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OLD RECORDS O MONES RISBOTLOUGH
PART TII

Forrowms the plan adepted in Part 2, T will deal first with the criticisms and
corrections of former parts which have reached me.

In the [irst place I have been assured that 500 B.¢, for the origin of the Tcknield
Way (see Part 2, poogo) is much ton late. Tt will be noticed that what T wrole
was that the " Way " was there in fo0 p.o. and what T meant to mply was that
it was certainly there in the Iron Age, though hew much, i any, earlier T did
not know.  Since that was written the wvaluable little books on * Ancient Monu-
ments,” by the R Hon, Ormsby Gore, have appeared and some estimate of the
age ol the * Way " seems possible,

Mr. Ormshy Gore shaws that modern rescarch points to the Ickoield Way
being originally a communication between Uwo great centres of Neolithic occupa-
tion ; the one around 'Thetford and Brandon in Narfolk, where the flint mining
and implement making were carricd on at Grime’s Graves ;. (he olher cound
Avebury on e Willshive Downs, It is, however, very Important not to confuse
different cultural periods with different races of men, and T must point out that
thres separate races in Britain have successively lived in the Meolithic or New
Slone Age.  Fimsdy, the descendants of the men of the Palzolithic or COld Stone
Age.  Sccondly, the Mediterranean Race or Long Barrow People and, thirdly,
the Beaker or Bronze Age Folk who, when fiest they came, had no Dronee,

Orly Gore sugpests four thousand years ago, or about 2000 p.o, for the
Meolithic period, though probably nearly the end of it, but even this would
make the Ieknicld Way some four thousand years old,

Then I have been told of g old man who remembered elearing away evidenees
of the Old Road near the line of elms hy Askett Farm.  This confirms the tradition
that the King's Strect passed along there (see Map No, g, Part 2, p. 33).

Another suggestion that has reached me deals with . 16 of Part 1, where [
mentioned the * Burving Field ** as the only alternative site to the ™ Ragpil ™ [or
the * Heathen Burial Place  of the charter of gos, in spite of the fact that no
burials have been lound in this field, "T'he suggestion is that neither the © Burying
Field ” between Whiteleal and Princes Risborourh, nor * Bury Close ™ by
Chestnut Farm at Monks Risborough owe thelr names to burials, but that they
were land specially held by the Burgh, Bury ar Borough en which the original
homestead of Maonks Rishorouph was built; in other words, thal they were part
of the demesne land cultivated by the landlorels, It seems a perfectly reasonahle
alternative, especially as no burials have come to light, T think, too, thatl it i
supparted by the old name of “ Burton ™ in Mill Lane, noticed in Part 2, p. 23.
Bury Fields ave comimon elsewhere, Then there is the obvious carvection of the
scale accompanying Map Mo, 2, on p. 16 of Part 1, which, instead of represenling
a mile, as it should, only represents hall o mile.

It will Le noticed that, with this Part, a reproduction of the original charter aof
A gog it included.  TPermission to do this has heen kindly granted by the
Trustces of the British Muscumn, and T am gratelul (o Me, J. B, Witney of Princes
Risborough for his help in gaining this permission, Undoubtedly the reproduction
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should have appeared in Part 1, but, in preparing that, I thought that so few of
my readers wounld he interested in old documents that a translation would meet
all the needs. T am now assured that this was a mistake and that many people
would like to own an cxact copy of so early a record of their district.  Maoreaver,
since the charter deals with such debatable things as Whiteleal’ Cross, Weland's
Slock, the King's Street and how far Ethelgyih's property corresponded with the
present parish boundary, it was pointed out that a mere translation, cven though
it has been submitted to experts, does not give those whose views difer [rom mine
a [alr opporlunity of eriticism,

I am glad that what I believe is the first reproduction of this charter should
take place here in Monks Risborough, to which place it undoubtedly reliers, and
I have added a copy of it in modern type, which makes the spacing of the words
easier to follow.,

Perhaps those who have a copy of Parl 1 may care to transfer the reproduction
to that parl, where the translation has been printed.

THE LATIN CHARTER IN MODERN TYPL

Regnante interperpetuum et mundi monarchiam gubernante altithroni patris
sobole gui coelestia simual et terrena moderatur, Ilius cternim incarnationis
anno DOOCCLT indictione vero sexta, Caontigit quod Ethellvitho duci omnes
hereditarii libri ignis vastatione combusti perierunt : Tali dgitur necessilate
cogente priedictus dux rogavit Badweardum regem. Etheldredum quoque et
Anthelfledam qui tune principatum et potestatem gentis Merciorum sub pradicta
rege tenuerunt. Omnes etiam senatores Moerciorum ut el consentirent et leentiam
clarent alios libros reserihendi,

Tune illi unianimiler vinnes devota mente consenserunt ut alii ci libri serib-
erentur codem modo quo priores seripla crant, In quantum eos memoriter record
ari potuissel. 5i vero quoslibet recordari minime polulsset tunc ei ista kartula in
auxilio et adfirmatione fieret. Ut nullus eum contentiose ewm aliiy libris afflipere
valuisicl, Nec propinguus nee alienus guamvis aliquiz homo aliquem de vetustis
libris protulerit quem prius frandulentur in hora ipsius incendii vel alio quolibet
tempore per furtum absiraxisset ; Novimus namque quid omnia quac in hoo
mundo contingere solent aliquando citius aliquando vere tardius ex memoria
mattalivm delapsa deveniunt, nisi in seedulis litterarum caracteribus adnotantur,
Chaapropter in hac kartula innolescers ratum atque gratum satisgue commodum
duximus de illa videlicet terra aet thaem Easteran Hrisan Byrge cujus quantitatas
et XX cassatorum quod cam Athull Athelgyihe [iline suae cum hereditaria
libertate in propriam ac perpetuamn donavit hereditatem.

THE SAXON CHARTER IN MODERN TYPE

This synt tha land gemero. Ercst of tham garan innan tha blacan hegreean.
Of theere hegoean nyther innan thone fulan brde. of tham fulan broce with westan
randes asc thanon un thane ealdan die with westan tha herde wic.  OF thaere dic
thinnan wealdan hrige on Eadrices pemare.  And lang Ladrices gemere thinnan
Cynebellinga gemare and lang gemere thon Ieenhylte.  And lang Lcenhylte ol
thone hethenan byrgels. Thanon on Cynges stret. Up and lanp strete on
Welandes stdec.  Of thil stocee nyther and lang rah héges est (, . t?) on heg leag,
CMf theere leage nyther thaet eft on there garan.
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Ladweard. rex.  Eathelred, Ethelfled. (Pleg)mund. arcep.  Willerth. vp. Wip-
mumnd. ep. Werlerile ep. Badpar.ep. W . . | episcopus. Ceolmund. ep. Athel-
weard. Osferth, Ordlafl co. Ordgar. co. Beorhtulf, co, Fliwin, Ethelferth, co.
Alfwold, co. Athelmer. ep. Cynelm, abl. Eadnoth.m, ALlfred, m. Ellre. m.
Fadvic, . Athelwald. m.

WHITELEAF CROS5

We who live in Maonks Risborough and see the Crass every day seldom talk
very much aboul it. We know how greatly it inlerests visitors, many of whom
ask how it came here ! and who made it ? and why * and when?  Put we have
heard so many different answers to Uhese guestions, most of them reasonahble
enough if' they did not contradict one another so [ally, that we have learnt to
look upon it as an old friend who wishes the past forgotten ; and so, like considerate
neighbours, we seldom trouble it with impertinent questions or discuss ils private
affairs among ourselves,

That rthis statement is somewhere near the truth is borne oul Loy the fact that
ol all the scores of people wha have writlen upon the suhject, T can only think of
two—Mr. Benjamin Chilton, a native of Risborough, and mysclf, a comparatively
maodern settler—whose inquisitivencss has overstepped the bounds of woad tasre,
All the resl, afller 2 more or less thorough examination of the Cross and ils sur-
roundings, have worked vut their solutions of the viddle fom a distance,

Whether the eight years which I have spent in Whiteleal entitles me to write
aboul the Cross as an old neighbour or merely as a visitor T do not feel sure Lt
in any case, I cannot ignore it in an account of the * Old Records of Monks
Rishorongh,™ Tt abviously must be dealt with @ and what I would do is to sum
up all that is really known ahout it—a task that will not take very long —and
then to follow up some of the clues supplied by history, tadition and namral
surreundings.  Afier that perhaps we may be in a hetter position lo approciate
the value ol the numerous unsupported sugrestions that have heen macle, sugres-
tions which, because they are unsupported, may or may not be true ; thomgh since
they so often cancel one another, il'one is true the rest probably are not.

