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ATt A MeETING oF THE CounciL oF THE MAITLAND CLUB,
HELD JUNE 4, 1834,

ResoLvep, That the Chronicle, of which a unique manuscript
is preserved in the Library of Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, known
as the ScALACRONICA, be printed for the use of the Members; and that
JosEpH STEVENsON, Esquire, be entrusted with obtaining a correct
transcript of the Chronicle, superintend as Editor the printing of it, and

supply Preface, Notes, and Indices, in terms of his offer, engrossed in the
Minutes of the Club.

" Joun Smrrn, Ygst., Secretary.
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INTRODUCTION.

Trose who have attempted to investigate the early history of
Scotland, at almost any period from the time of Malcolm the
Third to the Union, must soon have experienced the melan-
choly truth, that the documents upon which such investigations
ought to be founded are neither numerous nor satisfactory. The
Chronicles of Melrose and Holyrood, the works of Fordun,
Wyntown, Barbour, and Bower, are indeed the only credible
histories which can be named as the productions of Scottishmen;
and there is no reason to believe that any unknown writings of
a similar nature lie hid in the recesses of manuscript libraries.
The English-Chronicles, upon the whole, present a body of mat-
ter from which we can collect more important materials for the
general history of Scotland, and are entitled to much credit, if
used with moderate caution in those parts where their testimony
is likely to be prejudiced. The Saxon Chronicle, Simeon of Dur-
ham, the work ascribed to Benedictus Abbas, Newbury, Hove-
den, Matthew Paris, Hemingford, Trivet, Trokelow, Blaneford,
and Walsingham, present information which would in vain be
sought in Scottish writers. Nor are the English libraries ex-

(*)



ii INTRODUCTION.

hausted, since they yet contain the productions of authors who
had favourable opportunities of knowing the transactions in
which the two countries were engaged, and whose evidence,
even though sometimes tinged with prejudice and party-spirit,
is worthy of being submitted to the press, and of taking a place
and filling a chasm in the materials for Scottish history.

Among these hitherto unpublished chronicles are two, which,
in point of extent, value, and novelty, demand especial notice.
The first of these, the Chronicle of Lanercost, is the produc-
tion of a series of individuals, who, occupying alocality which,
from its neighbourhood to Scotland, enabled them to acquire
copious and correct information relative to the events of that
kingdom, were in the habit of chronicling these events as they
occurred. The work thus produced depicts graphically and cor-
rectly our history from the accession of king John to the battle
of Durham. The narrators, in their detail, intermix observations,
which, being either of a personal nature or the representatives
of temporary feelings, stamp an individuality and characteristic
peculiarity upon the whole. The unique copy which has reached
us is deposited in the Cottonian Collection; and it is singular
that no one of the Editors of the early English historians which
appeared in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, should
have given to the world a chronicle so curious, so superior to
" many which they have printed, so worthy of preservation as exist-
ing in only one manuscript, and so easy of access.

Theother chronicle towhich the enquirer into Scottish history
would wish to refer is the Scalacronica, a work hitherto known
only, and imperfectly, through the abstract given by Leland.
It is also singular, that, possessing so much to recommend it,
and known, valued, and quoted as it has been even through that
imperfect medium, this chronicle should have escaped publica-
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tion until the present period.* This is partly to be attributed
to the peculiar laws to which the Corpus Christi library at Cam-
bridge, where the unique manuscript is deposited, is subjected
by the will of the venerable Archbishop Parker, to whom the
history as well as the church of England is under such incalcu-
lable obligations. When the Editor visited Cambridge in the
spring of 1834, for the purpose of examining certain manuscripts
tending to illustrate the object which he then had in view, he
experienced numerous proofs of the willingness to promote and
assist a spirit of enquiry, for which that University is so justly
distinguished; and he had no difficulty in obtaining not only ac-
cess to the manuscript, but also permission to transcribe as much
as was considered necessary for his purpose. The extracts then
made were enough to confirm his previous impressions of the
value of the whole work; and the patronage of the Maitland Club
has now rendered accessible to English and Scottish historians,
and has rescued from the danger of being lost, all that is valuable
in the Scavacronica.’

In the reign of Edward the Third lived a Northumbrian
warrior, whose military talents were chiefly employed against his
neighbours the Scotch. It was his fate to be captured by them,
and to be conveyed a prisoner to Edinburgh. To relieve the
tedium which confinement naturally produced in an active mind, .

* So far as the Editor is aware, no attempt had been made by any one to bring this work
before the public, until the time when Lord Hailes, to whom the early history of Scotland
is so infinitely indebted, seems to have entertained such a project. The correspondence
upon the subject may be seen in the Proofs, No. xxviii.

