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The Discovery of Ralph Higden's Tomb

BY THE VEN. E. BARBER, M.A.,
A r ch d ea co n  o f  C h ester  

( R e a d  1 3 t h M a y , 1902)

E C E N T  papers and discussions have brought 
prominently before us the name of Ralph 
Higden, and it is, therefore, not inappropriate 

that we should put on record the circumstances con
nected with the discovery of his tomb in the south aisle 
of the Choir of the Cathedral. I will first quote the 
paragraph dealing with the matter from p. 37 of Dean 
Howson’s “ Handbook to Chester Cathedral ”—

“  It was alw ays believed th at Roger H ig d e n ”  (observe the 
C hristian name here given), “  the author o f ‘ P olychronicon ’ 
(a mediaeval h isto ry  o f great note), w as buried near the door 
o f the south aisle o f th is C hurch. No such door was know n to 
ex ist in 1868. In the process o f restoration, however, a door
w ay  (now fu lly  restored) was discovered in the south w all o f 
th is aisle. H ence it was inferred that the b urying-place o f 
H igden was now approxim ately know n. A tten tion  was soon 
afterw ards called to a hollow  sound in the floor under one o f 
the m ural arches near this point. T he place was opened ; and 
it is believed that, for a moment, the actual body o f H igden 
was seen. E veryth in g , how ever, sp eedily  vanished, excep t 
some bones and part o f the cerecloth in w hich the body was 
wrapped. A  full account o f th is probable d iscovery w as laid 
before the Chester Archaeological S ociety  by the Precentor, 
who was present at the opening o f the g r a v e .”



I have not been able to find, in the published Tran
sactions of the Society, any papers relating to the 
subject; but the Rev. E. E. Y. Deacle, who was then 
the Precentor, has very kindly furnished me with his 
recollections of the event, and also with some correspon
dence which he had at the time on certain interesting 
points connected with it, and which are not given in 
Dean Howson’s brief statement. I only regret that we 
have not the paper which Mr. Deacle read in the old 
King’s School shortly after the discovery, and which he 
tells me he has only recently destroyed. This paper 
was probably the communication to our Society to which 
Dean Howson refers in the paragraph I have quoted.

By the kindness of the Editor (Mr. Cooper), I am able 
to give an extract from the Chester Courant, of June 3rd, 
1874, being a portion of a paper read by Rev. E. E. Y. 
Deacle, at a meeting of the Archaeological Society, on 
May 27th :—

“  On February 16th, in repairing the stone seat w hich  runs 
along the w all in the south aisle o f the Choir, the workm en 
came across a stone-slab form ing part o f  the seat. On the slab 
there w as a rich  foliated cross, being styled  the Cross o f G lory. 
Under the slab was rough stonework, w hich had to be rem oved 
in order to restore the ashlar. The workm an em ployed in 
rem oving these stones was soon attracted b y  the hollow  sound 
beneath, and on go in g  a little  deeper he came on three stones, 
one o f w hich had form ed part o f the mullion o f a w indow. 
These stones were found to be the coverin g o f a stone-grave 
p a rtly  cut in the wall. The stones were carefu lly  rem oved in 
m y presence, and disclosed a grave 2 feet 4 inches from the level 
o f  the floor. The grave had never been d istu rb e d ; but there 
la y  the body, m arvellously perfect in form ; the hands crossed 
on the b re a s t; the arms, as far as the elbow, ly in g  on either 
side o f the body ! T h e sk u ll had fallen from the c a v ity  cut 
in the stone to receive it, and w as restin g on the breast. For 
the first few  moments after opening the grave the fram ew ork
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o f the body seem ed m ost com plete, and so perfect and distinct 
that I could see the fingers o f  the hands clasped. In a short 
tim e the distinctness o f the form was gone, and besides some 
o f the larger bones n othin g rem ained but a g litterin g  w hite 
pow dery m atter and the brown cerecloth  w hich  still enveloped 
the low er part o f the body. T his cerecloth  was o f coarse 
plaited w ork, and o f a w oollen m aterial. T he grave was made 
w ith  flags set on edge, w ith  a hole cu t out o f the solid stone 
for the head. T h e len gth  o f the grave was 5 feet 3 inches from 
the shoulders to the feet, and the rest for the head was 9 inches 
long. The breadth across the shoulders was 1 foot 5 inches ; 
and w here the feet, w hich  were tied together, la y  the width 
w as 12J inches. The actual depth o f the coffin or grave was
13J in ch es...........................Across the legs, reaching from  the
feet above the m iddle o f the body, there la y  the rem ains o f a 
decayed hazel ro d .”

