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due to the bad faith of the opposition. It is, at all events, worth
ounsidering whether the bad faith was not from the first on the
king’s aide.

Our suggestion, then, i8 that the * Gnknown Charter of Liberties’
throws some light upon the conference of Runnymede, and that it
helps us to understand why the Great Charter was not regarded
by the opposition 88 a satisfactory settlement. The hypothesis
cannot be demonstrated with certainty, but if appears to meet
some difficnlties suggested by the * Unknown Charter * which have
not so far received sufficiant attention. H. W. 0. Divis.

Somes Neglected Fights between Crecy and Poitiers.

In his account of the batile of Poitiers Mr. Oman, after de-
saribing how King John ordered the mass of his men-at-arms to
dismount and attack the English on foot, adds the remark that
‘in preparing the assault on the English position King John adopted
s method of fighting which had never before been practised by the
French.’! This statemsent that the French tactics were novel ia
not definitaly made by either Froissart or Geoffrey le Baker, who
give the fullest accounts of this matter, though it is, perhaps, a not
unngiural inference from their silence a8 to earher instances and
from the stress which Baker lays on the tactics in question being
adopted on the advice of the Beotlish knight William Douglas,
whose countrymen had first taught the English the advantages of
fighting on foot. It seems, howevar, quite clear from the testimony
of a chronieler of special competence in dealing with military
history that Mr. Omen’s inference cannot be jusiified. The
evidence which makes against his view i8 contained in the not very
happily named Ckronique Normande du XIV* Siécle, odited in 1882
by MM. A. and E. Molinier for the Bociété de I'Histoire de France,
and almost entirely unused by English writers. The anthor of this
acoount is, as the editors show, & Norman captain, belonging to the
lesser noblesss, who took personal part in many of the campaigns of
the period. Though sometimes wild and ineoharant in his political
details * he is a specialist in warfare, with s keen eye to military

' Hirtory of the Art of War, p 635

* A glaring example of this is the statement on p. 58 of the Ckromigus Normands
that the earl of Balishury, disgusted at Edward TII's seductson of his wifa, *ss part
... dels court ot envoyn deffiar le roy Edousrt et passa Is mer et vint ao roy
Phelippe.’ I may add theti I accept the views as to the date of the Chromigus

Normands and of ita relation to the Latin Chronographia regum Froncorum (ed.
Moranviilé, Soc. de I'Histolre de Franoe, 1801-7) lsmid down by Professor H. Pirenne,
of Ghant, in his paper on L'’anotenns chronsgus ds Flandre of la Chromographea ragum
Promcorsm 1n the Gompls rendu des séances de la Communon royale de P Hudorre de
Belgiqwe, vo série, tome vilL pp. 100208 (1898), which have the support of M. 4.
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tactics and of great ekill in grasping the essontial points of &
fight. A stndy of this writer shows that in several fights preceding
the battle of Poitiera the French had already made a series of
experiments in dismounting their men-at-arms, and thaé therefore
the array of Poitiers was not an innovation. Such a stody may
aleo go some way towards modifying the view that the military
history of the years befween Crecy and Poifiers includes no-
thing save a series of ‘secondary confliets of no great interest or
importance," and shake the conviction that ‘little military instroe-
tion is to be found by investigating the details of such disorderly
skirmishes as thoss which took place near Taillebourg in April 1851
and near Ardres in June 1851.’* If we rely for an account of the
former fight on the picturesque romancing of Froimsart we may
naturally be led to Froissart's conclusion that Taillebourg was
simply a ‘good joust.* Our Norman chronicler shows, on the
other hand, that this ¢ skirmish ' is one of ssveral important links
in the ohain between Crecy and Poitiers. Moreover ha brings ouf
the real importance of the Breton batile of Mauron, which Mr.
Oman does not mention at all.

A study of the Chronique Normande suggests that the vanquished
at Crecy ware forced by their defeat into a series of tastical experi-
ments, of which the firstfruits were found in the battle of Luna-
longe of 1849. This fight i described by no other writer, and
ia aite cannot be more precisely identified than as somewhere in
Poitou. The English, or rather the Gascons, were headed by the
peneschal of Bordeaux, the captal de Buch, and other Aquitanian
lords, while Jean de Lille, seneschal of Poiton, and Bouocicault were
the leadars of the French. The Chromgue Normands® thus
deeoribes the tactics : —

Et lea Anglois deacendirent tantost & pié, maas leg Frangoia envoierent
une routs de leurs gena conrre sur les chevaule des Anglois of les
gsignerent tous, et lors coururent genre anx Anglows, une partie des
Frangois, tout i cheval.

