he reorganized the army, and afterwards built a
fleet. Then he issued a code of laws, chiefly selected from those
of his predecessors, Offa of Mercia, Ine of Wessex, and Ethelbert
of Kent, but all modified as he thought needful. He starts from
moral duties and the Law of God, explaining that the Councils
have in Christian mercy commuted the Mosaic penalty of death
for money in all cases but that of treason to a man’s own lord.
Indeed, Alfred was as genuinely religious as St. Louis himself,
and more free from monkish narrowness. It was a layman’s
religion, concerned more with substance than with form. But
learning was Alfred’s chief care. In past time, as he says, Eng-
land sent scholars to teach the continent; now she needed con-
tinental scholars to teach herself. True, there was Plegmund the
Mercian, whom Alfred made archbishop: but the rest of his
scholars were mostly foreigners—Grimbald from 8t. Omex, John
the Old Saxon, Asser the Welshman., But Latin learning was not
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enough. Alfred was convinced that much of the evil had arisen
from the want of books in English; and this want he set himself
to supply. He chose his books for translation in no narrow spirit.
Gregory’s'Pastoral Care was a manual for the clergy. The History
of Paulus Orosius was the best available summary of history and
geography,and Alfred enriched it with Othere’s story of his voyage
round the North Cape to the mouth of the Dwina, where the
modern city of Archangel stands. Bede’s Ecclessastical History
gave the English an account of the beginnings of Christianity in
England, while the Consolation of Philosophy of Boethius stood for
general edification. Alfred, however, gave it a more Christian
turn by reading God for Nature and inserting many character-
istic remarks of his own. He also set on foot the great English
Chronicle, which begins with Hengest and is continued (in one
text) to the end of Stephen’s reign. All this work was done, much
of it by the king himself, and the rest under his direction.

Alfred bad given the Danes their first decisive check at Ethan-
dun: England was not to be a Danish country. Then for ten
long years they ravaged Gaul as they never had ravaged it before,
till they were brought to a stop for the second time of their failure
in the great siege of Paris (884-887). Neither was Gaul to be a
Danish land. Then the tide of war came rolling back on Eng-
land. But Alfred was prepared, his people had learned his value,
and he kept the upper hand through five years (891-896) of sharp
fighting. Though the Danelaw helped the invaders, they never
brought him into such straits as they did before.

The last four years were years of peace. The greatest of
English kings passed away in 900. Edward I comes nearest to
him, but Alfred’s character was not stained by lawyer-like sharp-
ness and terrific bursts of wrath. Alfred was in his own phrase
a mild-hearted king, except where stern justice had to be done
on pirates or on traitors to their lords. He had a harder battle
to fight than any of the kings that came after him, Edmund Iron-
side excepted, and he won it. He not only rescned Wessex from
the Danes, but laid firm foundations for a power that not only
recovered the lost heritage of Egbert, but extended it. Great in
war, still greater in peace,and greatest of all in simple sense of duty
to his people and his God, Alfred ranks among the few blameless
kings whose virtue seems to belong to legend rather than to
history.



CHAPTER V
THE DANES—II

ToaE task of the West S8axon kings in the tenth century was
the recovery of the Danelaw and the political amalgamation of
the Danes with the English. It was far from easy work, for the
Danes as yet were neither firmly settled nor firmly Christian, so
that the old viking spirit broke out in continual revolts, helped
by their countrymen from Ireland and the North, and often by
the Scots and other Celts. But Alfred’s successors steadily
extended and consolidated their conquests; and if Edmund
(940-946) was really thrown back on Watling Street, it was only
for a moment. Wessex was never seriously assailed till the general
catastrophe under Ethelred the Redeless, in which Edgar’s empire
vanished as Egbert’s empire had vanished before.

Alfred’s daughter Ethelfled, the “ Lady of the Mercians,”
conquered a good deal of the Western Danelaw, from Runcorn
and Chester and Shrewsbury to Derby and Leicester; and after
ber death in 918 her brother Edward reduced East Anglia and
what was left of Danish Mercia. In 921 he reached and passed
Egbert’s limits, for Constantine the Scottish king and the Danes
and Northmen of Northumbria and the Welsh king of Strathclyde
“ chose him to father and lord.” This would seem to have been
a purely personal relation, roughly answering to the fendal custom
of commendation, and not to the homage for land read into it
by the lawyers of Edward I. Then came three of Edward’s
sons. Athelstan (924-940) held a splendid European position.
He gave one of his sisters to Otto, the future German king and
Roman emperor, though she did not live to wear the imperial
crown; and another to Hugh the Great, duke of France, though
neither was she the mother of kings; and yet another was the
wife of Karl the Simple (898-929). Revolts of the Danes were
plenty; and in 937 a great league was formed by “ the old de-
ceiver ” Constantine of Scots, two Danish Anlafs from Ireland,
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and the king of Strathclyde. Athelstan crushed them all in the
- fight of Brunanburh, and the memory of that great victory is
enshrined in one of the grandest of the old English battle-songs.
But the work had to be done again by Edmund, and yet again by
the ruthless Edred (946-955). At last it seemed complete, for
Edgar (959-975) reigned in peace, undisputed lord of all Britain.
It was the culmination of the old English monarchy : yet Edgar
is no such glorious figure as Athelstan. He is quite overshadowed
by his great statesman and archbishop, Dunstan.

Dunstan was born near Glastonbury about 924, and in a high
rank of life. Unpleasant experiences at Athelstan’s court de-
cided him to became a monk. He was no ordinary monk; for
besides the usual prayers and singing, he devoted himself to music
and painting, and made himself so skilful a workman that men
accused him of a compact with the Evil One. Edmund gave
him the abbey of Glastonbury, at the age of about twenty-one,
and he remained in favour with Edred; but Edwy drove him over
the sea in 957. He was soon recalled by Edgar, and after Oda’s
death received the see of Canterbury in 960. For nearly thirty
years he governed the church, and more or less the state also,
though it is not easy to judge of his political influence from Lives
which his admirers have filled with tales of miracle.

The chief ecclesiastical question of the time concerned the
monks. The disorders of Bede’s time had not been improved
by the destruction and confusion of the Danish wars. But now
there was a new spirit in the world. It was one of the first faint
movements of the Hildebrandine Reformation of the next cen-
tury. The aim of the reforming party was to replace the various
rules, almost as numerous as the monasteries themselves, by the
one uniform Benedictine rule rigorously enforced. They de-
sired also to turn the secular canons of the minsters into regulars
or monks. These secular canons lived a common life under vows
of chastity and obedience, but not of poverty, so that the monks
looked down on them as intruders and half-hearted ascetica,
The celibacy of the clergy, which is a main feature of the full-
blown movement, was hardly aimed at yet. Edgar favoured
reform, but twenty years of contest left the work very incom-
pletely done. It was a bitter contest. Dunstan indeed was too
much of a statesman to go the full length of the zealots, or
even to turn out the seculars from Canterbury. Ethelwold of
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Winehester was less scrupulous. He not only purified of seculars
the minsters of his own diocese, but held a commission from
the king to reform others. Oswald of Worcester (afterwards of
York also) took the intermediate course of building & new minster
with regulars, and leaving the old one of seculars to popular
neglect.

Edgar the Peaceful died in 975, and his empire perished with
him. His successor Edward was foully murdered three years
later, and for that murder justice was never done. His step-
mother Elfrida was more than suspected, and the people canon-
ized her victim ; but the magnates let her place her own son upon
the throne. So we reach the long and miserable reign of Ethelred
the Redeless (978-1016). Dunstan soon retired from public
life, and died in 988. Then the Danes came back again, more
terrible than ever, for behind the pirates great kingdoms had
arisen in the North since Alfred’s time, and there was now no
Alfred to rally his people round him. They still fought stoutly
when they found a worthy leader; but Ethelred was vicious and
unjust, his advisers were cowardly, his favourites traitors and
double traitors. Even his fits of energy were insanely misdi-
rected. When the Danes were ravaging England, Ethelred was
at one time capturing Carlisle, at another marching on 8t. David’s.
For years the Witan did little more than buy off the enemy with
constantly increasing Danegelds; and when they built a fleet,
it was destroyed by domestic intrigues. At last in 1013 even
Wessex and London gave up the contests, Ethelred retired to
Normandy, and Christian England bowed for need to Swegen
of Denmark, a heathen and a renegade. When Swegen died
suddenly—the English said it was the vengeance of St. Edmund
on him—Ethelred recovered his kingdom for & moment : but the
Danes returned under Cnut the son of Swegen, and it was more
than Ethelred’s son Edmund Ironside could do to drive them
out, though he fought them with courage and tenacity worthy
of Alfred himself. He was forced to accept a partition of the
country, and his early death in the autumn of 1016 left Cnut
the Dane master of England.

She fell into good hands. If Cnut began with bloodshed, he
soon settled down into a civilized and peaceful English king. He
dismissed ‘‘ the army,” and threw himself on the loyalty of the
English—and not in vain, for they soon learned to love him as
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they loved the best of their native kings. In 1018 Danes and
English agreed to live together under King Edgar’s laws; and
the outward sign of their reconciliation was the solemn burial at
Canterbury of St. Aelfheah (Elphege) the archbishop whom the’
Danes had slaughtered in the days of Ethelred—not indeed for
Christ’s sake, but because he refused them a ransom that would
have ruined his people. Cnut was hardly twenty when he began
to reign, and well knew that England was better than Denmark.
So the Danish conquest of England practically came to something
very like an English conquest of Denmark. The complaints in
Cnut’s later years come from Denmark, not from England. Even
the Danish guards he still kept were not unpopular. In 1027
he kept himself secure enough to do what no king since Ethelwulf
had done before him. 1In the winter of 1026 he went on pilgrim-
age to Rome; and, unlike Ethelwulf, he returned in peace to
England. His death in 1035 was a national calamity, though no
man could yet discern the little cloud that was rising out of the
sea towards Normandy. William the Bastard was still a child.

