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VII. Remarks on Governor Pownall’s Conjeéture con-
cerning the Croyland Boundary Stone. By Mr.
Pegge. In a Letter to the Rev. Dr. Milles,

Read May 9, 1776,

DEAR SIR,
T always gives me pleafure when I fee gentlemen of knowts
parts and learning reviewing any of our national antiquities,
as one has a reafonable expeltation of having them better 1l-
luftrated ; for though the modern antiquary may not perhaps be
fupertor to his great predeceffors in- point of {ubftantial lite-
rature, nor even equal them, yet he 1s poflefled of fome very
fingular advantages; he not only ftands upon their thoulders,
but is fure to. be divefted of all local prejudice and per{onal par-
tiality ; he 1s not to be led away by every idle, periaps legen-
dary, ftory ; nor will'he pronounce haftily, without examining
carcfully and clofely, by calling to his aid reafon, experiznce,
and probability ; all which he will employ with liberality of
fentiment, as well. as with accuracy -of defcription and ex~
prefiion.
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WHEREFORE, Sir, as I had fomerly {feen myfelf the Ter-
minus, or little obelitk, belonging to Croyland Abbey 1n Lin-
colnfhire, I turned with avidity to Governor Pownall’s Ob{er-
vations upon it, in the third volume of the Archaeologia. And

confidering the fraCture at the upper end of the ftone, as repre-
fented in the cut [4], and the hiftory of its original extratted by
the Governor from Ingulphus, his conjeture concerning AlO
and the other founders appeared to me at firft fight to be at-
tended with a very high degree of probability, and I congra-
tulated him in my own mind on the felicity of it. But, upon
fecond thoughts, certain obje&tions againit his hypothefis have
.occurred to me, which, wiath all deference to the Governor’s
oreat learning and fagacity, I will here take the liberty to ftate
ito you, rclying on bis liberal mind to receive them with the
{fame candour with which I mean to propofe them.

- THE Governor {uppofes, that as five monks of Croyland, of
which A/0 1s the laft named, fettled the boundaries of the
abbey-lands in the reign of king Edward, about A. D. 948, the
infcription 1s at prefent 1mperfedt, the firlt four names being
broken off ; and that A in the 1ufcription,

Ao hanc petram Guthlacus habet fib1 metam,

muft mean the laft-mentioned monk, and confequently that the
infcription has been hitherto miftranflated by thofe who have
taken it for the verb Ao, or I fay.

Iv frf{t remark 1s, that the names of AZI0 and his com-
panions cannot, with propriety, have any place here, fince the
tone was not erected by them, but by Turketulue, the abbot,
as 1s exprefsly aflerted’by the hiftorian [4°. The five monks

werc

{a] Seethe plate, p. g6. copied from Dr, Stukeley’s Itinerar. Curiof.
{¢] Cancellarius Turketulus . . . . jufit cruces lapideas terminorum innovari.

Agaln,


https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900014697

Mr. PeGGE’s Remarks on the Croyland Boundary., 101

were affitting, no doubt, in afcertaining the limits of the abbey-
lands, but the crofles were ereed by the authority of the abbot.

I oBsErVE next, that the infcription is evidently intended for
a~Leonine, or rhyming verfe; a {pecies of verfification which,
tho’ not fo common as afterwards,. was yet rot unknown at this
time [c] But now, 1f you detach the word Ai» from the reft,
“and make it depend upon a former part of the legend now broken
off, you will abfolutely {poil the verfe; Aio confequently can
never be a proper name. But here it may be atked,. Can this
be a verfe, when {o lame in the metre, 0 1n A0 being in {canning
to be cut off? I reply, It may be an hexameter verfe never-
thelefs, tho’ a bad or a faulty one; falfe quantitzes, and other
offences againft rules, and even againft grammar, occurring per-
petually 1n the miferable produtions of the bafer Latinity.
This, however, 1s no mighty miftake, the like being found in
the be(t authors.

I osjecT further, and lay great ftrefs upon.it, that if you re-
oard the figure of the ttone as there reprefented,. running tape
to the top, 1 the nature of a {mall obelilk, there could not be
room for the other four names, Clarenbaldus, Swartingus, 7hur-

garus, and Brunus. One cannet imagine, {uppoling any manner

A ain, psfuit tunc Turketulus crucem lapideam . . . . et in boreali parte dilac
infulae tunc pofuit aliam cruccm lapideam ; which, it feems, 1s the crofs in queftion,
Once more, ex boreali parte crucis lapideae per praedicium Turketulum ibidem affi=ae.

[¢] Zac..Sylvius in Praef. ad Schol. Salernit c..iv. fays. or:gs efus wvetus et in-
certa.  See alfo Fabricii Bibl, Lat. ii. p. §38, et 111, in Indice v. Leonini verfus,
and Mr. Warton’s Hift. of Engl. Poetry in Diflert. ii. 'The famous Epitaph on
BRede,

Hac funt 1n foffa Bedae venerabilis offa,
is probably as old as A. D. 948. Archbithop Uther muft therefore be wrong in
thinking the firft extant example was in Gul. Pictavenfis. Ulleni Sylloge Epitt,
Hibern. p. 123. 139,
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of proportion to have been plefexved in the original figure,
that more than a third part 1s broken off, and yet the loft
letter\ upon the Governor’s hypothefis, are more in number
than thofe which now remain on the bafe, or broadeft part,
of the ftone [d]. Certainly, confidering .the contratted {pace
in the upper part, the pillar muft have been of a moft difpro-
portionate length, “of a height very inconfiftent with the natute
cf a terminus, and, I may add, of a weight ill-adapted to the
Aoftnefs of the foil here [¢], to receive 37 letters more than. thofe
we now read.

T uis laft obfervation, Sir, 1s founded on the figure of theftone
in the Governor’s cut, and 1s intended to fhow, that even under
the broken and. tapering form there given, we cannot receive
his interpretation. But to come to the truth of'things: the ori-
oinal ftone has been lately vifited by our woxthy member Fobhn
Lloyd, B{q; F. R. §.who made aﬁlé‘fﬂ?l[@ of it and in his draught
here annext, Plate VI. the ftone is complete; Eaving never been
longer than 1t 1s at prefent, and 1s in fact a parallelogram. And

aelefore though upon Stukeley’s reprefentation,one-might reafon-
ably imagine a portion of it to have been broken off, yet now
we can be fure there never were any more lettérs upon it than
thofe which now appear. 1 conclude, that though it is indeed

a fingular and moft extlaordmaxy incident, that the name of the
monk laft-mentioned fhould coincide with the firt word of the

infcription, and the Governor's coxge&uxe grounded upon it

[4] The prefent infcription confifls, in his type, of 35 or 36 letters, but there
are 37 loft. .1 have prefumed, in making the computation, that the names were

latinized, the reft of the infcription being in that languaoe
[e] Turketulus ordered his croffes ¢ in proxima fOlldd terrd infigi, ne fofté

lapfu temporis per aguar um alluvionem in f{umma cormergnt, prout anthuae cruecs
o « « « Intellexerat corruiffe.””  Ingulphus, 4

‘Wds
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was doubtlefs very acute and ingenious, yet it comes out at laft,
that the legend having been never larger than at prefent, our
antiquaries have heretofore rightly interpreted it, and we con-
fequently have no. reafon to defert them.

i am, Sir,

Your moft obedient fervant,

SAMUEL PEGGE.

Vor. V. P VIII, Ob-
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