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© #HECYWENUE OWVE The Chronicle of Battle Abbey, ed. tr. by E.
Searle (Oxford, 1980) (== Battle Chronicle), pp. 33-48, 66-70.

@ D. Knowles, The Monastic Order in England (Cambridge, 1950), p.
128.

@ E. Searle, Lordship and Community Battle Abbey and its Banlieu
1066-1588 (Toronto, 1974) (X ¥= Lordship), p. 36; Battle Chronicle,
p. 94, fn. 1.

®@ G. R. C. Davis, Medieval Cartularies of Great Britain (London,
1958), pp. 5-6; Searle, Lordship, pp. 7-8.

@ Battle Chronicle, p. 1; M. Brett, ‘Review: The Chronicle of Battle
Abbey’, Medium AEvum, 50 (1981), pp, 319-22 (== Review), p.
319.

@  Battle Chronicle.
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@ M. T. Clanchy, From Memory to Written Record (1979, 2nd ed.,
Oxford, 1993) (i~ From Memory).

& R. McKitterick, ed., The Uses of Literacy in Early Mediaeval Europe
(Cambridge, 1990) 3 ° WY BER~NE ‘Oral History, Memory
and Written Tradition’, Transactions of the Royal Historical Society (=X
- TRHS), 6th ser., IX (1999), pp. 161-301, v | RRRE&L
Utrecht Studies in Medieval Literacy (Turnhout) & N >—X5%&¥Q0
V500 EROCHEESWEP-2Qv2E M. T. Clanchy, ‘Intro-
duction’; M. Mostert, ‘New Approaches to Medieval Communica-
tion?’, in: M. Mostert ed., New Approaches to Medieval Communication
(Turnhout, 1999), pp. 1-13, 15-37. E£IR U BFHm~ 0 » L
SV OUERCHESHKEMESR O 2\ 5 ¢ (M. Mostert, ‘A Bib-
liography of Works on Medieval Communication’, pp. 193-318). I
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@ Clanchy, From Memory, p. 19, Chap. 10.

@ Clanchy, From Memory, p. 333.

@ K. Heidecker, ‘Introduction’, in: X. Heidecker ed., Charters and the
Use of the Written Word in Medieval Society (Turnhout, 2000), pp.
1-12, p. 9; P. M. Thane, ‘Oral History, Memory and Written Tradi-
tion: An Introduction’, TRHS, 6th ser., IX (1999), pp. 161-9.
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® P.J. Geary, Phantoms of Remembrance (Princeton, 1994).

@ W. Brown, ‘Charters as weapons’, Jowrnal of Medieval History, 28
(2002), pp. 227-48

® ERBLECRBUROWVI L. Genicot et al., Typologie des sources
du moyen dge occidental (Turnhout) € » =~ X" # L R. C. van

%
o
}‘

®

Caenegem, Introduction aux sources de Uhistorie médiévale (Turnhout,
1997).

© A. Gransden, Historical Writing in England ¢. 550 to ¢. 1807 (Lon-
don, 1974) (= Historical Writing), p. 277. FEm~n dML ULH
NBRRBEEUE OV E. M. C. van Houts, Local and Regional
Chronicles (Turnhout, 1995).

© Gransden, Historical Writing, pp. 269-70, 286.

® Gransden, Historical Writing, p. 272; Davis, Medieval Cartularies, p.
xiii.

® Gransden, Historical Writing, pp. 283-4.

® K. Heidecker, ‘Introduction’.

® M. Chibnall, ‘Charter and Chronicle: the use of archive sources

by Norman historians’, in: M. Chibnall, Piety, Fower and History in
Medieval England and Normandy (Bury St Edmunds, 2000), XIX, ori-
ginally in: Church and Government in the Middle Ages Essays Presented
to C. R. Cheney on his 70th Birthday, eds., by C. N. L. Brooke et al.
(Cambridge, 1976, rep. with corrections 1978), pp. 1-17, p. L;
‘Forgery in narrative charters’, in: M. Chibnall, Piety, Power and
History, XX, originally in: Félschungen im Mittelalter(Hannover,
1988), pp. 331-46, p. 331.

® E. van Houts, ‘Historical Writing’, in: C. Harper-Bill and E. van
Houts eds., A Companion to the Anglo-Norman World (Woodbridge,
2003), pp. 103-21, pp. 116-7

©® ]-Ph. Genet, ‘Cartulaires, registres et histoire: 'exemple anglais’,
dans: B. Guenee, Le métier d’historien au moyen dge études sur Uhistor-
jographie médiévale (Paris, 1977), pp. 95-138, 128-9. R—w i v 1l
B D. Walker, ‘The Organization of Material in Medieval Cartu-
laries’, in: D. A. Bullough and R. L. Storey eds., The Study of
Medieval Records (Oxford, 1971), pp. 132-150; O. Guyotjeannin, L.
Morelle et M. Parisse éd, Les cartulaires (Paris, 1993) 320°

& BL MS. Cotton Domitian A ii. WKL O\ Bartle Chronicle,
pp. 23-8.