I will now give the narrative of the discovery as 
gathered from Mr. Deacle’s letters. Writing on March 
10th, 1902, he says :—

“  I w as present when H igd en ’s grave was opened some 
three feet below the floor. T he stone-coffin was covered w ith  
three stones, one o f w hich would seem  to have been used in a 
w indow. T he sk u ll fell out o f the head-rest when the grave 
was opened, and bits o f bone, a fragm ent or tw o of the cassock 
in w hich he was buried, and a fine w hite pow der the actual 
form o f the spine (were seen). T he grave proved to be that 
o f  H igden b y an account o f a R oyal Progress found in the 
Bodleian L ibrary, w here the grave o f H igden was pointed out 
at a m easured distance from a doorw ay (unknown in m y day)
w h ich  led into the cem etery...........................On the body in
th e coffin was laid a hazel wand, the purpose o f w hich w as not 
c learly  understood.”

Writing again, in answer to further enquiries, on 
April 17th, 1902, Mr. Deacle adds :—

“  I read a paper on the subject in the K in g ’s School o f that 
tim e, and not lon g ago destroyed it. I believe that the only 
people present were F rater (the C lerk o f the W orks), one or
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tw o of the V ergers, and m yself. A fter a certain q u an tity  o f 
soil had been thrown out, th ey  came on three fragm ents o f 
stone coverin g the stone-coffin. I go t into the hole, and a 
rope was passed round the stone over the head o f the coffin. 
On exposure to the air the sk u ll fell from its place ; then the 
three stones were lifted  and bits o f a serge cassock were 
found, a bit o f w hich I sent to the British Museum, and from 
the un guen t used th ey  fixed the date o f burial, w hich coin 
cided w ith  the date o f H igden. A  friend was about th at same 
tim e h u n tin g for som ething in the Bodleian L ibrary, and gave 
me an account he found there o f a R oyal Progress, when 
the tomb or b u ryin g place o f H igden w as pointed out at a 
g iven  distance from the doorw ay into the cem etery. This 
doorw ay, or indications o f it, were unknow n to us, but the 
plaster w as rem oved, and the jam bs of the doorw ay were 
found ; the distance we m easured, and it agreed w ith  the 
num ber o f feet m entioned in the account o f the R oyal V isit. 
T his confirmed the b elief that the grave was that o f H ig d en .”

I applied to Mr. Haverfield for further information as 
to this Bodleian Manuscript, and cannot do better than 
give you his answer, on April 22nd, 1902 :—

‘ ‘ I cannot find or hear o f any Bodleian MS. describ ing a 
Royal Progress and also a lludin g to H igd en ’s Tom b in Chester 
Cathedral. But there is a MS. o f H igden ’s “  Polyclironicon ”  
in our C hrist C hurch L ib rary, and at the end o f it a note b y  a 
later hand (15th or 16th C entury), w hich  seems to contain the 
words w hich you quote. It has been printed several times. 
I have verified the text to-day, and enclose i t .”