Though still fighting on horseback the French feared the results
of the new English tactics, and therefore sent a force to destroy
the Enghsh horses—stockaded, we imagine, somewhere in the
rear—hoping thus to ent off fromn the English their means of
rotreat. Unluckily the tactics of Crecy prevailed also at Lunalonge
the divieion of their army into two weakened the French ; they
were beaten and Boucicanlt waa taken prisoner. But the Enghsh

Molinker, Sowrces de I' Hixiotre da Framoe, iv 280 (1904). The passages I qoois are
ot repuatod 10 the Chronogrophia, and perhaps amphamse irom a freah poing of view
the opinion of M3 Molinier and lurenns as to the grent origloal volue of the
Chromigwe Normands for military blstory

* Qman, Art of War, p 618 ! Itnd. p. 6816,

* « Moalt bonne jousta' (Froiesart, v, 107, d. Luce) P M
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realised the dangerous position of heavily armed men isolated
and immobile in enemy’s ferrifory, and spent the night of their
victory in hurrying home on foot.

Et taniost que les Anglois lea vireni periir, ils se misirent & chemin
et o'en alerent de pié toute la nuit, et tant errerent qus ilz vindrent & lour
forierease.’

The real interest of the battle of Liunalonge lies in the effort
of the French to seck out the weak points of the new English
system. A farther advance is shown between 1849 and 1351.
The two fights of the latter year, which Mr. Oman dismisses so
cavalierly, witneeaed the flirst adoption by the French of the English
fashion of fighting on foot. The ‘good joust' near Taillebourg,
tought on 8 April 1851," took place near tho chapel of Saint-Georges,
o league beyond Baintes, probably, as MM. Molinier suggest, Baint
Georges 1a Valade, north-west of Saintes, on the road fo Baint-
Porchaire,® and therefore not very far from Taillebourg. Guy de
Nesle, marshal of France, recently appointed by King John eaptain-
general in Poiton and Baintonge, was seeking to repel an Anglo-
Gascon foray, when the armies met at this spot. The Chronique
Normande '° thus describes the tactics of the battle : —

Ei tantost que les Anglois apparceurent les Frangois, ils descendirent
i pié ot »a misirent en ordonnance. Et le marsschal st sa gend lo firend
atnsi, exoeptd que il mist denx routes de gens d’armes & cheval sur les
deax ooster do sa bataille, et tant mist & faire son ordonnance que bien ds
trois & quaire cent Anglois, qui demeuroient & Tanay sur Charente ef &
Tailleboure, vindrent sasombler avec leurs autres gens,

Guy de Nesle's readiness to borrow from the enemy their fashion
of fighting was thus neutralised by his elowness, and he lost
the day mnd fell s captive into the victor's hands. FProbably
also the array of men-at-arms on horseback on the wings was less
efloctive than the English flanks of archers, though we shall see
that the French long retained this formation deliberantely. Mr.
Oman is clearly wrong in saying that ‘both sides kept to their
horses.’

A month aftor Guy de Nesle’s failure Johu of Beauchamp,
captain of Calais, was devastating the neighbonrhood of Baint-
Omer. The French, under the lord of Beaujeu, attacked the
marauders near Ardreson 6 June 1851.)' The Chronique Normande '*
gives un the following defails :—

Et descendirent ¢ pid los uns contre les autres et sasemblorent &
hataille mount durement.

v P. 08, * The dats comes from Avesbury, p. 188, Rolls Ber.

* Jkrom. Normande, p. 888, " Iihd pp. §7-8.

"' The day oomes from Froigmart, whoss year, 1353, Is demonsirably wrong. Bee
Mdinter in Okron. Normands, p. 192 ™ P, 101.
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Beanjeu perished in the fight, but his side had better luck than
the followers of Neale.

Les chevaliora . . . combattirent si vaillanment quo les Anglois furent
desconfix, et fub pris Jehan de Besuchamp ei plus de VII cens Englois
mors o prins.’'?

Thus on the second oecasion of the French following the English
{ashion of fighting they gained the vietory.