I shall try not to lay undue stress upon any picee of evidence or plausible
suggestion nor will 1 knowingly omit any fact which supports or weakens a par-
teular theory 3 and thus 1 hope thal each reader will have all, or nearly all,
that is at presenl known about the Cross at his cdisposal and may cither choose the
explanation of its presence thal seems mest reasonable to him, or condude that
there is not enough known about it 1o justily any cxplanation at present,

We know beyond doubt that the Cross is two hundred years ald and are sure
that it must he as much older than that as local memory and tradilion would then
reach.  We have good reason to believe that its fellow upon Bledlow Hill was
mentioned in 1350, and some think, but have no evidence, that the two erasses
were made about the same Ume, We know ton, from definite record, that two
hundred years ago, and presumably earlier, the inhabitants called the triangular
hase of the Cross, the ** Globe,” and believed that a former asociation with some of
the Oxford Clolleges had esxdsted.

Having said this, we have, [ fear, said all [or which any real record s forth-
coming and the rest of the preat mass of literature on the subjeet consists of inference
and plausible suggestions only.
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But perhaps this atmosphere of myslery surronnding the Cross is its chief
attraction, and, were some definile histarical account ol ils origin to comeo to lighl,
as indeed it may do at any tme, the symbol would lese much of ils popular
interest ; and a topic ol a good deal of pleasant suggestion, speculation and dis-
cussion would thus cease to attract us by its aloofness.

There are many who believe in the great uge of the Ciross ;3 and the highly
competent archaologists who, in 1gog, wrote the article upen it in the © Victorian
Clounty History ol Buekinghamshire” {Val. 1, p. 18} thought thar it muy have
been pre-Christian in origin and coeval with ulher hill figures, such as the ** Long
Man of Wilmington,” the * Giant of Cerne Abbas * and the ** White Horse of
Uffington.”  They gave a3z cvidence for this theory the facts that all these signs
are placed upon hillsides where they arc visible from a preat distance, that they
are all very large and that they all have a westerly aspect (though this docs not
apply to he ** Long Man of Wilmington ™).

COhther reasons they may have had but these were the ones ey considerad it
necessary to mention. ‘T'a me, however, these points ol correspondence, [uirly
accurate though they ave, seem hardly enough Lo show thar the Cross s con-
emporary with the admiteedly ancient hill signs; for all the characteristics
mentioned could have been copicd at any time and cerlainly apply Just ws well
tor the * Lion ™ lately cut upon the hillside at Whipsnade. A point the V.C.TT
does not notice, though it helps its argument, is that hoth Whiteleat Cross and the
“ Uffington While Horse ™ are cluse Lo the Teknicld Way.

Here T must eall attenlion to a starement, perhaps not intended to be taken
too literally, of the V.C.LL that the Cross is = cut intn the luel,” whereas the cut
goes and, so far as we know, always went, a foul or more into the subjacent
chalk, I only mention it because it is to the disintegration of this exposed surface
of the ent chalk edee that T helieve the grotesque proportions of the presenl
triangular base are due.  But o this 1 will return later.

The V.CLILL supgests the possibility of parl of the Ciross heing originally a phallic
emblem o which arms have heen added later, in order to make it into a Cihristian
symbol.  This gave me the idea that perhaps the upright part of it might have
had the same significance as the maypole and have been made in Neolithic times ;
and that later it was called by the Saxons * Weyland's Stock ™ [already moentioned
on p. 15 of Part 1 of ©“ Old Records of Monks Risborough”® This [ mentioned to
Mr, H. ]. Mamsingham who regarded it as a pessible and pleasing theory and, in
his hank,! credited me with having eriginated it. Since then T have been lold
that the same idea had already been put forward by anather writer and 1 must
therefore disclaim all responsibility for i, other than that ol pointing out thal
Wevland's Stockand the nprighe part, at least, af the Cross seem to have stood un the
samne spol, by the side of the © King's Srrect.” My only other evidence in support
of the sugpgestion iy (hat there is no wention of the Crosw us one of Tthelmyth's
Iandmarks in Uhe charter of A.b. gos, an omission which makes ane very doubtinl
of there having heen a complete cross at that time an Whileleal’ LilL® The

Lo Phrough the Wilderness,™

2 T aun accepting the decisivn of a well-known audherity o Anglo-Saxon that the * sthec ™ af
the origingl charler means a * pest  or *opeight 7 ol some surl ralher than a * place’ The
aopented @ sde s translated # place ' in the Anglo-Swon dictionary, and the unneeentesd * stoc
s post ar stake,  The aullncity refrred to prefers the latter beeanse af the double * ¢ ' at the eod
af the worel and remards the aocend as an errar, bn this he i+ supported by the fucl that * stoce ™
again appeats in the churler [t withowt the necenl.
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suggestion of the V.C.H., however, seems to be that the Cross alters and dizgruises a
pre-existing figure, like those at Wilmington and Cerne Abhas, rather than a
mere upright band some twenty [eel wide. This would mean that in many
places the figure must have faken up more space than the existing Cross ; for
neither the * Long Man ” por the “ Giant ** eould be allogether covered by a
cross of this sice.  The chalk, therelore, Leyond the limits of the head and arms
of the Cross should show signs of having been dislurbed at an earlier period ; for
chalk onee cur inta and broken up never, of course, beeomnes solid again,  Bix-
cavators of Saxon burial places sometimes use a pointed steel rod which the strike
into the el and, by the depeh o which it penelrales, learn where the subjucent
chalk has been disturhed. T have tried this method all round the head and arms
af the Cross, hoping to find some evidence of carly disnirhance, bul without any
result, and T feel sure thal no fgure like that of the © Loy Man ™ or the * Glant ™
could have been converted into the Cross.

Anather well-known authority, Siv Flinders Potrie, deals with the pussibility
ol a very early origin for the Cross in © Ocecasional Papers of the Royal Anthro-
pological Tnstitute ™ (No, 7, 19261, He speaks af it as a ** Greck Cross,”” which
it neither is now nor could have been in earlicr times ;. hence his deductions,
[ounded on this mistaken belicl as to its shape, are, Lhough interesting, quile
irrelevant ; [ur although Greek crosses were often pre-Christian, Lutin crosses on
a pedestal or globe were not. Fle seems o Lhuve been unaroguainted with the
charler of an. gog as well as with the impartant work of Francis Wise, to which
I shall have o reler later,

But although the letterpress of Petrie’s monograph does not help very much,
the securate seale drawing which aceompanies it is ol the preatest value, Lt shows
the Cross, to a scale of 1 in oo, as il was in 1926, and Dr. L, J backay, F.8 A
and T found, in 1935, vnly slight differences in the size of the triangular Duse,
for which the lapse of nine years would readily account. It is to this figure of
Petrie’s ar to the scale drawing of 1906 in the V.CLH, or to the Cross itself on the
hillside: that | refer when 1 point ont that the siem is to-day more than Lall as
long again as the head ; moreover, there is clear evidence that the rriangular
hase has encroached, and may still lurther encroach, on the stem and thus shorten
it. T admit that when the Cross is Inoked at [rom a distance, all four limbs seem
to be equul, an optical illusion which | suppose is due (o the obliquiry of its
slape on the hill ; but this appearance of o Greek cross is not borne out by
[easurement,

Sir Arthur Evans, in criticising a paper by Mr, Freshfield at the Society of
Antiquaries in 1916, was evidently well aware that he was dealing with o Latin
crows and said that crosses of this kind, standing on a Lriangular or pyramidal
base, were unknown before the Gme of Constantine in the lourth ceniney,
Coming from so great an authority, this slatement seems conclusive (hat the
Crogs, as a cross, was not at Whiteleal in pre-Clistian times i it ds not in-
validated by the evidence to be noticed later that the now trianpular base was
onee a globe or dise,

W mnust now pass hurriedly over VEry many suggeslions, unsupported by any
evidence, some quite good il cach did not cancel out the rest, olhers not so ponod,
but most of them ingenious and plausible.  Whingils, the reputed father ol Hengist,
and Whitlaf, a lirtle known kiung of Mereia, are suggested as founders mercly
hecause their names seem to resernble Whileleaf 3oand yet Whiteleal 13 quits a
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modern name which until the seventeenth century wus White Cliffe or White
Cleft, probably so called after the King’s Street was cut through its hase.