On church affairs there is but little to record. Cnut seems to
have appointed good men for bishops, though such men were
very scarce. Perhaps it was as much necessity as policy which
so often joined the sees of York and Worcester. The thing for
us to note is the lasting mischief done by the great destruction and
slanghter of the time of Ethelred the Redeless. It was more
than the peace of Cnut could repair. The ruined homesteads
might be rebuilt, the stocks replenished, the gaps of population
filled; but nothing could undo the fact that the elders of England
after Cnut’s death had grown up amidst the shames and horrors
of the Danish wars. Small wonder if that generation was
unheroic, both in church and state. Its greatest man was
Harold Godwineson; and he must have been one of the best
generals of his time. The conquest of Gruffydd ap Llywelyn and
the march on Stamford Bridge are achievements of the highest
order, and even the unsuccessful defence at Senlac does him
credit : yet even Harold never showed signs of any such con-
structive genius as would place him in the foremost rank of
English kings.

The sons of Cnut were sons of Belial. Bad and cruel as they
were, they did the best they could for England by dying young.
In 1042 the old house came back in the person of Edward the
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son of Ethelred the Redeless. But it came back with a difference.
Edward was a man of thirty-seven who had spent most of his
life in Normandy, and was a Norman in almost everything but
his father’s blood. In piety and weakness he reminds us of
Henry VI; but Edward had better health and a narrower mind.
The country was governed in the main by the three great earls,
Godwine of Wessex, Leofric in Mercia, Siward in Northumbria.
Of these Earl Godwine was the greatest in his own time; and he
gave his daughter Edith to the king to wife. As the marriage
was childless, Edward’s admirers explained that he had preferred
ascetic pietism to his plain duty of continuing the royal house.
A son of Edward might have reigned without dispute when the
crisis came.

But Godwine’s power was shaken by his opposition to Edward’s
Norman favourites; partly also by the scandalous outlawry
(for good cause) of his eldest son Swegen, and his still more scan-
dalous restoration. The king carried against him his Norman
favourite Robert of Jumidges for the see of Canterbury in 1061;
and in the next year Godwine and his sons were exiled, and the
Lady of the English was sent to a nunnery. But before long the
excesses of the Normans made Godwine a national champion,
and in 1063 he came back again. Edith returned, Robert of
Jumidges fled to the continent, and Stigand of Winchester (still
holding Winchester) took the see of Canterbury, though the strict
churchmen counted him an intruder, on the ground that the see
was not canonically vacant.

Godwine died soon after, passing on the king to the gentler
guidance of his second son Harold—for Swegen was dead.
Edward was allowed to have Norman favourites again, but they
were not suffered to control affairs of state. The years passed
quietly : it was the calm before the storm. There is little to tell
of them but the work of Bishop Wulfstan of Worcester (1062
1095) in preaching down the Bristol slave-trade. Leofric’s place
in Mercia was filled by his grandson Edwin, and when Siward of
Northumbria, the conqueror of Macbeth, died in 1056, Northum-
bria was given to Harold’s brother Tostig, one of Edward’s
English favourites. But Tostig was a tyrant, and a rebellion °
in 1065 placed Edwin’s brother Morcar in the earldom. Thus
England was divided. Mercia and Northumbria fell to the
house of Leofric, while Harold had Wessex, and the Eastern
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and South-eastern counties were held by his brothers Gyrth and
Leofwine,

Meanwhile the saintly king was growing old. As his weakness
increased, he hurried on the dedication of the West Minster
(December 28, 1065), but the Lady Edith had to take his
place. On Epiphany eve (January 5, 1066) King Edward died,
commending his kingdom and his friends to Earl Harold’s care.
There could be no doubt of his successor. For twelve years
Earl Harold had stood next the throne, Danish royal blood was in
him from his mother Gytha, and the House of Cerdic had no
better candidate than the atheling Edgar, a grandson of Edmund
Ironside, and no more than a boy. 8o the next day in a winter
morning’s dawn the Witan of England buried King Edward ; and
then Earl Harold was chosen king and conseerated at mass that
day by Aldred of York.

It was by the will of the whole Witan that Harold Godwineson
sat on Alfred’s throne; and when Edwin and Morcar accepted
him for king, there seemed to be no danger of civil strife. But
in the summer two invasions were preparing. Harold Hardrada
came from the north, Duke William from the south. Harold
Hardrada, “the Thunderbolt of the North,” had commanded
in the Varangian Guard at Constantinople and fought in almost
every land from Sicily to Russia; and now that he was king of
Norway, he came to recover Tostig’s earldom for him, and to be
himself as Cnut had been, the conqueror of England.

But Hardrada himself was less terrible than the duke of the
Normans. That William was & bastard would have mattered
little in that land of “ Danish ” marriages if he had not lost his
father (1035) at the age of nine. 8o he grew up in & welter of
feudal anarchy, but with a stern determination that there should
be no more anarchy in his time. The fierce barons of Normandy
quailed before the strongest will in Europe. William spared
no man in his wrath : the punishment of revolt was not death
indeed, but wholesale confiscation, blinding, and mautilation.
Yet the grim duke was not without a sense of duty, though
it grew weaker as he grew older. In most cases he chose good
bishops, and he allowed no lawlessness. Oppressive and cruel
a8 he was, the good peace he kept was regretted in the days of
Rufus.

William had long had his eyes on England. In 1052 he paid
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a visit to his consin Edward, who gave him hopes—William said
a promige—of the succession. In 1065 he took advantage of a
storm which drove Earl Harold to Normandy, and made him
swear that he would support his claim. When therefore Harold
was chosen by the Witan, William pleaded Edward’s promise
and Harold’s perjury, and further secured the blessing of Pope
Alexander II (1062-1073), who was anxious to put down Stigand
and bring schismatic England to obedience according to the
Hildebrandine model. So the churchmen preached a holy war,
the barons hasted to the spoil of England, and a force was col-
lected far beyond the resources of Normandy itself.

Harold watched the south coast, leaving Edwin and Morcar
to guard the north, till (September 8) he could no longer feed
his sailors, and had to dismiss them. The next news was that
Hardrada and Tostig had come up the Humber with three hundred
ships, then that they had defeated Edwin and Morcar, and at
last that York had surrendered to them. But Harold did not
wait for this. Down he flew upon them, “ resting neither day
nor night.” There had been no such march as that since the
consul Nero fell on Hasdrubal at the Metaurus (207 B.c.). On
September 25, Harold marched from Tadcaster straight through
York till he came upon the enemy at Stamford Bridge—the last
~ and the greatest of the victories of the West Saxon Dragon stan-
dard. There Earl Tostig fell, Harold of Norway got his seven
feet of English earth, and the remnant who made peace with
Harold of England could man no more than four-and-twenty
ships. The danger from the north was for ever ended.

But there was William still to reckon with. In that great
crisis the south coast was left undefended; and the Normans
landed before Harold could get back to London. Hastily filling
the gaps in his ranks, Harold marched southward, and on
St. Calixtus’ Day (October 14, 1066) took his stand on the hill
of Senlac, like Wellington on the ridge of Waterloo. The fight was
a Waterloo, but without the success of Waterloo. All day long
the stubborn battle raged; but in the end King Harold was
killed, and Gyrth, and Leofwine, and the Normans held the place
of slaughter.

The defeat of Senlac was by no means of itself decisive. It
made no such desperate situation as that which Alfred or Edmund
Ironside had faced. The blow had fallen on Wessex : the rest
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of England was hardly touched. Here was the fatal mischief :
it was not for want of men that England fell, but for want of
leaders. Edwin and Morcar were masters of the situation, and
though they allowed Edgar the Atheling to be chosen king, they .
only played their own selfish game. They drew off their forces,
and made a general submission unavoidable. William received
them graciously at Berkhamsted, and the English tried hard to
make believe that he was a king of their own choice. On Christ-
mas Day he was crowned at Westminster by Aldred of York.
But the Normans mistook the acclamations of the English for
cries of revolt, and rushed out to fire the houses round the Abbey.
Amid the noise of tumult and the glare of flames even the Con-
queror trembled as the trembling bishops laid the crown on his
head. The solemn rite was hurried through, and William the
Bastard was king of the English.



CHAPTER VI
THE ANGLO-NORMAN KINGS.

Willelmus Conquestor is rather William the Claimant than
William the Conqueror : and this is the fact which partly shielded
the English from the worst horrors of conquest. If his claims
looked imposing to outsiders, they were worthless in English
eyes. If Edward promised him the crown, he promised what he
had no right to give. If Harold forswore himself, how did that
help William’s case? If the Pope had blessed the expedition,
what business had the Pope to meddle with English politics ?
According to William’s own account, he desired nothing better
than to present himself peaceably for election at Westminster;
and it was his misfortune that certain men of Belial had arisen
and compelled him to fight at Senlac before he could get to West-
minster. But this claim obliged him to take the position of a
lawfully elected English king. He confirmed all officials who
made their submission, and maintained all the laws he found in
force. He stood for law, claiming everything that the kings
of the English had held before him, and nothing that they had
not held. When Gregory VII (Hildebrand) complained that
Peter’s pence were not paid, and demanded homage from him,
William replied (in substance): My predecessors the kings of the
English paid Peter’s pence, and therefore so will I; but my pre-
decessors the kings of the English never did homage to the Pope,
and therefore neither will I.” He regrets that Peter’s pence had
been neglected during his absence in Normandy, promises to
collect the arrears and send them to Rome, and finishes by asking
for Gregory’s prayers. William was the only king in Europe
who foiled Hildebrand: and by taking this legal ground, he
foiled him without even being rude to him.

8o far we see no reason why the Norman Conquest should not
have ended like the Danish, or even more happily, for Cnut began
with bloodshed, whereas William was gracious. But in the first
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place, the men differed. Cnut was young—about twenty—and
plastic to new impressions. William was a man of forty, with
character and habits formed and fixed by an eventful reign in
Normandy. His endeavours to learn English did not come to
much. 8o he looked on England from a Norman standpoint,
and construed English institutions by Norman ideas. If their
forms remained, they were worked in a different spirit. Besides
this, Cnut looked up to his new subjects : William looked down
on them. English civilization was without question better than
Danish; but was it also higher than the French culture which
the Normans had picked up? The Normans were quite clear on
this matter, and despised the English as unpolished rustics : and
the highest classes despised them most, because they saw least
of them. This one fact is enough to account for abundance of
oppression, and abundance of disaffection.