The MS. was given to the library by Dr. Burton, an 
alumnus of Christ Church in 1595, and the note was 
probably written by him. The following is the note:—

‘ ‘ Corpus hujus R anulphi conditum  est in M onasterio S. 
W erburgi in australi parte tem pli ju x ta  chorum prope ostium 
quod ducit in cem iterium  : A rcus illi in muro excavatus est. 
Inscriptum  fuit in muro ; ‘ Non hie sub uiuro, sed subter mar- 
more duro .’ O stendit Mr. B u ck se y (? )”
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The translation is as follows :—

“ T h e body o f this Ralph w as buried in the M onastery o f 
S. W erburg, in the southern part o f the C hurch b y  the C hoir, 
near to the door w hich  leads into the cem etery. An arch for 
it has been hollow ed in the w all. [This] inscription w as on 
the w a l l : ‘ N ot here under the wall, but beneath the hard 
m arble.’ ”  [Mr. B u cksey showed this.]

As the words in this note are quoted in the corres
pondence which Mr. Deacle had at the time with Judge 
Wynne Ffoulkes, and to which I shall refer, I cannot 
but think that this is the MS. (and not one in the 
Bodleian) from which his friend quoted at the time of 
the discovery, though no specified distance of the tomb 
from the doorway is given. As to Mr. Bucksey, the 
late Mr. Thomas Hughes (who was Sheriff of the City 
at the time when Mr. Deacle read his paper) made the 
following suggestion :—

“ W ith  regard to Mr. B ucsey (or B ucksey) furnishin g Dr. 
Burton w ith  inform ation as to the grave o f the m onk, I would 
su g g est the follow ing explanation. W hen the Dean and 
C hap ter heard that the E arl o f L eicester was at Shrew sbury, 
th e y  sent Dr. B ucksey (or Bucsey) to Shrew sbury to m eet the 
E arl, and invited  him  to Chester. Perhaps Dr. Burton was 
in th e suite o f the E arl, and as the Earl cam e here, it was 
probably on a visit to the C athedral that B ucksey showed 
Burton the tom b o f R alph H ig d en .”

I think this also explains Mr. Deacle’s impression as 
to “  the account of a Royal Progress.”

I will now turn your attention to some points which 
were dealt with at the time by Mr. Deacle’s various 
correspondents. First, as to the place of sepulture in 
(or near) the wall of the Church. Taken by itself, the 
note or memorandum on the Christ Church MS. would 
seem to imply that an arch had been hollowed out in
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the existing wall of the aisle for the purpose of con
structing the tomb. The Clerk of the Works, however, 
was of opinion that the arch was constructional, and 
so of a date some 70 or 100 years before the death of 
Higden. Further, the inscription points to the interment 
being not in the wall, but under a marble-slab close by, 
whilst the only marble-slab was that over the arched- 
tomb in the wall. These considerations ought, perhaps, 
to be modified by the fact that the note on the MS. is 
ascribed to a writer of the 16th Century.

I gather from a subsequent letter from Mr. Deacle 
that, before the restoration of the south aisle, “ there was 
little to prove that there was a tomb in the wall. The 
marble-slab projected six inches beyond the face of the 
wall, standing up above the pavement some four or five 
inches. The recess was not apparent, being filled in 
with rubble and mortar. The slab was of Purbeck 
marble, bearing a foliated cross.” 1 It was when this 
slab was removed and the soil excavated to the depth 
of three feet, that the coffin, covered w’ith three stones 
(the centre one having apparently been used elsewhere), 
was found. Mr. Deacle is under the impression that 
he saw on the wall, where the cavity was found, the 
inscription : “ Non hie sub muro sed subter marmore 
duro.” The tomb, therefore, if not actually in the wall 
was close to it, and may have been partly in the wall and 
partly under the adjoining pavement. A  memorandum 
in Mr. Deacle’s handwriting, and written at the time of 
the discovery, seems to point to this latter conclusion. 
It has reference to a somewhat similar position of the 
tomb of Archbishop Stephen Dangton, in the east wall

1 Here, I  think, Mr. Deacle’s memory may be at fault, as the slab is, 
apparently, of a red stone; and in the paper which he read shortly after, it is 
spoken of as a r/ene-slab.
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of the Warrior’s Chapel of Canterbury Cathedral, though, 
in this case, the arch which carries the wall of the chapel 
is thrown over the centre, and not over the length, of the 
tomb. I may quote a sentence from this memorandum :

“ T here is a sto ry  that the tomb is placed partly in and 
p a rtly  out o f  the chapel on account o f the Interdict at the tim e 
o f the A rchbishop ’s death ; this, however, is only a leg en d .”