Then come Alfred the Great, thoueh no cross seems to have heen there in gog,
alter his death ; then Edward the Llder, the Danes, Asgar lhe Staller, the monks
of Meonks Risborough, though there is no evidence that any monks ever lived
here ; then Sir John Shorne, the reputed earliest known rector of the parish
then John Hampden and his Parliamentarians and, lasily, the brighter youths af
Princes and Monks Risborough.  All these have their supparters hut all need
something more in the way of evidence than their supporters’ plows opinions,

Other theories there are, unconnected with any founder’s name, which regard
the two crosses as signposts to help travellers.  On looking at the contour map of
the Chilterns on p. g1 of Part z of the * Old Records of Monks Risborough,™ it
will be noticed how the crosses stand out on the two hilly, like lighthouses, to mark
the funnel-shaped opening of the impartant Rishorough-Wycomhe Pass and point
it out, [or miles away in the Vale, w the north and west. That they were uscful
as beacons seems likely enough, butwe have no evidence that this was the purpnse
for which they were made,

Another suggestion of this kind is that they were signposts (o show travellers
along the Tcknicld Way where they should leave the hillside and traverso the
mouth of the pass to the apposite Cross-bearing hill; but this theory is marred
Ly the fact that the Bledlow Cross cannot be seen from Whileleal Hill.

Ameong the suggestions that the Cross is nothing more than a sirnpost 33 Lhe
ane already mentioned that it was made by Hampden and his followers.  This
was suggested by the late Mr. E. G. Payne [ Records of Bucks,” Vol 7, 1 5547,
and deserves special discussion because it has been so olten quoted. Tt refers Lo
the time of the Civil War, when Clarles T had his headquarters at Oxlord and
Prince Hupert was making cavaley raids in the Vale of Aylesbury against the
Parliamentarians who were defending the line of the Chilterns.  Payne stales
that the Whiteleaf Cross was cut by the latter o indicate to their troops in the
Vale the chief road to Amersham which was the Parliamentary headgunarters
and he says that the Cross was the fignre chosen because there were cross-roads
at Whiteleal, The teme of his communication is assertive rather than suggestive
and he brings no evidence to support it,  Lle tells ns, withoul giving any autharity,
that the hase of the Cross had four steps, an unusual number for a Culvary. Il
as he asserts, it has no religious signilicance, it is difficult o see why so much
ecclesiastical datail should have been added to a sigupost on a road which was
not the nearcst way to Amersham, though il was 1o Wycombe. Then there is
the guestion of the Bledlow Cross. Did that mark the junction of two cross
roads ?  Pinally it must be remembered that the Roundheads were mare likely
to destroy than (o malke religious emblems and would hardly have spent their
time in carving a fully-equipped Calvary for use as a military signpost.

‘The main point, however, to bear in mind i hat all these mmrestions ave
madern and that none of them are earlier than 1738, Ne one in the Middle Ages
or in early recent times seems Lo have described the giganlic cross at Whiteleafl
Leland, Camden, Sclden and Drayton (in his * Polyolbion ) deal with the
neighhourhood without a word for the Cress and, had it not been for the incidental
mention of ** Henry arte Crouche of Bledlowe * in 1550, Bledlow Cross would have
been unmentinned Luo,

We must not, I think, lay too mreat slress upon this dearth of historical records ;
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for it applies equally to some of the other hill signs regarded as anclent.  Anti-
quarian interest hefore the seventeenth century was rare, and were we to make
a lisl o ull the ohjects of antiquity which Leland might have noliced in the reign
of Henry VIIL, but did not, it would be a long list indeed.

The Rev. Francis Wise, B.D., Radcliffe Librarian al Oxlord, mives the carliest
recorded aceount of Whiteleaf Uross, in 2 hook which he pulldished in 1558,
from which the accompanying drawing is reproduced. It iz in the form ol a Iotter
to Dr. Richard Mead, a physician whom everything interested, and deals with
the Yhite Horse at Uffington as well as with the Ciross.  In it are the measurements
of the Cross and ils base as they were two hundred years ago 5 and, by reducing
lhese to the same scale and superimposing them on Pelrie's druwing, an idea of
how greally two hundred years of frost and rain have increased (he size of the
triangular base may be guined,

Thus there can be no possible doubt thar, when Wise wrote in 1738, the Cross
was a Latn one, ay indeed it is to-day, aod that the triangular base was about
half the size that it reached in 1926, This is shown in his sketch althougl it has
been reduced.

Lhat Wise had never heard any record or tradition as to when or haow the
Cross was made 35 clear from his suppesting the unsupported theory that Edward
the Elder was respansible for it ; but he mentions the fact that, sn long as local
tradition had endured, it had been the scene of periodical scourings, always accom-
panied hy merrymaking, How long we should allow [or local tradition o CATTY
I5 uncertain but a space of three gencrations is usually agrecd upon, and I Hd
that among the older families of Monks Risborough in the present day a memory
of eventa that happened a hundred years ago has been accurately handed down
from futher to son, and 1 think that such an impressive event as the cutting of the
Cross could not have been entirely forgotten in less than that time,

It seems hardly possible, therefore, that the Cross was made Iater than about
1640, thourh as to how much earlier it may have heen we have only scattered
hints to guide wg, unless we believe in the probability of the two crosses having
Leen made about the same Ume, in which caze Whiteleaf Cross, like (hat at
Bledlow, was there in am. 1350,

Wise also tells us that the inhabitants in 1958 were in the habit of ralling
the then certainly triangular base, “ the slobe,” and I think thar this statement
has hitherlo been passed over too lightly.  There must have been some definite
reasom for it, anc it seems to sugeest that the triangular hase, as they then knew it,
had Leen in the days of thelr [orefathers a globe or dise. Hence 1 feel bound
to helieve thal the base of the Cross did not originally represent a pyramid but
a globe ; and that we have at Whireleaf to deal with a recognised variant of the
Counstantine Cross which Evans dated for us, a varfant which hecame the repral
symbol of the cross surmonnting a globe, such as we see on royal crowns and orbs
and on the dome of S Paul’s Cathedral.

Will this tradition of a globe help us at all in dating the Cross ? Perhaps it
may to a certain cxtent, for Wise reminds us of the well-known winged figure of
* Victory * surmounting a globe, or sometimes an altar of three steps, which was
used by the Roman Dmperors. Aflter Constantine’s conversion 1o Christianity
he replaced the winged figure by a Lalin cross and the emblem was then known
as the * Crux Victorlalis.” We cannet tell whether the globe was purl of the
cross from its beginning ; for we must remember that a globe could have been
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added as easily as armes to an upripht hand and that this might have been done
at any time berween, say, aun 400 and 1640,

Of course the astrological sign, 3, for the planet Mars, now adopied in Zoology
a8 the mark of the male sex, must be borne in mind ; though in that sign there
is an areow rather than a cross o the circle, and the arrow is oblique rather than
vertical,

The question naw arises—eould a disc, representing a globe, cut in the chalk
become a triangle by the action of [rost and rain? [ think, from what T have
seen poing on Lo-day, that it could and, if everything is taken inlo sccount, almost
certainly would. Those of us who live on the chalk know that this substance,
when it is exposcd, & crumbled inlo powder by the action of frost and that when
rain comes the powder becomes slime and is washed away, This explains the
fact that the present triangular basc is always increasing and has now reached its
present unwicldy shape. This has happened because the firure has been cul
deeply into the chalk, thus allowing the exposed cdge of the latler to be eroded
so much that we see to-day the turl overhanging the dissolved chalk marpin by
as mueh as a ol in some parts of the edge of the trianpular base.  Thus the base
tends, each winter, to grow larger, hur this docs not happen Lo the upper part of
the Cross hecanse the cut chalk edue has there heen saved by a covering of turf ;
probably in 1826. With a disc at the base of the Cross the tendency is lor the
[orce of the descending water to atrack the lower part ol it most strongly ; and,
in time, to malke it into an oval Geuee with s Iong axis vertical,

Bul il one looks al the lower part of the hase one notices that there is o bank
Lelween it and the road, which must have acted a3 2 dam and thus kept the oval
base from extending farther dewnwards ; and the erosion of the pent-up water
would have to extend sideways along the banlk, and thus the oval vutline would
become changed into a trianple with its base along the bank., At last, no doubt,
the foree of water rushing down the stem alter heavy tam would cut ity way
through the bank and escape, by the gap thus made, into the roud.  The bank
and the gap are very distinet, though I do not remenber seeing them recarded,
and it is thus, T would suggest, thal the globe hecame the triangle which Wise
saw and fpured in his hool.