Yet the breach between English and Normans, was not too
great for time to heal. There was no great difference of religion,
or even of race. The Normans were neither Turks nor infidels,
nor even heterodox Celts, but Teutons who, as Freeman would
say, had picked up a bad habit of talking French. Intermarriages
began at once, at least in the lower ranks. Odelerius the priest
of Orleans was settled near Shrewsbury with an English wife
before 1075; and his son, the chronicler Orderic Vitalis, always
counted himself an Englishman, though he was sent to the
monastery of 8t. Euroul in Normandy at the age of ten, and never
returned to England. The courtiers might scoff at King Henry
and his English wife, but in another generation or two it was
seldom possible to distinguish Normans and English, The
antagonism of Normans and * Saxons ” in Scott’s Jvanhoe is a
gross anachronism for the time of Richard Cceur-de-Lion.

The worst of the matter was that Duke William did not come
alone. The Norman knights and the Norman churchmen looked
for their reward in England, and they were not disappointed.
In the first place, repeated revolts convinced William that the
English were not to be trusted. He therefore filled offices as
they became vacant with Normans and other foreigners, so that
before the end of his reign no English earl was left, and only one
English bishop. What was more than this, a steady policy of
oconfiseation after every revolt placed in his hands nearly all the
land of England, so that he could make lavish grants to his
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kmights on feudal tenures. But this feudalism was no more than
the tenure of land : its vexatious incidents were chiefly developed
in the next generation by Rufus and Flambard. In three several
ways he checked its tendency to anarchy. He retained the old
English army (the fyrd) a8 a useful help against the feudal levy.
He scattered the fiefs of the great barons all over the country
to prevent them from concentrating their forces, though we cannot
be quite sure how far he did this with deliberate purpose. Again,
in the Gemot of Salisbury (1086) he imposed on all men capable
of bearing arms an oath that they would obey the king against
all mesne lords. But after all, the chief security was the king’s
own strong hand. The chronic disorders of the middle ages never
amounted to anarchy in England, except under weak kings.

The Norman churchmen also brought new ideas. Familiar
as monasticism was to the English, they had never taken its
ascetic side very seriously. They looked on it rather as a way of
serving God without distraction; and this view of it suited well
the good sense and moderation of the Benedictine Rule. But to
Clany in a darker age this kind of religion seemed but half in
earnest. The world was not simply an ungodly discord to be
avoided, but a Satanic enemy to be fought and conquered. And
by the world they meant not only the world of sinners, but God’s
own creation of earth and air and sea, and most of all the tender
relations of this life, on which the higher life must chiefly feed.
Henoe a new and merciless asceticism, which went unheard-of
lengths in austerities and self-inflicted penances. Everything
must be otherworldly, and therefore everything selfish, for the
man who thinks only of saving his own soul turns charity itself
to selfishness, by making it a payment for his sins.

The aim, then, of the Hildebrandine Reformation was threefold
—4to separate the church from the world, to make it independent
of the world, and to make it dominant over the world. For the
first, the monks were already separated from the world, and
needed nothing but a strict Rule and the utter banishment of
everything “ worldly ” from their life. But the secular clergy
were connected with the world by ties which would have to be
broken. The priest must be holy, and separate from sinners;
whereas marriage was not only inconsistent with serious holiness,
but entangled him in family and social relations which were
incitements to sin. Therefore marriage must be forbidden to
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the clergy. This, however, was more easily said than done, and
it was not till 1075 that Gregory VII took the decisive step of
appealing to the people by annulling all sacraments performed by
married priests.

In the next place, the world had a hold on the church, which
would have to be broken. Bishops and abbots were great tem-
poral lords, who received their offices from the kings, and held
their lands on feudal tenures. This enabled kings to spoil their
revenues during a vacancy, to give spiritual offices for purely
political services, and even to sell them for money. For some
time the reformers were content with putting down the actual
sales (simony), and only after a time they advanced to the pro-
hibition of appointments by laymen: e.g. the investiture of
bishops with the ring and the staff by the king. It must give
place to “‘ canonical election,” which in the case of bishops had
lately come to mean that none but the cathedral clergy were to
have a say in the matter.

Thirdly, how was this great scheme to be carried out? The
church could only overcome the world by ruling it. The plan
was outlined on the False Decretals of the ninth century, which
made the priest unassailable to the layman, the bishop to the
priest, and gave the Pope a direct supremacy. 8o Leo IX (1049-
1054) made the Papacy an active international power; and when
Gregory VII had brought the German king to submission (of
whatever sort) at Canossa (1077) he might feel that legend would
soon complete his victory. The priest also in his humbler sphere
was lifted far above princes by the new doctrine of Transubstan-
tiation, which made him work the most imposing of miracles at
every mass he said. It was sacrilege to bring such a man before
worldly courts of justice. Here again the process was gradual.
Gregory VII himself hardly saw the importance of Transub-
stantiation, and the subjection of the laity to the priesthood
was not completed till auricular confession was made compulsory
in 1216.

Two views of the Church and the World have been contending
ever since the apostolic age. According to one, the Church seeks
peace with the powers that be, and recognizes the State as ordained
of God, and a fellow-helper in the work of righteousness. In the
other, the Church is at war with the powers that be, and sees
nothing in the State but a diabolical device for the promotion of
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wickedness. It was not unnatural that reformers should take
the second view in that age of violence and grossness. Gregory’s
denunciations of the kings as robbers and sons of robbers might
have won applause from the Jacobins. But if the Church will
have no fellowship with the works of darkness, is it to stand aside
and let the World go its own wicked way? This had been the
ascetic plan till now; and it is to the credit of the Hildebrandines
that they were not content with such a policy of selfishness. No,
the Church must rule the World, and turn it into a kingdom of
righteousness. It must rule as the soul rules the body—of the
ascetic; or as the rider rules a stubborn beast. It was no fault
of the Church if its rule was likely to be ungentle. Hard and
narrow, as the Hildebrandines were, they had a noble ideal before
them. Little could they foresee that the victory of the Church
would prove even more corrupting, than the rampart anarchy of
the tenth century.

Asceticism was the ideal of the age, whatever might be its
practice : and with this the Normans were in sympathy. There
was a vein of piety in all but a few of the very worst of them, like
the cruel Robert of Belléme. Even Rufus could be pious—
till he got well; and not a few of the fiercest knights gave up a
life of rapine and slaughter for the peaceful obedience of the
cloister. Nor was piety confined to the monastery. Men like
Gulbert of Hugleville, Roger of Toesny, and Herlwin as a layman,
seem to have been as good saints as any that were canonized.
And the Norman was before all things a man of might—a mighty
eater, a mighty drinker, a mighty fighter, a mighty builder, a
mighty ruler, and upon occasion a mighty penitent and saint.

But neither William nor the Normans generally admired all
things Hildebrandine without distinction. Setting aside such
crimes as the invasion of England and the desolation of the
North, William was in the main a righteous king with a real
sense of duty and a real interest in religion, and much respect
for the Pope and other holy men. His life too was pure, and he
never sold a bishopric. These were merits which even from the
Hildebrandine point of view might cover many shortcomings.
But shortcomings there were. True, he secured the Pope’s
blessing on his expedition, and as soon as things were fairly
settled, he sent for legates from Rome in 1070 to repeat his
coronation, to get rid of the schismatic Stigand, and to place the
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Lombard Lanfranc in Augustine’s chair. Thenceforth legates
and church councils were frequent. The bishoprics also were
gradually filled with foreigners like the earldoms, so that after
1075 Wulfstan of Worcester stood out conspicuously as the only
Englishman left in high position. In that year the sees which
lay in villages were ordered to be removed to important towns.
Thus, Sherborne, Selsey, Lichfield, Dorchester (on Thames),
Wells, and Elmham gave place to Old Sarum, Chichester, Chester,
Lincoln, Bath, and Thetford (before long Norwich).

Another important concession to the church was the separa-
tion of the spiritual from the secular courts. Until now the
bishop and the earl sat side by side in the shire-moot, and judged
all causes jointly. But William, apparently in 1076, ordered
that the bishop should hold & court of his own, and administer
Canon Law. Spiritual cases to the spiritual court, secular to the
secular, seemed a simple rule, and answered pretty well as long
a8 church and state were on friendly terms; but it covered a
dangerous ambiguity. A secular offence by a secular person or a
spiritual offence by a spiritual person were clear cases, and there
was no dispute that a spiritual offence by a secular person must
go to the spiritual court : but what was to be done if a spiritual
person committed a secular offence? The king must hang
murderers, but the church would neither hang a priest nor allow
a layman to hang him. And as the priests did their share of
the murders, the question was certain soon to become acute.

In fact, William was not quite sound on any one of the three
great Hildebrandine positions. A Council in 1076 ordered that
no cleric should marry, and that no married man should be
ordained; but its refusal to disturb existing marriages gave
up the principle that marriage and priesthood are incompatible.
As regards lay investitures, he not only appointed bishops himself,
but gave them the ring and the staff and required them to do
homage and perform their feudal services. In short, William
was fully determined to be master in England. With all his
reverence for Pope and Church he kept their action within very
definibe limits. No pope was to be recognized and no papal
letters were to be received without his consent. No council
was to enact & canon without his consent given beforehand.
None of his barons or servants were to be excommunicated
without his consent. If these three rules ascribed to him by
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Eadmer were not formally laid down they certainly express his
practice.