At the time of the discovery of the tomb, Canon 
Blomfield drew Mr. Deacle’s attention to the fact that 
several of the later Abbots were buried in the south 
aisle of the Choir. Thus—

“  Thos. de B yrchehylles, who died 1323, was buried there, 
n early  in a line w ith the pillars and opposite the w estern 
a r c h ; his grave w as opened to m ake w ay for Dean Sm ith  in 
1787. W in. de Bebington died 1349, and was buried on the 
r ig h t side o f his predecessor. Win. de M ershter died 1386, and 
w as buried in the south aisle o f the Choir, on the rig h t side 
o f W m . B ebington, and so alm ost up to the south w all, and 
close to the arched tom b.”

Canon Blomfield, in mentioning these facts, was con
tending that it was unlikely that a richly-ornamented 
tomb would be erected in honour of an ordinary monk. 
But may not this be the very meaning of the inscription, 
as if the arched recesses had been prepared by the build
ers of nearly one hundred years before for the interment 
of some future Abbot or dignitary, and to show that 
Higden’s body was not occupying such an honourable 
position ? That such a provision should be made before
hand is not deemed out of the question is shown by the 
contention of some architectural authorities that the 
six Norman recesses in the south walk of the Cloister, 
evidently erected at one time, were intended for the 
tombs of the early Abbots. Moreover, the tomb which 
I learn from Judge Wynne Ffoulkes is Higden’s, is the 
westernmost of the three, and is not under one of the



two canopied arches, but is really part of the stone seat; 
a portion of the wall being hollowed out.

The memorandum on the Christ Church MS. may be 
taken as pretty conclusive evidence that the tomb opened 
in 1874 was the tomb of Ralph Higden.

Before turning to other points I cannot refrain from 
reading another letter of Canon Blomfield’s (dated Feb
ruary 23rd, 1874), which I am sure you will like to hear, 
though it seems to advance a contradictory theory to 
that put forward in the other letter :—

“  T he custom  o f burial in or under the w alls o f  C hurches 
has been m uch discussed b y  the learned in Notes and Queries, 
and some curious traditions on the subject m entioned, but no 
definite conclusion come to ; nobody seems to kn ow  m uch 
about it. T he practice seems to have prevailed in the 14th 
C en tu ry, at w hich  period, probably, some o f the tom bs w hich 
o rig in ally  projected from the w alls were inserted into them. 
A n idea prevailed in some places th at the Church wall was a 
kind o f neutral ground, neither w ithin the C hurch nor without 
it, in w hich ecclesiastics w ho had com m itted som e venial 
offence were buried. But the r ig h t o f m ural interm ent was 
certain ly  not lim ited to ecclesiastics, as there are m any in 
stances o f  k n igh ts and others so buried. I have an indistinct 
idea o f some traditional statem ent that the tombs in the south 
w all o f the C hoir were rem oved to that spot at some tim e 
when the w all w as repaired or reb u ilt.”

The late Mr. Ewen supplied some notes to Mr. Deacle 
which will be listened to with much interest; with them 
was the enclosing letter (dated February 23rd, 1874):—

“  There is no doubt, in m y own mind, that the ‘ c e re c lo th ’ 
found in the C athedral is a hand-m ade cloth, and corres
ponding w ith that one found in a C eltic  Barrow in Y o rksh ire, 
and m entioned b y  Dr. Rock. W eavin g w as not introduced 
into E ngland until 1331. The A ct o f C harles II. appears to 
confirm  the continuance, to a late period, o f w oollen burial 
garm en ts.”
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The following were the notes :—
“ T he earliest record o f wooden-coffins in E ngland is at the 

burial o f  K in g  A rthur, w ho was buried in an entire trun k of 
oak, hollow ed, A.D. 542.”  (Haydn's Dictionary o f  Dates v. 
Coffins).