Lt must nar be thought that the change rom the cross which Wise deseribed
in 1748 to that which Pelrie measured and drew in 1926 was a continuous steady
process, for Lipscomb (** Listory of Rucks,” Vol. 2, p. 413) tells us that by 126
the disfirirement was so oreat that the outline had to be recut and, apparently,
returtiod in part, alb the expense of the Larl of Buckinghamshire, It dues not
seem that any measurements of the Clross, after its restoralion o that year, exist |
but I think that what was done consisted in recutling the cross itsell on a rather
larmer scale than it had when Wise and his ** ingenious friend 7 messured it in
17zl 'The restorers seem to have realised that if future disligurement were to
be avoided, the exposed cdpe of the chalk must be protected by turf,  Evidence
of thiy is sUll 1o be seen and, since 1848, when the Rev, AL Baker measured i, the
outline of the actual cross hag altered very little.

1 am indehted to Mr. F. Colmer for calling my attention to a paper in * The
Records of Bucks ® (Vol, 1, p. 222) where Baker’s measurements of the arms and
the breadth of the shaft agree with those recorded by Petrie in 1926 and with
those of the present time. It does nol seem, however, that the renavators of 1826
did anything towards restoring the triangular base to the dimensions recorded
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by Wise, cven il they knew them | indeed the refilling and returfing of so large
an area would have been a difficult and very expensive undertaking on such a
stecp slope,

We are now able lo compare the measurements of the triangular base at the
three dates of 1758, 1848 and 126, cach of them separaled by aboul & cenlury,
and we can follow the steady enlarpement caused, L submit, by frost and rain
during bwo hundred vears.  Here are the measurements ¢

{1) Total height of the cross, including the base,

rrgb—Ahout aon feet,  1848—ago foot, igab—zzq [eel.
{a) Height af the triangular Dase :

1738 —Aboul 100 feet,  1840—1H0 fert tyzf—148 feot,
(a2 Width of lower side af haseo :

regi—18y ok 1848 340 feet, 1gab—glin - g feet,
{4 Bouth side of base :

1ya8—7i26 feer. 18— feel 1gab—a212-5 leet,
{5} Morth side of Lase :

1738 —140 fect. 1848—oqq foen 1yuf—ayy -5 el

T'his comparison shows that the growth of the base during vwo hundeed vears,
though continuous, was nol unifvrmn and that there are discrepancies in the rate
of growelh which need accounting for—I should have been suspicious had there not
heen— but on the whale it auggests that the base has Increased [rom a comparatively
small triangle, which probubly was al first a disc or globe, and that the increase
i due to nalural rather than artificial causes, The snprestion of Evans that che
hase represents the pyramid of a Constantine Cross i very allractive, and so, too,
is the theory of others, that il may have begun as the three steps of a Calvary 5 bu
peither of these agree with the definite evidence of Wise, that the base, in 1583, was
called * The Globe.” T do not think that we are justified in refecting or ignoring
such reasonable evidence ag (iis until v is proved untenable by ather evidence
[rean & mare reliable source, It seems obwions that evidenee i3 more valualile
than suggestion, thonph this is not abways apprecialed in the heat of argument,

Mow I come o ansther piece of evidence which Wise records. Tt is that the
inhabitants of Whiteleaf in 1931 remembered a tradition that seme of the Oxloed
colleges helped to defray the cost ol scouring the Cross,  Wise could find no records
in Oxford supporling this and the tradition is seldom referred to by later writers.
Since his time, however, a somewhar vapue confirmation hay come o light 5 [or,
in a footnate an powey of Vol 1 oof the ¥ Records of Bucks,” is a statement that
the lute Sir Svrope Bernard Morland believed that he had found a record in St
John's Callege, Oxford, saying rhat the maonks there used (o keep the Cross scoured
and that they raised a mound in their garden [rom the top of which they could
pray wilhin sight ol this holy symbol,

1'here is alsoe a reference tna private leter in which an ancoymouws writer says
that as a hoy he visited St John's College to see whether the Cross was visible
there, and came to the conclusion that it was,

We cannot accept this statement as it stands ; for oo mound is present or
remembered in 8t John's College grounds, and all are now agreed that the Cross
could not have been seen from any of the Oxloed Clalleges, though it & visible
fronmm the tops of Shotoveer and Boar’s Hills.  Still, the relerence (o the monks is
horne out by the fact thal S John's College was originally a Bernavdine college
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which Archbishop Chichele founded for Cistorcian monastic students in 1456,
It was not until 1553 that it became 3t John's College (Dupdale’s © Monasticon,”
Val. v, p. 745}

Friends in Oxford T are rying to trace the ovidence in St John’s Caollege on
which Sir Scrope Morland relied and, if Whiteleal’ Cross i3 delinilely mentioned,
it will almnst certainly prove that it was in existence about 1436

Until we: Eoew more we must belicve that cither the monks prayed from some
mound on one of the hills above Oxtord, or else that they prayved within sight
of same other cross ;. though, and this is important, it muost have been one caton
the side ol a hill, because they are said to have helped in keeping it scoured.
This, if we set aside Whiteleat, limits us to Bledlow Cross, which it is equally
impossible to sce from Oxford itsclf

I thinlk, therelore, thal this evidence of Morlamd, though it presents difficultics,
must be taken seriously, especially as it 48 supported by the evidence of Wise
that some of the Oxford Colleges were traditiomally said to have contributed to
the scouring ol Whiteleal’ Cross,  We cannol al present be sure that this latier

wross existed in the fourteenth or fifteenth centuries, but the evidence, so far as it
gous, makes it reasonably probable that it did.

Perhaps the probability that the Cross was looked alter by the Bernardine
(Cistercian) maonks may account for there being no mention of it in the ** Literae
Canluarienses,” which record the actys of the Benedictine monks of Christ Church,
Canterbury, one of whose manors Monks Risborough was, Recopnbing that it
was under the care of another Order, they could hardly be expected to interest
Uhermselves i il

‘Lhe latest theory of the origin of the Chiltern Crosses &8 that of Mr. Lindsay
Seott, F.5.A. * Antiquity,” March 1937}, who for some time has been excavating
the barrow above thal al Whiteleal and has therefore had pood apportunity
to exarnine it, Lle is the latest advocate for a comparatively modern origin of
the: two crosses and, as a trained archaologist, his views deserve careful considera-
tion and criticism,  He reviews much of the real evidence published hitherta but
accepts and adopte the statement of the Y 0. History, that the Cross s cul in the
turf, as swell as that of Petric that it s a Greek cross. These details he may
be perhaps persuaded o investigale once more,