That William was able to hold his ground in this way was
chiefly due to his choice of Lanfranc for his primate and spiritual
father. Lanfranc in his early years had been a great lawyer at
- Pavia. Thence he found his way across France to Normandy,
and became a monk in Herlwin’s monastery of Bec. He soon
made his name as the best teacher in Europe. Anselm was his
disciple, Berengar of Tours, the heretic, he twice convicted of
denying Transubstantiation. This was the man whom William
chose in 1070, for the primacy of England—a keen dialectician,
with a dialectician’s hardness and a foreigner’s dislike of the
English. He would not allow that Elphege was a martyr till
Angelm convinced him. But Lanfranc was also an able bishop
and & born diplomatist. William and he were strong men who
fully understood each other and agreed not to quarrel. They
were both zealous for the church, but neither the one nor the
other was a zealot of the church. So they managed somehow
to avoid all the burning questions. If a cleric committed &
murder, no question of jurisdiction was allowed to arise; and
if a bishopric was vacant, William and Lanfranc agreed on their
man, and nobody dreamed of refusing investiture from the king.
But this harmony required a churchly king like William and a
diplomatic archbishop like Lanfranc : it remained to be seen what
would become of it with a blasphemer for king and a saint for
primate.

The last scenes of William’s reign were stormy like the first.
The last of his evil deeds, and one of the worst, was the merciless
destruction of Mantes in 1087. A stumble of his’horse among the
smoking ruins brought him to his end. The Conqueror was not
even laid to rest in peace: the very ground for his grave was
challenged as unjustly seized, and had to be paid for before the
service could proceed. Of his sons, Robert was well-meaning
and a valiant knight, but too weak and too wasteful to keep
any sort of order in his duchy of Normandy He was more than
any one the hero of the First Crusade, and refused the kingdom of
Jerusalem before it came to Godfrey of Boulogne; but his life
a8 & whole was a miserable failure. William, called Rufus from
his florid face, was essentially a captain of mercenaries. He had
his father’s vigour and military skill, but nothing of his father’s
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tenacity, and nothing of his sense of duty. Rufus was a creature
of impulse, who always overcame his enemies and never carried
out his plans. As a ruler he kept good peace, but for his contempt
of justice and the licence he allowed his following. His conver-
sation was mostly sneering and outrageous blasphemy, and his
private life was stained by vices too foul for mention. The little
that can be said for him is that he was a good son, that he was not
a lover of cruelty, and that he had a point of honour, though no
oaths could bind him. Men of that age were used to wickedness,
but even they stood aghast at the shameless and defiant wicked-
ness of one *“ who feared God but little, and man not at all.”

Rufus was accepted at once in England, but within the year
most of the barons were in revolt. Men who had lands in
England and in Normandy naturally wished both countries to
be under one ruler, and that ruler to be Robert, who would let
them do what they liked. But William had Lanfranc and
Whulfstan—the church and the English—on his side, and the
great rebellion did not come to very much. Rufus could afford
to be merciful. In fact, he was not only a strong ruler in
England, but more of a conqueror than any of his next six
successors. His capture of Carlisle in 1092 fixed the northern
frontier of England. In 1097 he wrested Scotland from the
hostile power of Donaldbane, and set up Edgar as a vassal king,
the first of the three sons of Margaret who made Norman
influence dominant in Scotland, In Wales the Lords marcher
nearly conquered South Wales, and for a moment Gwynedd
also. With true Norman insight they had seized the key of the
position in Anglesea, and were only driven out by a chance
attack from Magnus of Norway, the ally of Donaldbane (1098).
Rufus himself however failed like Henry II in his frontal attacks
on Snowdon.

But wars require money, and the exactions of Rufus were in
the highest degree oppressive. After Lanfranc’s death in 1089
the primacy was kept vacant, and the King’s chief minister was
Ranulf Flambard, a man with a genius for making money out
of the King’s feudal rights. During a baron’s lifetime every
point was stretched in the king’s favour by fair means or by
foul; and after his death the king dilapidated the fief at his
pleasure during the vacancy, and made the heir pay an extor-
tionate relief to get possession of it. Or if the heir was a minor,
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the king might sell the wardship or the daughter’s marriage to
the highest bidder. * He would be every man’s heir.”

These exactions naturally fell most heavily on the church.
Bishops were barons, and the only difference Rufus cared to
see was that their fiefs could be more easily wasted during a
vacancy, because there was no heir clamouring for admission.
So he kept sees vacant for years together, enjoying and wasting
their revenues at his leisure, unless he found that he could sell
them to advantage. It was rapidly becoming a question, not
whether pope or king was to govern the church, but whether
Rufus would leave any church to be governed at all. In England
at all events the Hildebrandine churchmen had some reason for
entirely repudiating feudal obligations which the King system-
atically misused.

Canterbury in particular remained vacant. It was quite
understood that Anselm was to be chosen when a choice was
made, for to do Rufus justice, nobody imagined that he would
choose a weak primate. But if the barons wanted the first
place in their order filled up, Rufus wanted no spiritual father
and adviser. At last they asked permission for public prayers,
that God would put it into the King’s heart to fill the vacant
see. “ You may pray as you please, but I shall do as I please.”
For four years this went on, till in 1093 Rufus fell dangerously
sick at Gloucester. Now he was all penitence and willingness
to redress the wrongs he had done. Anselm was brought to the
King’s bedside, and the ring and the staff were forced upon
him. As soon as Rufus was himself again, he broke all his
promises, exacted afresh the moneys he had forgiven, and
blasphemed worse than ever: but the choice of Anselm he
allowed to stand.

The outlines of Anselm’s career is not unlike that of Lanfranc.
Born at Aosta beneath the Alps in 1033, Anselm also wandered
acroes Burgundy and France to become a monk at Bec. He
succeeded Lanfranc as prior, Herlwin as abbot in 1078, and
now he took Lanfranc’s place at Canterbury. But here the
likeness ends. If Lanfranc was the greatest lawyer of his time,
Angelm is unsurpassed in the middle ages as an original thinker.
In his Monologion and Proslogion he had already set forth his
new ontological proof of the existence of God—that the idea
of perfection within implies a perfect Being without. In his
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Cur Deus Homo, which he wrote as primate in exile, he developed
a new theory of the Atonement, based on the Roman law of
debt. If Anselm’s reasoning is not quite successful, it was a
vast advanoce on earlier theories of a ransom paid to the Father,
or of a transaction by which the devil was cheated. Again,
Lanfranc was a diplomatist and a stateaman who always knew
how far he could go : Anselm was a saint—one of the few gentle
saints of the middle ages. A more irritating opponent could
hardly have been found for such a man as Rufus. To a blame-
less character and unruffied temper Anselm added an inflexible
sense of duty and an utter want of worldly prudence. If Rufus
picked a quarrel, Anselm generally took it up by throwing
down an ultimatum which left no room for diplomacy.
Quarrels in great variety broke out at once, but there was
no decisive rupture till 1095. There had been a schism in the
church since the days of Gregory VII, and up to this time neither
Gregory’s succeasor Urban Il nor the antipope Guibert of Ravenna
had been recognised in England. But Urban was obeyed in
Normandy, and Anselm had stated from the first that he oould
not cease to obey him when he came to England. Rufus held
to his father's custom, that the king, not canon law, must
decide who was pope in England, so that Anselm would be
traitor if he went to Urban for his pall. The Great Council
met at Rockingham in 1095. Anselm had the bishops against
him; and when they threatened him, * I will answer as I ought,
and where I ought.” This meant an appeal to Rome—the first
serious appeal from England since Wilfrid’s. It was not abso-
lutely the first, for William of 8t. Calais, bishop of Durham,
had appealed in 1088. But that appeal was neither made nor
taken seriously. Lanfranc evaded it, and now William was
actually leading the attack on Anselm. Rufus had a fair case
with the barons, till he threw it away by threatening them so
recklessly that in sheer self-defence they swayed round to the
gide of Anselm. In the end they refused to condemn him : and
o did the bishops, though only on the technical plea that they
oould not judge their metropolitan. Only, to please the King,
they disowned Anselm’s authority and renounced his friendship.
For the first time sinoce the Conquest, the King was checked in
his own Council. Foiled at home, Rufus turned to the Pope.
If Ae made the appeal, Anselm might be deposed. Urban
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replied that he could not receive the appeal till he was recog-
nised as Pope. Rufus had to concede this; and then the Pope
decided in Anselm’s favour.

Rufus had failed at every point. He had offended the barons,
disgraced the bishops, and himself made the appeal to Rome
which he ought by all means to have prevented; and after all,
Anselm was firmly seated in his place. In the final quarrel also
(1097) Rufus threw away a fair case by indecision and petty
malice. The Conqueror’s custom was that a bishop should not
go to Rome without his leave: and if Anselm could say that
he needed to consult the Pope, the King might well reply that
the primate was a political person who could do mischief abroad.
However, when Anselm asked permission, Rufus refused him
more than once; and when he said that he must go in any case,
Rufus accepted his blessing, and did not forbid him. But he
ordered his baggage to be searched on the sea-shore and seized
the lands of the see, dilapidating them in his usual way.

In 1095 the First Crusade was proclaimed at the Council of
Clermont. The crusades brought East and West together, yet
sharpened the antagonism of Latins to Greeks and Muslims :
they combined the nations for a common purpose, yet separated
them by a closer knowledge of their differences. But they
mark a new development of church doctrine. Hitherto sins
are paid for by good works, and ascetic observances are by far
the most effective of good works. Henceforth forgiveness of
sins is promised to the crusader; and the kmights of Latin
Europe found this a much pleasanter way to heaven than the
painful routine of a monastery. England indeed was never
very generally touched by the crusading enthusiasm, and of all
men Rufus was least likely to care what became of the Holy
Sepulchre. But Robert of Normandy took the cross, and raised
the needful money by pledging his duchy to Rufus, who there-
upon entangled himself in wanton and resultless wars with
Helias of Maine and Philip of France. 8till greater schemes of
conquest opened out when William of Poitou followed Robert’s
example, and pledged his duchy of Aquitaine. Rufus was pre-
paring to take possession of it when the unknown arrow in the
New Forest (August 2, 1100) cut short his career of wickedness,
His burial was an astonishment, for men felt instinctively that
the rites of the church were not fitting for so foul a sinner. No
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bell was rung, no mass was said, no prayer was ventured by the
wondering crowd which laid the Red King's carcase to its
unhonoured rest in Winchester cathedral.

