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Summary

The hospital of St John the Baptist was founded c. 1188 by Ailred Palmer and his
wife. The hospital was located in the western suburb of medieval Dublin, an area
which had seen much expansion and development following the settlement of the
city by the English, beginning in 1170. The hospital was of the order of the
Fratres Cruciferi, canons regular who followed the rule of St Augustine. It was the
first known foundation of this kind in Ireland, though the origins and spread of this
order throughout Europe are somewhat obscure. In many ways it was a
foundation of its time, a hospital for the sick and poor, located outside the city
walls and run by the Augustinians. As much as its experiences in its early years
mirrored those of other similar institutions, so too did its demise. It was closed in
1539 as part of the sweeping changes brought about by Henry VIII's policy of
dissolution.

Like many other religious houses the hospital kept a register of its
muniments. This was compiled in the late fourteenth century from original deeds,
some of which at least were kept boxed according to the parish they concerned.
The information contained in this register forms the basis of much of the thesis,
which is both a historical and prosopographical analysis of the hospital. The main
aim of the thesis is to use the register, and other contemporary sources to
examine its place in the society of medieval Dublin. Chapter one is an exploration
of the manuscript of the register, housed in the Bodleian Library, Oxford. It also
builds on the palaeographic scholarship previously carried out on the register,
while also comparing it to other contemporary muniment collections.

In order to gain an insight into why these men and women chose to
patronise St John’s, this thesis also examines the nature of the hospital itself and
attempts to compare it with similar contemporary institutions. Evidence exists that
some hospitals had trained, university educated medics on their staff, though this
does not appear to have been the case in St John’s. As expressed in chapter
two, the lack of professional medical care should not detract from the importance

of the sustenance that was provided in the hospital to the sick and poor.



Who were its benefactors and their associates? Can their motivation for
granting land and rent to the hospital be determined? Can piecing together their
family history and origins add any more depth to our understanding of those who
settled in Dublin from the 1170s on? Chapter three addresses these questions.
By populating a database with the names of the Dublin-based benefactors and
their associates, it proved possible to demonstrate the close links between many
of Dublin’s citizens, irrespective of their origins. This thesis has also furthered
what was known about the connections between medieval Dublin and Bristol,
leading to the conclusion that the numbers of Bristolians settling in Dublin was
much higher than previously thought.

An examination of the lands held by the hospital in the Dublin region forms
the basis of chapter four. The prosopographical study of the priors in chapter five
is the first which attempts to add some depth to what is known of the men in
whose hands responsibility for the hospital was placed. The final chapter, or
epilogue, covers the years when the hospital’s fortunes began to wane, and

attempts to place this in its contemporary social and political setting.
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Introduction

The hospital of St John the Baptist was the first known foundation in Ireland of
the Fratres Cruciferi, regular canons under the rule of St Augustine. Located
outside the Newgate, in the western suburb of medieval Dublin, it was in
existence by c. 1188 and was suppressed in 1539 as part of Henry VIII's
dissolution of the monasteries. The site of the hospital is today largely occupied
by the Augustinian church of SS Augustine and John on Thomas Street. The
hospital was founded by Ailred Palmer and his wife; they also donated to it their
burgage plot in the city of Dublin." Ailred’s name might indicate Hiberno-Norse or
Anglo-Saxon/English heritage; he is discussed at greater length in chapters two
and three. The register of this foundation is comprised of approximately six
hundred deeds; these are a combination of land grants made to St John's,
provisions for the sick of the hospital, agreements between citizens concerning
ownership or rents of land, and a couple of wills.

An edition of the register was published in 1936. Transcribed and edited
from the original Latin manuscript by Dr Eric St John Brooks, it provides an
excellent foundation from which to begin a thorough study of the hospital.? To
date, however, only relatively tangential studies arising from the published

register have appeared.® None have attempted to use the register as the sole

' Vetera Monumenta Hibernorum et Scotorum Historiam lllustantia Quae ex Vaticani, Neapolis ac
Florentiae Tabularis Depromsit et Ordine Chronologico Diposuit, 1216—1547, ed. Augustinus
Theiner (Rome, 1864), p. 215.

2 Register of the Hospital of St John the Baptist, without the New Gate, Dublin, ed. Eric St John
Brooks (Dublin, 1936) (hereafter Reg HSJB). The fourteenth-century manuscript, MS Rawlinson,
B 498, is housed in the Bodleian Library, Oxford. The Bodleian Library have digitized most of the
manuscript and it is available for view at
[http://image.ox.ac.uk/show?collection=bodleian&manuscript=msrawlb498]. The register as a
manuscript and a source is examined in chapter one.

® Publications concerning the order to which St John the Baptist’s in Dublin belonged include:
H.F. Chettle, ‘The friars of the Holy Cross in England’, History, 34 (1949), pp 204—20, which
makes points of comparison between the success of the order in Ireland, and its relative failure in
England; R. Neville Hadcock, ‘The order of the Holy Cross in Ireland’ in J.A. Watt, J.B. Morrall
and F.X. Martin (eds), Medieval studies presented to Aubrey Gwynn (Dublin, 1961), pp 44-58;
more general studies include, Charles McNeill, ‘The de Verdons and the Draycots’, Journal of the
County Louth Archaeological Society, 5:3 (1923), pp 166—72, where McNeill uses evidence from



focus of study, to interrogate the charters contained in it, or to compile a
comprehensive record, with accompanying historical analysis, of those Dublin
citizens who made provision for the hospital or witnessed the grants it received.
The aim of this thesis is to investigate the register to allow an assessment
of the hospital itself, how it functioned, its wealth, resources and influence,
predominantly in Dublin (the hospital also held lands further afield). Without a
doubt, the understanding of medieval Dublin will be greatly enhanced by the use
of this extracrdinarily rich charter-collection, as it provides a wealth of information
to help us reconstruct the history of church and people in the medieval city.
Medieval hospitals were institutions with responsibilities and functions far
removed from their modern equivalents. Any examination of a medieval hospital
must encompass several themes: medicine, religion, charity and poverty, politics
and social history. For studies such as this one, which focus on a single
institution, it is also imperative that the wider social and political world into which
it emerged be understood. The history of medieval hospitals in Ireland is still an
under-examined area of scholarship. As ever, part of the reason for this lacuna is
because the type of sources which would make it possible to put together an
exhaustive study, are few and far between. The two largest and wealthiest
monasteries in medieval Dublin, St Thomas’s and St Mary’s, have extant
registers both of which have been transcribed from the original manuscripts.*
Although these registers have been raided for smaller studies, either about

Dublin or about their land-holdings, they have not been systematically examined

the register to trace some of the holdings of these families; idem, ‘Some early documents relating
to English Uriel, and the towns of Drogheda and Dundalk’, Journal of the County Louth
Archaeological Society, 5:4 (1924), pp 270—-77; idem, ‘Hospital of S. John without the New Gate,
Dublin’, Journal of the Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland, 55 (1925), pp 58—64; Extents of
Irish monastic possessions, 154041, ed. Newport White, (Dublin, 1943), pp 55-68, lists what
remained of the possessions of the hospital by the time of the dissolution; Jocelyn Otway-
Ruthven, ‘The medieval church lands of Co. Dublin’ in J.A.Watt, J.B. Morrall and F.X. Martin
(eds), Medieval studies presented to Aubrey Gwynn (Dublin, 1961), pp 54—73, of which those
held by the hospital comprises pp 67-8; Aubrey Gwynn and R. Neville Hadcock, Medieval
religious houses: Ireland (London, 1970), pp 208—16.

* Chartularies of St Mary’s Abbey Dublin, ed. John T. Gilbert (2 vols, London, 1884) (hereafter
Chartul St Mary’s ); Register of the Abbey of St Thomas, Dublin, ed. John T. Gilbert (London,
1889) (hereafter Reg St Thomas); RIA 12 D 38 (Register of the abbey of St Thomas (transcript)
and extracts from the memoranda rolls relating to the abbey).



in their own right.® This thesis will attempt to redress the relative neglect of
monastic registers in Irish historiography by an examination of a similar and
contemporary institution, the hospital of St John the Baptist.

The central research questions and aims of this thesis can be divided into
four categories. Firstly, the physical make-up of the register itself will be
assessed, with attention also being given to its palaeographic details. Secondly,
what do the register and the history of the hospital reveal about the development
of Dublin as a city: what place do monastic charters have in chronicling this and
what can they tell us about urban organization, planning and development?
Thirdly, the contents of the charters will be explored, focusing on the provisions.
The main questions are: how large are the grants, on average? Do they contain
any provisions regarding the use of the land or property donated? In relation to
land outside Dublin that was granted to Dublin houses — how was this
administered and monitored? What, other than land was provided for? Fourthly,
regarding persons, whence did the grantors/witnesses come? Can they be traced
to estates in England, elsewhere in Britain, or even the Continent? Can a
selected group of citizens (those who made donations or who regularly witnessed
deeds, for example) be traced through grants made to various monasteries? Is it
possible to trace the elevation in status of individuals through the land they grant,
by charting its value, proximity to Dublin or previous owner, for example? Is it
possible to trace the relationship between English and Irish (or Hiberno-Norse)
Dubliners?

The thesis itself is comprised of six chapters. The first assesses the
manuscript of the register, its compilation and post-dissolution history. Although

the edition published by Eric St John Brooks is an excellent work of scholarship,

> Some of these studies include: Aubrey Gwynn, ‘The early history of St Thomas’s abbey, Dublin’
Journal of the Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland, 84 (1954), pp 1-35; Virginia Davis,
‘Relations between the abbey of St Thomas the Martyr and the municipality of Dublin, ¢. 1176—
1527, Dublin Historical Record, 40:2 (1987), pp 57-65; Cathal Duddy, ‘The western suburb of
medieval Dublin: its first century’ Irish Geography, 34:2 (2001), pp 157—-75; idem, ‘The role of St
Thomas’s abbey in the early development of Dublin’s western suburb in Sean Duffy (ed.)
Medieval Dublin IV: proceedings of the Friends of Medieval Dublin symposium 2002 (Dublin,
2003), pp 79-97 and for St Mary’s see Colmcille O Conbhui, ‘The lands of St Mary’s abbey,
Dublin’, Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy, 62 (1961-3), section C, pp 21-86.



the manuscript he used is extant and available for consultation in the Bodleian
Library in Oxford University. This has provided an opportunity not only to view
first-hand the work of the fourteenth-century scribes who compiled the cartulary,
but also to compare St John Brooks’s remarks on the manuscript with the
original. The second chapter is an assessment of the hospital as a place of care
and refuge. The primary source material currently available for the hospital is
overwhelmingly administrative in function, but unfortunately does not provide
evidence for the physical maintenance of the patients, and indeed the buildings,
granges and lands of the hospital. This chapter instead therefore places the
hospital in its contemporary setting, seeking to compare it with other urban,
Augustinian hospitals founded in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, mostly
using English hospitals as a point of comparison. The third chapter is an in-depth
examination of the people associated with St John’s and in particular the
evidence for their relationships with each other — by marriage or social contact
through the holding of public office. The fourth chapter is an exposition of the
provisions of those charters in the register which relate to the Dublin area —
essentially its role as a landlord and tenant.® The priors of the hospital are the
subject of chapter five, where a prosopographical examination of them attempts
to cast some light on the men who held this important office. The latter years of
the hospital are detailed in the final chapter, a time when mismanagement and
changing attitudes towards charity widely affected the large monastic hospitals.
Following the official dissolution of the hospital in February 1539, much of what
remained of St John’s was granted to Henrician and later Tudor administrators in
Ireland. Though it continued to exist throughout the next century as a poor-
house, it no longer held a prominent position in Dublin. Despite the slow decline

towards its closure in the sixteenth century, and perhaps its less than salubrious

® Mark Hennessy has previously examined the acquisition by the hospital of lands in Tipperary
and Meath, and the corresponding role the hospital played in providing pastoral care in Tipperary.
Mark Hennessy, ‘Parochial organisation in medieval Tipperary’ in William Nolan (ed.), Tipperary,
history and society: interdisciplinary essays on the history of an Irish county (Dublin, 1985), pp
60-70; idem, ‘The priory and hospital of the New Gate: the evolution of a medieval monastic
estate’ in William J. Smyth and Kevin Whelan (eds), Common ground: essays on the historical
geography of Ireland, presented to T. Jones Hughes (Cork, 1988), pp 41-54.



position among the institutions of early-modern Dublin, for just under four
hundred years the hospital of St John the Baptist, and those people connected to
it, were part of one of the city’s largest social and religious institutions, and part of
the development of beliefs in charity, welfare and religion which stretched across
medieval Europe.

Methodology

There are three main areas of current research with which this project
corresponds. The first is the methodological development of sophisticated
prosopographical analysis to enable a more comprehensive reconstruction of the
bonds of medieval Irish society. In the context of this thesis what is understood

by the term prosopography? Lawrence Stone defined it thus:

‘Prosopography is the investigation of the common background
characteristics of a group of actors in history by means of a collective
study of their lives. The method employed is to establish a universe to be
studied, and then to ask a set of uniform questions—about birth and death,
marriage and family, social origins and inherited economic position, place
of residence, education, amount and source of wealth, occupation...”