“ A  little  deeper was a coffin hollowed out o f an oak tree, and 
w ithin la y  the bones o f the renowned K in g  A rth u r and his fair 
Queen G u en evere.”  (Cameos o f  E n g lish  H istory).

“ A fter the Conquest the practice was introduced into E n g 
land o f p lacin g stone coffin-lids, with or w ithout effigies, under 
low  arches. In the 13th C en tu ry  the flat grave-stone was 
em ployed, on a level w ith  the floor.”  (A rtic le  upon Tombs, in 
“ Faiths o f  the W o r ld ").

Then follows another quotation from the same book :—
“  B u ryin g  the dead had begun to be practised by the A nglo- 

Saxon s when their h istory was first w ritten b y  the C hristian  
C lerg y , and was never after discontinued. The ordinary 
coffins were o f wood, and the superior ones o f stone ; the 
bodies o f  K in gs were wrapped in linen, but the c le rg y  were 
dressed in their priestly  vestm en ts.”

To this Mr. Eweu added the query: “ were not their 
vestments cowls (sic) of coarse woollen?”

An extract from Stanley’s Memorials of Westminster 
is then given :—

“ K in g  John, w ith  a view  to escape the dem ons he had so 
fa ith fu lly  served in life, gave orders to wrap his body in a 
m on k’s cowl, and to b ury it between tw o Saints (W olfstan and 
O sw ald).”

After some notes (which are scarcely relevant) on “ The 
Act of Charles II.,” “ Worsted,” and “ Bishop Blaize,” 
I find the following, though no mention is made of the 
source from which it is taken :—

“ M arch 2nd, 1787. Some few  w eeks ago we m entioned 
the d iscovery  o f an antient and rem arkable coffin, w ith  the 
rem ains o f an em balm ed body, in our C athedral, since w hich

T H K  D IS C O V E R Y  O F  R A L P H  H IG D E N ’S T O M B  123



a record has been found that proves it to have been a clerical 
gentlem an named Thom as Birchelsey, otherwise K ytheller, a 
Chaplain  to K in g  Edward I., b y  whom  he was appointed Abbot 
o f  th is Cathedral, on the 30th January, 1291, and died in the 
reign o f Edw ard II., in 1324.”

I liave since ascertained that this paragraph is ex
tracted from the Chester Chronicle of the date given, 
and am much indebted to Mr. Wm. H. Davies, the 
Chief Reporter, who kindly made search in the files of 
the paper, and verified the extract. This grave was 
evidently the one “ opened to make way for Dean Smith 
in 1787,” as mentioned in Canon Blomfield’s letter 
already quoted.

The hazel wand on the body in the coffin gave rise 
to many conjectures, the result of which will best be 
given by quoting the letters which Mr. Deacle received 
on the subject.1 One dated April 13th, 1874, and signed 
“ Emily S. Holt,” contains the following :—

“  I believe I can tell you the m eaning of the hazel-stick. It 
was a preservative against w itchcraft. A  cross o f  witch-elm  
(sic) was found in the coffin o f  H enry IV. (see S trick la n d ’s 
Queens o f  Engla?id, i i . , 104). It is v e ry  unreasonable to offer 
you th is statem ent m erely on m y ifse  dixit, but I am sorry to 
add th at I cannot state m y authority. I have looked for it 
in vain, and I can only say  that the fact has lodged itse lf  in 
m y m em ory from some source at present u n kn ow n .”