"The atheling Henry rode straight from the hunting-field to
Winchester to seize the royal treasure. Next day he got a few
barons to elect him, and two days later (August 5) he was hastily
crowned at Westminster by Maurice of London. The new King
was now a man of thirty, born on English soil and hailed as
English in spirit by the English. Cool and calculating as Rufus
was reckless and wanting in self-respect, Henry had neither the
military genius of Rufus nor his point of honour, nor yet his
nameless vice. Morally he may have been rather the worse
man of the two. His life was scandalous, his promises untrust-
worthy, and he could show a cold caleulated cruelty unknown to
Rufus. On the other hand, he made a much better king. A
calm and gracious manner thinly veiled his father’s iron will
and tenacious purpose; and if he had not inherited the Con-
queror’s sense of duty, he was shrewd enough to see that good
order and heavy taxation paid better than the irregular exactions
of Rufus. As a man of business and as a diplomatist he far
excelled his predecessors; and chiefly in this way he gave
England peace for more than thirty years.

The first measures of the new reign declared its character.
Within a week or two a charter was issued, Flambard thrown
into prison, Anselm recalled. In the charter the King recites
that the kingdom had been oppressed by evil customs, promises
that the lands of the church shall not be wasted, that feudal aids
shall be reasonable, and limited to the customary cases, that
rights of wardship and marriage shall not be abused, nor extor-
tionate reliefs exacted. Fines in the king’s courts shall be
reasonable, peace maintained, and the laws of King Edward
enforced, subject to the Conqueror’s amendinents. And what
the king grants to his own vassals, they shall grant to theirs.
Only on the forest laws Henry relaxes nothing of his father’s
severity, The ruling class in England has always been specially
tenacious of its hunting rights.

If Henry was not strict in observance of the Charter, his
government usually went by law, and his Charter foreshadowed
and outlined the Great Charter of John. Meanwhile the Anselm
who returned in September was very unlike the Anselm who
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left England in 1097. He had heard the decree of the Lateran
Council against lay investiture, and meant to carry it out. Not
that he was troubled with personal scruples: it was simply a
matter of duty. He had himself accepted investiture from
Rufus, and he was quite willing to ignore the decree if the
Pope’s consent could be gained : but so long as it was the law
of the church, Anselm was inflexible. 8o was Henry; but he
never allowed things to come to an unseemly quarrel.

Henry began by demanding homage before restoring the
possessions of the see. If it was his father’s custom, Anselm
replied that the church had forbidden it. But he was not
unfriendly : he accepted Henry’s proposal to refer the question
to the Pope. 8o the King gained time. First he married Edith
the daughter of Edgar Atheling’s sister Margaret of Scotland :
and Anselm helped him in this by his decision that though
Edith had sometimes worn the veil as & protection, she was not
a nun, and was therefore free to marry. Edith (or as queen,
Matilda) was personally insignificant : but the King’s marriage
into the old royal house marks a stage in the fusion of Normans
and English. Then there was the old danger from Robert,
who had returned with glory from Jerusalem and resumed his
dachy. Once again most of the barons wanted him for king;
but the church and the English held to Henry as they had held
to Rufus, and Robert gave up his claims for a pension (1101).
But Henry had still to face the revolt of the three great Mont-
gomery earls of Shrewsbury, Lancaster, and Pembroke, with
the Welsh behind them, and half the baronage only held back
by fear from helping them. A hard struggle was needed before
their leader, the able Robert of Belléme, could be deprived of
his Shrewsbury earldom (1102). But after that, there was
peace in England for more than thirty years.

Meanwhile Henry had been spinning out negotiations at
Rome. But Pope Paschal would not relax the law of the church
forbidding lay investiture. 8o in 1103 Henry proposed a new
plan. Would Anselm go himself to Rome and try what he
could do? He went, failed, and received a hint not to return
till he could accept the Conqueror’s customs. So Henry kept
him out of the kingdom without any open breach. Negotiations
went on till both parties were ready for concessions. The
church had gone too far in forbidding homage, while Henry

E
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found his own nominees refusing to accept investiture from
him. An agreement was reached in 1105, but it was not ratified
till after Henry’s victory of Tinchebrai and conquest of Normandy
in 1106.

On the Hildebrandine theory the bishop must be entirely
independent of the king. He must be chosen by the church
according to church law, he must rule his diocese according to
church law, and he must hold the possessions of the see without
homage or duty to the king. In a word, he must be indepen-
dent, both spiritually and temporally. Now the King did not
claim to meddle with purely spiritual functions; but he could
not give up the feudal duties of those great fiefs, or allow them
to fall into unfriendly hands. 8o now the King gave up the
investiture with the spiritual symbols of the ring and the staff,
while the church withdrew its demand that the bishop should
do no homage and owe no feudal duties. The election might
be made according to church law, but it must be held in the
king’s presence, and the bishop was not to be consecrated till
he had done homage. Thus the King gave up a ceremony, and
ocontrolled the bishops as before: the church won a principle,
but advanced no practical step towards its ideal.

The rest of Henry’s reign (1107-1135) was for England a time
of peaceful development in church and state. The papal power
grew steadily, and indeed the strongest of kings could hardly
make head against it without a real nation behind him. The
Pope’s claims were not left unchallenged by imperialist writers
on the continent and by Gerard of York in England : but even
Gerard of York allowed that the Vicar of Christ had a right to
regulate the English churches, and ended by going over entirely
to the papal side. The Pope was not sustained only by definite
doctrine and indefinite awe of Rome, but by the forces of the
whole army of persons in religion, inspired by an organized system
of education and of church law which directly traversed the
Erastian and national church policy of the Anglo-Norman
kings. As the Norman Conquest had more or less assimilated
the state to continental models, so the ecclesiastical movement
was making the church more like foreign churches. The gain
was of the same sort in both cases; and so was the loss. Much
was doubtless gained when the country was brought into closer
touch of the great world of Latin thought and action beyond
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the sea; but something was also lost when a stop was put to
the natural development of English religion and literature. If
it was good that the sluggish islanders should feel the thrill of
continental enthusiasms, it was not good that new thoughts
should come to them in foreign dress and foreign language.
The balance may not be so easy to strike as some suppose; but
upon the whole it was good that catholic and papal ideas should
encroach for the present on a royalist and national system
worked by rapacious kings unchecked by national control.
The changes of these years merely developed admitted prin-
ciples, and partly removed some checks on papal action in
England. As early as 1102, when Henry was temporizing with
Anselm, he allowed him to hold & council and pass a canon
entirely forbidding marriage to the clergy, so that a priest who
refused to put away his wife was not to be recognized as a priest
at all. Lanfranc had thought it enough to prevent future
marriages, but Anselm carried out the whole theory with merci-
less cruelty by breaking up existing marriages. A further canon
disinheriting sons of priests was equally futile. There is ample
evidence that most of the secular clergy all through the middle
ages lived in a state which lacked nothing of marriage but the-
sanction of the church. Henry professed zeal for the good
cause, and allowed the canon to be renewed in 1127; but he
only wanted to levy a tax on the women which might pass for
a penalty on the practice, but was also a licence for its con-
tinuance. The other canon was just as futile: sons of priests
often held bishoprics, like the sons of Roger of Salisbury and
Samson of Worcester. Upon the whole, there was little prac-
tical change : only the marriages of priests were now officially
called by a bad name. This, however, was enough to debase
society generally, for it did worse than demoralize the priest-
hood by an unnatural collision of church law with the plain
intent of God that men generally should marry. It poisoned
all the pure family relations of the laity by its perpetual sugges-
tion that the marriage from which they spring is inconsistent
with serious holiness. In vain they called it holy, and in the
thirteenth century made it a sacrament: the refusal of it to
the clergy made it practically unholy for the laity.
*  Anselm was one of the few gentle saints of the middle ages—
there are very few outside the mystice—and yet his sense of
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duty made him harder than the lawyer Lanfranc. He was
rapidly becoming as quarrelsome as St. Thomas himself. His
death in 1109 was followed by a five years’ vacancy, and then
came two weak primates—Ralph of Escures (1114-1122) and
William of Corbeil (1123-1138). They saw a considerable re-
laxation of the Conqueror’s rule, that no communication from
Rome was to be received without his approval. In 1125 a papal
legate, John of Crema, came to England, held a visitation, and
presided in a council. The mischief, however, was mitigated
by the appointment of William of Corbeil as permanent legate
(legatus natus) in England, and after an interval in Stephen’s
time, the two offices were combined in the person of each
successive archbishop.

It was thus made impossible for one of his suffragans to rank
before him as Henry of Winchester ranked before Theobald;
but there was a great confusion of discipline and a great increase
of appeals to Rome when the highest dignity of the English
church was not the primacy of England, but the commission of
a Roman legate.

The succession question became urgent when Henry’s only
son, the atheling William, perished (1120) in the wreck of the
White Ship. By far the best choice would have been the King’s
natural son, the able and cultured Robert of Gloucester, the
Lord of Glamorgan and the patron of William of Malmesbury.
But the age of ““ Danish marriages ”’ was past : the bar sinister
was now a fatal obstacle. Presently Henry’s plans centred on
his daughter Matilda, widow since 1125 of the emperor Heinrich V,
and married again in 1129 to Geoffrey count of Anjou. Twice
the barons swore to her, headed by the King’s nephew Stephen
of Boulogne. But feudal ideas would not suffer a woman to
reign, though her husband might govern for her, and she might
transmit her rights to a son. In this case, however, the future
Henry II was only two years old, and the Angevin was an im-
possible governor for England. So the moment Henry was
dead (December 1, 1135) Stephen crossed to England and seized
the crown, and all went well with him till his weakness was
found out. Personally, Stephen was much the most attractive
of the Anglo-Norman kings. Like Robert of Normandy, he was
generous and well-meaning, and a splendid fighter; and unlike.
Robert he saw his duty, and strove with restless energy to do
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it. There was no sloth in him. But Stephen never knew where
to strike, and scarcely ever struck straight and hard. He had
the instability of Rufus without his military genius. His pro-
mises were not to be trusted ; and he broke them for weakness,
not for policy. Above all, he was chivalrous to a fault, and
much too mild for that turbulent baronage. When treason is
a safe game, there are many to play it. Still he got on pretty
well till the arrest of the three bishops in 1139. By one blow
he had destroyed the administration and quarrelled with the
church. His own brother Henry of Winchester went over to
Matilda: and Henry was the leader of the English church, for
the legate’s commission had wandered for once to Winchester,
leaving a secondary place to the new primate, Theobald of Bec.