® Such is the name which the author himself bestows upon his work, a name apparently
originating in the mystic ladder up which he was conducted by his supernatural guide,
but wherein we cannot fail to observe an allusion to the cognizance of the Grey family—the
scaling ladder. It.may also be added, that the idea of the machinery of the prologue is
probably borrowed from the Historia Aurea, one of the chapters of which contains a
copious history of « Sibilla.”
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he had recourse to the exercise of accomplishments, which,
being of a literary nature, were not commonly possessed by the
soldiers of that age. In the year 1855 he commenced the com-
pilation of the Scalacronica, which appears to be intended for a
general history, extending from the Creation to his own times.
In the formation of this work he availed himself not only of cer-
tain written authorities which he specifies, but also introduces,
into his narrative an account of the exploits in which his father,
another “preux chevalier,” was concerned, and of those in which
he himself had borne a part. These, together with the general
information which he has recorded concerning the civil and
military transactions of the reigns of Edward the Second and
Third, obtained, no doubt, either by his own personal observa-
tion, or from the testimony of eye-witnesses, render this history
exceedingly valuable, stamp upon it an individuality of character,
and draw a wide line of distinction between it, the production
of an observant and educated secular, and the other historical
memorials of the same age, written by men who, in the language
of that period, were styled “Religious.” From these facts a
general idea of the peculiar character of the Scalacronica, and of
its author, Thomas Gray, may be obtained.

It is important that we should endeavour to ascertain the
materials from which this chronicle is composed, for, unless this
end be attained, it is impossible to form a critical estimate of its
value as historical authority. Upon this point the author’s
prologue has furnished us with much information ; and we shall
proceed to trace his work through the different writers to whom
he there alludes, until we arrive at that period when the Scala-
cronica becomes the production of an independent and original
historian.

The first book, devoted to the history of the Britons, is re-
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ferred by Gray to that popular work of the middle ages, the
Brute;® the second is stated to be drawn from Bede’s Historia
Ecclesiastica Gentis Anglorum, a production too well known to
require more than a reference. This much, however, we must
not fail to remark, that the author has introduced a few addi-
tional circumstances derived from other authorities, but not suf-
ficiently numerous or important to warrant further extracts than
those given at pp. 237-241 of the present volume, and which
have been appended rather to gratify curiosity than to add to
history. The first extract, besides a sensible critique upon the
prophecies ascribed to Merlin, demands our notice as containing
an allusion to those of Banister” and Thomas of Ercildoun. The
second, giving an account of Arthur’s expedition into Scotland,
contains a few additional facts which the Editor does not remem-

® Walter, archdeacon of Oxford (not of Exeter, as in the Prologue, p. 2), was not,
as stated by Gray, the translator of this tissue of absurdities, miscalled history; he only
communicated the original British manuscript in which they were contained to Geoffrey
of Monmouth, who gave them their Latin garb. No copy of this original is believed to
have survived except that in the library of Jesus College, Oxford.

By «ditz de Keile,” a name which has been considered inexplicable, we are probably
to understand the work of Walter Calenius, the individual archdeacon of Oxford before
referred to. See Tanier’s Bibl. p. 147; Oudin. Commentar. de Script. Eccl. vol. ii. p.
1414; Bale, ¢. ii. n. Ixv; Vossius de Hist. Latin. p. 401.

Gildas, an author concerning whose age, authority, and writings, so many and such cop-
tradictory opinions have been expressed, is mentioned in the same passage of the prologue
in an indefinite manner; but since this portion of the Scalacronica forms no part of the
present volume, any extended notice of the sources whence it is compiled is unnecessary.

® When the cragges of Tarbat is tumbled in the sey,
At the next sommer after sorrow for ever;
Beide’s bookes have I seene, and Banister’s also,
Mervelous Merling, and all accordes in one.
Collection of Ancient Scottish Prophecies, p. 6, Bannatyne Edition.
As Bertlingtone’s bookes, and Banister vs tells,
Merling and many more, that with meruels melles;
And glso Thomas Rymour in his tales tells.
Id. p. 8.
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ber having seen in any other version of the story. The legend
concerning Conwak, or Kenneth the Third, king of Scotland,
is found in Malmesbury;*» and the reader of Scottish history
will immediately call to mind the parallel fact recorded of Mal-
colm Canmore.® The concluding extract is of greater value.
The story of Siward may be seen in Brompton’s® Chronicle, and
in an anonymous historical manuscript in the Cottonian Lib-
rary,’ where it is introduced apparently from a legend or his-
tory of which Leland has given an abstract in his Collectanea.
The narrative of the manner in which the family of the Comyns
gained a footing in Scotland, although probably fabulous, is, as far
as the Editor is able to judge, original; and it is worth preserving
as a specimen of the traditions which were current in Scotland
about the middle of the fourteenth century. From the union of
the kingdoms in the person of Egbert to the Norman conquest,
a period of two centuries and a half, the Polychronicon of Ralph
Higden, a monk of Chester, which, according to Gray, is com-
piled from William of Malmesbury, Henry of Huntingdon,
Roger Hoveden, and Marianus Scotus,® is quoted as the sole
authority.

The reign of William the Conqueror is to be referred almost
entirely to the Polychronicon; the order of the narrative is, in-

Beid hath breved in his booke, and Bantster also,
Mervelous Merling, and all accordes in one,
Thomas the trew, that neuer spake false.

Id. p. 17.

Who the individual here mentioned was, we have now no means of ascertaining. Tan-
ner injudiciously supposes that he might be the same who was prebendary of Eston, 41
Edw. IIL; be cites a manuscript of these prophecies as belonging to Henry Worsley.
Brian Twyne alludes to another copy as in the possession of H. Mason— Tanner, Bibl.
p 72

* Fol. 32, b.  ® See the present vol. p. 220.  ° Col. 946. ¢ Cleop. A i. fol. 88, b.