G ERDRANDESUGSEBHEELEEL 8 (Battle Chronicle, pp.

25, 28).
EH4a iR D" Battle Chronicle, pp. 7-23. WL 0 SV pp. 23-8.
Gransden, Historical Writing, p. 272.
Battle Chronicle, pp. 27, 334.
Battle Chronicle, p. 1. £0EE- U~ 2135 5°

Battle Chronicle, pp. 146-208. [ &~V € & 5 1

28008

B
L
T
S
]

(425)

129



Knowles, ‘Essays in Monastic History IV The Growth of Exemp-
tion’, Downside Review 1 n. s. 31 (1932), Rep. edn., vol. 50, pp.
201-31, 396-436 (= }= Exemption) ; H. Mayr-Harting, ‘Hilary,
Bishops of Chichester (1147-1169) and Henry II’, English Historical
Review (K= EHR), 78 (1963), pp. 209-24; The Acta of the Bishops
of Chichester 1075-1207, ed. by H. Mayr-Harting (Torquay, 1964).

@  Battle Chronicle, ‘charters’, pp. 343-4.

&  Battle Chronicle, pp. 7-8.

® E. Searle, ‘Battle Abbey and exemption: the forged charters’,
EHR, 83 (1968), pp. 449-80 (=1~ forged charters), pp. 450-1; Bat-
tle Chronicle, pp. 1, 8-15.

& Searle, ‘forged charters’, pp. 450-1, p. 450, {n. 3; Battle Chronicle,
p. 106.

& Battle Chronicle, p. 8.

®  Battle Chronicle, pp. 21-3.

® H. W. C. Davis, ‘The Chronicle of Battle Abbey’, EHR, 29
(1914), pp. 426-34, p. 427; Brett, ‘Review’, p. 320; N. Vincent,
‘King Henry II and the Monks of Batile: the Battle Chronicle Un-
masked’, in: R. Gameson and H. Leyser eds., Belief and Culture in
the Middle Ages (Oxford, 2001), pp. 264-86 (X = Unmasked), p.
266.

® Brett, ‘Review’, pp. 321-2; E. van Houts, ‘The Ship List of Wil-
liam the Conqueror’, Anglo-Norman Studies, X (1988), pp. 159-83,
pp. 165-7, 177; E. van Houts, ‘The Memory of 1066 in Written and
Oral Traditions’, Anglo-Norman Studies, IXX (1997), pp. 167-79, p.
167; E. van Houts ed., ‘The Brevis Relatio de Guillelmo Nobilissi-
mo Comite Normannorum, Written by a Monk of Battle Abbey,

edited with an historical commentary’, in: Chronology, Conquest and
Conflict in Medieval England (London, 1997), pp 1-48, p. 14.

& Brett, ‘Review’, p. 321-2; Vincent, ‘Unmasked’, p. 267.

® Brett, Review’, p. 320; N. Vincent, ‘The Charters of King Henry
II: the Intoroduction of the Royal Inspeximms Revisited’, in: M.
Gervers ed., Dating Undated Medieval Charters (Woodbridge, 2000),
pp. 97-120 (- Inspeximus), p. 106, fn. 3 W5 (A ]HEOR
FOLEHOQ?

&  Battle Chronicle, p. 32.

&  Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannorum, i, ed. by H. W. C. Davis (Ox-
ford, 1913), nos. 62, 113, 261, 262, 263, 271; Knowles, ‘Exemption’,
pp. 218-25, 431-6.

® Searle, ‘forged charters’.

& 1. C. Holt, ‘More Battle Forgeries', Reading Medieval Studies, 11
(1985), pp. 75-86 (=} Battle Forgeries).

& Vincent, ‘Unmasked’.

@ Battle Chronicle, p. 8.

@ Vincent, ‘Unmasked’, p. 265.

®@ (A=l
97-102.

CEERLH Y O S\ Vincent, ‘Inspeximus’, pp.
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Battle Chronicle, p. 34.

=) Battle Chronicle, pp. 146, 210.

Battle Chronicle, p. 146.

Battle Chronicle, pp. 68-70.

Battle Chronicle, pp. 74-6. ‘hoc enim assueuerat iuramento’

Battle Chronicle, p. 114. ‘confirmationis munimenta hinc ab ipso

prouide regii exigebant consiliarii’... ‘tanti uiri donum uerbotenus

collatum absque arbitro posse sufficere, nec super hoc quodlibet
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confirmationis edictum quemquam hactenus quesisse, quia nec
necessarium fore putabant’... ‘responsum est non fore ratam posse
donationem tante rei, ubi scilicet et liberalis auctoritas dignitatum
necnon et regle corone extabat signum, si non aut cartarum aut
certe testium uiua uoce probata roboraretur’

©®  Buattle Chronicle, pp. 114-6.

