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INTRODUICTLON

The intere<ting thing about the
S5th century in Britain is that
it was then that the Rowman (or
(lassical) power was removed.
The Celtic people of Britain re-
vived and faced a new threat--
the Germanic tribes called
Anglo-Saxons and their introduc-
tion of an entirely new system
which was feudalism. low did
this country male out without
the Romans?

In 407 the Koman army in Britain
proclaimed one Constantine as
enperor and he lelt Britain.
Some believe that all the Roman
legions leflt Britain with him.
others that their pay simply
ceased to arrive from Kome. In
410 the Roman Emperor Honorius
told the Britons to look to
their own detences.

There is evidence that. almost
immediately on Roman withdrawal,
local chieftains seized power in
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the less FHomanized Highland
Zone: Conan Meriadoc in Doam-
nonia {Devon and Cornwall)
and Cunedda, who travelled
from Manau Gododdin on the
firth of Forth to N Wales
where he expelled the Irish
and set up the kingdom of
Gwynedd.

Also, in the Lowland Zone, a
man called Coel (Roman: Coel-
ius) probably became the DUX
BRITANNIARUM (the Duke of the
Britons) stationed in Yorl,
since many of the later north-
ern kings were descended from
him.

The other independent British
kingdoms established (rom
somewhere about this time on-
wards were Kent, Berneich,
Deur, Elmet, Lothian, Strath-
clyde. Rheged, Powys, Dyfled
and Gwent .

Gildas' "“two returns' of the
Romans 1 helieve refer to

evenls earlier Lhan 410,
VORT IGERN

I'rom Roman times onwards there
had been raids by the Anglo-
Saxons on Britain. As (or Anqglo
Saxon settlements, happily the
archaeological evidence and the
Welsh Annals agree on a date
for this. The Annals say 428,
and archaeoloyy says ¢ 4730. The
Annals state that at this time,
Vortigern held rule in Britain.
They also state that he came Lo
power in 42%. Who was this Vor-
tigern?

jode 1Tdentifted him with the
man called the SUPERBUS TYRAN-
NUs ("proud upstart') by Gildas
--the name Vortigern means
"supreme leader". According to
Gildas, this leader advised at
a touncil that the Anglao-Saxons
should bhe invited to settle in
this island 1o help to delend
the Britons against the threat
of the Picts in the North. Gil-
das has already said that the
Picts and Scots (the latter
from lreland) had devasted the
north of Britain as tar as "the
wall" (presumably Hadrian's),
pulling the Britons off it with
hooks . lle then says that the
Jritons rallied and sincle-
handecd threw the I'icts and
S5¢ots back, atfter which the
Picts "for the (irst time" set-
tled in the northernmost parts
o> Britain. It was the threat
>f their return that made the
ounci b under Vortigern invite
the Analo-5avons to settle in
arts of Britain.

fhis Vortigern would appear to
@ A very powerful person,
sractically a ruler over all
iritain. A Roman document, the
otitia Dignitatum, descrihbes
rarious new officers in Britain
presumably ruling in the last
eriod of Roman control--and
ossibly later. The most impor-
ant of these was the COMES
RITANNIARUM (the Count of the
ritons). It is possible that

this post was held by Vorti-
dern.

lt is further possible that he
had his 1 at Wroxeter [Roman:
Viriconium) where a post-Roman
WOODLEN town has been discovy-
ered, huailt in classical forms
vet in timber. The Fowman town
has a Celtic name, Caer Guri-
con, and it is sulficiently
close to the kingdom of Powys
where Vortigern lhiad some con-
nexions (according to the in-
seription on the Eliseq Pillar)
and also to the cantcvefl namedl
after him: Gwerthyrnion. rom
Caer Guricon Vortigern could
easily have travelled down the
old Roman Watling Streel 1o
Kent to meet with the Anglo-
Saxons there.

Vortigern probably allowed the
Anglo-Saxons some land in the
eastern parts of Britain. as
well as provisions (mentioned
by Gildas--it is Bede who
tallks of granting fand, Gildas
who speaks of provisions. Bede
also says that these Anglo-
Saxons won a victory first
against the Picts). 11 we
trust Nennius at all Kent was
granted by Vortigern to the
Anglo-5axons in exchange [or
marrying Hengist's daughter .

Whether this granted land cov-
ered the whole territory the
Anglo-Saxons occupied by 470
is a moot point: this would
include (excluding Sussex and
Hampshire) all the territory



east of longtitude 1° 31w as
far north as the Trent (which
becomes the westernmost bound-
ary) plus land in the Yorkshire
Wolds, possibly including York.

Some of this land may have been
gained during the rebellion of
the Anglo-Saxons against the
Britons. It seems, however, that
they remained witbin this bound
ary (except for the conquest of
Sussex ) until 500 and beyond,
implying some sort of agreement
between the two peoples. This
is one of the damnable problems
of this period: why, il the
Anglo-Saxons had been halted
from 470 to 500, was a battle
in 500 supposed to have been
the decisive one which prevent-
ed a lurther spread?

GERMANUS

During this period the Britons
were mostly Christians. We lhnow
that the Pelagian heresy took

Area settled between
440 and 470 as well as

in Arthur's time

Area not settled until
after 470--ie in Arthur

time

Map showing areas
settled by the
Anglo-Saxons, base
on maps by John
Morris

quite a hold in Britain by 42¢
(it is possible that Vortigerr
himsell was a Pelagian--hence
his constant portrayal as a

villain) for at that time Ger-
manus was sent to this country
to preach against Pelagianism.