“ From this evidence,” he says, and | am inclined to agree with him, ** It is
diflicult to infer any considerable antiquity for Whiteleaf Clross.”  He says, truly
enough, that : ** Lt was already regacded as an antiguity by Wise in 1542, bt
rocs on to 82y that @ % Tn isell Wise's statement hardly puts the Cross back belore
1700, Here T cannot agres with him and must call his attention to the fact
that the first publication ol Wise was in 1738, Mr. Scott's suggestion, therefore,
iz that the Clross might have heen eut only thirty-cight years belore Wise wrole,
and well wilhin the memory of people then living,  Is it reasonable to suppose
that all tradition of so important and recent an event as making the Cross would
huve faded away in thirty-eight years 7 The action of frost and rain upon exposed
chalk, in alleving (he shape of the cross and its base, natorally had little weight
with Scatt, since he believed that the eutting went no deeper than the tuwel ; henee
he tells us that @ * Tts present form as a * Greek Cross * and the broad, triangular
shape of the base would e due to the repair of 1826 "—a statement which Baker's
and Petries’ measurements do not bear out,

1 [ am specially indebeed to Gordon Stark, Teag.
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Su Lur, Seott has been concerned with fixing the lalest possible date for the
Cirogs and this he does al a0, 1500, which seems to me half' o century ton late,
Then he deals with its earliest probable dals and, very properly, calls altention
to the absence o any mention of it as one of the landmarks of Ethelpyth’s property
in am. gog ; but this, il' T read him aright, he explains by his inability to accept
my sugpestion that the  King’s Street ™ ol the charter is the road descending
the Lill [roan Green Hailey to the cross-road which shows up g0 well in his air
photograph—and turns ofl' in that photopraph at a right-angle when it reaches
the foot of the Crass. TReally the eriginal rowd was, and atill is, continued us a
deep hollow-wuy, now in private grounds, which Scoll does not seem to have
explored, though [ am sure thal he will have no difficulty in obtaining the owner’s
(Miss Taylor’s} leave to da so. “L'hat it does not show up in the air photograph is
because it is Huned on cach side by large trees ; and, il Scott’s only difficulty in
recognising it as the continuation of the Kinp's Street is the orthodox belief that
ouly & Roman, or at least a paved road could be meant by the Saxon word
*street,”” he will find that I have already discussed this malter on pp- 16 and 17
of Part 1, as well as on p. 33 of Part 2 of “ Old Records of Monls Rishorough,™
and I would only remark, in addition, that the villape where the Icknield Way
(not a Roman road} crosses the Thames is called Streatley,

Now if this archeological dogmna about a Saxon © street ” is Lo be taken as
overriding all local evidence, some paved street fulfilling the requirements of the
charter must be ound ; and, though T have lived here, on the Icknield Way, for
many years, T have been unable to find or hear of anything of the kind. But the
disused hollow-way, in everything but stralification, fulfils every requirement.

Returning from this digression, to the Cross itzell] T should like to make it quite
. tlear that T never at any time thought or supgested that the tenm © Welandes
Stéce V' represented it @ for the Cross, by Chrislian Saxons, was alwawys spolen of
as the * Halig Rod * (Holy Rood).  What I did suggest, and still think pessible,
though without any evidence to supporl it, is that the upright part of il may have
been present in a.n. gog as the remains of a (ormer phallic emblem, an emblem
to which arms were to be added later.  Dioubtless, Mr, Scoll, quoting Mr, Massing-
harn, misunderstood me,

‘The subject of * The Glabe,” which appeals (o me as of serious mmportatice,
Mr. Seott is content to brush lightly aside : “ It seems probable,” he says,  That
this nmne arose from mere fancy, the vaguely rounded base, surmounted Ly the
orofs, suggestiog Lhe roval orb.”

If, as T helieve, a disc cut in the chalk was gradually changed into a triangle
by lrost and rain, there would naturally have been a transition stage during which
the figure was vaguely rounded, but, unless we aceept the carlier form of a dise
or globe, it is a mere assumplion to sugmest that the Leinngle ever was vaguely
rounded. I at one time, its shape way such as to suggest to those who saw it
thar they were looking at a globe it is more than probuble that it was a globe that
they saw.

1 would gladly join Seott in explaining away the globe if I could, for T Tike so
much hetter Sir Avthur Evans’ simple theory that the Cross was originally a Latin
one upon a triangular pedestal—in other waords, a Constanline cross—but un-
fortunately there is nothing to destroy the dircct evidence of Wise, that {he base
of the Cross was known as the “ plohe * and, therelore, in default of any evidence
to the conlrary, was a globe at one time.
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Having fixed upon a.. 1500, or thereabouts, as the probable date at which
the Cross was made, Scott feels able to suggest, as its makers, the brightor youths
of the two Risheroughs, From expericnce I have gained inindexiog e parish
registers T doubt whether any of the youths, especially of Monks Rishorough,
were even moderately bright ; though, no doubt, Scott is justificd in assuming
that some were hrighter than others. They married very early and proceecled to
raise enormous familics whose support must have taxed all the brightness they
had. I wish that Scott had been able ta tell us why they wanted (o cot 2 cross
about 1700, in the later years of William ITT, ur the caclier, of Aune. It was hardly
a time of great religious [ervour nor was there anything particularly epoch making
to marl, Sl a supgestion, even thaugh quite unsupported, 13 always inleresling
and provocative of thought. My chicl objeciion to the date of 1700 is that Wise,
in 1748, would certainly have heard some memeory of so important an event.

Scott’s remarks ahowt the Rledlow Ciross may or may not help us in daling that
at Whiteleaf, hut we cannot afford Lo neglect them, becanse of the possibility of
the bwo crosses having been mace about the same time, for a . common purpose.
In support of this, it will he naticed that, secting aside the © Wallinglon White
Mhlark ” as traditionally not more than a hundeed years old, there are no crosses
cut cliewhere on the Chilterns, 'Phen both of them are situated upon a hillside
and both have the same westerly outlock,  On the other hasd, one is a Latin
croms on a pedestal while the other is Greek in shape.  We have clear evidence
thal Bledlow Cross was hidden by brushwood and was only rediscovered by a
farmer named Clarke, ahour 1805 (7 Records of Bucks,”™ Vol. 1, po 2217 and itis
therefore difficult to accepl Scell’s suggestion that it was cut, as a small copy of
(e one al Whiteleal] in the later cighteenth centory.

Although there s, at present, no evideneo thal vne cross wag a nearly contem-
porary copy of the other, there is documentary proof in the Calendar of Patent
Rolls lor 1350 that a cross then existed at Bledlaw 3 for Heney atte Crouche of
Bledlowe was in that yrar sent to Wallinglord gaol,  Mre, Scoll tells us that
Mr. O. G. Crawlord, the Editor of * Antiguity,” has suggested thar ™ Atte
Crouche should be read as equivalent to a surname, the phrase being interprebed as
Henry Atcrnss, of Bledlow ™ ¢ but, before aceepting (his interpretation, we must
be sure that it iy reasonable and likely,

It sugzests that in 1550 * atte ™ had ceased to be used as an indicalion of
a man’s dwelling-place and relerred werely Lo (hat ol his ancestors | moreover,
the whole sense ol the sentence may have been altered by the arbitrary insertion
of & comma before © of Bledlow ™ and thus * Heney atte Crouche of Bledlowe ™
hecomes * Henry Atcross, of Bledlow "—in other words @ " Henry of Uledlow
whose ancestors once lived near a cross.”

In eriticising this suggestion we must first ask whether any inlerpretalion s
needed and why we should nol read the senlence as it stands, indicating that
Henry lived near the Cross of Bledlaw * This is the sense in which dessrs, Stentoen
and Mawer read it and, T think, the sense it comveys and @5 meant (o convey.
Why aller 1L 7

There is no need to assume that the reason must he hecause, as it stands, it
destrays the theory of an cightoenth-contury origin, sugwesied [or Bledlow Cross
Ly Bcott. It is just as likely 1o e because there is no reason to believe that
in 1g50 *atte ” swas usually an heveditary surname which did not indicale the
place where the bearer lived. I order, therefore, te lear what sense was attached
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to “ atte 7 in the Tatent Talls, T studied several years of the Calendar and gathered
the following facts which scem to bear upon the paint

(1} Thal the son ol a man called ([or example} © Atle Ficld * iz very seldom
given hiz father’s suffix vnless he is living in his father’s home, Henry alle
Field"s son would be called cither alter his own dwelling, ep. as John atte Woode,
or else as John son of Henry atte Field ; thus showing that the habitation
label had not become an hereditary surname in the fourteenth and [ilteenth
cenlurics,

i(2) That in the Patent Foll list of peasanls pardoned [or tuking part in
Jack Cade’s rising in 1450, a hundred vears after the time of Llenry atte Crouche
ol Bledlowe, there were some [y identified by * atte,” and one of these, of special
interest, is © Richard atte George ol Southwark,”  Can there be any doubt that
this Richard was living or serving, in 1450, at the well-known * George ™ Inn,
nexl door W the * While Harl ™ in Southwark Hirh Strect, where Cade had his
headguarters ¥ My, Crawlord, i he treats this as he treated Henry atle Crouche
of Bledlowe, must interprer it as ©° Richard Ateeorge, of Southwark *—again in-
serting Lhe inlrusive comma—aller which it could not be used as pronf of the
existence of a © George Inn ™ in Southwark, though, in its original [orm, it is
a most convineing proof.