@  Battle Chronicle, pp. 212-8.

©@ Battle Chronicle, pp. 214-6. ‘se predecessorum suorum cyrographa
audisse, sed nulla sigillorum testimonia in eis se appensa causatur
uidere’... “antiquitus non erat quemlibet militulum sigillum habere’...
‘dominus rex propriis manibus cartam et sigillum aui sui regis Hen-
rici apprehendens, et ad eundem Gilebertum conuersus, ‘Per ocu-
los’, inquit, ‘Del, si cartam hanc falsam comprobare posses, lucrum
mille librarum mihi in Anglia conferres.’

@ Holt, ‘Battle Forgeries’, pp. 75-81; R. Mortimer, ‘The Charters of
Henry II: What are the Criteria for Authenticity?’, Anglo-Norman
Studies, XI1 (1990), pp. 119-34, p. 122 (= Authenticity). D~ N
PNB G5 QR IOR R H K AERVL -~ AR Q8 5 €
D HN N M0 FE QR WIEE ¢ (Vincent, ‘Un-
masked’, pp. 271-2).

® Holt, ‘Battle Forgeries’, p. 81.

&  Battle Chronicle, pp. 146-208.

@  Battle Chronicle, p. 154. ‘prohibuit cartam abbatis de Bello regali
sigillo confirmari’

®  Battle Chronicle, p. 158.

@  Battle Chronicle, p. 162.

® Battle Chronicle, pp. 176-8. ‘Quam similiter rex in manus acci-

piens atque circumspiciens, iussit eam cum allis diligenter reponi et
magna diligentia custodiri’
© Batle Chronicle, p. 194. ‘cartas scilicet predecessorum meorum
regum, iusta dignitate corone Anglie et magnorum uirorum testimo-
nio confirmatas, a uobis, domine episcope, peremptorias esse iudi-
catas’
&  Batle Chronicle, p. 196. ‘His perlectis, episcopus se cartam illam
nunquam uidisse uel audisse affirmabat, neque abbatem sibi aliquo
pacto eam pandere uoluisse’
Battle Chronicle, p. 208.
Searle, ‘forged charters’, pp. 454-9.
Battle Chronicle, p. 196.
Gransden, Historical Writing, p. 277.
Battle Chronicle, pp. 238-50.
Battle Chronicle, p. 240.

Battle Chronicle, p. 242. ‘cartas quasdam Warnerii abbatis nomine

BOB20006

prenotatas, que quidem surrepticie et falsitatis notam habere
diligenter intuentibus uidebantur’

® Baitle Chronicle, p. 244. ‘Licet igitur diligenter intuentibus palam
esset cartas ipsas notam falsitatis habere’

® Battle Chronicle, p. 246.

® Battle Chronicle, pp. 320-34.

® Battle Chronicle, p. 328. ‘cartam domini regis super donatione et
confirmatione in medium protulit...cartam archiepiscopi, ipso etiam
archiepiscopo presente, in omnium oculis ostendit’

® Battle Chronicle, p 334. ‘instrumenta omnia que uel regis uel

archiepiscopi nomine super prefata ecclesia habere uidebatur
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monasterio resignaret, munimentumque per quod compositio fir-
maretur a solo monasterio reciperet’

@  Battle Chronicle, pp. 124-6.

&  Battle Chronicle, pp. 244-6, 334.

@ T.F.T. Plucknett, ‘Deeds and Seals’, TRHS, 4th ser., 32 (1950),
pp. 141-51, 150.

@ Battle Chronicle, pp. 308-12.

& V. H. Galbraith, ‘A New Charter of Henry Il to Battle Abbey’,
EHR, 52 (1937), pp. 67-73 (&}~ New Charter).

® Vincent, ‘Inspeximus’ BRANATK SREWRHOIO QO 1Q
BEHRUS S KA RERECEENEN DN ( CRIR QTR wIE
08 (p. 109). #6427 Mortimer, ‘Authenticity’, pp. 127-31.

&  Battle Chronicle, p. 312.

® Galbraith, ‘New Charter’, pp. 67-73; Battle Chronicle, p. 312, fn.1.

@& Galbraith, ‘New Charter’, p. 69; Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannor-
um: The Acta of William I (1066-1087), ed. by D. Bates (Oxford,
1998), no.19, p. 148.