° See Proofs, No. xxv.
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deed, almost always transposed, and in a few instances a slight
deviation of expression may be traced, but the information con-
veyed is the same in both works. The only exceptions to which
it may be necessary to allude are the passing and unimportant no-
tice of the “Book of Antioch,”* and the list of those who are said
to have accompanied William into England, a production, in the
Editor’s opinion, of doubtful antiquity, and of no authority. Of
this document, usually known by the name of the Battle Abbey-
roll, there are several copies, all more or less incorrect, since they
contain the names of families who are of English origin, and of a
date posterior to the Norman invasion; and of all these editions,
if such a term be applicable, that in the present volume is
most open to scepticism on these points. The same remarks
are almost equally applicable to the reign of William Rufus,
through the whole of which we trace the Polychronicon in
almost every sentence. Upon one occasion,” where Gray quotes
“ lez cronicles de Escoce” as his authority for a story rela-
tive to Malcolm the Third, we are, at first, led to anticipate
something new; but the same fact, in a slightly abridged form, is
introduced by Higden,® who has it, probably, from Ailred. In
the account which he gives us of the death of Malcolm, we
trace a deviation from the authority to which he has hitherto
adhered so closely, the Polychronicon giving him no warrant
for ascribing Malcolm’s death to the hand of Morel of Bam-
burgh, a version of the story which points to Gaimar, or
some other follower of the Saxon chronicle, as its prototype.
Again, the Scalacronica tells us that Queen Margaret of Scotland,
when upon her death-bed in Edinburgh Castle, desired to be.

¢ Po 90 b Po 200
¢ Col. 2365. Throughout these observations reference is made to the Polychronicon as
inserted in the Historical Collection of Knyghton, printed in the Decem Secriptores.
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interred at Dunfermline, and that the attendants, under cover
of a dense mist, conveyed the body, through the hostile
army, to its final destination. This fact is not in the printed
copy of Higden; but although it is noticed by Fordun, who
introduces it from the legend which he ascribes to Turgot, we
cannot state the direct source from which Gray derived his
information, since he may have had access to a copy of the
Polychronicon similar to that in the Harleian Collection,* into
which this fact, and many others relative to Margaret and
her daughter Matilda, the queen of Henry the First, are intro-
duced. The imperfect manner in which Gray, or the copy of
Higden’s work which he employed, mentions the irruption made
by the king of Norway, has been elsewhere noticed: the printed
edition in the Decem Scriptores® gives a correct version.

Under the reign of Henry the First, our author cites certain
chronicles, in which a prophecy, said to have been uttered by
Edward the Confessor, is explained as alluding to the marriage
of Matilda of Scotland with the son of the Conqueror; an event
by which the Saxon and Norman lines were united. This story
is mentioned, in very concise terms however, in the Polychro-
nicon;® Gray probably had his information from Ailred? or
Bromton.® Be this as it may, there are indications that he now
made occasional use of better authorities than Higden; since, in
giving an account of those who perished with Prince William
in his passage from Normandy, he mentions several names which
seem to be derived from Simeon of Durham, through his co-
pyist Hoveden. The reference to Giraldus Cambrensis’ is taken
from Higden.

¢ MS. Harl. 3884, 4 viii. c. xiii. * Col. 2370. ¢ Coll, 2381, 2338.
4 Col. 400. * Col. 955. *P. 29.
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The reign of Henry the Second proceeds much on the same
plan as those to which allusion has been already made. It is
taken for the most part from the Polychronicon, interspersed
with a few passages introduced from other sources. Among
these we may instance the list of names of those Englishmen
who are said to have accompanied William king of Scotland
when he returned from his captivity,* and to whom he allotted
lands in his realm. The reference to “lez cronicles,” for the
narrative of the death of Henry the Second, appears to be un-
called for, since a passage containing the same facts may be seen
in Higden.

In entering upon the reign of Richard the First, we find that
the Polychronicon is supplanted by either Benedictus Abbas, or
Hoveden. 1t is rather difficult to determine to which of these
writers we must give the preference, the latter having transcribed
the former almost verbatim; but the probability seems in favour
of Hoveden, since his authority is followed after that period
when Benedictus closes his work. From this source we have
the account of Richard’s voyage to the Holy Land (which is
evidently framed from the journal of one who attended the
lion-hearted monarch), of his exploits there, of his captivity
and his release, of his wars with the French king, and of his
death. Most of the minor details, it must be owned, are to be
discovered in Hoveden or in Higden, but they are of such a
nature as to warrant the belief that they are the additions of the
compiler of the Scalacronica, who could, without much bad faith
or violation of probability, introduce such passages as Richard’s
prayer before his death, and the few other unimportant addi.
tions to which allusion is made.