That this is no exceptional case s shown by the following extract from the
Close Raolls of February 1gth, 1948, in which ** John atte Belle of Greschirchsirete
London hostilicr ™ is mentioned.  As it stands this sugeests, and 1 submit is
meanl to suggesl, that there way o lavern called * The Bell * in Gracechurch
Street, in 1944, at which fohn was "Ostler.  ‘LThe phraseology, it will be noticed,
is identical with * Henry atte Crouche of Bledelows ™ and the dates {1348 and
13h0) are within wo vears of one ancther.  Bul, lrealed as the Editor of © Anti-
gquity ** rreated Tlenry atte Crouche, with the punctuation altered, it can be
made to suggest that John Athell, an “ostler, lived in Gracechurch St in 1948 ;
alter which it can no longer be used to show thal a Bell lavern cxisted there in
that vear. It might he well that readers of * Antiquity 7 should consider these
puints in forming an opinion of the age of the Cross at Bledlow,

[z} Thatlater, when place narmes did become hereditary surnarnes, the * atie ¥
was usually dropped and enly the locality retained ; thus, any descendants of
Henry alte Crouche would be much more likely to become ** Cirouch ™ or ** Girogs ™
than * Atcross,”  'L'his may be verified by taking any direclory and contrasting
the numher af Artwoods with Woods, Attfields with Fields or Attlees with Lees,

For these reasuns I do not think that Crawford has made out a convineing casc
for his interpretation nor that he was justified in adding (he comma wilth which
he has separated the * Cross ™ from Bledlow,” and I cannot join Scott in using
iis inlerprotation ss @ means of diserediting the Patent Rolls in its ovidence that
there was a Cross at Bledlow in 1350,

As T have said, the subject of Bledlow Clross does not specially interest us here
in Monks Rishorough unless we can regard 3t ss of about the same date as that
at Whiteleat, and of this no real evidence has come my way at present. Nor is
there any ovidenee to suppart those, ke Scotr, who hald that the Bledlow Clross
was a later copy of the one at Whiteleaf, nor those who regard Whileleal as an
improved copy of that at Bledlow.

The evidenes that Bledlow Cross existed in 1350 i very strong indecd and
the attempt o weaken it lacks historical support, but it does not follow that the
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Cross at Whiteleal was there in 1550 too, though there is nothing to show that it
Wwaid 110,

The abeve is all that T know and, so far a3 1 can learn, all that anyone knows
ahout the Crross.  The evidence points to its formarion, as a cross, aller a.o, gog,
and, seemingly, betore 1436. My helicf, if anyone cares lor il, is that it it much
more likely to have heen cut—perhaps by Cistercian Monks from Oxford—hefore,
than after the Relormation. There is still the possihility, without a shadow of
prool, that the upright stern may he much older than the arms or the originally
zlobe-like hase and may once have been the emblem of a pre-Christian Fertility
Cult. Ttis nol two much to hope that some day the story of the making of the
Cross may be found ; and it iz this hope that has made me wy to interest those
whe live near it, as well as those passing by, in what i known about it at the
prosend time,



MONES RISBOROUGH AND THE DANES

How often the Danes came into what is now Monks Risburough no one,
I suppose, really knows 3 but that they came through it ence, on the occasion of
the march of the Great Army from "Uhetlord Lo Reading, is practically a certainty,
This Danish army had landed in Bast Anglia in ap, 865 very nearly two hundred
years before the Normans came—and lor four years ravaged the northern parl of
England ; but, returning to Last Anglia in 80y, it ok up its winter quarters in
a fortified camp at Thetford. Edmund, then king of Last Anglia, fought with
the invaders and was killed, like St Scbastian, by being shot to death with
arrows at Hoxne in Suffolk. “L'his is only tradilion but, in any case, his death
was such thal he was alterwards venerated as a martyr and his Saint’s Day is on
Movember zoth. In Lombard Sureel the Church of St Edmund, King and
Martyr, is dedicated to him,

In December 830, the Danes stole away [rom Lhetord and marched to
Reading where they formed a camp between the Thames and Kennet, from which
they hoped to conquer Wessex, as they had already the North and West of
LEngland,

Mothing, unfortunately, is told us aboul this march—how long it took or which
way il went—we cannot assert that the Danes followed the Icknicld Way, but we
can say most surely thal, unless they had some reason unknown to us, they were
great fools if they did not follow it.  There was the way, leading almost from door
Lo dovr, above the level of vivers and marshes and with easy gradients for an army
which was certainly mounted. No one has yet had the hardihood 1o sugret
that any other way was used and, since thie march took place in December,
there can be litle doubt thar these fearless, capable heathen used the Upper
Teknield Way, passing through East Risborough and thus crossing the Thames
at Streatley pained the angle between the lwo rivers at Reading.  The hattles
which Allred and his brother Ethelred fought with them ending at last in the
Treaty of Wedmore, only concern Rishorouph as a part of the rest of Southern
England ; but by then Wessex was saved and a complete Danish conquest of the
island averted,

A 7o, it will be noticed, was only thirty-three years earlier than the date
ol Elheliryth's charter, described in Part 1 of these Records, and thus there is
every possibility that East Risborough was already in the possession of her Lather,
Ethelfrith the Alderman ; bul the coming of the Danes was so sudden and un-
expecled that no attack upon them could have been organiscd, and T do not think
it at all likely that the Whitcleaf Cross was made in order to record any Saxon
or Danish victory on this occasion.

The puzeling * Weland’s Stock,” however, does suggest the possibility of a
DNanish origin ; and * Weland * undouhtedly was a Danish, or at least a Norse
name ; it is therefore possible that some unrceorded leader called Weland may
have placed a sign, perhaps an upright strip cut in the hillside, as a mark for
scattered foragers in the Vale. This, of course, is mere gpuesswork, but T find it
hard to refrain from following any clue Lo this little-known charter of A, gos,
since it has been ignored or misinterpreted by so many wrilers, to some of whom
East or Monk’s Risborough secms to have been an unknown place,
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Ten years before the * Great Army ** passed along the Teknield Way another
Dianish leader, named Weland, had attscked Wincheater, but, since he was driven
back Ly the men of Hampshive and Berkshire, it does not seem likely that he way
able to push his way as far narth az Whiteleaf,

Another occasion upon which Danes may have reached owr neighbourhood
wid in a.p. 916, when those who had settled in the Danelaw, north of Watling
Street, raided the Chiltern country and did a great deal of damage, especially
hetween Aylesbury and the Forest of Bernewood, It s guite possilble that detach-
ments of these people wzed the Upper or Lower Leknield YWay, though Bernewood
lics on the other side of Ayleshury, towards the Oxfordshire border,

Perhaps the record of uy redd may have suggested 1o Wise and olhers the
possibility ol the Cross at Whiteleal having been cut by Bcward the llder’s
followers, in memory of the defeat and dispersal of these invaders 3 and, no douhbe,
the uncerlsin derivation ol the name of Bledlosw Trom ** Blede Lawe," e bloody
Lill, was an additional argument thoueh, unfortunately, like so many other
plausible sugrestions, it is a quite possible but very far from a proved explanation
ol the origin of the Cross,