Stephen lost control of the situation, and never regained it;
and when Matilda’s turn came, she proved even more incapable
than Stephen. So the wretched civil war dragged on, and
neither side was strong enough to put an end to it. Feudal
anarchy reigned. There is just one splendid feat of arms to
illuminate this miserable time and show that the English people
were better than their lords. The Second Crusade in 1147 went
off with pomp and circumstance to the East. It had kings for
its leaders—Louis of France and Conrad of Germany—and the
brilliant array straggled in disorder to an ignominious failure.
The English crusaders had no leaders of the first or even of the
second rank; but they kept strict discipline, and their capture
of Lisbon in 1147 is the one success that relieves the dismal
failure of the Crusade as a whole.

The true meaning of the nineteen years that pass for Stephen’s
reign is in their educational and religious movements. We are
coming to the age of Bernard and Abelard, of Vacarius and
Gratian, John of Salisbury and Nicolas of Langley, to the begin-
nings of Oxford and the codification of the canon law by the
Decretum of Gratian. For literature, we are in the full tide of
romantic imagination which seemed let flow by the wonderful
story of the First Crusade. We already have the Chanson
&’ Antioch and the Gesta, and we shall soon have the whole romance
of Charlemagne and Arthur; and a little later comes chivalry
shaped by the ideas of Welsh song which the Normans chose
with their unerring instinct to spread upon the continent. But
all this was in French. The last entry of the last M3, of the
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old English Chronicle describes the horrors of the anarchy to
1164; and thenceforth we have no more English for another
century.

Stephen’s reign is the great age of new orders and new monas-
teries in England. The Cluniacs were going the way of the
Benediotines and sinking, if not into vice, at all events into
luxury and a sleepy routine. The decline of Cluny began with
the death of Abbot Hugo in 1109, and its place was soon taken by
Citeaux, from which the influence of St. Bernard overshadowed

“Europe. The first of the new orders to reach England was the
Norman order of Savigni; and their first house was Furness
Abbey, founded by Stephen himself in 1124, when only Count
of Mortain. Then came the Cistercians in 1129 and 1131 to
Waverley (Hants) and Rievaux. The two orders were united
in 1147. There was also the purely English order founded by
Gilbert of Sempringham in 1131, chiefly for women, though it
had canons for teachers and chaplains, and lay brethren to do
the menial work.

Robert of Gloucester died in 1147, and Matilda retired to
Normandy. Stephen had now the upper hand, and might have
finished the war if the barons had not preferred their game of
anarchy. At last the church went over to the Angevin side.
For some years the primate Theobald was chiefly oocupied with
the school of students he had gathered round him: at last he
came forward as peace-maker. The first step was to bring back
the legate’s commission from Winchester to Canterbury, where
it remained. Then Theobald refused to prolong the strife by
crowning Stepben’s son Eustace. At last, when Henry Fitz-
Empress came over to England in 1153, Theobald negotiated
the Treaty of Wallingford. Stephen was to remain king for his
life, and Henry (Eustace was just dead) was to be the King’s
adviser and suocessor. The mercenaries on both sides were to
be disbanded, good peace was to be restored, and all the un-
licensed castles were to be destroyed. Stephen was more of a
king now than he had ever been before; but he had not done
much more than begin the work of restoring order at his death
in 11564,



CHAPTER VII
THE ANGEVINS.—I

Heney Frrz-Empress—they called Matilda the Empress,
though she was never crowned at Rome—was born at Angers
in 1133. At the age of nine he was brought to England to spend
four years in study at Bristol, under the care of his cultured
uncle Robert of Gloucester. In 1150 he was thought old enough
to receive the duchy of Normandy from his father Geoffrey,
who had conquered it during the snarchy. Next year Geoffrey’s
death made him Count of Anjou; and in 1152 his marriage
with Eleanor the heiress of Aquitaine, just divorced by Louis VII
of France, gave him the whole country from the Loire to the
Pyrenees. His title to England was acknowledged by the
Treaty of Wallingford, and Stephen’s death in 1154 put him in
Ppossession.

Thus the empire of the Angevins had four main parts—
England, Normandy, Anjou, and Aquitaine—each with sundry
dependencies, all held on different tenures, all hostile to each
other, all full of disorderly barons. Such as it was however
the conglomerate was no unequal match for the Holy Roman
Empire in the strong hands of Frederick Barbarossa (1152-1190)
while France was a second-rate power. The transfer of Aquitaine
by Eleanor made Henry much stronger on the continent than
his suzerain; and his policy was mainly continental. England
was no more than an item—an important though only a sub-
ordinate item—of a great empire.

Of this continental policy two parts chiefly concern us. One
is the steady hostility of Louis VII to his overgrown vassal:
and with all his weakness, personal as well as political, Louis
had a great advantage in being Henry’s suzerain for every foot
of land he held on that side of the Channel. The other is that
when Barbarossa fell out with Alexander ITI (1159-1181) the
Pope drew his chief supplies from England, so that he could
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not afford to quarrel with Henry. On the other hand, when
Henry fell out with Thomas of Canterbury, the English church
was 80 clear for Alexander that neither could Henry venture
to quarrel with the Pope. So the negotiations closely followed
the ups and downs of the war in Italy. When Frederick seemed
to carry all before him, Thomas was sent back to his books
at Pontigny: when Frederick’s army was destroyed by the
pestilence, Alexander could take a bolder policy.

The new King’s first duty in England was to put an end fo
the anarchy. 8o he began by demolishing the unlicensed castles,
sending away the mercenaries, and reorganizing the adminis-
tration shattered by Stephen’s arrest of the three bishope in
1139. This done, and the conquest of Ireland adjourned, he
stood ready for the main work of his life—Henry’s conception
of good government required the complete subordination of the
feudal army, the feudal courts, and the spiritual courts to the
royal power. The feudal levy was disorderly at best, and a
gervice of forty days was not enough for serious operations like
sieges of the strong castles now beginning to be built. Henry
therefore balanced it first with mercenaries, whom however he
could not bring into England, then by remodelling the old
national army or fyrd which had survived the Norman Conquest.
It was of some value in the field, though not yet the formidable
force it became when the longbow was adopted from South
Wales; and it was at any rate entirely at the King’s disposal.
Money for the mercenaries he found by developing the system of
scutage—by first allowing and then compelling the barons to
pay money instead of doing their forty days of feudal service.
It soon became a regular and oppressive tax on land generally.
The anarchy of the feudal courts, each with its own idea of law,
he abated partly by withdrawing certain chief causes to the
King’s Court, partly by extending the use of itinerant justices.
In this way he made a notable advance towards the idea of
having no army but the king’s, no law but that of the King’s
Court. The last great revolt of the barons was crushed with
ease in 1174; and thenceforth the monarchy was supreme. It
survived even the exactions of Richard, and only broke down under
the oppression of John : and when it did break down, & chief
element of resistance was the national consciousness called forth
by Henry’s systematic use of local knowledge to assess the taxes.
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He was less successful with the Church. Henry Fitz-Empress
came of no very churchly stock on either side, and the church-
men awaited his policy withsome anxiety. The primate Theobald
looked round his school for a safe man to place at the king’s
right hand, and chose his own archdeacon Thomas. The future
saint came of an undistinguished Norman family; and though
his father had once been sheriff of Middlesex, he had been
reduced in life. Young Thomas entered the service of Theobald,
and went more than once on important missions to Rome. In
particular, he had a share in the return of the legate’s commis-
sion from Winchester to Canterbury, and in the Pope’s refusal
to allow the coronation of Eustace. After a year’s study of law
at Bologna and Auxerre, he became archdeacon of Canterbury
in 1154, and in the next year was made chancellor by Henry.
If the chancellor ranked after the justiciar, his office was even
more important. It was entirely secular, except that he had
the care of the King’s chapel, and administered the estates of
vacant bishoprics and abbeys. He was a general secretary of
state in charge of the King’s Seal, supervising all charters and
all orders of the Curia Regis and the Exchequer. In addition
to this, Thomas became the King’s close personal friend, and
chief counsellor in all his doings—except his amours, for in that
regard Thomas was blameless. He made a brilliant chancellor.
His embassy to Paris in 1158 was of splendour beyond all prece-
dent, and in the next year he brought seven hundred knights
to the war of Toulouse. Once the stout chancellor unhorsed
Engelram de Trie with his own hand. Nor did his worldly life
cause much scandal, for Thomas as yet was no more than a
deacon.

Theobald died in 1162 : and now who but Thomas for primate ?
‘Who would help the King so well as he? Henry quite mistook
his friend, for with all his love of pomp and vanities, Thomas
was at bottom devoted to the Church. In vain he warned the
King that the duties of his new office would turn their friendship
to bitter enmity. In vain the zealous churchmen (understand-
ing Thomas no better than the King) protested against having
so worldly a man for the primacy. Henry would be obeyed,
and in due course Thomas was made priest and primate (June 2,
1162), first securing from the King a full quittance of his accounts
a8 chanoellor.
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When a man of business reaches high spiritual dignity, he
sometimes magnifies his office by taking as a matter of course
the highest church doctrine he finds, and working it out as a
matter of conscience with a true theorist’s disregard of charity
and moderation. So Thomas turned out more impracticable
than Anselm, though it must be allowed that Henry in his fury
was worse than Rufus. Thomas was sincere enough, and fought
for the highest of current ideals—there is nothing against him
but his reckless violence and unforgiving temper. With all his
austerities, his saintliness was never quite natural. The Old
Adam of the brilliant chancellor came out too often. In his
flight from England he nearly betrayed himself by his knowing
criticism of a hawk; and the last altercation in Canterbury
cathedral began with a blow of his fist which laid Fitz-Urse on
the pavement. Yet if a fair cause and dauntless courage are
enough to make a saint, Thomas was not unworthy to become
for three hundred years and more the most renowned of English
saints.