‘P4l
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The reign of king John brings us a step further on our way
to that period at which our chronicle becomes a work of his-
torical authority, and as we approach it we have more fre-
quent indications of its vicinity. Of these one instance may
suffice.—Roger Wendover, a contemporary writer, whose autho-
rity ranks the highest in every thing connected with the affairs
of England during the end of the reign of John and the com-
mencement of that of his successor, tells us that prince Louis,
son of Philip Augustus, after being invited by the English barons
to assume the government of our kingdom, landed in Thanet,
21st May 1216, and finding no opposition, speedily reduced that
part of the country, and having captured the castle of Rochester,
arrived in London amidst the acclamations of the inhabitants.*
The Scalacronica gives a more minute account of his proceed-
ings. It agrees with Wendover in stating that he arrived in
England on the 21st May, that Rochester Castle surrendered
on the 30th, and conveys the additional information, that he
arrived in London on the 2d of June. It further tells us, that
upon the 7th he made himself master of the castle of Rygate,
on the 8th he took that of Guilford, and on the 10th that of
Farnham; that on the 13th he captured the city of Winchester,
and on the 15th seized the bishop of Winchester's manor of
Wallop; that on the 9th of July he gained the castle of Ody-
ham, and on the 18th went to Dover for the purpose of be-
sieging the castle, but that he spent fifteen days there without
effecting any thing of consequence.® Here, then, is minute
and valuable information which does not exist in any other
historian, and, as he agrees with Wendover, the best authority,
in those portions which they have in common, Gray is entitled

* M. Paris, p. 195. * P.g5.
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to equal credit in regard to those facts which rest upon his own
unsupported testimony. A few observations upon the remain-
der of this reign will suffice. We may first remark the notice
taken of the various reports circulated concerning the share
which John is said to have had in the death of his nephew,
Arthur of Brittany; no other writer, with whom the Editor is ac-
quainted, has preserved the tradition that the ill-fated prince was
drowned by a preconcerted plan.* The Historia Aurea is cited
to prove that John dispatched an embassy to the emperor of
Morocco for the purpose of offering him the crown of England,
a story which may be seen in Matthew Paris, from which source
John of Tynmouth probably derived his information. Gray pre-
sents us with a minute narrative of the conversation which passed
betwixt John and the papal legates, Pandulf and Durand; the
same may be found in the Annals of Burton, Waverley, and
Lanercost. The Scalacronica varies from the Polychronicon in
the account which it gives of this king’s death. The latter autho-
rity states that he died at Newark upon the 14th of October; the
former says, that, when upon his way towards Lincoln, he re-
mained two days at the abbey of Swineshead, where he was
attacked by a sudden disease; that he proceeded to Newark,
and having spent three or four days in that place, died there .
upon the 19th of October. The Patent and Close Rolls of this
reign, which have recently been published by Thomas D. Hardy,
Esquire, under the auspices of the Record Commission, enable
us to test the relative accuracy of these conflicting statements. By
the evidence of these unerring guides we know that he reached
Swineshead upon Wednesday the 12th of October, where he
remained during the ensuing day; that Friday and Saturday were
spent at Sleaford; and that on Sunday, Monday, and Tuesday,

*P. 83.
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he was at Newark-upon-Trent, at which place he expired upon
Wednesday, the 19th of October, 1216.

The long reign of Henry the Third is dismissed in a sum-
mary manner, ten pages embracing the events of half a century.
Throughout this period the Polychronicon is still followed, but
is augmented, in some instances, by contributions from other
quarters. With the accession of Edward the First, we enter
upon a new and more important division of the Chronicle. From
this point it is to be considered an original production, and pos-
sessing, in general, a high authority; but it is impossible in this
place to specify all the instances in which its accuracy might be
demonstrated by a comparison with contemporary documents,
or the novelty of its details exhibited by a collation with other
historians.

Having arrived at this period, it becomes necessary to inform
ourselves, as far as such information can be obtained, of the lead-
ing facts in the biography of the two Grays, father and son; for
. the faith which we may be inclined to put in what we may
designate the original part of the Scalacronica must, to a certain
extent, be influenced by the opportunities which they enjoyed
of acquiring correct information.

The family of Grey, or Gray, was settled in Northumberland
at a very remote period, but from which of the Southern or

Scottish possessors of the same surname it is derived we have
no means of ascertaining. The earliest notice which the Editor
has been able to detect of the family as connected with North-
umberland, occurs on the Pipe Roll for that county, 10 Hen.
IIL, in which the Sheriff debits himself with six shillings, as the
-amercement of Robert Gray of Shotton.

Dugdale* states that in 20 Hen. IIL Richard Grey of Cod-
novre, in Derbyshire, was constituted sheriff of Northumber-

* Baronage, vol. i. p. 709.




INTRODUCTION. Xiii

land; but as this family appears to have had no connexion with
the northern counties, it may be doubted whether the indi-
vidual mentioned was connected with the Grays of Heton.

In 30 Hen. III (1246), a fine was levied before the justices
itinerant at Newcastle, concerning four bovates of land, and
three tofts, in Killingworth, now in the parish of Longbenton,
in which Robert Grey and Agnes his wife are parties concerned.*
There are no grounds for supposing that the family which had

* See Proofs and Illustrations, No. i. In the Pipe Rolls for Northumberland, a William
de Gray occurs in 1257, and John de Gray and Stephen de Gray in 1272.

A John Gray was mayor of Berwick; he was probably the individual mentioned in the
Chronicle of Lanercost. Unfortunately the charter of Walter de Soltre, burgess of Berwick,
to which he is a witness during his mayoralty, is without date, but it is certainly anterior to
1270. It occursin the Chartulary of the Hospital of Soltre, now in the Advocates’ Library.