@ M. Brett, ‘Forgery at Rochester’, Falschungen im Mittelalter (1988),
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© Clanchy, From Memory, pp. 57-62 18"
LUV OXERECHEWE R0

| 1ERR0 | =R

@& Battle Chronicle, p. 162. ‘Abbas autem in secretiori loco litteris in-
spectis et perlectis’

@ Battle Chronicle, p. 178. ‘Qua perlecta, rex in manus eandem acci-
piens, atque undique circumspiciens’

@ Clanchy, From Memory, p. 258 3084 SR Lilkdn A DNy
REEURCEVERT0°

@  Battle Chronicle, p. 216. ‘si forte sit aliquid cui amplius quam huic
carte uelitis inniti, Non tamen uos puto ad presens aliam quesituros
probationem... se non alias inniti aut aliam quesituros, extra cartam,
probationem asserunt, nil se maius uel minus extra cartam exigere’

© C. Brooke, ‘Approaches to Medieval Forgery’, in: C. Brooke,
Medieval Church and Society (London, 1971), pp. 100-20; P. Geary,
‘Forgery’, in: Encyclopedia of the Middle Ages, 2 vols, ed. by Andre
Vauchez (Cambridge, 2000), vol. I, pp. 559-60.

O NDRANDT N2APDN - NN H KCER O QEEERw-2 O (VAQ
O R B ER.Q oS EREWHEE D0 R0 - 2 XTIR
EAUHPQ (Knowles, ‘Exemption’, p. 218).
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The Role of Charters in The Chronicle of Battle Abbey
by

NAKAMURA Atsuko

Battle Abbey was founded by William the Conqueror on the very site of the
Battle of Hastings as a memorial of that epoch-making battle. The Chronicle of
Battle Abbey, written at the end of 12th century, is famous not only for its vivid
account of Henry II's court but also for numerous surviving charters directly
related to the content of The Chronicle itself. Researchers have also taken an
interest in the fact that many of the charters are suspected of being forgeries.
Against the accepted theory of Eleanor Searle, Nicholas Vincent has argued in his
recent study that even more charters of Battle Abbey are forgeries and therefore
the story of The Chronicle grounded on these forged charters cannot be trusted
as historically accurate.

This paper tries on the other hand to examine how charters worked in the
context of The Chronicle, whether or not the charters were genuine or forged.
Even if the account based on forgeries cannot be accepted as reality, The
Chronicle may still tell us how charters were expected to function. Recent
studies on the documents of Medieval Europe, strongly influenced by the current
study of historical literacy, have paid more and more attention to the historical
context in which documents were used. The Chronicle of Battle Abbey may
serve as an interesting example showing how charters were (to be) used and how
they were expected to function in 12th-century England.

The Chronicle often states importance and great authority of charters. In 4 of
the 5 conflicts taken from the narrative, charters were presented as an important
tool in each argument. Nevertheless, most of the conflicts came to an end
regardless of whether the charters were genuine or forged. In one case, the
charters presented by Battle Abbey in the chronicle were, according to the
modern research, in fact forgeries, while The Chronicle itself plamed the charter
presented by the opponents for being forged. Does this indicate The Chronicle is
untrustworthy? It can be interpreted, as this paper argues, that a charter was
‘genuine’ if its content was accepted at the time, regardless of the fact that it is, in
the modern sense, a forgery. Careful reading of The Chronicle also shows there
were many other activity concerned with charters that ensured consent and
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approval, such as oath-taking, creating consensus at gatherings and putting seals
on the charters. The Chronicle of Battle Abbey demonstrates a confidence in
charters that differs from our own. This was the faith of an age in which written
documents were increasingly being produced and in which reliance on written
words was only gradually being formed.

The Process of Formulation of the Shongunate’s Sumptuary Laws in
The First Stage of the Early-Modern Period
and the Discrepancy in their Application

by

PARK Jinhan

Most previous studies on sumptuary laws, kemyakurei 1i#94%, that have been
based on the historical records compiled by various prefectures, have considered
the laws as resources to gain insight into the actual lifestyles of farmers and
townspeople. These studies have tended to develop along lines focusing on
governmental policy, for example, the restrictions of the caste system by the
shogunal and domain authorities, bakuhan kenryoku, FEWEMESI, or the political
suppression of commercial activities. These studies, however,have focused only
on the lifestyles of the farmers and townspeople and have not considered the
process of the formulation of the laws by the shogunate and the application of the
law by individual domains. The aims of this paper are 1) to examine the process
of formulating and enacting the shogunate’s sumptuary laws as national laws at
that time, and 2) to define how these sumptuary laws were perceived and
enforced by daimyo in their own domains.

The first section of this study examines how the sumptuary laws were enacted
as a measure to counteract the famines during the Kanei Period kB, It will
also examine how the shogunate took the social and economic gap between Kanto
PYTE and Kamigata 75 (Kyoto and the Osaka region) into consideration when
the laws were enacted. In the next section I suggest the case of the Okayama
domain as an example of the actual application of the law to show how each
domain was included in a nationwide sumptuary system in the 8th year of the
Kanbun era ZE3 8 (1668). Ultimately, I would like to show how the Okayama
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