Stone identified two main prosopographical schools, what he termed the ‘elitist’
and the ‘more statistically-minded mass school’. The former concentrates on
‘small-group-dynamics’ and the interplay of those connected by family, marriage
and occupation, while the latter usually involves both much larger numbers of
subjects and a difference in how the data on these numbers is correlated. Using
the register of St John the Baptist as a source produces results which can
accommodate both schools. It fulfils the ‘elitist’ requirements by being focused on

a limited number of individuals, in this case those citizens of Dublin who either

7 Lawrence Stone, ‘Prosopography’ in Felix Gilbert and Stephen R. Graubard (eds), Historical
studies today (New York, 1972), p. 107. For other definitions see also K.S.B. Keats-Rohan,
‘Biography, identity and names: understanding the pursuit of the individual in prosopography’ in
K.S.B. Keats-Rohan (ed), Prosopography approaches and applications: a handbook (Oxford,
2007), p. 143; Koenraad Verboven, Myriam Carlier and Jan Dumolyn, ‘A short manual to the art
of prosopography’ in K.S.B. Keats-Rohan (ed), Prosopography approaches and applications: a
handbook (Oxford, 2007), p. 69; Dion C. Smythe, “A whiter shade of pale’: issues and
possibilities in prosopography’ in K.S.B. Keats-Rohan (ed), Prosopography approaches and
applications: a handbook (Oxford, 2007), p. 129.



donated or received the lands or rents of the hospital in Dublin, or witnessed
such transactions. The interaction of these individuals, in terms of family, society
and economy, is what forms the basis of one of the main strands of this
examination into the hospital. But, like the ‘mass-school’ approach, it is also
concerned with social history, if by this is meant an examination of a society
which is comprised of more than simply the ‘great men’. It cannot entirely fulfil the
requirements for an elite study as this would require some personal
documentation to facilitate an insight into the motivation of the benefactors, and it
is not a pure ‘mass-school’ approach because it involves more historical than
statistical analysis.

Online databases such as the “The Prosopography of Anglo-Saxon
England’ (PASE), which ‘aims to cover all of the recorded inhabitants of England
from the late sixth to the end of the eleventh century’, act as templates to show
what is possible when disparate sources are collectively combed for information
about the individual. Information is then systematically integrated to provide a
complete ‘picture’ of an individual’s life.® Although a study of a slightly different
kind, the Paradox of Medieval Scotland (PoMS) also allows the user to search
through the records of over 6000 charters.® The activity of the Prosopographical
Research Unit of Linacre College, Cambridge gives an indication of the wide
breadth of research that has been undertaken in this field, and the possibilities
available for the application of its methods. One of the most obvious sources for
a prosopographical study of early English history is the Domesday Book.
Katharine Keats-Rohan, one of the leading scholars in the study of medieval

prosopography in England, completed such a study, and it is an excellent

® [http://www.pase.ac.uk/index.html, accessed 25 April 2011]. Some of those who worked on the
project have discussed the processes involved: Janet L. Nelson, David A.E. Pelteret and Harold
Short, ‘Medieval prosopographies and the Prosopography of Anglo-Saxon England’ in Averil
Cameron (ed.), Fifty years of prosopography: the later Roman Empire, Byzantium and beyond
gProceedings of the British Academy, 118) (Oxford, 2003), pp 155-67.
[http://www.poms.ac.uk/index.html, accessed 25 April 2011]. These are only two examples of
the type of online databases currently available. Others include a study of the Byzantine world
(Prosopography of the Byzantine World, PBW, http://www.pbw.kcl.ac.uk), and of the clergy of the
Church of England, 1540—-1845 (Clergy of the Church of England Database, http://www.the
clergydatabase.org.uk) and of the Domesday Book (http://www.domesdaybook.co.uk).



example of how an examination of land ownership can be used to gain an
understanding of the people who held that land. ™

In relation to Dublin, there are no published prosopographical studies on
the scale of those mentioned above. In 1999 Dianne Hall published a short
prosopographical study of nuns in medieval Ireland, though in actuality it
amounts only to a list of names and the sources in which they can be found,
which is one method by which the results of a prosopographical examination can
be presented."’ The list system is usually employed as a result of the all too
obvious limitations of attempting a reconstruction of a part of society which left
but a slight imprint on the sources. While historians of medieval Ireland rightly
bemoan the widespread loss of medieval sources caused by a fire in the Public
Record Office in June 1922 during the Civil War, the sources we do have, either
in the original or in calendars created from the original by antiquarians, have not
yet been fully exploited for the material they contain. The difficulties presented by
lacunae in source material are undoubtedly frustrating, but it is not an excuse to
avoid a thorough examination of what that material has to offer.

There is a discernible gap between the numbers of prosopographical
studies concerned with English history and those concerned with Irish history.
The reasons for this are, as Beth Hartland has pointed out, twofold. One is simply
the smaller numbers of historians working on the history of medieval Ireland. The
second is the vast difference in scale between the available sources for both
countries."® That is not to say that such evidence is entirely lacking.
Prosopographical methods can be applied to existing sources in ways which may
not previously have been considered. For example, in the University of Durham

and under the direction of Robin Frame, Hartland was the senior research

' K.S.B. Keats-Rohan, Domesday people: a prosopography of persons occurring in English
documents, 1066—1166: i, Domesday Book (Woodbridge, 1999); eadem, Domesday
descendants: a prosopography of person occurring in English documents 1066—1166. ii: Pipe
Rolls to Cartae Baronum (Woodbridge, 2002).

"" Dianne Hall, ‘Towards a prosopography of nuns in medieval Ireland’, Archivum Hibernicum, 53
$1999), pp 3—15.

2 Beth Hartland, ‘Population selection: English landholders in Ireland and their attorneys, c.
1270—c. 1360, in K.S.B. Keats-Rohan (ed.), Prosopography approaches and applications: a
handbook (Oxford, 2007), p. 351.



associate on a project which undertook a study of the English landholders of
Ireland and their attorneys in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries which forms
part of a wider study of English landlords in that period who held land on both
sides of the Irish Sea."

The same principle can be applied to the main source of this study. The
register of St John the Baptist’'s was created for the benefit of the hospital, to
record both those grants received and given, and, apart from anything else, to
protect it against legal disputes related to ownership of land and property or
rental payments. But it also contains thousands of names, of citizens of Dublin
and of others beyond the Dublin region extending into the rest of Ireland, and,
like the Domesday Book is therefore capable of supplying much more information
than simply the identities of those who owned property: it is fertile ground for a
prosopographical examination of the hospital’s benefactors and those with whom
they mixed, professionally and socially, in medieval Dublin. It is also potentially
one of several sources (other chartularies, guild and franchise rolls, and so forth)
which could be exploited to construct a full prosopographical study of the
benefactors of religious houses in Dublin: such a study would demonstrate much
about the population of medieval Dublin and land ownership in the city but would
also reveal networks of community and kinship throughout the English-controlled
areas of Ireland, and perhaps further reveal the extent to which the non-elite
among English settlers (meaning those who were not royal appointees and
comprised the majority of colonists) maintained any type of sustained contact
with England and Wales. It might also allow an opportunity to assess to what
extent the majority of those settlers maintained contacts beyond England into
Normandy and perhaps make a meaningful contribution towards the debate
surrounding the continental origins of those settlers. Many of the benefactors of

the hospital studied in this thesis would have known each other in ways which

'3 The publication of the findings of the prosopographical study entitied ‘English landholding in
Ireland, c. 1200—c. 1360’ has been halted due to funding difficulties. It is mentioned again in
chapter three. For another example of a prosopographical study see Sean Duffy, ‘The first Ulster
plantation: John de Courcy and the men of Cumbria’ in Terry Barry, Robin Frame and Katherine
Simms (eds), Colony and frontier in medieval Ireland: essays presented to J.F. Lydon (London,
1995), pp 1-27.



had nothing to do with the hospital. But it is their involvement with St John the
Baptist's which is, for the purposes of this study, the crucial link and the method
by which all these other ties can be investigated.

Prosopography has a close relationship with biography and onomastics,
with differing opinions as to the degree to which these elements should be
considered in a prosopographical study. Prosopography has been described as
collective, or group biography, although the aim is not necessarily to highlight
what is unusual about one particular person, but rather to study a group which
comprises those individuals. It is not a study of onomastics, or names, but clearly
it must concern itself with names as these are the basic starting point for a
prosopographical study. Medieval names in particular are troublesome. Spelling
was inconsistent and ‘if it is true that every personal name signifies one and only
one person, the converse, that one person will always be designated by the

"% This variation in names caused planning and

same personal name, is not.
interpretation difficulties when deciding which form to use in the database.
Unless a citizen held public office, the same name in the same period does not
necessarily mean the same man. In the context of the register, the majority of the
benefactors were of Anglo-Norman descent, which is reflected in the names. '
English cities like Bristol, Nottingham, Gloucester and Coventry appear as
toponyms. Names linked to occupation provide another interpretative dilemma.
The surname of one subject of the prosopographical study, Roger Cordwainer,
implies that he was engaged in leather-working. However, while there is no
evidence to say that he or his family were not at some point leather-workers,
research revealed no evidence that Roger was himself in the leather-working
business; clearly, making assumptions based on occupational surnames alone
can be erroneous.'® That is not to discard the potential value of these names.
How were names treated in this thesis? The main purpose of
standardisation in this instance was to ensure that database searches would

capture every entry of a particular name, surname or forename. There are three

'* Keats-Rohan, ‘Biography, identity and names’, p. 155.
'> For the treatment of names in this thesis see below.
'® See chapter three for Roger and his family.



types of names which have been amended: occupational names, toponymics or
names which occur in two or more forms. The latter can include patronymics,
matronymics or nicknames. Where two or more versions of a surname appear
these have been standardised to one common version. Where occupational or
toponymic names have been translated it is not the intention to ascribe that
occupation to the individual, nor is the intention to assume that the toponymics
refer to a place of origin, unless further evidence reveals this to be true.

Just as each charter contains personal name evidence, most also have a
place-name reference. In addition to transcribing the register, St John Brooks
undertook the considerable task of attempting to identify the places named in the
charters. Such a task was necessary for two reasons: not only are medieval lrish
place-names not always consistent with their modern counterparts, but the
transcription of them by scribes unfamiliar with the Irish language meant that
phonetic rendering might further confuse identification.'” Many charters describe
the location of the land in the grant in a variety of different ways; the example
below, one of many which might have been chosen to illustrate the point, has

eight different descriptors.

‘Let it be known that |, Philip of Birmingham, son of Osbert of Birmingham
have given to John le Sergeant, citizen of Dublin, [1] certain land of
mine...in the [2] parish of St James, [3] next to Dublin, and [4] lying
between the land which was formerly Gregory Merchant’s on the east and
[5] land which the said Philip’s on the west, and [6] extending on the
King’s Way on the south, [7] up to the meadow of the house St John
outside the New Gate towards the north and [8] contained in the front by
53 feet and behind by 60 feet.’'®

In undertaking a comprehensive analysis of the Dublin constituent of the register,
the methodology has to be capable of encompassing a variety of data sets. The
approach taken was to populate a Microsoft Access database with all these data

sets, each categorised based on the role which they fulfil in the charter itself

' For an explanation as to how the original meaning of Irish place-names can be ascertained see
P.W. Joyce, The origin and history of Irish names of places (3 vols, Dublin, 1869-1913), i, pp 1—
17.

'® Reg HSJB, no. 4.
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(personal names, place-names, dates, titles). Creating a database involved first
learning how to create a database. A decision also had to be made as to what
the database was intended to do — what questions would be posed and in what
format the answers should appear. It is crucial to remember also that the
database can only do what it was created to do. In practice this entailed entering
as much information as was available to hand, and then editing it as the
database was refined. The benefit of this, | have found, is that once the material
is all gathered, patterns or avenues of possible research appear which had not
been obvious when the data was in its original format. This approach results not
only in every relevant name in the register being recorded, but also facilitates the
creation of specific queries using a combination of names, dates and locations. It
assists the population of family trees, from direct lineages to marriage ties.

The capture of the location details of the charters was the most
problematic. Although the primary focus was on Dublin, a record of all named
places, and the reason for their inclusion in the charter (rent, property), also
needed to be captured to facilitate as thorough a digital record of the register as
possible. This table was the last to be planned, primarily because of the
difficulties in deciding how it should be organised. The completion of this table,
which was initially envisaged as encompassing a secondary role in the research
of the thesis, actually became as important to the study as the people connected

to the hospital.
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Charters Database - Version 4.0 - [Charter | ocations : Table]

i Fle Edk View Insert Format Records ook  Window  Help
T AN NI I A W RN NN AR 0 AT YL Y for s RE N

s intermer .. ~ B DatabassMa .