I have given this theory as it was advanced, because 
it would not have been fair to suppress it. But against 
it must now be set the opinions of two ecclesiastics of 
the Roman Church. In a fragment of a letter, dated 
from Stonyhurst College, Blackburn, (and from which

1 It may be well to state that a month later, on March 18th, 1874, 
another grave was opened, and in this were found a chalice and paten, a pair 
of leather sandals, a buckle, the remains of some silken vestment, and a hazel 
rod in a far better state of preservation.
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the signature, I regret to say, has been torn away, 
together with the name of the authority referred to), are 
these words :—

“ A ccordin g to th is learned priest the hazel-rods were buried 
w ith  persons w ho had done penance in lifetim e, and were (so 
to say) post mortein absolutions. In some cases it appears 
that the dead body was scourged w ith  rods o f th is wood, and 
the rods were buried w ith the corpse.”

An earlier sentence in this letter shows that the writer 
had been in correspondence with Mr. T. Hughes, F.S.A., 
on the subject. Another letter to Mr. Hughes, from the 
late Rev. Canon Cholmondeley, I am able to give in 
full. It is dated May 1st, 1874, and is as follows :—

“  I om itted to inform  you th at sim ilar confessional wands 
to those w hich  I described to you as being in use at St. P eter’s, 
are also to be seen (and are used) in the s ix  other Basilicas 
o f Rome. There, also, are these rods seen attached to the 
Confessionals. On the whole, I am inclined confidently to 
th in k  that in the graves you named (as w ell as in Rome and 
elsewhere) th e y  are m eant as sym bols o f ‘ Penance, A bsolution, 
and In dulgen ce ’ ; w hether (1) th ey  intim ated the office o f 
Penitentiary  as havin g attached to the deceased person durin g 
l i f e ; or (2) w hether th e y  s ig n ify  -post mortem Absolution and 
In dulgen ce ; or (3) w'hether the person deceased received  in 
hord mortis some special A bsolution from Rome, w hich w as so 
indicated. S till, all these are on ly  applications o f one radical 
idea, viz ., th at the wands you saw and the wands I have 
seen are sym bolic o f Penance, Absolution (and also, perhaps, 
Indulgence). You w ill not fail to observe the affinities o f 
th o u gh t between this sym bolism  and the types and figures 
o f  the Old Testam ent. And, in sp eakin g o f C hristian A n ti
quities, the connection between the Old Testam ent and the 
N ew  should alw ays be borne in mind. Y o u  w ill, therefore, 
rem em ber (1) A aron ’s Rod, & c., & c . ; also (2) D avid ’s words : 
‘ T h y  rod and T h y  staff have com forted me ’ (Protestant 
V ersio n ); and (3) ‘ B y faith, Jacob, dyin g, blessed each o f the 
sons o f Joseph and adored the top o f his rod,’ H ebrews x i., 21 
(C atholic V ersion).”
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It is not possible, of course, to arrive at any complete 
solution of the matter, and to say which of the alterna
tives here suggested is the true one. Higden, however, 
was a lay monk (as Judge Wynne Ffoulkes reminds 
us), no sacramental vessels being found in the coffin ; 
the wand, therefore, could not have implied that he 
exercised the office of a confessor ; and, most probably, 
indicated that he had received absolution in hord mortis. 
In the other grave the presence of the sacred vessels 
would seem to show that the person buried was a 
confessor.

We shall all agree that it is interesting to have had 
these points brought to our notice, and that we owe 
a debt of gratitude to Mr. Deacle for his kindness in 
making this possible, by placing these various papers 
at our disposal.

Though I have finished the subject, so far as it refers 
to the discovery of the tomb, there is one point on which 
I would add a few words. In one of his letters Canon 
Blomfield writes thus :—

“ I have a copy o f H igd en ’s Polychronicon as translated by 
Trevisa  in 1527, now a scarce book. T hough the chronicle is 
continued down to 1480, there is no m ention o f H igd en ’s death 
or place o f burial. I see that, in the H arleian C atalogue of 
the B ritish Museum, he is thus described : ‘ Polycronicon 
R anulphi M onaclii Cestrensis exem plar pervetustum , & c. 
R evera est P olycratica temporum seu Polychronicon Rogeri 
M onachi Cestrensis quam fcedissime defloravit Plagiariorum  
insignissim us R anulphus H igden com m onaclius su n s.’ So he 
is not held in m uch respect as an original or trustw orthy 
historian. I f  Caxton had not printed his book, both that 
and his name would, probably, have been lost in oblivion 
lon g a go .”