Robert de Bernham, rector of the church of Tyningham, gave to the nuns of Cold-
stream an annual rent of one mark arising from certain land in Berwick, bounded on one
side by the land of John Gray. The date of this instrument is also uncertain. Chart.
Coldstreme, MS. Harl. 6670, n. 52.

In 7 Edw. I, Hugh and Thomas Grey, and others, acknowledged themselves guilty
of the death of Robert de Coupland, whom they had slain the year before at Berwick;
Feed. vol. i. p. 566. In 21 Edw. I, Robert le Grey and Margaret his wife held the third
part of the manor of Ellingham; Placit. de Quo warranto, p. 588, 597. It was found
at the same time that William le Grey held five acres of land, with their appurtenances,
in Bamburgh; id. p. 592.

Sir Robert de Grey, knight, was in the retinue of Ralph de Monthermer, earl of
Gloucester and Hertford, from 1st August to 10th September, 5 Edw. IL; and from 11th
September to 17th July next following was in the garrison of Berwick in the king’s ser-
vice. Raine, in his pedigree of the family, conjectures, with every appearance of probability,
that this individual was a son of Thomas Grey of Heton. The names of his retainers,
such as Hagarston, Goswick, Cheswick, Chariton, and Bowsden, all taken from places in
the county of Northumberland, tend to confirm the supposition; see Proofs, No. iv.

In a fine levied at York, 16 Edw. IL., are mentioned Thomas, son of John Gray, and
John Gray of Denum, who are connected with East Harle and West Wallington, both
in Northumberland; Proofs, No. x.

The family of Gray continued to reside in Berwick; for it appears that in 9 Edw. IIIL
the custody of the lands and tenements in the town and county of Berwick, lately held of
the king ¢n capite by Andrew de Gray deceased, was committed to Thomas de Gray the
elder, to hold during the minority of the heir of the said Andrew; Proofs, No. xvi. Rot.
Seot. vol. i. p. 268.
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the honor of producing the author of the present chronicle is
of southern origin; on the contrary, the Editor is inclined to
believe that it is to be sought in a Scottish original. Sir John
Gray, knight and burgess of Berwick, after having founded a
house of Friars Minors in that town, died apparently towards the
middle of the reign of Henry the Third* He left a younger
son, Thomas, surnamed Hugtoun in the Chronicle of Lanercost,
whom the Editor believes to be the same as Thomas Gray de
Heton, the undoubted ancestor of the author of the Scalacronica.
By what means he became possessed of property at Heton in
Northumberland we have no distinct proof, but that a Thomas
Gray did hold property there is demonstrated by the Hundred
Rolls, compiled 3 Edw. L®* The descent of the illustrious
family of Grey of Howick from that point to the present gene-
ration is now easily traced, even at this remote period, by
the frequent mention made of its members in our annals and

The property of John de Grey in Berwick was forfeited for rebellion in or before 1341;
Rot. Scot. vol. i. p. 615.

Sir Robert Gray was settled at Lowlin in 1326; Raine’s North Durham, p. 82; and in
1369 a John Grey of Lowlin was appointed collector of the customs in Berwick; Rot.
Scot. vol. i. p. 930, 940.

In 1368 John de Grey, junior, who resided in Berwick, had licence to take from Robert
de Hodspath premises in that town, including twelve acres in “la Snook.”

* The exact period of his decease cannot be ascertained; the Chronicle of Lanercost
says that it took place many years (“annos plurimos”) before the commencement of the
wars between England and Scotland under Edward the First. If by this superlative
adjective we understand fifty years, a calculation which cannot be considered too liberal,
Sir John Gray must have died about 1246. Concerning him and his son Thomas, see
Proofs, No. ii.

® Et dictus Robertus de Hamptone, vicecomes tempore regis nunc, cepit de Roberto de
Heton, capto per appellationem Johannis Malfrune, j marcam, ut potuit replegiari. Et de
Thoma Gray de Heton, quem Johannes de Schafthou, ballivus dicti vicecomitis, cepit
antiquo odio, vij. §, ne imprisonaretur, tempore regis nunc. Rot. Hundredorum, vol. ii.
p- 23; 3 Edw. L.

The family of Heaton or Eaton, distinct from that of Gray, continued at the spot from
which they derived their surname as late as the end of the 14th century, probably much later.
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records; but we shall confine ourselves to a few observations
upon the more leading occurrences in the biography of the
author of this chronicle, and of his father, whose exploits are
herein commemorated.

In 25 Edw. L, Thomas de Grey, the elder, probably the
eldest son of the last named Thomas, being about to accompany
John de Warenne, earl of Surrey, into Scotland, had letters of
protection,* which were renewed in the 30th year of the same
reign, when, together with Nicholas de Killum, he was em-
ployed in Scotland in that king’s service, acting in conjunction
with Patrick de Dunbar, earl of March.?

In the month of May, 1297, William Wallace, having been
elected by the commonalty of Scotland to lead their army against
the English, commenced his exploits -by killing at Lanark the
sheriff of Clydesdale, William de Heselrig, who had been ap-
pointed to that office by Edward. It was Gray’s fortune, who
was in Heselrig’s company, to be present at the night attack
which Wallace made upon the sheriff. He was there severely
wounded, stripped, and left for dead; but life having been pre-
served by the heat of the burning houses, he was found early in
the ensuing morning by William de Lundy, under whose care
he recovered.