harter Locs

| Charter Nurr| Date Name given in charter | Location and (| Note | Rent types
3 §12901 HJB NMR. Rent from land next to barras, city ditch, Ci W09 unum guarterium lerre money token
ot 6 c 12667 HJB NMR Rent from land in Crocker's Street, 1o meac W09 quamdam terram money token
=] 7 12901 HJB NR. Royal Way, meadow HIB w09 quamdam terram maney token
] 6c. 1291-2 HJB NR. Half burgage next to Crocker's Street, meado W09 dimidium burgagium 1cken

| 9 1246-7 HJB MR. Land in Crocker's Street W09 medietalem terre foken entry
j 10 c. 1210 HJB GRANTOR. Land in Crockers' Street W09 dimidiam terram maney token
gl 11 c 12634 HJB MR Rent from land in Crockers’ Street w09 land money
_& 12 ¢. 1200 HJB MR. Rent from land wo9 land mongy
__‘ 13 ¢ 1210 HJB GRANTOR Land between the great way which gc W09 unam placeam tarre money tokan
£ 14 ¢. 1220 DUBLIN CITIZENS GRANTORS. Meadow ‘regali chimir WQ9 meadow of the citizens money
3 151330 HJB MR LEGAL Indenture  Rent from messuage in T WO1 quodam mesuagio money
B 16 c 1220 HJB MR Rent from land in parish St Catherine's. See WO1 land money
£l 17 ¢. 1220 HJB MR. Rent from land in parish St Catherine's. See WO1 quadam terra money
| 16 1309 HJB NR. Stone house of grantor's in the garden of his - WO1 guamdam domum mostram laj money
___‘1 19 1312 HJB NR LEGAL Final concord. Between previous peog WO1 trbus partibus mesuagii cum [ money token er|
e 201318 HIB MR Three parts of one messuage in street of St~ WO1 tres partes unius mesuagil cur
__4‘ 21 1318 HJB MR LECAL Assign attorney Confirmation of 20 WO1 trium partium unius mesuagil
%] 22 c¢. 1200 HJB MR. Certain land extending to the street which le: WO1 terram money token
L= 2L ¢c. 1260 HJB MR Rent from land - in suburb Dublin - namee of WO1 terns & fenementis maney token er;
= 24 1260-1 HJB MR. Quitclaim of land - in suburb of Dublin - no lo WO1 quibusdam tems & tenementis entry
| 25 ¢ 1300 HJB MR LEGAL Quitclaim Cerain tenement opposite WO1 quodam tenemento
et 26 12645 HJB MR LEGAL Quitclaim. Centain burgage in parish ¢ WO1 cerain burgage entry
| 27 1279 HJB MR LEGAL Quitclaim. Tenement in St Thomas S W01 tenement
L3 2 1335 HJB MR LEGAL Indenture. Rent from a house in pansl WO1 tenerment maoney
[ | 29 1260-1 HJB NMR. Rent from certain land in suburb of Dublin, | WO1 quandam terram money token er
=4 30 c 1190 HJB MR Rent from land, area of land not specified wO1 land money
__“ 31 ¢c. 1240 HJB MR Rent from land, area of land not specified. Se W01 land maney token
B J2 12412 HJB MR Rent from land, area of land not specifiec (op WO1 quamdarm terram money token
il 33 c. 12778 HJB MR Certain land extending from Coulane to the g WO1 certain land/gardinum money
L 34 1295 HJB MR LEGAL Chirograph Two cuntilages between C WO1 duo curtilagia/gardinum domus money
e Fc 1280 HJB NMR. One messuage, one side is King's Highway WO1 one messuage/revents to HIB money
=l 3% c. 12301 HJB NMR. Rent from land in suburb, one part lies at er WO1 quamdam terram money
] I 12645 HJB MR Two grants. One piece in panish St Catherine WO1 cerlain land/ad fossatum cmvita money

20 - 400 LD NAN_ Pk Ganers Lo P | T ST Y i e

Record: E 1 m@ of 595

Fig 1. An image taken from the database showing the charter locations table.

advantages that modern scholars have over their predecessors. What are the
implications of the ability to use technology for research of this kind? Indeed, are
there dangers and limitations in using prosopography as a methodology? Firstly,
while prosopography allows for the extraction of material from sources in a
manner which can result in the creation of a composite picture of a group or
section of society, very differing results can be achieved depending on how the
data is analysed: ‘one common hazard which faces [the prosopographer] is the

possibility that that portion of the total population about which he can discover

Any study of this kind is possible only because of the technological

reliable information does not represent a random sample of the whole.

' Stone, ‘Prosopography’, p. 122.
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Those who are examined in this thesis are a small selection of the whole
population, for they were in fact one strand of a relatively complex post-conquest
Ireland. In this context it might be the case that the men and women whose lives
and links with each other are highlighted here were representative of their
community in Ireland, the post-invasion inhabitants of Dublin largely of English
blood. Given the complex political and social circumstances in contemporary
Ireland, where the ‘two nations’ vied for control, no claim is made that they are
representative of the total population of the island of Ireland. They were ‘family,
followers and friends.®

Other than attempting to locate and identify those for whom definite
names are known, there is also the matter of names, mentioned above, and the
danger of incorrectly identifying individuals as family members, based on a
shared surname. One example of this is the de Livets, Geoffrey, Gilbert and
Elena. While Elena was named as Gilbert’s daughter, the relationship between
them and Geoffrey was not explicitly mentioned in any of the available sources.?’
As such, no definite conclusions can be reached about the extent of the familial
connection between Geoffrey and Gilbert, though given the dates when both men
were active as mayor (Geoffrey) and provost (Gilbert) it has been postulated in
this thesis that a family connection did exist between them. Because of the
character of the sources, and because specific references to the nature of the
relationship between named individuals in charters is intermittent (partly because
within a community their contemporaries would have known the nature of those
relationships and in many circumstances would have found it unnecessary to
record it), a certain amount of speculation is necessary. Despite the care one
must take when making assumptions without irrefutable evidence, it is also the
case that ‘an unspecified relationship, or even the probability of one, is almost

always worth knowing than nothing at all.’®?

% The phrase is taken from John P. Meddings, ‘Family, followers and friends: the socio-political
dynamics of the Anglo-Norman aristocracy’ (unpublished PhD, University of Leeds, 1998).

" Reg HSJB, no. 85.

i George Beech, ‘Prosopography’, p. 160.
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The issue of terminology also includes what might be called the
ethnicity or country of origin of those examined in this thesis. Terms such as
Anglo-Norman, and to a lesser degree others such as Anglo-French or Cambro-
Norman, have been widely deployed to describe the ethnicity of those involved in
the settlement and conquest of Ireland. As John Gillingham has demonstrated,
modern historiography is beginning to complete the circle in terminology, in
reverting to the use of ‘English’, in place of any other. As Gillingham states, the
‘best reason for saying that the invaders were English is that this is what
contemporary narrative sources say they were.’® Although the time frame of this
thesis includes those here from the earliest days of the conquest, it is only
incidentally concerned with those who might be considered to have been its initial
leaders, men like Hugh de Lacy or Strongbow.?* The focus is more on those who
populated the settlement, particularly in Dublin - men like Adhelm, brother of
Haim, who was granted land outside the eastern gate of Dublin by Henry Il
during the latter’s sojourn in the city in the winter of 1171-2.2° Adhelm, his
contemporary settlers and their descendants are, in this thesis, referred to as
English. That is not to deny that some, such as Gilbert de Livet, have names
which would clearly point to a family ultimately originating in Normandy or
elsewhere in France, since for the present purposes, it is their immediate English
origins and connections which are of most relevance. Because the evidence
available suggested that the benefactors were, initially at least, of English origin,
the thesis has used primary source material related to England, rather than, say,

Wales or Scotland, to construct the histories of these people. Later generations

2% John Gillingham, ‘The English invasion of Ireland’ in The English in the twelfth century:
imperialism, national identity and political values (Woodbridge, 2000), p. 151. The same author
further examines this theme in ‘Normanizing the English invaders of Ireland’ in Huw Pryce and
John Watts (eds), Power and identity in the middle ages: essays in memory of Rees Davies
SOxford, 2007), pp 85-97.

* For a recent examination of how families such as de Lacys operated, with varying degrees of
success, within the Plantagenet empire see Colin T. Veach, ‘Nobility and crown: the de Lacy
family in Ireland, England and Normandy, 1172—-1241’ (unpublished PhD, University of Dublin,
2010).

% Chartul St Mary’s, i, no. 118g, pp 140-2.
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cf benefactors, and their associates, were again either mostly from England, or
were the English of Ireland.

It is important to be aware that | am using a source for a purpose other
than that for which it was created. The register was never intended to be used as
a means by which to build a history of the hospital of St John the Baptist or as
the foundation for a study of the people and society of medieval Dublin.
However, because of the nature of the source material itself (each entry being
either a land/rent grant or lease or decisions of legal cases taken by or against
the hospital) the deconstruction necessary for my analysis does not radically alter
the nature of the material. The gaps in the register caused, possibly, by a less
than conscientious administrative system in the hospital into the fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries, impact on the interpretations that can be made. This has
been brought to light in a very unambiguous way by the creation of the database.
In the extent of its possessions, carried out in the 1540s, after the dissolution of
the monasteries by King Henry VI, the hospital had lands which do not appear
in the register. Conversely, lands which appear in the register, given in perpetuity
to the hospital, do not appear in the extent. The likelihood of unearthing these
missing charters, with a view to correcting these anomalies, is slim, but it impacts
on the conclusions drawn.

Prosopography as a methodology is suited to examining a particular
subject group, even where there is a distinct lack of sources, or where they are
incomplete. It might be argued that its greatest merit is that it allows for
conclusions (even tentative ones) to be drawn even in cases where there exists a
lacuna in source material. The register which forms the main constituent of my
research has hitherto been used, perhaps not extensively, but regularly enough,
in research into medieval Dublin, or landholding in Ireland. It is probably only by
using a methodology such as prosopography, and by constructing the type of
database that the method requires, that this source can be utilised to the full, and
the work of the fourteenth-century clerks in copying the original charters wholly

appreciated.
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Secondary subjects: Dublin

Since work began on this thesis four years ago the academic study of medieval
Dublin has expanded greatly both through historical and archaeological research.
The annual publication of the Medieval Dublin series, based on the symposia of
the Friends of Medieval Dublin, demonstrates the depth and breadth of research
currently being undertaken on the city and its hinterland. In some instances this
new research challenges long-held beliefs and assumptions about the city: a
much greater level of interaction between English settlers and Gaelic-Irish
natives in the city has been demonstrated by Sparky Booker and a combination
of archaeology and cartography has been used to shed light on the evolution of
property boundaries in the medieval city.?® The festschrift published in honour of
Professor Howard Clarke drew together an illustrious gathering of archaeologists
and historians who offered research on the social, religious and architectural
aspects of the Viking and medieval city.?” The Discovery Programme
commissioned a study of Dublin and its wider region, the publication of which in
2010 has afforded those engaged in study of the history of Dublin an expansive
reference source covering society, land use and agriculture, foreign trade and
internal economic activity.?®

In addition scholars have raised awareness of the fact that between Viking
and Georgian Dublin whole generations of Dubliners, both native and ‘blow-in’,
were all crucial participants in the development of the city. It is my contention that
St John the Baptist’s was very much of its time in the evolving story of Dublin, as
it was founded in the immediate aftermath of the English invasion and helped to

forge the new close-knit community of settlers in Ireland. Because of its role in

% Sparky Booker, ‘An English city? Gaelicization and cultural exchange in late medieval Dublin’ in
Sean Duffy (ed.), Medieval Dublin X: proceedings of the Friends of Medieval Dublin symposium
2008 (Dublin, 2010), pp 287-98; Linzi Simpson, ‘John Rocque’s map of Dublin (1756): a modern
source for medieval property boundaries’ in Sean Duffy (ed.), Medieval Dublin VII: proceedings of
the Friends of Medieval Dublin symposium 2005 (Dublin, 2006), pp 113-51.

%" John Bradley, Alan J. Fletcher and Anngret Simms (eds), Dublin in the medieval world: studies
in honour of Howard B. Clarke (Dublin, 2009).

?® Margaret Murphy and Michae! Potterton, The Dublin region in the middle ages: settlement,
land-use and economy (Dublin, 2010).
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the colonising process, any examination of the hospital necessarily differs from
an ostensibly similar study of a contemporary counterpart in England.

Without the work previously done on the register by St John Brooks it is
doubtful if this current work could even have been undertaken, but this study will
build on the existing scholarship. St John Brooks made the hospital more
accessible to other scholars, as John T. Gilbert did with Dublin in a wider sense
through his many editions of the charters and deeds of Dublin institutions.?
Although this is not a history of medieval Dublin, it is a history of one of its
institutions and a history of its people, streets and land and so the city is

omnipresent.

Secondary subjects: Charity and care

The question of the precise nature of medical and charitable care provided in the
hospital must be addressed from several angles. The discussion must
encompass the connection between the church and charity and the obligation of
the church to provide care for the needy. It should also examine the concept of
regular or secular clergy as medics themselves, assessing how realistic is the
concept of cloistered monks or mendicant friars providing care for those with
actual physical injuries and complaints. Lastly, it should address the question of
what constituted medical care in the middle ages. How accessible were
physicians, and the less well-thought-of barber-surgeons, to different strata of
Dublin society, particularly those who did not have the means to pay them?*°
What of those poor and infirm who turned to the hospital as an escape from long-
term vagrancy or as temporary shelter and for provision of food?*'

The study by Orme and Webster of medieval English hospitals is the most

wide-ranging in its themes and extensive in the actual number of hospitals

2 Among the most widely consulted are: Historic and municipal documents of Ireland, 1172—
1320, ed. John T. Gilbert (London, 1879); Chartul St Mary’s; Reg St Thomas; Calendar of ancient
records of Dublin, eds John T. and Lady Gilbert, (18 vols, Dublin, 1889—1944) (hereafter CARD).
. Roy Porter, The greatest benefit to mankind; a medical history of humanity from antiquity to the
Eresent (2nd edn, London, 1999), esp pp 106-34 covers medicine in the middle ages.

' This issue is dealt with in chapter two.
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examined.®? Although it only comprises English institutions, it is relevant to the
current study because St John the Baptist’s was a product of English rule in
Dublin, and shared many characteristics with English foundations. These in turn
were shared with other such institutions on the Continent. In its basic functioning,
St John the Baptist's was a typical medieval hospital, from its dedication to St
John the Baptist to its adherence to the Augustinian Rule and even to its period
of existence. When reading histories of medieval hospitals it quickly becomes
apparent that they must be examined under many themes. Though in some
instances this is simply due to a paucity of sources, this is not the case for all
hospitals, particularly in the case of England, as many hospitals there have left
extensive records. Rather it is because these hospitals were so often much more
than simply a place of refuge. They were a social institution of some standing in
the community, a place ‘in which a whole array of non-medical activities took
place.®

In Winchester a hospital also dedicated to St John the Baptist has been

examined as part of a wider study of the city itself.>*

How does it compare to its
Dublin contemporary? Although the first record of it dates from the early
thirteenth century, both hospitals were well established by the middle of that
century. Both provided care for the sick and poor but the more extensive records
for the Winchester hospital allow for analysis of expenditure.® It would seem that
life for the brothers and sisters of both the Dublin and Winchester hospitals was
also comparable. The names and dates of the priors of the Dublin St John’s were
collated by Sir James Ware and St John Brooks while only a few references to
brothers within this hospital can be found in its register.*® Winchester again
benefits from extensive record survival which provided Derek Keene, an authority

on Winchester, with names and also personal details regarding clothing and

%2 Nicholas Orme and Margaret Webster, The English hospital, 10701570 (New Haven, CT,
1995).
% Miri Rubin, ‘Imagining medieval hospitals; considerations on the cultural meaning of institutional
change’, in Jonathan Barry and Colin Jones (eds), Medicine and charity before the welfare state
gLondon, 1991), p. 15.
3; Derek Keene, Survey of medieval Winchester (2 vols, Oxford, 1985), ii, pp 813-22.