MONES RISBOROUGH AND THE NORMAN CONQUEST

It is nat easy to he sure wha owned Fast Rishorouigh during the eleventh
contury because it so oflen passed Dackwards and Gewards between the Archlishop
and (he great Benedictine Monastery of Christ Church, whose Abbey Church was
the Clathedral at Canterbury.  We have scen that in a.n. ggs Archhishop Sivic
pledged it to Bishop Bsewin in relurn for woney with which o buy ol the Danes
(see Fecord, Part 2, p, 26), and it seems therefore that it should have belongee
to him at that time, forming what is known as * an Archhishop’s Poeuliar™

In ap. 1006 i ranslerence (o the monastery was confivmed by Ethelred 11
and it was granted for life by the monks to Asgar the Sraller or Constable [Comes
stabmli}, who was also the Standard Bearer of Christ Church, Tt was this con-
nection belween Canterbury, Monks Risborough and Asgar that made Lipscomb
suggest that the Cross was cut in his honour. Asgar fought and was badly
wounded in the hattle of Hastings ; and William, whoe regarded all who had
fouprhit against him as leailors, lranslerred his estates, except Monks Fishorough,
to Geoftrey de Mandeville.  Risharough, however, the Conqueror freely restored
tor the monks, * For the honour of God and the good of his own soul.™

The difliculty is that in Domesday Book it is recorclec that in the time of
Lidward the Confessar, Rishoraugh belonped 1o the Archhishop himsell and that
when the survey was published in aww, 1086, * He (Lanltanc) ewned 1L The
discrepancy is nol, perhaps, a very lmportant one because the Archhishop and the
micmastery were 5o closely connected ;3 &till, it would he interesting to know when
our parish really first became Monks Fisborowgh, I may De thel Lanlranc,
who lived {or some years alter Domesday appeared, bequeathed the greater part
of the manar to Christ Church, retaining some of it in his own hands, and that
this mav explain the pueeling coley in the Askelt chacter of ap. 1291 (bee
Record, Part 2, p, ab), in which llugh the Clerk haolds his land from the
Archhishop ; and his honae from the Prine of Christ Church,

T wish we knew whelher the tail-like extension ol the present parish into the
hills was part of the manor in a.D, 10b6, but all we are told iz that it contained
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thirey hides, though land measurerments seem to have been very romghly estimated
in those days, My beliel i that the * tail * was taken into the parish, though
nol necessarily into the maner, at a laler Ume when the hills became nhabited
enough to need parochial supervision,

In retuirning Monks Risborough to the Ghureh, the better side ol the Conqueror
is seen 5 but, before that, cur forerunners here had known him at his very worst.
‘This happened in Oclober or November 1066, atter the batlle of Hastings, when
he had approached London and, realising that it was too strong o ateack, had
burnl Svuthwark and rerired westward, along the south bank of the Thames,
as far as Wallinglord.  Here, having crossed the river, he fortificd a camp and
murched northwards through Buckinghamshire, hurning and laying waste the
country as he went.  His march ended at Berkhampstead where he formed another
eamp from which he could casily command the approach 1o London, cither along
the northern or, by passing through the Tring sap in the Chilterns, alung the
western roady,

The course ol this march, partly encircling London, is traceable aceording to
the Hon. F. H. Baring (Domesday Tables) by the drop in the value of the wasted
manors through which William passed.  Monks Risborough, for instance, con-
tributed £16 paa. in the Confessor’s time but in a.n. 1o, when the Domesday
slatislics were collected, it was only rated at £5 ; and by noticing where these
depressed values lay, Mr. Baring came to the conclusion that the main force of
the Narmans marched from Wallingford, along the north-west side of the Chilterns,
luying waste the country round Bledlow, the Rishoroughs, Elleshorough, Sioke
Mandeville, Weston Turville and Aston Clinton where, in order 1o cover a
wider fract of country, the army divided and the two divisions [ullowed nearly
parallel courses to the north of Buckinghamshire.  After this they turned o the
east and made their way back alomg one or the other side of the Chilterns to
Berkhamprread,

The object of this great turning movement, devastating a strip of counlry
round the south and west of London, is generally thought to have been in order
to cut off the Londoners’ supplies and thus starve them into surrendering ¢ but
it will be noticed that it was very incomplete and, cven where it was made,
left a radius of thirly miles in Middlesex and Lerts whence provisions might be
druwwn.

It seems possible thar William may have had another objoet in view, one that
hrings the two Larls, Edwin and Morcar, into the picture, They wers Harold’s
Lrothers-in-law and, according to Frecman (* Norman Conquest of England,”
Vol g, App. PP}, were at this time in their respective carldoms of Mercia aned
Northumbria, watching events.  If they decided to come to the help of Londan,
William would have to be prepared (o mect an advance fram the north or the
west or both,

Now if the Duke had laid waste all the eoumtry in the Vale ol Aylesbury along
the line of the Chilterng, any advance of Edwin from the west would have been
seviously hindered, Decause he would have to traverse ool arly the devastated
Vale but the naturally barren country of the Chilterns, and this would have given
the Normans time to advance against him through the Tring-Berkhampstead pass
or to intercept him in some of the ather more diflicull passes of the hills.

If, em the other hand, Edwin and Maorcar joined ene another in the norih of
Mercia and advanced towards London along Ermine Streer, William had only
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a shorl march frem RBerkhampstead Lo St Albans to be across their line of advance.
Tlus, clearly, the former was the best strategic position he could have chosen.

As T see the slate of things, Bdwin, whose younger brother Maorear was always
guided by him, held the fatc of England in his hands ; for if the Northumbrian
and Mereian forces had joined and advanced from the north and the Londoners
from the south, William with his sadly depleted army would have heen caughl
between them and would probably have been wiped out.

But instead of this Edwin and Morcar decided not Lo move, thinking perhaps
that Williarn would leave them their carldoms uninterfered swith 5 and thus the
Londoners were forced to offer hin the crown,

I'he forepoing suggestion depends, of course, upun Freeman heing vight in
his helief that Edwin and Marcar were no longer in London while William was
muking his destructive way through Bucks, but that they had retired in dudgeon
to their earldoms because Lidwin was not chosen king,  Qther authorities believe
that they had not vet lelt Londen 3 and Green suggests that the objeet ol William's
march was to put himsell across the line by which they would have to retire
northwards and thus intercept them,  Still another objective is given to William
hy Ormsby Gore (* Ancient Monumenls,” Vol. g, p. g5, wha thinks that he had
made his long, semicireular march to Berkhampstead in order to attack London
fram the northewest, through the Tvinghoo Gap. We who are not historiaos
cannol pretend to decide as to which of (hese authorities 15 most likely o be right,
bul we may paint out that William’s behaviour in our own county lends colour
to Freeman's view which is based on the account of William of Poiticrs, the
Conqueror’s chaplain, A valuable criticism of the comparative (ruslworthiness
of the older historians who record William’s march, writlen by G. |, Turner,
appears in the * English Historical Review ™ [or 1912,

T lear, however, that T have wandered far from Monks Risborough with whose
story 1 am at present only concerned, except thal we are part ol Enpland.
TDuke William inlerests us hecause, in passing along the Chilterns fromm Walling-
ford, he must have nsed one or both of the Icknield Ways and must certainly
have laid waste all the country we know soowell. Tt was in Qetober or MNovember,
rernember, when all the harvest was in the barns and the hay in stacks, while
the catlle were being fattened in the byres before heing killed and salted for the
winter at hMartinmeas.