+ Shortly after the battle of Roslin, in 1302, in which the
English sustained a signal defeat, and Ralph the Cofferer? was
slain, Gray went into Scotland with king Edward, who, being

* Rot. Scot. vol. i. p. 47.
® Id. p. 52. It is not improbable that if the prmted edition of the Rotuli Scoti had
been complete, further traces of the military services of Gray might have been discovered
on its pages. To remedy this defect in one of the most valuable publications connected
with Scottish history is well worthy the attention of the Maitland Club.
© Scalacronica, p. 123.
- ¢ Concerning the errors into which historians, English and Scottish, have fallen as to the
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freed from the expense of foreign wars, had determined to reduce
that kingdom to subjection. The royal household rested at Dry-
burgh. Hugh de Audley, with sixty men-at-arms, proceeded to
Melrose, where theyexpected tofind more readyaccommodation;
but this arrangement having been observed by John Comyn,
then governor of Scotland, he made a night attack upon Aud-
ley, in which the English, overpowered by superiority of num-
bers, were taken prisoners. Gray defended a house without the
gate, in which he had taken refuge, until it began to burn; he
then surrendered.* His imprisonment was not of long duration,
probably in consequence of the speedy payment of the ransom
which was demanded, since in 1304 we find him in the retinue
of Henry de Beaumont at the siege of Stirling Castle, where he
was struck in the face by a heavy cross-bow bolt, discharged
from one of the numerous engines employed on that occasion,
while in the act of rescuing Beaumont, who was about to be
captured by the garrison.® To all appearance he was dead, and
preparations were made for his funeral; but signs of animation

proper name of this Ralph, see Hailes, vol. i. p. 273, note; Tytler, vol. i. p. 437, note; to
which it may be added that Wyntown, vol. ii. p. 116, calls him
The kyng of Inglandis m

It does not appear to have been observed by any of the enquirers into our history, that
this Ralph the Cofferer is the same Ralph de Manton, clerk of the Royal Wardrobe, who
by a writ printed in the Foedera, vol. i. p. 948 (dated 20th Jan. 1303, about a month be-
fore the battle of Roslin), is directed to proceed into Scotland as paymaster to the English
troops. The Inquisitio post mortem, 31 Edw. I. No. 140, would determine the point, but
the Editor has not hitherto had an opportunity of inspecting it.

* Scalacronica, p. 126.

® Every historian who mentions the siege of Stirling expatiates upon the warlike engines
employed by the assailants and the defenders. Fordun, vol. ii. p. 224, tells us that the
lead was stripped from the roof of the church of St Andrews, that it might be thrown by
the English machines against the castle. He fails to state that Edward made a com-
pensation for this injury; and in justice to a sovereign, whose conduct towards Scotland
cannot always find such a satisfactory apology, the Editor inserts the copy of a writ from
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being visible when he was about to be committed to the grave,
he escaped this premature fate, and recovered.*

Upon the accession of Edward the Second his military services
were speedily required, for within a few months after that period
a writ was addressed to him ordering his attendance with horse
and arms, and his whole retinue, to suppress the hostile incursions
of the Scotch, who were then ravaging the English borders;®
and in the ensuing year, being still employed in the same service,
he had letters of protection granted to him.’ :

Returning from the Coronation to the castle of Coupre in
Fife, of which he was then governor, he had timely intimation
of an ambuscade prepared for him by Walter de Bickerton, a
Scottish knight; but disdaining to avoid the danger, although
much inferior in numbers to his opponents, he attacked his ad-
versaries with such courage that they were routed, and com-

the Liberate Roll, ordering the payment of a considerable sum to the prior of St Andrews
for the loss thus sustained.

Rot. Liber. 33 Edw. L, m. 6.
€. J. Breghinefi epo) R’ dilto clico suo Johi de Sandale caflaf suo Scotie saltm.

t priore S'ti Andf f Libate de exitibz fre fire Bdte J. Breghinefi epo % priori Sti
Andf quat®viginti b sexdecim 1ibf t quindecim solid. vidett Bfato efo decem & septem
Lib¥ decem % octo solid t quatuor defi. © Bdto priori sexaginta ¢ decem T octo lib¥ sex-
decim solid b octo defi in quibz eisdem ep T priori tenem® p plumbo §d dext*hi fecim9
tam de eccliis q* de aliis domibz ipoy epi t prioris apud Breghjn ¢t S'tm Andred. Et nos
vob inde in exitibz Pdtis ad scc'm fifm Angl debitam allocatdem tre faciem®. T. R’
apud Wesiii xxxj. die Marcii. P’ bre de p'vato sigillo.

® Scalacronica, p. 127.

* Feed. vol.ii. p. 9. Some idea of the rank which Gray occupied may be formed from
the list of those who were addressed in the same terms. They were, Humphrey de Bohun,
earl of Hereford and Essex, Aymer de Valence, Henry de Percy, John de Hastings,
Stephen de Segrave, Robert de Clifford, Henry de Beaumont, Hugh le Despenser, John
Botetourte, Adam de Welle, John Fitz Marmaduke, John de St John, William de Lati-
. mer, Gilbert Pecche, and Richard Lovel. With the exception of Fitz Marmaduke,
Pecche, and Lovel, all these were barons, either by tenure or summons.