Ibid., p. 815.
% Reg HSJB, pp Xxx—Xxi.
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individual sums of money received from citizens.?” One of the big differences
between these two hospitals was in the matter of those by whom they were
controlled. The Dublin St John’s was a private institution, if extensively supported
by the community. In Winchester the hospital was under civic control, albeit in
conjunction with the hospital’s fraternity.*® Although this is just one small example
of how St John the Baptist’s in Dublin compared with a contemporary hospital in
England, it demonstrates how critical those studies of other hospitals are to
gaining a full understanding of how exceptional or ordinary it was for its time.
One area where nearly all studies of medieval hospitals are lacking is in
understanding the patients themselves. This is most likely connected to social
status. The highest percentage of patients attending those institutions which
offered general care were those least likely to leave records. Through various
appeals to the English crown, we have some idea of the numbers housed in St
John the Baptist’s, but no source providing anything more than mere numbers
has yet surfaced. In 1334 St John the Baptist’'s had 155 inmates, although the
prior and brethren claimed that the current unsettled political conditions were
making it impossible to sustain these numbers.*® By 1362 the numbers requiring
sustenance in the hospital had fallen to 115.*° The number of patients was the
same in 1373 when the prior and brethren were still complaining that their ‘goods
and possessions in the suburb of Dublin and elsewhere...in Ireland have been so
destroyed by hostile attacks of the Irish’, and as such needed the aid of the
crown.*' In 1400 these numbers were apparently still being maintained.*® In St
Leonard’s hospital in York, another Augustinian foundation, the patient numbers
at this time fluctuated around the 200 mark.** Was 155 the highest number that

% Keene, Survey of medieval Winchester, p. 816.
= ., lbid., p. 818.

Calendar of the patent rolls preserved in the Public Record Office, 1232-1509 (52 vols,
London, 1891-1916), Edward I, p. 552 (hereafter Cal Patent Rolls).
*® Rotulorum patentium et clausorum cancellariae Hiberniae calendarium, ed. Edward Tresham
(Dublin, 1828), no. 9, p. 155 (hereafter Rotulorum patentium et clausorum). | am indebted to Dr
Peter Crooks for highlighting the 1362 date.

Ca/ Patent Rolls, 137074, June 20 1373, p. 302.

Hotulorum patentium et clausorum, no. 9, p. 155.

“® Patricia Cullum, ‘Hospitals and charitable provision in medieval Yorkshire, 936—1547’
(unpublished PhD, University of York, 1989), p. 158.
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had ever been maintained in St John’s? This is a significant number, and it
excludes the religious and lay brethren who also resided at St John’s. In 1400,
when the hospital had passed its most successful days, there were four priests
charged with hearing confessions, presumably of both patients and brethren.**
When St John the Baptist’s finally closed there were, according to the extent, fifty
beds for the sick.*® This has usually been perceived as evidence of the decline in
numbers, though, in comparison to many other similar institutions, fifty is actually
still quite a high number. Alleyn’s Hospital, a poor house connected to St
Patrick’s Cathedral from the early sixteenth century, was intended for only ten
poor men.*® It is also worth noting that bed numbers might not always equate
with patient numbers, as in medieval hospitals one bed might commonly be used
to accommodate two or three persons.

While increased scholarship on medieval hospitals has greatly improved
our understanding of how hospitals functioned and the poor were maintained in
medieval society, caution must be observed in assuming that the conclusions
drawn by these scholars can be easily and immutably applied to medieval Dublin,
and, by extension, Ireland. One of the first points of reference for medieval
hospitals in Ireland should be the evidence compiled by Gwynn and Hadcock.*’
This publication demonstrates that hospitals of all kinds existed throughout
Ireland, for many of which unfortunately little is known beyond their name,
location and whether it catered for lepers or the general sick and poor.
Publications covering more specific aspects of disease and medical care in
medieval Ireland also exist. Because of its prevalence and perhaps also partially
because of its association with the medieval period in popular thinking, leprosy

commonly appears more than any other specific disease.*® Caution must be

* Calandar of entries in the papal registers relating to Great Britain and Ireland; papal letters, ed.
W.H. Bliss and others (13 vols, London, 1893— 1955), v, p. 303.

* Extents of Irish monastic possessions, p. 55.

¢ Aubrey Gwynn and R. Neville Hadcock, Medieval religious houses: Ireland (London, 1970), p.
350.

*” Gwynn and Hadcock, Medieval religious houses, pp 344-57 for shorter entries and under
individual religious orders for more detailed entries. For St John the Baptist’s see p. 212.

*® Eileen Murphy and Keith Manchester, ‘Evidence for leprosy in medieval Ireland’ in Charlotte A.
Roberts, Mary E. Lewis and Keith Manchester (eds), The past and present of leprosy:
archaeological, historical, palaeopathological and clinical approaches (Oxford, 2002), pp 193-8.
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exercised regarding some of the interpretations in these publications. In naming
the various Dublin-based leper hospitals Murphy and Manchester incorrectly

t.49

credit St John the Baptist’s as being the oldest.”™ Their source is John Fleetwood,

but he actually states that unlike (my italics) many other many monastic

1.5% Another similar

hospitals, St John the Baptist's was for the sick in genera
mistake seems to have occurred based on P.W. Joyce’s inclusion of St John the
Baptist’s in his discussion of leper hospitals as Gerard Lee then quotes him and
includes the hospital among his own work on leper hospitals.®' Was this a simple
error where St John the Baptist’'s became associated with leprosy? Certainly in
the many and frequent references in the register to the patients, leprosy was not
mentioned. Sickness and poverty certainly were and given the contagious nature
of leprosy it would be unlikely that the hospital would have been principally a
leper hospital without this being mentioned in sources. St Stephen’s was a leper
hospital in medieval Dublin and is clearly stated as such in the sources. In 1230
the ‘Master and the lepers of the house of Saint Stephen at Dublin’ accepted a
‘surrender of the town of Balygyregan’.>® Another source which might lead those
interested in the hospital astray is Archdall's Monasticon Hibernicum. Within its
fairly extensive entry on St John the Baptist's can be found some entries with
dubious dating. Under 1313 the grant of Cecilia de Stonehouse of lands in
Rowlagh, Co. Dublin is mentioned, which must relate to Cicilia daughter of
Jordan the clerk who ¢.1265 gave lands in this area to the hospital.>® This grant
is again given under the year 1359 in Monasticon where it is stated that the grant

was given ‘about this time’.>* The purpose of these examples, of which there are

“° Ibid., p. 194.

% John F. Fleetwood, The history of medicine in Ireland (Dublin, 1983), p. 14.

' P.W. Joyce, A social history of ancient Ireland (2 vols, London, 1903), i, p. 618; Gerard A. Lee,
Leper hospitals in medieval Ireland (Dublin, 1996), p. 49.

%2 CARD, i, pp 168-9. For St Stephen’s see also; Myles V. Ronan, ‘Lazar houses of St Laurence
and St Stephen in medieaeval Dublin’ in John Ryan (ed.), Féil-sgribhinn Edin Mhic Néill; essays
and studies presented to Professor Eoin MacNeill (Dublin, 1995), pp 480-9; Lauren Buckley and
Alan Hayden, Excavations at St Stephen’s leper hospital, Dublin: a summary account and an
analysis of burials’ in Sean Duffy (ed.), Medieval Dublin Ill: proceedings of the Friends of
Medieval Dublin symposium 2001 (Dublin, 2002), pp 151-73.

> Reg HSJB, no. 299.

% Mervyn Archdall, Monasticon Hibernicum; or a history of the abbies, priories and other religious
houses in Ireland (Dublin, 1786), p. 208.
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more, is merely to indicate the propensity that exists to repeat errors when a
subject has not been thoroughly investigated, as this hospital has not hitherto
been. What this study can offer then is a chance either to dispel or confirm some
myths which surround the hospital.

One final area where previous scholarship has been crucial to this study
relates to philanthropy. In examining the benefactors of the hospital it is important
to understand their motivations for supporting it. This is difficult because the
sources available are administrative and legal and by their very nature tend not
to explain why an action was being carried out but rather how it should be
executed. There are two instances in which the type of charter in this collection
can record personal motivations or wishes; the first is by specifying to whom the
grant is being made, usually in the form:

‘Priori & fratribus Hospitalis sancti Johannis extra Novam Portam Dublinie
& eorum successoribus ad sustentationem infirmorum ibidem
decumbentium’.®

The other way in which a benefactor can personalise a gift is by linking it with his
or her family, in the form:

‘Hoc autem concessimus pro salute animarum nostrarum & pro animabus
partum nostrorum & matrum & parentum nostrorum & omnium fidelium
defunctorum’.®

Several schools of thought exist in relation to the concept of motivation.
Again, the first point to reiterate is that this is largely a theoretical debate.
Although the two examples above might be used to explain what motivated
benefactors, this is an interpretation imposed on them, due to the recurrence of
variations of these phrases throughout this and many other similar registers and
cartularies — although they are stock phrases, that alone should not result in their
outright dismissal. The debate on this issue will be covered from various angles.
Were the motivations of benefactors charitable, religious or pious or, on the other

hand, did they arise ultimately from social and economic considerations?

** Reg HSJB, no. 96.
% |bid., no. 38.
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Peregrine Horden warned that the archives of the larger hospitals ‘cannot by
themselves provide an adequate basis for grand theory.”” | would apply this to St
John the Baptist’s in respect of its wider place in society. To understand the
motivations of benefactors it is not enough simply to debate the level of their
piety or lack thereof, but rather what it was in their wider society that might have
compelled them to donate property, land and money to this institution. In the
Ireland of the late twelfth century and onward, political circumstances made a
huge difference to those who were in a position to make charitable gifts, and also
to those who were likely to be receiving them. Mark Hennessy touched on this
point with his suggestion that by ‘imposing his cultural identity’ an English lord in
Ireland might forge connections with that community.*® If the ‘history of medicine
in Ireland falls naturally into two divisions: the pre-Norman and the post-Norman’

St John the Baptist's represented the latter.>®

Secondary subjects: Land and property
And finally, in addition to being a hospital, St John the Baptist’s was both a
landlord and a tenant. Examining it in this capacity is entirely different to
attempting to address its medical purpose. As a land owner and rent collector St
John’s was part of a social stratum quite different to that of those poor and infirm
lying on its beds awaiting sustenance. Mark Hennessy has examined the
Tipperary lands of the hospital in some detail, including its role in the creation of
parishes in Tipperary.® In ‘The priory and hospital of the New Gate’ he
highlighted the subinfeudation process in Tipperary by which the large grants,
made by the greater English lords, were divided up among the lesser lords,

several of whom were then responsible for granting parts of their new

*" Peregrine Horden, ‘A discipline of relevance: the historiography of the later medieval hospital’,
The Journal of the Society for the Social History of Medicine, 1:3 (1988), p. 366.

%8 Hennessy, ‘The priory and hospital of the New Gate’, p. 49.

% Rev Francis Shaw, ‘Medicine in Ireland in medizeval times’, in William Doolin and Oliver
Fitzgerald (eds), What's past is prologue; a retrospect of Irish medicine (Dublin, 1952), p. 10.

- Hennessy, ‘Parochial organisation in medieval Tipperary’ pp 60-91; idem, ‘The priory and
hospital of the New Gate’, pp 41-54.

23



acquisitions to the hospital. For the Co Dublin area Jocelyn Otway-Ruthven
calculated the lands held there by St John the Baptist’s. This comprises only one
page in a short but crucial study of medieval church holdings. In 1962 Rev
Colmcille O Conbhui published a magisterial study of the lands of St Mary’s
Abbey, which was also dissolved in 1539.5" O Conbhui employed a variety of
sources to examine how and from whom the Cistercians of St Mary’s came to
hold their extensive lands. In many cases these are the same sources that will
hold information about St John the Baptist’s. Like the hospital, St Mary’s kept a
record of its holdings in a cartulary. At the demise of the religious houses an
extent, or survey, was carried out which was designed to assess the value of
each house. Despite some shortfalls in the manner in which this information was
recorded, they are an invaluable record of the level of wealth and property of
these houses in the mid-sixteenth century. Using the register, the extent of the
hospital, and later administrative records, it will be possible to present a more
extensive study of the Dublin lands of the hospital throughout its existence and

beyond than any previous study has done.