Thomas began by resigning the chancellorship. He could not
serve two masters, and was not prepared to forward the King’s
further plans. Next year (July 1163) an open quarrel broke out
in a great council at Woodstock. The cause is obscure, but the
King seems to have proposed that certain moneys then paid to
the sheriffs should now be paid into the royal treasury. For
some reason Thomas indignantly refused, and the proposal had
to be dropped. In minor matters also Thomas was aggressive
and unconciliatory, and at every opportunity pushed the claims
of the Church to the uttermost.

It was not long before & second great quarrel arose. This
time it was over the old question of jurisdiction between the
spiritual and secular courts, which the Conqueror had left un-
settled. What, then, was to be done with a cleric who com-
mitted murder? The Church could not shed blood, and it had
now fully established its claim that a priest can in no case be
judged by a layman. The King proposed to save * Church
principles " by allowing the spiritual court to decide the question
of guilt, but requiring it to degrade a convicted priest and hand
him over a8 a layman to the secular court for punishment.
Thomas replied that no crime could deserve more than degrada-
tion, and moreover it was forbidden to punish twice for the
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same offence. The King shifted his ground. Would the bishops
observe the old customs of the realm ? Yes, saving their order—
which meant No. But the bishops were not resolute, and the
Pope was an exile in France, chiefly anxious to secure Henry’s
support against the emperor. So Thomas gave up his proviso,
on the understanding that his promise was to be no more than
a form. :

The next step was to ascertain what the old customs were.
The sixteen Constitutions which the King laid before the Great
Council at Clarendon amount to a general settlement in his
own favour of the outstanding questions between Church and
State. Amongst other things: Questions of advowson, even
between clerics, must be decided by the King’s Court. Criminous
clerics were to be dealt with nearly as the king had already
proposed. Magnates were not to leave the kingdom without
the king’s licence. No tenant sn capite (direct vassal of the
king) to be excommunicated without what amounted to the
king’s consent. Appeals were to go in regular course up to
the archbishop, and then to the king, but no further (s. e. not
to Rome) without the king’s permission. Magnates (e. g. bishops)
must perform their feudal services. Bishops to be elected as
agreed by Henry I and Anselm. Sons of serfs were not to be
ordained without the consent of their lords. Most likely these
actually were the old customs, except the rule about the orimi-
nous clerics; but Thomas cared nothing for custom or law, if
it limited the privileges of the clergy. Was it not written,
“Touch not mine anointed ’? In the end, however, Thomas
yielded again, swore to the customs, and soon was very much
ashamed of himself. Before long the Pope absolved him from
his oath, and he set the King at defiance.

The quarrel was now deadly. Henry’s blood was up—the
demon blood of Anjou—and he resolved to crush his faithless
primate once for all. When the Great Council met again at
Northampton in October, Thomas was required to account for
all the money that had passed through his hands as chancellor,
The quittance he pleaded was disowned, and the composition he
offered was refused. So Thomas rose in defiance, forbade even
the bishops to judge him, and appealed to Rome. For this open
breach of the Constitutions, the secular barons eondemned him
unheard : but when the Justiciar came to read the sentence to

~
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him, Thomas interrupted fiercely, refused to hear it, and swept
out of the court with his cross in his hand. That night he fled to
France.

We need not trace the negotiations of the next six years.
Henry was violent and malicious, wreaking vengeance on Thomas’
dependents, while Thomas was violent and fanatical to the extent
of sometimes disgusting even his natural protector, Louis of France.
But neither of them could do anything effective without the Pope ;
and Alexander, hesitating between zeal for church privilege and
fear of losing English help, always managed to avoid a decision.
At last Henry made a mistake, by ordering Roger of York to
crown the young Henry, early in 1170. This was a clear breach
of the primate’s right; and it was taken up at Rome. 8o Henry
met Thomas at Fréteval in June, and sent him back to England
without settling any of the disputes. Thomas was so far con-
ciliatory that he asked the Pope not to revive the question of the
Constitutions : but he was so much the more eager on the other
questions. He came back pronouncing excommunications on all
concerned in the coronation, from Roger of York downward, and
not forgetting private enemies like Ranulf de Broc, who had cut
off his horse’s tail. Henry burst out in fury : four knights took
up the hasty word, and crossed to England before they could be
stopped. Thomas refused with dignity to take back his excom-
munications at their lawless bidding; but he was defiant and
scurrilous when they sought him out in the cathedral, and a stormy
altercation ended in & brutal murder (December 29, 1170).

‘Western Europe shook with horror at the news. Thomas was a
martyr now, and a saint indeed, as was proved by the filthy state
in which his body was found. * See what a saint he was,” said
the enraptured monks. Henry himself was horrified, and sent
to Rome the strongest asseverations of hisinnocence. Alexander
was not inexorable. Thomas was more useful as a saint in heaven
than as a marplot on earth; and it was better policy to make
good terms with Henry than to quarrel with him. So they came
to an agreement at Avranches in 1172, after Henry’s return from
Ireland. The Constitutions of Clarendon were dropped, and
Henry conceded the two main points in dispute. Appeals to
Rome were allowed, subject to appellant’s oath that he meant no
breach of the King’s rights or of the liberties of the English
Church; and it was understood that the lay courts were not to
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judge criminous clerics, but (this not till 1176) to visit with severer
penalties the offences of laymen against clerics. On other matters
the King held his ground. He kept the election of bishops un-
changed—which in practice enabled him to nominate them—and
he defeated an attempt of Lucius III (1184) to tax the clergy.
Upon the whole Henry came off better than could have been
expected after the murder of Thomas : better also than he de-
served, for the Constitutions of Clarendon were utterly selfish.
For the King’s convenience, they restrained the excommunication
of tenants n capite—the men in high place who most needed
to be excommunicated. Nor were the common people, who had
seen Nicolas of Langley in St. Peter’s chair likely to be conciliated
by the constitution restraining the ordination of sons of serfs,
which struck at their one chance of reaching high position through
the church, in an age when every man’s rank in the state was fixed
once for all by his birth. The time was not yet come when kings
had nations behind them in their conflicts with the papacy. We
turn now to the conquest of Ireland.

Ireland was no longer the Light of the West. John Scotus
Erigena was the last great Irish scholar, though Cormac of
Cashel’s Glossary shows that Greek and Hebrew learning were not
extinct in the tenth century. Something survived even in the
twelfth; but the main story is one of anarchy and rapine. The
royal hall of Tara was a ruin long before the Danes came, and the
holy sanctuaries of Kildare and Clonmacnois were devastated
again and again with fire and sword in the merciless faction-
fights of Christian septs before the heathen laid his hand upon
them. Ireland suffered as much as England from the Danes.
Turgesius (831-845) conquered the north and the west, turned
the church at Armagh into a temple of Thor, set up the kingdom
of Dublin, and was only stopped by assassination. True, Ireland
had her Brunanburh at Clontarf (1014) and Brian Boru was no
unworthy match for Athelstan: but the grand old king was
murdered in the evening of his crowning victory. If the Danes
were defeated, they were not driven out. They still held the ports
of Dublin Wexfiord, Waterfiord, and Limerick, and still embroiled
the feuds of Welsh and Irish kinglets, though their main policy
was now commercial. The viking had settled down as a fairly

peaceful trader.
The Danes of Ireland were mostly converted in the tenth
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ocentury, though there were Christians in the ninth, and heathens
in the eleventh. But they looked to Rome and Canterbury,
not to Armagh. Sitric of Dublin, who headed the great Danish
League at Clontarf, was a payer of Peter’s pence, and founded the
see of Dublin about 1040. After the Norman Conquest of England,
the bishops of Dublin from 1084 became subject to Canterbury.
From this time a reforming party endeavours to reduce Irish
confusion to Roman order. The work gathers round the names
of Patrick and Gregory and Laurence O’ Toole at Dublin, Gilbert
at Limerick, Celsus and Malachy at Armagh ; and the church was
organized on the Roman model by the S8ynod of Kells in 11565,
which recognized Armagh and Dublin as archbishoprics indepen-
dent of Canterbury, and constituted two more at Cashel and
Tuam for Munster and Connaught. But it was one thing to set
up bishops, quite another to make the Irish pay tithes, abandon
their tribal customs, and give up marriages forbidden by Roman
Canon Law. The reforming party had no doubt that Roman
customs were the best; and if the Irish were perverse enough to
prefer their own, they must be made to receive the blessings of
peace at the point of the sword.

The Norman kings had their eyes on Ireland. Rufus boasted
at 8t. David’s Head that he would bridge the sea with his ships,
and Hadrian IV in 1155 invited Henry II to reduce the disorderly
island. But the actual conquest began as a private enterprise.
The Norman barons who had carved out earldoms in Wales were
quite ready to carve out kingdoms in Ireland. Conspicuous
among them was Richard de Clare, surnamed Strongbow, Lord
of Striguil, an old adherent of Stephen, and therefore out of favour
with Henry. To him came Dermot MacMurrough, the exiled
king of Leinster, with the offer of his daughter Eva, and the rever-
sion of his kingdom. The Norman knights were irresistible—
even the Danes went down before them. Wexford, Waterford, and
Dublin were captured, Leinster was conquered, and the High King
Roderic O’ Conor beaten off from Dublin. Then came Henry II
in 1172. These adventurers were too successful, and must be
brought to reason. He took Dublin from Strongbow, made him
change his kingdom for an earldom, and received the submis-
gion of all the Irish princes, except O’ Conor behind the Shannon.
Then he get de Lacy in Meath and de Courcy in Ulster to balance
Strongbow in Leinster, and so departed. Then the Norman



THE ANGEVINS 63

barons did that which was right in their own eyes, quarrelling
in the Irish fashion, and becoming more Irish than the Irish them-
selves. The anarchy was made hopeless by the invasion of Ed-
ward Bruce in 1315, and the general collapse of the later years of
Edward III compelled the English to retire behind the Pale and
confess their defeat (1369) by the Statute of Kilkenny, which
forbade all kinship or alliance, and well-nigh all friendly relations
with the Irish. 8o Ireland went on from bad to worse.