¢ Rot. Scot, vol. i. p. 58.

- O
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pelled to take refuge in a peat-bog, leaving nine score horses
a prey to the English. Upon another occasion, probably about
the same period, he bravely opposed one hundred men-at-arms
who attacked the town of Coupre, and regamed the cast.le, cut-
ting his way through the midst of the enemy.”

" In 4 Edw. IL he was in the retinue of Lord John de Segrave,
warden of the town of Berwick-upon-Tweed, and the king was
then indebted to him in the sum of L.179, 11s. 4d., being the
arrear of his wages, and the repayment of horses for men-at-arms
which had been lost in the king’s service.® This sum was not
paid until 26 January, 13 Edw. IL; and as Gray was able to
support his military attendants during the interval, we may
thence conclude that his income was considerable. In the same
year he presented a bay horse to the king.®

Upon the seizure of the lands belonging to the Knights Tem-
plars, the manor of Thornton, and certain other lands in North-
umberland, were committed to his custody, which in 6 Edw.
IL were granted to John de Kyngeston,® and a writ was at the
same time addressed to Gray to deliver them up by indenture.®
Some of these possessions appear still to have remained in his
care, for in the following year we find a mandate enjoining him
to resign to Albert de Nigro Castro and Leonard de Tibercis, or
their attornies, certain lands and tenements in Northumberland
formerly belonging to the Templars.

In the year 1314, being at the disastrous battle of Bannock-

* Scalacronica, pp. 138, 139. ® Proofs, No. iii.

¢ «Uni garcioni ducenti ad regem unum jumentum badium, ex parte domini Thomse
de Gray” MS. Cott. Nero, C. viii. fol. 84, b.

¢ Rex commisit Johanni de Kyngeston custodiam manerii de Thornton, et omnium
aliarum terrarum que fuerunt quondam Templariorum, in comitatu Northumbrie, et qus
Thomas de Grey nuper tenuit, etc, habendam quamdiu regi placuerit, etc. Abbrev. Rot.
Original, i. 197. ¢ Feed. vol. ii. p. 209.
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burn, apparently in the retinue of Henry de Beaumont, he
remonstrated with that baron when instructions were issued
to give the Scottish troops further advantages than seemed
prudent. “If you are afraid,” said Beaumont, “you may re-
treat.” ¢ Sir,” said Gray, “I will not retreat this day,” and
striking his horse with his spurs, he and Sir William Dayncourt
charged the approaching body of the Scotch. Dayncourt was
slain; Gray, after having his horse killed under him, was made
prisoner.*

In 9 Edw. IL, a writ was addressed by the king to John de
Sandale, the chancellor, ordering him to prepare letters of pro-
tection, “in especial and due form,” for Thomas de Grey, his
family, and his effects, to continue in force for one year;® and
in 11 of the same reign, in consequence of good service ren-
dered, and as an aid in the support of himself, his wife, and
children, he had a grant from the king, during pleasure, of an
annual rent of L.20, which Eustace de Burneby and Matilda .
his wife paid into the Exchequer, arising from a messuage and
certain lands and rents in Watford and Synelesworth, in the
county of Northampton.®

Continuing thus to merit the approbation of his sovereign,
the said Thomas Gray presented a petition to the king and
council assembled in parliament at York, three weeks after
Michaelmas, 12 Edw. IL? praying that as a recompence for long
and faithful service performed against the Scotch, he might
have a grant amounting to forty marks per annum, arising from
lands and tenements in Howick, recently in the possession of
John Maitland, and others which Christiana his mother held
in dower in Chivington. The petition states that those in

® Scalacronica, p. 141; Trivet. Contin. p. 15. ® Proofs, No. v.
¢ Proofs, No. vi. ¢ Rot. Clauns. 12 Edw. 1L m. 28, d.
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Howick had escheated to the crown in consequence of the adhe-
rence of the said John to the interest of the Scotch, then the
king’s enemies and rebels; and that after the death of the said
Christiana those lands which she held would revert to the crown
in consequence of the rebellion of her son.* , It appears from
the extent made by virtue of the king’s writ addressed to the
escheator, that the said John Maitland, before his adherence to
the Scotch, held one hundred and eight acres of arable land,
and eight acres of meadow, in Howick, which were valued at the
yearly sum of L.7, 10s. 8d. in all their issues. The jurors more-
over return that Christiana, the mother of the said John de
Maitland, held in the same place six husband-lands, in name
of dower, which in time of peace are equivalent to L.6 per
annum; that these lands and tenements are held of the lordship
of Alnwick, by the service of the fourth part of one knight’s
fee; and that she holds nothing in Chivington in name of
dower, but is possessed of the half of the said town from lord
Robert de Lumley, by the annual service of half a marc for
wardage at the Castle of Alnwick.” In consequence of this
return, the king issued his letters patent, dated at York, 17th
May 1319, in which he recites that in the parliament lately
held in that city, by the assent of the prelates, earls, barons, and
other nobles there assembled, he had given to Thomas de
Grey and to his heirs for ever, in consequence of the good,
loyal, and long-continued service of the grantee against the
Scotch, one hundred and eight acres of arable land, and eight
acres of meadow, with their appurtenances, in Howick, near
Alnwick, late in the possession of John Maitland, and that after
the decease of Christiana Maitland, six husband-lands which

* Proofs, No. vii. ® Proofs, No. viii.
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she held in the same place should remain to the said Thomas
-and his heirs* At this time the priory of Holy Island was
indebted to him in the sum of L.4.