Conclusion
The thesis is comprised of two main strands: a prosopographical examination of
the benefactors, witnesses and miscellaneous names which are contained within
those charters which comprise the Dublin section of the hospital’s register and a
historical examination of the lands of these charters and the institution itself.
Each of the themes of this thesis has been addressed in previous studies. It is
not the first prosopographical study, the first examination of a medieval hospital,
nor the first to re-construct an urban society. What it does offer is the first large-
scale reconstruction of Dublin society using the medium of a register of one of its
medieval hospitals. St John the Baptist’s has been examined by academics in
short essays, as part of the wider religious community and as an important

landlord. The people who made its existence possible have, as a group, been

®" O Conbhui, ‘The lands of St Mary’s abbey’, pp 21-86.
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largely ignored. As these individuals perhaps supported the hospital for more
diverse reasons than would have been the case for the monasteries it is also
imperative to see St John'’s as a crucial part of medieval Dublin life. Despite all
the similarities between it and hospitals in medieval England and the Continent, it
was a product of local circumstances in Ireland and as such needs to be

understood on its own terms. This study will seek to add to that understanding.
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Chapter 1

The register of the hospital of St John the Baptist:
analysis of its creation, survival and value as a source

Introduction

‘Records...only speak when they are spoken to, and they will not talk to

strangers.”
A cartulary can be a daunting collection of records. Even those compiled by a
conscientious clerk, with rubricated titles and an easily deciphered order to the
deeds, can overwhelm by the sheer volume of names, both principal actors and
those contained on lengthy witness lists. Even a brief examination of G.R.C.
Davis’s catalogue of medieval British cartularies would attest not only to the high
number of cartularies produced but the range of categories into which they can
be divided.? Whether concerned with royal and episcopal privileges or the
preservation of the muniments of a family or religious house, the collections are
themselves an invaluable source for the time in which they were produced, apart
altogether from the contents. The cartulary of St John the Baptist’s in Dublin
carries no scribal autograph which might perhaps help to define the period of
time during which the main clerk was at work transcribing the original muniments
in the hospital’s possession. However, a note from Sir James Ware, in whose
possession the manuscript rested briefly, would seem to indicate that the prior
responsible for commissioning the cartulary was one of the late fourteenth-

century holders of that office, William Gerard.® This particular cartulary has the

' C.R. Cheney, Medieval texts and studies (Oxford, 1973), p. 8.

2 G.R.C. Davis, Medieval cartularies of Great Britain: a short catalogue (London, 1958).

® This manuscript, MS Rawlinson, B. 498, is currently housed in the Bodleian Library, Oxford. Its
features will be discussed in greater detail throughout this chapter. This is the MS on which
Register of the Hospital of St John the Baptist, ed. Eric St John Brooks (Dublin, 1936) was based
(hereafter Reg HSJB). Ware and his attached list of priors will be discussed in greater detail later
in the chapter.
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potential then to disclose much about who its benefactors and their social
counterparts were, and about the type and number of tenements, messuages,
burgage plots and other landholding types granted to and by the hospital. Even
its creation, though, tells us something of the hospital at that time, while the
register’s journey from the Newgate of Dublin to the Bodleian Library in Oxford in
itself provides a revealing insight into how the muniment collections of dissolved
religious houses were dispersed.

This chapter will have two main strands: its primary role is an examination
of the cartulary of St John the Baptist’s in all its facets - its contents and indeed
lacunae, its date of compilation, including a discussion of the physical make-up of
the manuscript. In tandem with this will be a wider discussion of the phenomenon
of medieval cartularies and in what category that of St John’s should be placed.
This will comprise both a definition of what a cartulary actually is, and how this
differs from a register, the two terms often seeming synonymous when used to
describe charter collections. How much thought was given to the internal
arrangement of these collections — whether by date, street, parish or by any other
system which might be followed easily and which would allow for ease of
consultation? One of the most pertinent questions is that of why these collections
were commissioned, all the more so because there are so few instances when
an answer is provided by those involved. By the late fourteenth century the
fratres in a Dover priory had become so concerned about the various nefarious
elements troubling their muniments - arsonists and robbers actively destroying
their collection and the slow rot of decay reducing what was not stolen - that they
decided to compile a cartulary to ensure that a least a copy existed if the
originals were destroyed.* Such experiences were common to many religious
houses, and it is likely that they each had similar reasons for undertaking the

considerable task of organising and copying a house’s entire muniments.

* Trevor Foulds, ‘Medieval cartularies’, Archives, 18:77 (1987), p. 23.
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Definition of a cartulary/register
Firstly then to clarify what a cartulary is and what one should expect to find in

such a collection. Davis wrote that cartularies

‘are registers of muniments, that is to say of the title-deeds (carte),
charters of privilege (privilegia) and other documents which are kept by
landowners as evidence of their personal or corporate rights. They are made
primarily for purposes of reference and information; their name derives from the
Latin word c(h)artu(l)arium, or registrum cartarum, by which in the Middle Ages
they were commonly known.”

Davis then categorises the cartularies, of which those most relevant for
this discussion include: general (containing the entire muniments of a house);
special (where a general cartulary might, due to size, need to be divided into
several volumes, each volume perhaps containing deeds of a specific nature
such as papal or royal); cartularies of rights and privileges (perhaps decisions
relating to disputes or final concords, but rarely the deeds themselves); chronicle
cartularies (the chronicle of a particular house but also containing copies of the
house’s most important charters); and inventories (essentially a finding list for the
muniments, with perhaps a short description of the deeds listed).® M.T. Clanchy
defined cartularies as ‘a collection of title-deeds copied into a register for greater
security’. He suggests that their emergence in England as a form of record-
keeping was brought about by the political and social upheavals caused by the
events of 1066 and then by the uncertainty of the reign of King Stephen less than
a hundred years later.” This raises the question then as to the distinction
between a cartulary and a register and if perhaps their individual peculiarities
have been somewhat lost over time. Trevor Foulds suggests that the now

interchangeable nature of the two terms may in part be because the

> Davis, Medieval cartularies, p. Xi.

® Davis, Medieval cartularies, pp Xiixiii.

"M.T. Clanchy, From memory to written record: England, 1066—1307 (2nd edn, Oxford, 1993), p.
101.
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‘great seventeenth-century antiquarians appear to have had a predilection
for the term ‘register’, and perpetuated confusion...by applying it to both
cartularies and registers indiscriminately.’®

A register, relative to a cartulary, contains a greater variety of documents
relating to the management or maintenance of a religious house, or of a family
estate. While it may contain title-deeds, these do not predominate among the
contents, whereas in a cartulary, title-deeds ‘must predominate almost to the
exclusion of all other material’, hence the derivation of the name of the collection
from cartae.® The distinction then between the two is clear, though how the terms
lost this is also easy to see, given that ultimately both are collections of the
original documents that those who commissioned them considered important
enough to have copied. So what of St John’s and its register? The collection of
deeds which survives as MS Rawl. B. 498 is primarily a collection of the
hospital’s title-deeds, copied from the originals which were, in some instances at
least and according to the main scribe, held in hanapers or baskets.' It is not a
collection exclusively concerned with title-deeds, but is certainly predominantly
so. Those entries which are not copies of charters testifying to grants made to or
by the prior and brethren relate to disputes between parties concerned with other
such grants, or confirmation by ecclesiastical authorities regarding the granting of
tithes in their jurisdictions.”” Why then is it known as a register and not a
cartulary? The answer would seem to lie in what happened to the manuscript

following the dissolution of the hospital and would perhaps support Foulds’s

® Foulds, ‘Medieval cartularies’, p. 5.

® Ibid., p. 7. This is a much simplified summary of Foulds’s analysis of the distinction between the
two types of record collections.

"% This will be discussed in greater detail later in the chapter.

"' Reg HSJB, no. 521 is a confirmation by Matthew, archbishop of Cashel, of the church of
Clogher in Co Tipperary. The preceding charter in the register is the original grant of this to the
hospital by William le Bret. Reg HSJUB, no. 21 is a letter noting the appointment of John
Chamberlain (Camerarius) as John le Marshal’s attorney in his bid to assign part of a messuage
to the hospital.
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assertion regarding those antiquarians who drew no great distinction between the

two, the antiquarian in this instance being Sir James Ware.'?

From Newgate, Dublin to the Bodleian Library, Oxford
In the 1920s and 1930s Charles McNeill and Eric St John Brooks examined the

manuscript in detail and published their findings, the former in the Journal of the
County Louth Archaeological Society and the latter in the introduction to his
edition of the manuscript.’®> McNeill undertook the task of tracing the owners of
the manuscript from the date of the hospital’s closure to its present home, a task
aided by the predilection of these various owners to leave, in some instances,
quite significant physical marks on the manuscript. Perhaps the earliest traceable
user, aside from the priors and brethren, was Archbishop John Alen.'* As the
archbishop died in 1534 he must have consulted the manuscript while it was still
presumably in active use in the hospital. However, several known grants made in
the sixteenth century failed to find their way into what is now the extant
manuscript, meaning that the register as it exists today is not the definitive record
of the hospital’s transactions.'®> As the man who held the archbishopric when the
hospital was ceded to diocesan control in 1531, it is conceivable that Alen would
also have wanted to consult the hospital muniments, most of which by then must

have existed only in the form of the copy in the register.'® McNeill refers to Alen’s

'2 Graham Parry, ‘Ware, Sir James (1594—1666)’, Oxford Dictionary of National Biography,
Oxford University Press, 2004 [http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/28729, accessed 31 Jan
2011].

'3 Charles McNeill, ‘The de Verdons and the Draycots’, Journal of the County Louth
Archaeological Society, 5:3 (1923), pp 166—72; ‘Some early documents relating to English Uriel,
and the towns of Drogheda and Dundalk’, Journal of the County Louth Archaeological Society,
5:4 (1924), pp 270-77.

'* James Murray, ‘Alen, John (1476-1534)’, Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, Oxford
University Press, 2004; online edn, Jan 2008 [http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/277,
accessed 1 Feb 2011]; Francis Elrington Ball, The judges in Ireland, 1221-1921 (2 vols, London,
1926), i, pp 195-6.

"> Two of these deeds now form part of the Talbot collection held in the Bodleian Library, Oxford:
MS Talbot c. 96/4 dates to 1520 and MS Talbot c. 96/5 dates to 1536. They will both be
discussed later in the chapter. Another indenture dated to 1513 can be found in Calendar of
Archbishop Alen’s Register, c. 1172—-1534, ed. Charles McNeill (Dublin, 1950), p. 261 (hereafter
Cal Arbp Alen’s Reg).

'® Cal Arbp Alen’s Reg, p. 276. See chapter 5 for more details on the relinquishment of diocesan
control.
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‘characteristic markings’ appearing on some of the inserted charters (which are
examined in detail below), from which he deduced that these inserts were in
place before the dissolution when ownership changed hands.'” There are several
drawings throughout the manuscript, such as that of a hand pointing from the
margins to the title of charter no. 37 and another pointed finger midway through
charter no. 122, drawing attention to the reference to St Francis’s church in the
western suburb of Dublin. Beside this extended finger is written a reference to
the church, almost certainly by the same writer, but it cannot be stated with any
certainty that these are the markings referred to by McNeill."®

Following the closure of the hospital the register found its way into the
hands of the Draycott family of Mornington, Co Meath. A Derbyshire native,
Henry Draycott began his career in Ireland in 1541 as the comptroller of the pipe
in the Irish exchequer. Four years later he was appointed to the office of chief
remembrancer in the exchequer.'® As one of that group of new Tudor
administrators in Ireland, such as Chief Justice Luttrell or under-treasurer of
Ireland, William Brabazon, Draycott also benefited personally from the dissolution
of the monastic houses, receiving among other grants, some of the lands of the
Cistercian house of Dunbrody in Co Wexford and the site of the old Verdun
foundation of St Leonard’s hospital near Dundalk, including its demesne lands.*
In 1553 he also secured for himself the site of Llanthony Secunda at Duleek, in
addition to lands at Mornington in Meath.?' As part of his library he acquired
various items, including the Black Book of Llanthony and what McNeill calls the
books (perhaps meaning their registers or items from their libraries) of St
Leonard’s hospital, Dundalk and Our Lady’s in Duleek and the register of St
John’s. Draycott’s name does not appear among the many who, at various times

following the dissolution, were granted by the crown rights of ownership over

"7 McNeill, ‘Some early documents’, p. 271.

i Reg HSJB, no. 37 (MS Rawl. B. 498, fol. 11r); Reg HSJB, no. 122 (MS Rawl. B. 498, fol. 56v).
ke Stephen B. Barnwall, ‘Henry Draycott and the Draycotts of Mornington, Co Meath’, Riocht na
Midhe, 6:3 (1977), p. 68. Ball's entry on Draycott gives his earliest date in Ireland as 1544: Ball,
The judges in Ireland, i, pp 209-10.

2% Barnwall, ‘Henry Draycott and the Draycotts of Mornington’, pp 68-9.

2" Arlene Hogan, The priory of Llanthony Prima and Secunda in Ireland, 1172—1541: lands,
patronage and politics (Dublin, 2008), p. 222.
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either the site of the former hospital of St John’s or its acquisitions. In light of this,
McNeill suggested that the explanation for Draycott’s acquisition of these records
must be found in his place of employment in the Irish exchequer and perhaps
also that interest in these deed collections waned as the lands of religious
houses were gradually dispersed.??

That more records such as these did not survive may in part be due to a
lack of interest on the part of those who acquired the estates of the dissolved
religious houses in retaining proof of a third-party claim to their new lands. Any
records not containing title-deeds (kitchen accounts or patient-lists, for example)
may not have been considered of significant importance to maintain. It may even
be possible that the remaining priors and brethren of these houses kept some of
these original or transcribed deeds as mementos for themselves.