After this we are not surprised that Guy de Nesle persevered in
the new system when next year he was in command of a French
army in Brittany. This time he was at the head of a considerable
force of French and Breton soldiers, whoaa activity soon necessitated
vigorous action from Edward II1's lieutenant Bir Walter Bentley.
On 14 Ang. 1352 Bentley and Nesle met at Brenbili, & manor nenr
the liftle town of Maoron, a few miles north of Plodrmel, the
local bnse of operations of the party of John de Montfort. The
French were advancing southwards, while the English, who had
come out of Ploérmel, were marshalled facing the north. Tho
Chronique Normande ' thus describes the battle. After telling how
the English dismounted, and took up a position in front of & hedge
with archers on both flanks, it proceeds—

Et Guy de Nealle, mareschal da France, descendi 4 md, lui el tortes
ses gens, devani les Englols, exoeptd le sire do Hangest, que il ordonna &
demonrer & cheval & fout bien VII** hommes d'armes pour courro seure
aux archiers.

Hangest’'s cavalry was on the left wing of the French, while the right
wing, like the centre, was composed of dismounted men-at-arms.
Nesle's offorts almost succeeded. His dismounted main body,
thongh much inconvenienced by their march up hill through long
gross, pushed the English centre back to the hedge, when they
rallied, and after a hard fight won a decisive victory over the
French, in the course of which Nesle himsclf was slain. The
archers on the English left easily scattered the footmen set over
egainst them, who soon fled in disorder. Some justification for
employing cavalry against the bowmen of the English right
was found in the complete success of Hangest's followers, who
rode down their enemy and cut them up completely. Unable to
prosecute their advantage by reason of the failure of their fellows,
Hangest's victorious troopers retired in good order from the field.
Greoffrey le Baker substantially confirme this by telling us that
Bentley, who was wounded in the encounter, ordered thirty of the
runaway archers to be beheaded for cowardice.'*

The little battle of Mauron has been adequately described by no

? Pp. 101-2. " Pp. 100-0.
'* Q. le Baker, Chromscon, p. 130, od. E M. Thompson.
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modern English historian. Our writers on batiles, Mr. Oman
and Mr. H. B. (George, have no word about it. Dr. Mackinnen,
who devotes a few sentences to the subject, omits nearly every
point of real inferest.'® Bat a good recent account of it can be
read in M. Arthuor de la Borderie’s valuable Histoire de Bretagne.
This writer is fully justified in claiming for it an important place
in history and in lamenting the way in which historians have
neglected it.” The fight at Mauron settled the fate of Brittany
for twelve years, and it was not until 1868 that the partisane of
Charles of Blois dared again take the offensive. Its importance as
the last link in the chain which connects Crecy with Poiticrs waa
not within the special scope of the historian of Brittany.
T. F. Tovur.

The Cipher in Monmontk's Diary.

In appendix xiv. to Welwood's Memoirs we have some highly inter-
eating extracts from a diary kept by the duke of Monmouth.
They are fragmentary and belong to the period from the detection
of the Bye House plot down to the death of Charles II. The
appendix in question is entitled ¢ Some Paerages out of the Duke of
Monmouth’s Pocket Book that was Seized about Him in the West.’
In the body of the Memoirs Welwood informs us that this pocket-
book waa delivered up to James II, and that by some ‘accident’
which he does not relate he had obtained leave to copyit. ‘A great
many dark Passages,’ he says, 'there are in if, and some clear
enough, that shall be eternally buried for me: And perhaps it had
been for King James's Honour to have committed them to the
Flames, as Julius Caesar is said to have done upon a like occasion.’
He is careful to add that he merely gives a foew extracts from 1t to
confirm his narrative of Monmouth’s career.! The volume iwelf
has long disappeared. As Walwood’s Memorrs were published
before the death of James I1 it is possible that the latter acted upon
the hint and committed the book, or the pages containing the diary,
to the flames. If he did not do so, it is probable that it perished
along with the other papers formerly belonging to that monarch
which were destroyed ai the time of the French Revolution.?

In the document as Welwoud has delivered it to us some
persons are indicated by numbers and others by letters of the
alphabet, and the only aid towards elusidating 1t which he gives is

W Huwlory of Edward IT11, pp. 3084,

v Hist de Lratagme, il 580-3 (1804). *Now historiens ont en généma! méeonno
I'importanos do catte journée , toms on parlent fort pen, bien gne los renseignemants
& cs 1ojet o tasaent pas défact’ To the Chrorigte Normande and Bentlay's report in
Aveabury, p. 418, Gooflrey ls Liaker, p. 120, must be added as & chisf sourse,

'P, 171 T Fea, Kug Mommouth, p. 1x.
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