-In 16 Edw. IIL, he was one of the manucaptors for the
good behaviour of Thomas de Fencote, on his discharge from
imprisonment as an adherent to the party of the earl of Lan-
caster against the king, and also for the payment of the fine of
L.20 imposed upon him;° and performed the like good office
towards Henry de Beaumont, whose extraordinary conduct
towards his sovereign at the council-board had subjected him to
imprisonment.*

In the same year the king, being anxious regarding the safe
custody of his Marches, which were exposed to the hostile in-
cursions of the. Scotch, directed a writ to Louis Beaumont,
bishop of Durham, ordering him to provide for the security of
-his castles of Durham and Norham;® in consequence of which
the bishop immediately appointed sir Thomas Gray his sheriff
of Norham and Islandshire, and constable of Norham castle.!
Nor was the precaution unnecessary; for, the whole of the north-
ern counties of England having been overrun by the Scotch,
this castle was attacked by them, and being one of the very
few which offered any effectual resistance, was exposed to a
close and long-continued blockade. The garrison being re-
duced to great cxtremities, Edward addressed a letter to Gray,
then the constable, enjoining him so to maintain his post
against the Scotch that his conduct should redound to the
honor of the crown of England, and at the same time sent by
Agnes de Gray his wife the sum of L.113, to be expended in

“ Proofs, No. ix. - ® Raine’s North Durham, p. 82. < Parl. Writs, vol. ii. app. p. 208.
¢ The whole of this transaction may be seen in the Feed. vol. ii. p. 520.
¢ Proofs, No. xi. ¢ Raine’s North Durham, p. 45.
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procuring the services of more men-at-arms in this important
stronghold. By this timely supply he added twenty men-at-
arms and fifty light-armed horse soldiers to the ordinary gar-
rison of the castle committed to his charge,* and the enemy
were compelled to raise the siege.” As a proof of the impor-
tance of this border fortress, and of the anxiety with which the
king regarded its safety, it may be mentioned that in the Fee-
dera is extant a writ addressed to upwards of forty of the prin-
cipal nobility of England, commanding their attendance with
horse and arms at Newcastle, to accompany the king, who was
about to repel the Scotch, then besieging the castle of Nor-
ham.*

During the busy period between 1319 and 1331, whilst he
was constable of Norham castle,* occurred various feats of arms,
of which a few are recorded in the subsequent pages. The
story of William Marmion, the knight of Lincolnshire, to
whom his mistress gave a helmet of gold, bidding him make it
known wherever glory was most difficult to be won, breathes a
spirit of chivalry and is narrated with a force which competes
with the glowing pages of Froissart. We are told how it was
agreed by the assembled knights that Norham “was the most
perilous, adventurous place in the country,” and that to Norham
he should go. Within the fourth day after his arrival there
he had an opportunity of celebrating his mistress’s gift, for
Alexander de Moubray appeared before the castle, attended by
the most valiant of the Scottish chivalry, and at the head of

* Proofs, No. xii. b Scalacronica, p. 147.

¢ Feed. vol. ii. p. 496. Other documents relative to the same event occur on the Close
Roll for this year, but the Editor refrains from inserting them, as they do not illustrate the
history of the individual.

¢ Raine’s North Durham, p. 46; Scalacronica, p. 145.
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eight scoré men-at-arms. When Gray was about to lead his
followers to the attack, he saw William Marmion approaching
on foot, splendidly armed, and wearing his golden helmet. “Sir
knight,” said the constable, “you have come hither a knight
errant that you might celebrate this your helmet, and since it
is mare fitting that chivalry be done on horseback than on foot,
where it is practicable, mount your courser, see there your ene-
mies, spur into the midst of them; and I renounce God if I
rescue you not, dead or alive, or perish in the attempt.” When
the knight, in compliance with these instructions, had charged
the Scotch, and, being surrounded by them, appeared on the
eve of perishing, Sir Thomas Gray and the garrison spurred
into the thickest of the fight, rescued and remounted the
stranger knight; they so conducted themselves that the Scotch
were defeated, and pursued as far as Berwick, of which sir Philip
de Moubray, Alexander’s brother, was then the governor; and in
the conflict Gray slew with his own hand a Fleming named
Cryne, who stood high in the estimation of king Robert
Brus* Upon another occasion Adam de Gordon, a Scottish
baron, accompanied by eight score followers, attempted to carry
off the cattle which pastured under the protection of the gar-
rison of Norham. Some of the younger and less experienced
of the soldiers, having made a hasty sally, were intercepted by
the Scotch, and were compelled to defend themselves amongst
some ruined houses at great disadvantage. Gray, perceiving
their danger, vowed he would drink of the same cup; and as
his whole force consisted of no more than sixty men, he caused
~ the large mastiffs of the castle to be let loose, and having at-
tacked the invading party, who in the <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>