Following his death in 1572 Henry’s successor at Mornington was his son
John, whose marriage into the Barnewall family secured the Draycotts’ place,
though perhaps a minor one, among the recusant Old English of Ireland.?® John
also inherited his father’s library, or at the very least he retained ownership of the
register of St John’s, which became almost a working document for him as he
filled several pages with the results of his own historical research, which included
the genealogies of some of the earliest English settlers in Ireland, beginning with
Bertram de Verdun.?* The amount of blank space used by this writer to commit to
writing his interest in these early English conquistadors (he also includes a copy
of Henry II's grant of Meath to Hugh de Lacy) is slightly problematic. Some, like
the entry on Bertram de Verdun, simply fill in space, in that particular instance at
the bottom of an entry in the section on the place in Dublin known as Bertram’s
Court, and thus the placing is appropriate, and the space simply that which was
left empty by the main scribe of the register. The real issue concerns those full-
page entries, where it is more difficult to ascertain whether the folios were left

blank by the original scribe, and if so why, or alternatively whether the original

22 McNeill, ‘Some early documents’, p. 273.

2 Barnwall, ‘Henry Draycott and the Draycotts of Mornington’, pp 74-5.

24 McNeill, The de Verdons and the Draycots’, p. 167: MS Rawl. B. 498, fol. 60v (‘under which the
Abbot and Convent de Bello Becco in Normandy were empowered to transfer to the Abbey of
Furness in England the manor of Ballibecco near Drogheda’).
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contents were erased by the later users of the register. A full page entry on fol.
66v contains an extract taken from the roll of Common Pleas at Dublin.?® This
page has, according to McNeill, been cleared by erasure to allow room for both
the roll extract and a copy of a quitclaim from Joan de Mortimer to her uncle,
Simon de Geneville. St John Brooks was unconvinced that these pages had
been cleared by erasure, and in the introduction to his edition of the register he
mentions that an examination of these pages had been made for him by the
Bodleian Library staff using ultra-violet light. My own examination of these pages
with the Bodleian’s ultra-violet lamp led me to the same conclusion as St John
Brooks; having said that, the pages would seem to have been treated, for in
several places the parchment is certainly not the same texture as those
containing the work of the original scribe, but, without more extensive physical
analysis, St John Brooks’s reservations would seem to hold still nonetheless.
McNeill gave no indication as to what brought him to the conclusion that the
original contents of these pages had been cleared or indeed why he thought that
Draycott, having preserved the register, would then destroy part of its contents to
allow for his own entries. That said, St John Brooks suggests that the Draycott
insertions were made at ‘the ends of completed sections where blank pages are
commonly found’, which is certainly a phenomenon found in other parts of the
register, but does not explain why the scribe would have left several folios empty
between the sections containing the grants relating to Bertram’s Court and those
in the next section which covered Donore and the Coombe. Although the pricking
of folios is not consistent throughout the entire register (this will be discussed
later) those folios which contain both the details on the Verduns, de Lacys and
particulars of the earl of Ulster, Richard de Burgh, are pricked and are foliated by
the original scribe. They may have been left blank if the scribe believed that there
were other charters which needed to be copied into the section on Bertram’s
Court, charters which perhaps were not yet in his possession.

Draycott also included on a blank folio at the back of the register (fol.

185v) an index of sorts, making reference to particular figures such as Theobald

® Reg HSJB, p. 100.
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Walter and the Barnewalls. Similar additions to the Llanthony Prima cartulary
might suggest that it too had temporarily been in John Draycott’s hands. In
Arlene Hogan’s description of the Llanthony Prima manuscript she noted that on
two of the folios a genealogy of Hugh de Lacy’s descendants was added, in
English, which she speculated were added onto folios which had been left blank
in its original compilation.?®

Nicholas Bernard wrote an account of Phelim O’Neill’s unsuccessful siege
of Drogheda in 1642 and included information on the fate of the Draycott library
(John Draycott having died in 1639).%” In this, Bernard recounts how the house of
the Draycotts in Mornington, east of the town of Drogheda, was burned. Those
parts of the Draycott library saved from the fire were ‘brought in hither and sold
us at very easy Rates; a very fair large parchment Manuscript of an old Missal
consecrated to that Church of Marlington came to my Hands’.?® McNeill suggests
that the register of St John’s must have been among the items saved and that
following this then came into the hands of Sir James Ware, the earl of Clarendon
and the duke of Chandos, and was then subsequently bought by Richard
Rawlinson for 11s.%°

Following its use by Archbishop Alen, John Draycott, and perhaps to a
lesser extent the anonymous artist, it is to Ware that the remainder of the
markings on the text should be ascribed. It is possibly to him also that the
designation of the manuscript as a register rather than a cartulary (as it is named
in the Bodleian catalogue) is to be credited. On one of the first few blank folios is
written ‘Regestum Chartarum Hospitalis Sci Johannis Baptistae extra novam
portam civitatis Dublin’ in what would appear to be Ware's writing. The register
as it exists today has no other title, although when referring to St John’s register
in his edition of Archbishop Alen’s register, Charles McNeill refers to it as

‘Registrum cartarum hospitalis S. Johannis Baptistee extra novam portam civitatis

% Hogan, The priory of Llanthony Prima and Secunda, p. 29.

%7 McNeill, ‘Some early documents’, p. 274.

*® Nicholas Bernard, The whole proceedings of the siege of Drogheda. To which is added, A true
account of the siege of London-Derry (Dublin, 1736), p. 76.

% McNeill, ‘Some early documents’, p. 270.
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Dublin, tempore Edwardi Ill concinnatum’.*® This title is not to be found in the
register. In addition, McNeill and St John Brooks originally believed that one folio
from the extant manuscript was entirely missing, but, not long after St John
Brooks published his edition of the register, he was made aware by Herbert
Wood of the presence of the missing folio in MS. British Library Additional 4797.
This was included as addenda et corrigenda in the published register.®" As the
collection in which it now exists was part of Ware’s, St John Brooks speculated
that it may have been separated from the remainder of the register when in
Ware’s hands. If there was another, more complete reference to a title here, such
as that given by McNeill in Archbishop Alen’s register, none of those who have
commented on the discovery of the additional folio have made reference to its
presence, and given the thoroughness of both commentaries this makes it
certain that there is none.

Ware’s other contributions to the register, if its current designation as a
register is indeed due to him, include the index he provided, the list of priors, the
binding and the rather intriguing inside cover. On the cover of the leather binding
is an engraving of the Ware family coat of arms, two lions (possibly passant but
the low quality makes it difficult to be certain) surrounded by eight shells. The
coloured plate pasted onto the inside board defeated McNeill's considerable
research powers, but St John Brooks was able to identify somewhat the meaning
of the plate which bears in the centre the legend ‘Academia Leonardi Vi[n]ci’
while also noting that it can also be found in Ware’s copy of the Annals of
Ulster.® A.M. Hind dismissed the suggestion that they relate to an actual
academy presided over by da Vinci, or were designed as admission to lectures or
as an ex-libris for the library of the academy. He instead suggested that they

were intended as a ‘decorative puzzle’ for artists, similar designs appearing

% Cal Arbp Alen’s Reg, p. 69.

*" Reg HSJB, pp xxii—xxv. A more detailed transcription of the folio is given by Gearéid Mac
Niocaill, ‘An unpublished fragment of the Register of the Hospital of St John the Baptist, Dublin’,
Journal of the Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland, 92 (1962), pp 67-9.

%2 Reg HSJB, p. xv.
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throughout other works related to Leonardo.® If it was Ware who placed the plate
in the two manuscripts (and McNeill was of the opinion that it had been placed
there before the manuscript reached Ware), it can only be speculated as to how
he acquired them, perhaps during one of his continental visits, and they may
have no significance in this setting other than their decorative purpose.

The list of priors compiled by Ware, affixed to the manuscript, provided the
basis for St John Brooks’s updated list, and both of these were invaluable for the
prosopographical analysis of the priors in this thesis.>* Ware’s list in the register
contains the names of more priors than the modern edition, as St John Brooks
published a heavily edited version of the list, omitting several of Ware’s
comments. However, several of these comments are far from the random
musings and marks made by most of the users of the register, where they
mention a name or note a date in the margin of a particular charter. That St John
Brooks omitted some details from Ware’s list, but failed to mention this in his
edition demonstrates the desirability of being able to check an original
manuscript against a published edition. For instance, under Thomas de Landa’s
name (prior 1331—40), Ware noted that other than the chaplains and lay brethren

1.3 Ware’s next entry, and

there were 155 poor and infirm being fed in the hospita
the next prior, was William Gerard. He had in fact already held the position
before de Landa, possibly only for a short time during 1331. Following de
Landa’s death in 1340, Gerard once again assumed the position of prior, which
he held until 1363. As will be seen in chapter five, in April of that year the
archbishop of Dublin, Thomas Minot, was ordered to investigate ‘rents, lands,
vineyards, rights and goods thereof, which prior William and his predecessors

are said to have alienated and wasted, to the injury of the men, women, and

% Arthur Mayger Hind, Catalogue of early ltalian engravers preserved in the Department of Prints
and Drawing in the British Museum, ed. Sidney Colvin (London, 1910), pp 404-5.

% All references to Ware's list are taken from MS Rawl. B. 498, fol. iii, affixed to the register.

% This most likely refers to a grant of deodands received by the hospital in 1334 when it was
claimed that due to ‘hostile attacks of Scots and Irish’ the hospital was unable to support the 155
patients in its care. Cal Pat Rolls, 1330-34, p. 552.
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orphans living therein’ and to remove the prior if he was found guilty.®® This is the
last official date for Gerard which has emerged to date, although the next
recorded date for a prior is almost twenty years later, when Ware simply notes
that John, the prior, vixit. Ware however notes that it was during Gerard’s time as
prior that the register was written, allowing then for a date range of 1340 to 1363,
at least, for his time as prior, which St John Brooks omitted.

If Ware is correct in stating that it was during Gerard’s time as prior that
the register was commissioned, it might possibly have been related to the
complaints being made about the mismanagement of the hospital, perhaps in an
attempt to gather together all the surviving deeds of the hospital and make a
transcription should disputes about the hospital’s right to lands or rents arise in
the future. Gerard may have been attempting to counter the claims made against
him: it is known that priors and other head of houses ‘who hoped to exploit a
potentially lucrative source of income at the expense of staff and patients, moved
quickly to confiscate documents of title, statutes and...common seals’.>” This
may have been Gerard’s attempt to prove that he at least had done no wrong. It
may even be the case that he was not himself responsible for setting the scribes
their task and that the creation of the register came about as a result of
Archbishop Minot’s investigations. The head of a religious house did not always
of course commission a cartulary for negative reasons — fear of theft, fire or legal
disputes — they could also be a source of pride for a house, the opportunity to
demonstrate the many acquisitions made by it. In this capacity it might have
functioned almost as a brochure for prospective benefactors, who might see at
an easy glance the illustrious citizens whose souls were being prayed for by the
infirm within the hospital.

Ware also however records that at that time the hospital had the care of
130 weak or ill paupers (pauperum languidorum), noting the close rolls of 21

Edward Il (1347-8) as the source. If these numbers were accurate, and

% Cal Papal Reg, iv, p. 87. Minot is not named in the letter; see F.J. Byrne, ‘Bishops, 1111-1534’
in T.W. Moody, F.X. Martin and F.J. Byrne (eds), A new history of Ireland, ix: maps, genealogies,
lists (Oxford, 1984), p. 310 for his name and dates.

% Carole Rawcliffe, ‘Passports to paradise: how English medieval hospitals and almshouses kept
their archives’, Archives, 27:106 (2002), p. 14.
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allowance must be made for the possibility that the 155 patients quoted in the
1330s may have been an embellishment, numbers of patients cared for in the
hospital did then begin to fall rapidly throughout the fourteenth century, the last
official figure for patient numbers occurring in the 1370s when the numbers had
fallen to 115.% William Talbot was prior in the 1450s, replaced by Richard
Hediane in the 1460s and reinstated again in the 1470s, until his death in 1475.
Ware made no mention of Hedian, but he does note that on his death in 1475
Talbot was an old man. Talbot also, according to Ware, travelled to England to
visit the tomb of Thomas Becket, the martyred archbishop of Canterbury. Finally,
Ware makes a point of noting that that the hospital had been governed by six

priors over the course of only five years, indicating a relatively rapid turnover

Scribal hands and physical characteristics

As both St John Brooks and McNeill have commented to varying degrees on the
hands and the physical make-up of the register the observations made here will
be confined largely to other aspects of the manuscript not noted by either of
these authors in their publications on the register.*® The manuscript has ‘sixteen
gatherings, each usually of six sheets, folded in the middle so as to make twelve
leaves or folios.” In some instances these numbers vary, usually when the scribe
has added an extra folio to allow him to complete a partiular section within one
gathering, for example the seventh gathering has thirteen folios, the additional
one allowing the scribe to complete the section on Fingal. The register is, as St
John Brooks noted, mostly in two hands.*® The script is English cursive
documentary script (cursiva anglicana), which ‘emphasizes the regularity and

compactness of the head and base-lines and the bodies of letters, with

% Cal Pat Rolls, 1370-74, p. 302.

% |n the introdution to his edition of the register St John Brooks gives a detailed description of the
manuscript. While researching in the Bodleian | checked the description against the manuscript
and as | found no discrepencies, the summary given here in the main text is taken from St John
Brooks: Reg HSJB, pp Viii—ix.

“° Reg HSJB, p. xi.
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lengthening of selected ascenders and descenders.’*' The secondary hand is in
the same script, but is not as small and compact as the main hand. The
secondary scribe may not have been the most observant of clerks for in two
instances he includes charters which had previously been recorded by the main
scribe. The first example is that of a charter of Brother Osbert, prior of St John’s,
which was then crossed through with scripitur in principio libri written in the
margin beside it, in a more compact hand which may indicate that the main
scribe had noticed the error and directed the reader to his original entry.** A
similar occurrence can be found on fol.11v where again the larger of the two
hands has included a charter which is also to be found written by the main scribe
on ff 8r and 8v. Again there is a contemporary note - scribitur superious in viii
folio - to demonstrate that the entry is a repeat of an earlier charter.*® There is no
discernible reason why the secondary scribe would have chosen to repeat either
of these, or the location.  In the entire register there are 211 charters which
mention a clerk (clericus) in the witness list. Many of these names are repeated
over the course of many years, and deeds. In most instances the clerk is the final
named witness on the list (followed by the standard refrain et multis aliis), but
occasionally it is noted that the named clerk was responsible for writing the
charter. Alan, not simply a clerk but called a rithmatore (one who composes
rhymes), appears named as such in two charters where it was stated that he had
written those deeds.** Robert de Bedford, chaplain, was noted as having written
one charter and appears as last witness in another.*® William, notarius Dublinie
was probably William fitz Robert, clerk of the city, granted a plot of land by the
Newgate for his services to the city.*® Occasionally two clerks appear together; in

charter 36, William the city clerk is listed, followed by Henry, who wrote the

*" Michelle Brown, A guide to Western historical scripts from antiquity to 1600 (London, 1990), p.
95.