Some forty years of peace in England followed the suppression
of the last great revolt of the barons in 1173. There was heavy
and increasing taxation, but very little fighting. England was
quiet enough during Henry’s dreary struggle with his rebellious
sons and his new suzerain Philip Augustus (1180-1223). Even
Richard’s reign is Little more than a continuation of his father’s :
only under John we come to the collapee of the Angevins in
Normandy and England. King Richard’s crusade is a brilliant
episode; but it is no more than an episode. It concerned his
continental dominions more than England, except that there
was heavy taxation for his outfit, and still heavier for his ransom.
Nor will the primates detain us, though they were notable men.
Richard of Dover (1174-1184) guided the church through
the difficult times which followed the murder of St. Thomas;
Baldwin (1185-1190) was a good and learned man, and when he
died in the camp before Acre, his place was pregently taken by
Hubert Walter (1193-1205), who had made the truce with Saladin
and led the army home, raised the ransom and foiled the intrigues
of Jobn. More significant for ourselves are Giraldus Cambrensis
and Hugh of Avalon.

Among the numerous mistresses of Henry I was Nest, a daughter
of the Welsh prince Rhys ap Tewdwr, the victor of Mynydd Carn
(1081). She afterwards married Gerald, the castellan of Pem-
broke; and their daughter Angharad was the wife of William
de Barri, a Norman knight of Glamorgan, so that her son Gerald
de Barri (1147-1220) was the grandson of Nest, and the Fitz-
Henrys and the FitzGeralds of Ireland were his near relations.
Bat, for all his pride in his Welsh blood, Gerald had the disdain
of a Norman and a churchman for the uncouth and unchurchly
Welsh and Irish. It comes out everywhere in his accounts of
Ireland itself, of the Conquest of Ireland, and of his Journey
through Wales with Archbishop Baldwin to preach the Crusade
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in 1189. These are strangely modern works, full of the sort of
stories 8 modern reporter likes to get hold of. But what most
concerns us is his election to the see of St. David’s in 1176. The
Welsh bishops had now become subject to Canterbury; for they
never had a Synod of Kells to free them. Llandaff had always
been in a nearer relation to England, so that the change was not
so great when Anselm consecrated Urban in 1107. But St.
David’s was the centre of learning in Wales, worthily represented
in Anglo-Norman times by Bishop Sulien (1073-1078, and 1080—
1085) and his family. It was not till 1115 that Henry I forced the
clas of St. David’s to choose Bernard, a chaplain of Queen Matilda.
Bangor followed in 1120. St. Asaph was kept vacant for more
than half a century by the border warfare, but English influence
was strong enough to place a bishop there in 1143, even in the
midst of the great Welsh rising which nearly undid the work of
Henry I. By 1176, then, the Welsh bishops like the English were
theoretically chosen by the chapters and confirmed by the kings,
and took the oath of canonical obedience to Canterbury. But
the spirit of independence was still strong in Wales. Even
Bernard of 8t. David’s had claimed imaginary metropolitan
rights over the other three sees. His successor David Fitz-
Gerald had been compelled to drop the appeal to Rome and pro-
mise never to revive the claim. Gerald was now elected in his
uncle’s place to reassert it. Precisely for that reason Henry II
refused to accept him, and ordered a new election. His policy
was to allow no primate in Wales, much less a Geraldine for pri-
mate. The contest was renewed on Peter de Leia’s death in
1198. Gerald was again elected, and again King John refused
him. He appealed to the Pope in vain, for the English influence
at Rome was too strong for him ; and when he was chosen & third
time in his old age, he declined the election himself. The result
of the long contest finally confirmed the subjection of the Welsh
to the see of Caer Gaint—their name for Canterbury.

In strong contrast to the brilliant Welsh archdeacon stands
Hugh of Avalon. We pass straight from the bustling man of the
world to the quiet saint—though Hugh’s tact and gentleness
made him a man of the world in a higher sense than Gerald de
Barri. Henry II founded the monastery of Witham (1178)
for Catthusians, but troubles arose, when funds were found
wanting. The monastery was going to ruin when the King sent
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to the Chartreuse for Hugh of Avalon, and made him prior of
Witham. Hugh obeyed with a heavy heart, but he gradually
brought the monastery into order, and with much courage and for-
bearance obtained the necessary funds from the King. In 1186
he was moved much against his will to the bishopric of Lincoln.
Here he excommunicated a Chief Forester, and as if that was
not offence enough, he refused the King’s request to givea prebend
of Lincoln to a courtier. Yet he excused himself with so much
dignity and faithfulness that the quarrel only confirmed him in
the King’s high esteem. With Richard also he had his quarrel.
The single successful resistance to a king during the forty years
of royal supremacy (1174-1213) was in 1197, when Hugh of
Lincoln refused to furnish knights or money for service outside
England. But Hugh not only overcame Richard’s wrath, but
reproved him for his licentious life. When John came to see
his brother’s tomb at Fontevrault, Hugh told him plainly that
he did not trust him, and showed him the picture of the Last
Judgment over the porch, where kings were being sent down into
hell. Yet even John treated him with outward respect, though
his patience was not tried long, for Hugh died in 1200.



CHAPTER VIII
THE ANGEVINS.—II

THERE was good reason for Hugh’s forebodings. John was
already a traitor to his father and a rebel to his brother, an intri-
guer and a libertine; and he was now to show himself the worst of
all our kings, adding the defiant profanity of Rufus to the cruelty
of James II. Yet after all he was not very much worse than
Henry I, and with a little self-control and foresight he might have
done as well. John was no weakling. He had a good deal of
Richard’s generalship, and in diplomatic skill far surpassed him.
Resourceful and clear-sighted for the interest of the moment, and
more than once the national champion in spite of himself, he was
an overmatch for his enemies throughout his reign, and nothing
but his brutal infamy made him the ghastly failure that he was.

John may be regarded as a dangerous beast gradually let loose.
His mother Elinor kept his continental dominions, and her death
was followed by the loss of Normandy. The primate Hubert
Walter partly shielded the church, and his death led to the
quarrel with the papacy. The Justiciar Geoffrey FitzPeter partly
shielded the state, and he died in the first days of the revolt of
the barons; and then John “ was king indeed.” Thus his
reign falls into four well-marked periods of dealings chiefly with
Arthur (1199-1203), with Philip of France (1203-1205), with Pope
Tnnocent ITI (1205-1213), and with the barons (1213-1216).

‘We need not take the first two periods in detail, but there are a
few things to notice. Whatever misgivings William Marshall or
Hubert Walter may have had, John was the lawful king, and
Arthur a mere pretender outside his own duchy of Brittany.
John had a strong position, and he ruined it by two characteristic
blunders. He began by divorcing his wife, Hawise of Gloucester,
and carrying off Isabelle of Angouléme, the betrothed of Hugh de
la Marche, the head of the great house of Lusignan, which had

given kings to Jerusalem like the Angevins themselves. By this
66



THE ANGEVINS 67

outrage on feudal duty he alienated at once the Gloucester interest
in England, and the Lusignans in France. Then he captures
Arthur: what will he do with him? The proper thing was to
make him give up his castles and let him go : but John thought
otherwise. Arthur disappeared—a second outrage on feudal
morality. Philip saw his opportunity, and entered Normandy.
With the fall of Chitean Gaillard, all serious resistance was at an
end, and John fled to England. The loss of Normandy was the
end of the Angevin empire. John and Henry III might struggle
for a time to recall the past; but sooner or later English kings
would have to pass from a continental to an English policy.
Normandy and Aquitaine together might more than balance
England : Aquitaine by itself could never be more than a depend-
ency of England.

In 1205 Hubert Walter died. Who was now to be primate ?
The monks of Canterbury thought to steal a march on John;
so they secretly elected their sub-prior Reginald, and sent him
to Rome for confirmation by the Pope himself. But they turned
against him when he boasted on the way, so presently they held
a regular election, and chose John de Gray, bishop of Norwich,
the King’s confidant and nominee. Yet John de Gray was not
a worthless favourite. If he was very secular like Hubert, he
had more learning and was a fine general and a skilful engineer,
and his government of Ireland (1210-1213) sets him among the
greatest statesmen of his time. Traces of his work still remain in
the castles of Athlone and Randon and Clonmacnois. Shortly,
he was just the sort of primate Henry II had expected to find in
Thomas. It is something to John’s credit (and he sorely needs
it) that men like William Marshall and John de Gray and Hubert
de Burgh never deserted him.

Innocent III began a great pontificate before the age of forty.
He had already brought Philip to obedience and seen Constanti-
nople humbled, and many trinmphs—with some defeats—were
still before him. Innocent was in no hurry to decide the case,
and induced John to let the monks send proxies with full powers
for a regular election at Rome. Then he set aside Reginald’s
election as irregular, John de Gray’s as vitiated by the King’s
undue influence, and persuaded the monks to elect Stephen
Langton, his old companion at the University of Paris, whom
thereupon he consecrated at Viterbo (1207).
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John refused to receive Langton, and drove out the monks
of Canterbury. Then came the Interdict (1208). All over Eng-
land the churches were closed except for baptisms. Marriages
‘took place in the church-porch, and the mass was said in the
churchyard and on Sundays only. The dying were not refused
the offices of the church, but the dead were buried without them,
and in unconsecrated ground. John replied by confiscating the
property of all the clergy, from the bishops downward, allowing
them a bare subsistence, and conniving at outrages upon them.
Bome priests undertook to disregard the Interdict, but a