I sent this extract to Sir Edmund Maunde Thompson, 
the Principal Librarian at the British Museum, and 
have been favoured by him with the following memo
randum :—

“  No auth ority  is given  in the H arleian C atalogue for the 
statem ent that H igd en ’s Polychronicon is plagiarised from the 
P olycratica o f R oger o f Chester, and, presum ably, it is sim ply 
W a n ley ’s interpretation o f the fact that some o f the extan t 
M SS. g iv e  the w ork the title  o f the P olycratica o f R oger o f 
C h e s te r ; and others that o f the Polychronicon o f R anulpli o f 
C hester [i.e., H igden). T he origin o f the b elief in the existence 
o f tw o d istin ct persons m ay apparently  be traced to Bale, who 
g iv es separate accounts o f  them, and m akes Roger tw en ty-tw o 
years earlier than Ranulph. Bale does not h im self charge 
Ranulph w ith  plagiarism , but that accusation was made by 
Fuller, and repeated at greater len gth  b y  W anley. Modern 
scholars have gen era lly  supposed that the two persons are 
identical, the name R oger being sim ply an error, and the title 
P olycratica (which is m eaningless as applied to a chronicle) 
m erely a m istaken rem iniscence o f the Polycraticon o f John o f 
Salisb ury. A ccordin g to Babington, the name R oger is not 
w ritten b y the original scribe in any o f the copies in the British 
M u seu m ; nor in that at Corpus C hristi C ollege, C a m b rid g e ; 
nor in that at Lam beth. T he whole question is discussed by 
Babington in his introduction to Volum e I. o f the Edition o f 
H igden in the Rolls Series ; and sum m arised in the articles on 
H igden and R oger o f Chester in the D ictionary o f N ational 
B io grap h y.”

Mr. Haverfield also writes to the same effect:—
“  In all probability  there never w as such a person as Roger 

o f  Chester, author o f P olycratica. H is name and his b o o k ’s 
nam e alike, arose from an error o f  some one w ho m eant to 
name Ranulph H igden and his Polychronicon ; b y  a slip  o f 
m em ory or w ritin g R[anulph] o f C hester was turned into 
R oger o f C hester; and the Polychronicon (perhaps abbreviated)
into P olycratica .......................... It is, all the same, ro u gh ly  true
th at H igden was a great plagiarist. N early  all the mediaeval 
chroniclers were, except when w ritin g contem porary h is to r y ;
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and o n ly  a little  o f H igden is contem porary. It would not, I 
tliink , be unfair to add that H igden is, perhaps, in th is respect 
of plagiarism , rather worse than most o f h is fellow s. H is 
w ork is a sort o f pleasant easy-goin g U niversal H istory, w hich 
becam e very  popular, but is not (even w ith  respect to its age) 
critical or scientific, or rea lly  historical. In such qualities 
H igden is a lon g w ay  behind the best mediaeval chroniclers. 
The present value o f his w ritings consists, I im agine, in a 
q u an tity  o f m iscellaneous inform ation, given  here and there 
and anyw here, about various subjects ; little  in terestin g th in gs. 
F or one, he is the first w riter who m entions R yckn ield  Street 
b y  that name. I suspect he made a blunder in doing so, but 
still the name has s tu c k .”

I must apologise for having detained you so long. 
It was only when I had written the greater part of 
this paper, that it occurred to tne that Mr. Deacle’s 
earlier and contemporaneous paper might be found in 
the files of The Chester Cour ant; otherwise, I would 
have merely transcribed that paper, and given you the 
account in Mr. Deacle’s own words.
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