“ Reg HSJB, no. 8: MS Rawl. B. 498, fol. 5v.

“ This warning appears also to have been written in two hands, ‘scribitur superius’ in one not well
formed hand and ‘i viii folio’ in that of the main scribe.

“ Reg HSJB, no. 72 (c. 1190) and no. 458 (c. 1200).

* Reg HSJB, nos 91 and 93 (both dated ¢. 1230).

* Reg HSJB, no. 13 as notarius; CARD, i, no. 3, p. 82 for the grant to William fitz Robert. For
William and his career see Mary Clark and Grainne Doran, Serving the city: the Dublin city
managers and town clerks, 1230—1996 (Dublin, 1996), pp 2-3 and 16.
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charter. While some of the scribes who wrote the original charters may have
identified themselves, this is in stark contrast to the lack of any scribal signature
for those who gathered them together into St John’s register. This is not the case
with all such registers, and in some instances the scribes actually supply both
their name and the purpose of their task. The scribes of the Llanthony cartulary
explained that an Adam Elmeley and William Temset, both proctors in Ireland,
had worked on the document.*’ Following EImeley and Temset several other
scribes took up the work, perhaps enough to allow us to imagine ‘a small staff
working on the records of Llanthony’.*® The cartulary of St Bartholomew’s
hospital in London was begun in the first few decades of the fifteenth century,
when several of the deeds were transcribed by John Cok, who identified himself
as the scribe.*® Occasionally a scribe working on behalf of the archbishop of
Canterbury would find that neither the original nor the transcript he needed for a
particular register was available and would need assistance from one of the
houses in the archbishop’s jurisdiction, suggesting a level of ‘administrative co-
operation between the clerks in the service of these religious corporations,
exchanging information and providing each other with the documents they

wanted.”°

Duplicated deeds
Twenty-three charters in total are duplicated throughout the register. A
chirograph of Roger de Ashbourne which appears on fol. 10r has been crossed
through and in the margin is written scribitur in parochia Sancti Patricii inter
copias cartarum. In a footnote St John Brooks notes that the charter is not to be

found in that section but it in fact is, at the point where the section detailing those

*"'Hogan, The priory of Llanthony Prima and Secunda, p. 32.

8 David Walker, ‘The organization of material in medieval cartularies’ in D.A. Bullough and R.L.
Storey (eds), The study of medieval records (Oxford, 1971), p. 148.

* Cartulary of St Bartholomew's Hospital, founded 1123, ed. Nellie J.M. Kerling (London, 1973),
p. 3. Cok had been a servant to one of the hospital’'s masters prior to becoming a brother himself
and he later became the hospital’s renter. Ibid., p. 8.

* F.R.H. Du Boulay, The lordship of Canterbury: an essay on medieval society (London, 1966),
p. 6. Chapter one is concerned with the composition and arrangement of the archives of the
medieval archbishopric.
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charters relating to the parish of St Patrick’'s moves into the section on Bertram’s
Court, and curiously enough St John Brooks has himself repeated it in that
section.®" Charters nos 47 and 48 were also duplicated and again there appears
to be no discernible reason why this would have been done, especially as the
original charters, both of which relate to holdings on Rochelle Street, are in the
correct section of the register. The first entry was written by the main scribe and
appears to be in sequence as the preceding charter (no. 46) also concerns
Rochelle Street. Both duplications appear again to have been entered by the
secondary scribe as they are in the larger hand which appeared again in the
bottom half of fol. 15v for the entry of charter no. 49. The duplication of no. 47
was not crossed out, but that of no. 48 was, and in the margin beside it was
written in brackets, fol. 15v, to refer the reader to the original entry. This would
not seem to have been a contemporary entry, and from a similar instruction in the
margin of fol. 37r was probably written by a Bodleian librarian.

Occasionally a reason for duplicated charters can be speculated upon.
Also part of the section on St Audoen’s is charter no. 55. With a rubricated first
initial in both the title and first word of the charter itself, and with another couple
of touches of red ink throughout the text, it stands out as perhaps having a
special significance. In the margin is another drawing, this time of what can
perhaps best be described as a three-leaf clover. Stitched to the previous folio is
what was probably the original of the deed, written in a hand entirely different to
the two main hands of the register, with the same three-leaf clover in the margin.
The presence of the two is then perhaps due to the later discovery of the original,
which was then attached to the register once it was unearthed. That it was not
available at the time of the compilation of the register can probably be deduced
from the fact that it was not stitched over the entry in the register as this folio had
already become home to an extra, inserted folio. The same was probably true for
three more deeds where an insert — probably the original — was attached to the
register and the contents also entered into the register. The first was a final

concord between one of the priors, Walter de Southwell, and Robert de Alemania

*" Reg HSJB, nos 34 and 169.
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(charter no. 240), which was stitched onto fol. 103r (more on this chirograph
below) and was also an entry in the register on fol 105r. The second is charter
no. 320, a grant from Robert de Pulla, which is on the dorse of an insert before
fol. 105 but also was written into the register on fol. 121r, where his other deeds
and those of his uncle were also located.?® The third is no. 98, stitched to fol. 39
and covering the same charter in the register, including the drawing of an ornate
cross found on the original. The two copies are not in the same hand, the
stitched version probably being the original as it has a small hole where the
thread for the seal would have gone.

Another duplication was more than likely the result of the scribe wishing to
include a deed with property in two parishes in each relevant section for that
parish. Nicholas de Beverly’s grant to the hospital was of rent from a property on
Fishamble Street in the parish of St John of Bothe Street and rent from a
property on Skinner’s Row in the parish of St Werburgh. The two charters appear
to be in different hands (neither is in the small script of the main hand) and the
duplicated copy has a much more detailed rubricated title but also refers to
where the original deeds can be found: Require istam cartam in cophino parochie
sancti Johannis de Bouestret directs those seeking the original to look for it in the
hanaper containing those deeds relating to that parish — an indicator also as to
how the deeds themselves were kept within the hospital, a point which will be
examined in greater detail below. The same reason for duplication can perhaps
be proffered for deed number fifty-five, from Agnes Goymund, daughter and heir
of Walter, whose donations were from three different areas, Bertram’s Court and
the parishes of SS Olaf and Andrew. It comprises in fact the only charter in the
section for the parish of St Olaf, but when repeated in the section on Bertram’s
Court the scribe noted in a rubricated note in the margin that the charter could be

found in the hanaper for the parish of St Olaf.>®

For completeness of course it
should really have been entered a third time, but it is not to be found in the

section covering the parish of St Andrew. Finally, a third duplication of this kind

%2 Reg HSJB, nos 377-79.
>3 MS Rawl. B. 498, fol. 54r.
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appears to have been the reason for the inclusion of William Gascoin’s sale to
the hospital in both the section relating to the parish of St Kevin (fol. 74r) and
again that of Terenure (fol. 108r). William's charter (no. 153) concerns two
burgages in the vicinity of St Kevin's and sixteen acres of land he held of the
archbishop of Dublin. The repetition of this charter in the later section of the
register is because charter number 339 amounts to a confirmation of this grant
by the then archbishop, Luke, and though this latter contains other material
unrelated to William’s sale, it was clearly thought prudent that these should be
placed together.

Although the two scribes were clearly working on the compilation of the
main register at the same time, in one instance they both had a hand in copying
the same charter. On fol. 20r (charter fifty-seven) an assise of fresh force
between Elias de Ashbourne and the hospital, made in 1342 in the presence of
the then mayor and bailiffs, was begun in the hand of the secondary scribe, but
only eleven lines in was taken over by the main scribe who then continues for the
next few folios. Contained within this long entry is a reference to a thirteenth-
century agreement made between Roger de Ashbourne and the hospital, which
formed the basis of the dispute between his son Elias and the hospital. This
portion of the entry was written by the main scribe, but was not separated, or
distinguished as a separate charter, by any type of heading or markings. It was
however included as a separate entry on fol. 83r (St John Brooks did not include
or number the duplicated charters, simply noting the number he had given the
original), where the rubricated title mentions Elias de Ashbourne, although the
charter itself related solely to his father, Roger. The scribe must have been
aware of its use in the court proceedings (hence the reference to Elias) although
he does not draw the reader’s attention to this duplication.

The importance placed on the hospital’s dispute with Elias de Ashbourne
can perhaps be gleaned from the prominent place given to the various details of
the dispute in the register. Over three full folios, fol. 40r to fol. 43r (leaving fol. 43
v blank) the main scribe lays out the various judicial cases between de

Ashbourne and the hospital, in addition to providing a copy of the deeds upon
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which the various disputes were based.* The judicial cases all date to the mid-
fourteenth century while the three deeds on which they are based are all late
thirteenth-century — these latter were incorporated by the main scribe into the
body of his text, with no markings to differentiate between them. These three
deeds were later duplicated, with rubricated titles, and by a different scribe.

In addition to being unnecessary, some duplications were also put into an
entirely different section from the original. Charter numbers sixty-three and sixty-
four both concerned land in Rochelle Street, the former a charter from Mariota
Ranolf to Thomas de Crofton while the latter charter was Thomas de Crofton
granting the hospital rent from his new acquisition. Both deeds are repeated in a
different hand several folios later, in the section covering the parish of St
Nicholas’s. Two deeds in which the hospital were the grantors of land in Donore,
to the south-west of the city, were both placed in the section relating to Donore
but were then crossed out and can be found again, almost twenty folios later,
between the end of the section on Bertram’s Court and that on St Patrick’s, with
no discernible reason for the move. Five indentures, one from the parish of St
Michael, one from St Kevin’s, and three from that of St Nicholas’s were repeated
toward the end of the register on folios which had not been numbered by the
main scribes and are in an entirely different hand — the purpose was perhaps to
gather into one section, presumably for ease of reference, those indentures
between the hospital and various parties which were dotted throughout the

remainder of the register.*

Inserted deeds (free-standing and sewn on)
Another feature of the register, which further demonstrates that it was repeatedly
updated and very much part of the administration of the hospital, are the many
inserts found throughout. They tend to be of two kinds, either stitched on to the
top of a folio or free-standing, meaning that they were inserted firmly into the

gathering of the quire, where, depending on the size of the piece of parchment, a

 Reg HSJB, nos 99, 100 and 101.
%> MS Rawl. B. 498, fol. 86r and fol. 86v.
% Reg HSJB, nos 68, 78, 79, 80 and 150 were all repeated.
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small piece of the inserted parchment can be found on the other side of the quire.
The presence of the inserts is one of the two contributing factors to the variance
in foliation between that of the scribes, that of the Bodleian and St John Brooks's
own foliation, which, as it is the system most easily accessible due to his
publication, has been the system adhered to in this thesis. The register was
foliated by one of the main scribes, probably all in the one hand, in Roman
numerals, written on the top of the recto of each folio. This numbering was
carried up to fol. 176r, after which the hand changes entirely and the scribal
foliation follows as 177, in Arabic rather than Roman numerals — it continues in
this fashion until fol. 184, which contains the drawing of the crucifix mentioned
above. Who was responsible for the change in how the folios were numbered?
The number of hands through which the register passed means that it would
probably require much more detailed parchment analysis than has been done to
date.

Although the majority of the manuscript was foliated in the same fashion,
and probably by the same scribe, there were idiosyncrasies which St John
Brooks noted in his introduction. To summarise: on reaching folio 119, rather
than follow it with 120, he returned to one hundred — as St John Brooks

7 Another slip meant

describes it the ‘scribe reckoned a ‘long’ hundred of 120.
that 130 led to 140, rather than 131. Fol. 67 is incorrectly numbered as 68 and
fol.115 was numbered twice. St John Brooks follows these scribal variances,
and, once aware that they exist, they do not cause a user of the document
particular difficulties. Where confusion might arise however is where a user
consults the manuscript housed in the Bodleian Library or views its digital version
online.®® From ff 1 to 24 the Bodleian numbering of the folios (in Arabic
numbering, also on the top of the recto side of the folio) follows that of the scribe,
the insert between ff 24 and 25 the starting point for the discrepancy. For
manuscripts to which later inserts have been added (what St John Brooks called

‘bills’ in his introduction), and where those have not been foliated by the scribe,

" Reg HSJB, p. ix.
%8 Available at [http:/image.ac.uk]. An excellent, if incomplete resource.
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as is the case with those in the register, a clear system exists for how these
should then be numbered. Where an entire manuscript is unfoliated, the Bodleian
would number the main folio, then number the attached leaf. As the register of St
John’s was fully foliated, the method would be to follow that numbering system,
only altering the main folio from 25 to 25a, and then number the stitched insert as
25b, the alphabetical additions being the only alterations.>® Had this been
followed there would be only a slight and easy-to-follow differentiation between
the two systems. Where an insert was free-standing (inserted into the quire, with
a corresponding ‘stub’ at the other side of the quire) the same system would be
followed. Hence, where a folio, say fol.1 had both an attachment stitched to it and
a free-standing insert, the folio would become fol. 1a, one insert would be 1b and
the second insert 1c. The pattern of foliation that was used by the Bodleian was
however not consistent and now means that where the scribal foliation ends at
fol. 176, the corresponding Bodleian foliation is numbered 203. The system of
foliation described above has, according to Dr Kauffmann, only been in place
since the 1980s, and for those manuscripts catalogued in the nineteenth century,
during what he called the ‘large-scale cataloguing campaigns’ of the time, a
consistent and uniform approach was unlikely to have been in place.