We can imagine easily enough the excilement and terror in our homesteads
when the news came that the Normans were advancing from the Thames, destroy-
ing all that they did not need for their own use and burning every homse and barn
that could shielier an enemy, Fortunalely an advance such as this must have
been o slow one and we may hope that mest of the people, with their horses and
perhaps a few of their catlle, were able to eseape across the Lills where it iz unlikely
that the enemy would trouble to follow them,

No pity on accemt of ils being Church property could then be expected by
Monks Rishorough ; not even the wooden church, which prohably was there al
that time, is likely to have heen spared,

Did William ree the greal cross as he rode by Whileleal LIl ?P—T wish we
knew—hut cven had it been there, T fear thal its sight would nat, by ity pleading,
have saved 2 single cottage. Other things that might very well have happened
we would like to know. Did Sir Geoffrey de Mandeville, [or instance, vide hehind
the Duke and, nolicing the rich, pleasani vale that was heing laid waste, ask
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that some parl of it might come to him as a veward fur his share in the conguest
af the country ! and was that, or sumething like it, how Stoke Mandeville earned
ils name ! These, perhaps, are only idle thoughts, but it is 1o idle thought that
the Normans passcd through Monks Rishorough on that autumn day in a.b. 1066
and left it a land of smouldering homesteads and burnt cattle, perhaps even of dead
peesunty and their children,

A HILL-TODI TRACKWAY

T want now to take my readers hack to much earlier times, before even the
Icknicld Way was in use. Back w the days hefore iron was known, and the
mhabitanls of what is now England relied on stone implements for defence and
tilling the land.

We must remember that the earliest inhabitants of whom we kuow anything
were hunters only and followed their prey wherever it led them, using caves and
perhaps rough shelters of boughs as a protection from the wealher. They knew
nothing of agriculmre nor of domesticating animals and thus had no tes Lo keep
them in one [ixed habitation for long, ‘They ave called Palwolithic men because
their weapons were primitive, roughly-chipped flints, and to make these they ha
[rom lime to time to visit places were [lints were found.

That they wandered about the Chiltern region is clear enough, and a visit to
the Aylesbury Museum shows a large eollection of their stone implements which
have been found in the county.  One of them left a very perfect hand axe of the
Acheulean period in what was later to be my garden in Whiteleaf, though how
many thousand years it lay there while the soil gradually deepencd above it
I dare not say ;3 but by medizval times, when the mlomphshare began its work,
the paleolith was too deep to be disturbed and, if I had not dug my parden two
spits deep, it would have heen lying there still: instead of in (he Ayleshury
Museum.

The Palzolithic men were succeeded by the Neolithic, who learnt to improve
their flint implements by polishing and sometimes by boring holes in them.
Plenty of these have been found in this county, though T do not think that any have
actmally come from Monks Risharough hitherto.

When the Nealithic cultural stage succoeded the Paleolithic is not known,
but it must have been many thousand years ago.  Afterwards a race of shorl,
dark, long-headed Neolithic people came into this countey [rum the South-Fast ;
they are known as the Mediterranean race becanse they had gradually worked
their way westward along the shores of that sea and at length reached the most
westerly projection of the Continent, which was later to be cul off by the sea to
form the British Isles.  Sometimes they are called the T.ong Barrow Folk, [rom the
shape of the barrows in which they buried their dead. To give a definite date for
their eoming is impossible, bul it is likely that, could we go back seven or eight
thousand years, we should have found them here.

Life was easier [or them than it had been [or their forerunners of the old
Stune Age because they knew how to grow corn, had domesticated the horse, ox,
sheep and dog and could make pottery of a rough kind. These things we learn
abour them from the bones and other contents of their tombs.

Since they grew corn and grazed cattle, they must have had permanent settle-
ments, clear of the swampy forests which covered most of the country 3 and thu
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wa find signs ol them on the chalk hills and downs.  When they wanted to travel
from one settlement to another they kept to the hill tops where the land was
clear of forests and they would be less liable to surprise attacks lrom enemies or
wolves 1 oven Lo-day, some of us are glad to use this system of tracks, known as
the ** Ridgeways,” when we wish to avoid attacks by motor cars. There 14 & very
definite ridgeway runninyg along the crest of the Chilterns from the south as far
a5 Bledlow Hill, so definite thar it is used as the boundary between Oxfordshire
and Bucks, and when the three-mile gap between the Wain Hill at Bledlow and
Whiteleaf Hill is reached, at the mouth of the Wycombe Pags through the Chilterns,
this ridgeway descends on ta the level and we naturally expect to pick it up amain
on the top of Whiteleaf Hill. In this we are disappointed, and it has been said
that the Chiltern Ridgeway is not continued on our part of the hills, Thiz seema
unlikely and I do not think is the case.  The ridgeway is there as the * Cradle
Way,” but for same reason part of it has been diverted and part has disappeaved.

Thase who [ollowed me when I was heating the bounds of Monks Rishorough
in Part 1 of these Records will remember that, as we traced the parish bounduary
along the Askett-Missenden road, the Cradle Way was noticed coming out of the
gate of ©* Cradlecombe ** grounds and crossing the road Lo enter the galf links by
a litlle gate. There is a right of way here, probably since Neolithic days, and
we may follow the ancient footpath up the rising ground, along the hedge, and
notice that we are heading straight for the top of Whiteleal LLlL

Soon the gate of a picturesque old coltage Jnown as  Middle Cadsden ™ s
reached, where the line ol advance is altered and the right of way diverted either
to the right, towards Whiteleaf Village, or else Lo the lefl, along a lane leading to
Lower Cadsden, But if, without any right of way, we follow the original line
straight on 1o the castern end of Upper Cadsden, where the goll club house is
simuated, and Uien, crossing Thorne Lane, elimb e still’ escarpment of Whiteleaf
Hill through the heech waad, we find ourselves between the twa turnuli, looking
across the three miles (o Lhe Wainhill at Bledlow.

Tt is this part of the ridgeway, hetween Middle Cadsden cottage and the Wain-
Lill that is the missing part of the Cradle Way and, in making a new green,
clage ta the club house o year or two aga, a copper coin of Antoninus Fius was
found, exactly on the line which the Way must have lollowed. How interesting
it would be ta know who dropped it and under what cireumstances.

At prosent, therelore, we must content ourselves with the great probahility
that avellers in far-off Nealithic days followed the Chiltern Ridgeway from the
south until they came to the mouth of the great pass where they had to descend
and follow a Lrack, now invisible, to the oppaosite hill al Whiteleal, We know
that they used to make marks on the hills Lo guide others and, if only Bledlow

ross could be seen from Whileleal, the suggestion that some parts of both crosses

were puides of this kind would have Teen a uselul one, It is interesting, hows-
ever, to notice that, where the hills were lelt and regained, tumuli are lound,
though it is unwise yet Lo guess at their meaning, since they are now being
tharoughly explored and before long many fuets about them will no doubt be
known.

All that we can say al present is that there is cvery reason to think thar
travellers [rom the South reached the top of Whiteleal Hill, though, assoon as they
had done so, they had to begin an equally steep descent in order Lo cross the
mouth of yot another pass—the Askett-Missenden or Killingden one.
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But why the sudden diversion of the track at Middie Cadsden? It is too
udden and sharp to have been made voluntarily by the ridgeway users even had
they wished Lo skirt the base of Whiteleaf Thll and thus aveid the apparently
profitless climb up, followed by an almost immediate climb down, I seems to
me more likely that, much later, when a hamlet was built at Whiteleaf, a footpath
was formed between it and Lower Cladsden and that where (his crossed the Cradie
Way maost of the traffic along the latter turned to the richt towards Whiteleaf,
which Lecarne much mare important than Upper Cadsden becanse of its position
on the Leknield Way.

This shart piece between the Asketl-Missenden road and Middle Cadsden
Coltage i all that Monks Rishorough parish now owns of the original Cradle
Way, but if we follow it into the next parish of Kimble through the grounds of
* Cradlecomhe,” up the hill and across the rifle range, we find it continuing
the same perlectly straight conrse until Chequers Knoll on the skyline is reached.
Soon after this it runs into one of the tracks leading up to the so-called British
Camp on Bulpir Hill, which I notice is described in the V.C.H, of Bucks (Val. =,
- 25) a3 being in Monks Rishorough parish though this T think must be a slip,
After this the modern footpath leads to Elleshorough and joins the Icknield Wa ;
bul this is probably another diversion made when Cheguers Park was enclosed.

1t seems more than likely that the original ridgeway lollowed the top of the
Chiltern Fscarpment over Beacon and Coombe Hills, for ald though the Icknicld
Way may he, the ridgeways were probably older, and thiz one was unlikely to
have left the top of the Chiltern escarpment except where il had to cross the
maouth af a pass,
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