So, how did the Bodleian approach the task of numbering the free-
standing and stitched inserts? And what else can these additions reveal about
the register or the scribes? The first insert is stitched to fol. 6v. It is what seems
to be the lower right-hand half of an indentured chirograph, which would then
possibly indicate that this was the original deed.®® The deed itself does not
directly concern the hospital: it is a final concord, dated 1312, between John le
Mareschal and Richard Freynshe and his wife Agnes, regarding rent and land on
Thomas Street. Its place in the register is explained by the charter which lies
beneath it, in the main body of the text (no. 20) as this is a deed from le
Mareschal to the hospital, six years later, in which the three parts of one

messuage on Thomas Street, over which he had reached agreement with

% Personal communication from Dr Martin Kauffmann, curator, medieval manuscripts, Bodleian
Library, January 2011.
* Reg HSJB, no. 19.
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Richard and Agnes, were now passed on to the prior and brothers of St John’s.

Either the scribe did not have this in his possession at the time of compilation or,

if he did, decided simply to attach the original to the appropriate folio rather than

transcribe it. Having such deeds in its possession was advantageous for the

hospital should disputes ever arise about its right of possession. In this instance,

the deed was not foliated in any way by either the scribe of the register, or the

Bodleian.®'

St John Brooks

Bodleian

Sewn over fol. 6v

Not digitised or foliated

Inserted over fol. 13v

Foliated as fol. 14ar

14av
Stitched to fol. 18v Foliated as fol. 18ar
18av
Inserted between ff 19 and 20 Foliated as fol. 19ar
19av
Inserted between ff 24 and 25 Foliated as 25r
25v

Stitched onto fol.35

Not shown in digitised version but foliated
by them on the MS as fol. 36a

Inserted before fol. 38

Foliated as 40r
40v

Stitched in front of fol. 39

Not digitised. By their foliation it is stitched
onto fol. 42r

Stitched in front of fol. 47

Not digitised. By their foliation it is stitched
onto fol. 50r

Inserted before fol. 72r

Foliated as fol. 74r

74v
Inserted between ff 74 and 75 Foliated as fol. 77r
77v
Inserted folio, unnumbered. Between ff 90 | Foliated as fol. 94r
and 91 94v
Inserted folio. Between ff 92 and 93 Foliated as fol. 97r
97v

Deed stitched to fol. 93

Not digitised or foliated

®" The following table is intended as a guide to the variances in the foliation of inserts between St
John Brooks’s edition of the register, and the Bodleian Library’s digitised version of the
manuscript, as it was at the time of the completion of this thesis.
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Inserted between ff 94 and 95 Foliated as fol. 100r

100v
Inserted in front of fol. 97 Foliated as fol. 103r
103 v
Inserted before fol. 97 Foliated as fol. 106r
106v
Inserted before fol. 100 Foliated as fol. 108r
108v
Inserted before fol. 102 Foliated as fol. 111r
111v
Stitched in front of fol. 103 Not digitised or foliated
Inserted before fol. 102 (long hundred of | Foliated as fol. 133r
scribe changes numbering here) 133v
Stitched in front of fol. 102 Not digitised or foliated
Inserted before fol. 105 Foliated as fol. 137r
137v
Inserted before fol. 124 Foliated as fol. 157r
157v
Inserted in front of fol. 144 Foliated as fol. 169r
169v
Inserted in front of fol. 149 Not digitised or foliated
Inserted, not foliated, between ff 150 and | Foliated as fol. 176r
151 176V
Insert before fol. 151 Not digitised
Insert before fol. 161 Foliated as fol. 188ar
188av
Insert before fol. 170 Foliated as fol. 197ar
197av

Charter number forty-three is a free-standing insert, lined on both sides
and is unlikely to have been an original deed as its palaeographic style matches
the register, both in hand and rubricated title. It is very faded with a lower case ‘a’
in the margin, which may be intended to indicate that a corresponding charter ‘b’
should be found in the register, and a small ‘b’ in the margin beside the
rubricated title of charter number forty-five would seem to affirm this; the insert is
a 1238-9 charter from Laurence Blund to Thomas Blund of land just inside the
city walls while its corresponding charter dates to forty years later and is a grant

of this same land from Thomas Blund and his wife, Elene, to the hospital.
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Four inserts were also copied into the register’'s main text and were
discussed above as examples of duplicated deeds; nos 55, 98, 240 and 320. The
first was sewn on, and not given a separate number by the Bodleian, the second
was also stitched and again not given a separate number, the third also stitched
and unnumbered and lastly number 320, which unlike the others is one of three
deeds written onto an insert which is almost the same size as the main
parchment folios. It was probably inserted after the folios had been numbered by
the scribe as there is no remaining evidence for how it may have been numbered
and although the very top seems to have been cut (a word, possibly ‘Rowlegh’
written there has been partially removed), the preceding and following folios were
numbered in sequence.

Eight of the inserts are possibly original deeds. Numbers one, 55, 98 and
240 have been examined above. Numbers 87 and 90 are on a stitched insert,
damaged on the right-hand margin and in a different hand to that of the main
scribes of the register. This is itself stitched to a free-standing insert (containing
charters eighty-eight and eighty-nine). This also was clearly added after the
register had been foliated as the numbering goes from fol. 34 to fol. 35 and
excludes the insert. The Bodleian have foliated the insert as fol. 36 and the
stitched insert fol. 36a. Again the scribe identifies that one charter should be
associated with another — in this instance charters eighty-eight and eighty-nine
with number ninety-one — by marking the former with ‘a’ in the margin and the
latter with ‘b’. Though separated by a century they refer to a stone house and
cellars held in the thirteenth century by the Cordwainer family, then by Gilbert de
Livet and which by the early fourteenth century were in the hands of Robert Peel.
A grant from William Coterel (with the agreement of Prior Daniel of St John'’s) to
his son Robert of land in Palmerstown, north county Dublin, was stitched in front
of other charters relating to this part of Dublin. It remains unnumbered and from
the creases in the parchment had previously been folded, perhaps a sign of an
original deed. An early fifteenth-century deed concerning a grant from Robert
King and his wife Elena to John Saundre and his wife Joanne (number 303) is

stitched to fol. 102 and as it was created so much later than the register it may
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have been copied by the scribe then in the employ of the hospital or it might be
the original simply added to the then existing register. The same can be said for
no. 582, stitched to fol. 181. The front of the parchment is a lease by the then
prior — Adam O’Hethe — of the hospital’s share of the Liffey in Palmerston. It is
sewn on, not numbered by the Bodleian, has no title and the quality of writing is
very inconsistent. On the dorse is the drawing, mentioned above, of a soldier with
a sword and shield and a type of gargoyle.

Other additions appear to have been written by one of the principal
scribes, and added perhaps when deeds had been misplaced in their hanaper or
were only unearthed following the completion of their particular section. Charter
number sixty-nine is a free-standing insert on a small piece of parchment, with a
rubricated title. This is the first insert foliated by the Bodleian with an entirely new
number, fol. 25. The discrepancy between the two began at this point; although
the Bodleian had initially followed the scribe by numbering fol. 25 (the full
parchment page) as fol. 25, this was clearly then changed to fol. 26, and the
insert then numbered as fol. 25. Deed number ninety-five is a grant of rent c.
1272-3 from Geoffrey de Selwode to Nicholas de Beverley, from land in
Fishamble Street. This rent was later granted to the hospital by de Beverley, and
so it was beneficial for the hospital to have proof of de Beverley’s claim to the
rent. The slip of parchment is lined, and the title rubricated, while the ‘r’ in
reddendo has a small rubricated decoration. The slip was foliated by the
Bodleian as fol. 40.%% Deeds 156 and 157 (inserted between ff 74 and 75) were
both similarly most likely copied by a scribe associated with the register (or
scribes as there are differences between the two styles of writing) and both have
titles: no. 157 is rubricated with a note indicating that it relates to the parish of St
Peter de la Hull. That due care and thought was put into where it was placed can
be shown from the ‘c’ added to the margin of number 156, the ‘b’ added to
number 157 and the ‘a’ written beside number 158, which had been written into

the main body of the text. As the three charters are unrelated, it would seem that

%2 St John Brooks dated no. 95 as 1272-3 and no. 96 as c¢. 1270. The former can be dated from
the witness list as it names the then mayor and bailiffs whereas the latter has no titled witnesses.
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the purpose of this was simply to indicate that the three charters were part of one
group, and in fact these three are the only in the register which relate to that
particular parish.®®

The use by the scribes of this system of noting that certain charters were
to be considered in conjunction with each other occurs on several occasions.
Deed number 502 is a final concord (inserted in front of fol. 161 and dated as
1251 at the top of the slip of parchment, possibly by the scribe who wrote the
deed), between the then prior of the hospital, Walter de Southwell, and Richard
Bretnach. In the margin the scribe has included an ‘a’, though no corresponding
charters were marked. This though was probably simply an oversight as one of
the entries on fol. 161 (deed number 503) is the grant from Richard to the
hospital which was the subject of the legal agreement contained in the concord.
The same is true of charter number 542, from William of Worcester of the
ecclesiastical benefices connected with his lands in Co Tipperary: in the charter
this is one of two charters on a very small parchment insert in front of fol. 170,
again with an ‘a’. The corresponding ‘b’ can again be found in the margin of the
deed on fol. 170, although the reason for this is unclear. This does not occur only
with the smaller inserted parchment slips: charters 188 to 191, although written
into the text in the order in which St John Brooks subsequently numbered them,
were then ordered as 191 (a), 188 (b), 189 (c) and 190 (d), which corresponds
with their order by date, and all relate to the same area. These are all on a full-
page insert, clearly created by one of the principal scribes, but not foliated by the
scribe.®

Finally, if work on the register can be dated to the 1360s, how do those
charters dated later than this compare to the main body of the collection? Is it

possible to determine a point at which the main scribes ended their work, and a

% Other deeds which would seem to fit in this category — inserted deeds copied by one of the
register’s scribes, rather than an original deed - include nos 211, 217, 218, 225, 229, 236, 301,
302, 388, 456, 459, 464.

® The Bodleian have foliated it as fol. 94; St John Brooks leaves it as an insert between ff 90 and
91, as per the scribe. A similar instance of a contemporary attempt to signify an order can be
found on an unnumbered folio (possibly not an insert) which contains charter nos 199-201,
foliated by the Bodleian as fol. 97. Again on a slip inserted before fol. 97 containing charter nos
217 (a), 218 (b) and then 216 (c) which is written onto fol. 97 itself.
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different group of scribes began to add to the register? One very obvious change
in the style was the ending of the rubricated titles. The deed of Rose de Capella
(number 323, c. 1275) was the last in the register to have its marginal title
duplicated as a rubricated one, from there on, although titles exist for many of the
deeds, they are present only in dark ink, in the margins.®® There are two
categories in these later deeds; firstly, final concords, all dated in the thirteenth
century, but prior to the date of compilation of the main body of the register and
secondly, various deeds, dated later than 1363, which are scattered throughout
the register. The section containing the final concords was noted above as
having duplicated many deeds already entered by the main scribes. It would
appear though that either they had been kept in a hanaper which wasn't entirely
transcribed by the main scribe, or they were unearthed at a later date. There was
however a clear plan to keep these together in one section.®® The second
category is more varied. Deed no. 437 was dated to the Thursday following the
feast of St Dunstan, bishop and confessor (19 May), in the thirty-eighth year of
the reign of Edward Ill, hence 1364. It is in a later hand, and added to an insert
before fol. 144r. Charter numbers 380 and 389 (both dated c¢. 1370) are in what
appears to be the hand of the secondary scribe, and are part of the main text of
the register, meaning that if St John Brooks’s dating is correct, the register was
still in production at that time. Deed number 145 (April, 1380) was probably
added to a blank space at the bottom of fol. 170r. Although it is dated roughly
contemporaneously with the compilation of the register, the hand would appear
to be a later one (perhaps cursive document hand).The section covering those
deeds relating to the parish of St Patrick’s ends on this folio, and the next parish
begins not on fol. 170v but on fol. 171r (also the start of a new quire). At the top
of fol. 170v is another charter in that same cursive document hand (number 146),

which is dated to 1435. It seems likely that the same hand entered both of these

® It may be possible that one scribe was responsible for the rubricated headings and their ending
might indicate his death/move to another house. )

® For a study of the language used in quitclaims and final concords see Agnes Juhasz-Ormsby,
‘Changing legal terminology in dated private documents in England in the twelfth and thirteenth
centuries: a case study — quitclaims’ in K.S.B. Keats-Rohan (ed.), Resourcing sources (Oxford,
2002), pp 195-207.
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in an available blank space, neither of them being connected to the parishes of
St Patrick or St Kevin. The remainder of that folio has been used by Sir John
Draycott for some of his Drogheda-related entries. Numbers 586 (dated 1395)
and 587 (c. 1431) are on the folio in the British Library, on which neither St John
Brooks nor Mac Niocaill make any commentary regarding the date of the hand,
though very little of the latter is still visible. Deeds 582 (dated 1407) and numbers
303 and 304 (both 1421) are all on inserts. Deeds 583 (1445), 583 (1428) and
585 (1480) are all on fol. 183 and all bear signs of having been added to what
was then a blank folio. It wasn’t lined or pricked, and the document hand is of a
much more uneven quality than the careful script of the earlier principal scribes.
Using again what appears to have been an empty space left by the original
compilers, a later scribe added number 428 (fol. 142r); the page was lined and
the hand is neater than many of the other later entries. The latest of the dated
charters, Prior Walter Ludlow’s 1486 grant of an acre of meadow (no. 581), was

again added to a blank space on one of the folios toward the back of the register.

Organisation of the register

‘Archive sense, an appreciation of documents for their own sake, and an
understanding of the shape of any particular archive, are not essential for
the compiler of a register or a cartulary. That can be a clerical exercise, a
job for the conscientious administrator who is not alarmed by the bulk of
documents to be handled.”®’
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