The Pelagian so-called Heresy
was the disbeliefl in Original
Sin and the belief that one
could become good by one's own
efforts. Pelagius itself (mean
ing "Islander'") is a Latinised
form of his real name, which
was probably Morgan or Muirchu
depending on whether he came
from Britain or Ireland.

The first visit of Germanus
{(Bishop of Auxerre) to the is-
land in 429 was only a year
after Vortigern had invited th
first Anglo-Saxons to settle.
Belfore the rebellion of the
Anglo-Saxons (as I have dated
it--see below) Germanus f(ound

ill well-ordered Dritish soc-
v when he visited the shrine
St Alhan. ile met men “of
ibunician power". tle also led
mttile against an alliance of
ts and Anglo-5Saxons, his

e winning peacelully by
wating "Alleluial!" (where-
>uts this took place is not
Swn ).

5 second visit was in 4473

“n the rebellion was under

/. Yel he managed to meet
itons without harassment.
rhaps he entered the country
1 Sussex, avoiding Kent where
» rebellion was.

BACKDAT ING

> Anglo-Saxons did rebel, but
(rom spreading all over

itain as Gildas describes,

'y ogained no further land

.side the section already

seriberd.

we "backdate" the arrival of

1gist and Horsa (said to have

°n in 449 in the Anglo-Saxon

conicle) to 428 (the date

sen by the Welsh Annals),

:n we can “backdate" the be-

mning of the rebellion to

b, ("Rackdating" is quite

jical since the DATLES could
have survived in oral trad-

ton, only the PERIODS OF TIME

.ween battles.)

the ASC is to be helieved at
ist one place where the reb-
lion started was Kent. 1n

3t vear they fought Vortigern
1 captured Canterbury (des-
tbed as "taking the Kingdom',
1iterbury being the future
»ital of Kent). Horsa was
lTed in that vear.

kdating the dates in the ASC
- the conquest of Kent, while
backdat ing those tor the
wcqquest of Sussex by Aelle and
;sa {(which beaan therefore in
7} agrees very well with the
‘haeological evidence. One of
> battles of Aelle and Cissa
i al Andredes-cester (l'even-

sey) in 49l
all the Brit

Backdating t

ASC in Lhis

with other evidence, ie two
Continental historians recorded
449 or 441-2 as the time when
Britain was overwhelmed by the
Anglo-Saxons. According to the
bhackdated ASC the people of
Kent, after a battle at Cray-
ford, (led into London in 436,

HILLFORTS

The only statement we need to
accepl from Gildas for this
period is that the Roman towns
were empty where he was, some-
where in the west, when he
wrote ¢ 540.

The reasons (or this emptying
were nol bruatal atlacks by the
Anglo-Saxons, as he thought,
but an economic and social
breakdown. Coins ceased to he
used, the part of Britain that
was still British broke up into
a number ot kingdoms, and the
pre-Roman hillforts in terri-
tories west of the Anglo-Saxons
were re-occupied and re-forti-
fied. (There is a line of forts
along the south coast of the
Firth of Forth, includineg
iwlinburgh, but 1his would have
heen part of the anti-Pictish
campaign.) South and west, the
hillforts were re-occupied,
partly as a precautionary pro-
tection against the possibility
of Anglo-Saxon advances west,
partly as a changing pattern in
society that was taking place
anyway. This development was
actually PREVENTED in those
areas settled by the Anglo-
Saxouns.

(©) Sam Brewster 1982

TO BE CONTINUED

The next section lonks at the
later firfth crentury and its
historical fiqgures.




ARTHU

A genealogical look at Arthur
ARTHUR--THE NAME

According to historians Arthur
was a great warrior who fought
adgainst the Saxons sometime
during the late fifth and early
sixth centuries. Little can be
gleaned (rom these ancient
snurces except that he was not
a man of noble bhirth, certainly
not a king, and that he was a
Christian battie leader.

In this article the writer in-
tends to make use of and at-
tempt to interpret material
found in medieval genealogies.
In these we are given a some-
what different picture of
Arthur. But (irst let us look
Al the name.

Lxperts have for a long time
tried to explain our hevo's
name and in recent vears the
Roman ¢gens Artorius has heen
qetting some support . lHowever,
the earliest vecords of the
name Arthur can be found in the
Gododdin, in Nennius where
Arthur takes on a little more
shape, and in the Annales Cam-
briae or Welsh Annals.

In the years following the date
of his ‘'death!'; 537, the name
Arthur became popular. There
was an Arthur of Dalriada, one
from Ireland, another who was
called the son of Ricuir the
Briton, and the son of Pedr
areat-grandson of Vortiporix of
Demetia. The name then disap-
pears and doesn't return until
alter the Norman Arthurian
'chronicles'

It is interesting to find in
the genealogies a number of
names with the element Arth-.
In the Welsh languadge arth
means bear, and in Old Celtic
and lrish art is similar, as in
Artogenus, 'son of a bear'
Among the above-mentioned names
are:

&8 FAMILY
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Arth Arthfoddw
Arthafad Arthgal
Arthafal Arthlwys
Arthanad Arthwg
Arthen Arthwys
Arthfael

Most of these names seem to

consist of two parts. Take f
example Arthlwys: arth, bear
glwys, comely (or llwys, cle
holy) making 'Comely or Holy
Bear'. Other names could mea
Little Bear, Iron Bear, Appl
Bear, Bearish and straight B
Animal connected names are n
unusual or uncommon; there i
March (llorse), Bran (Raven),
Eidion (Ox) and Madog (Fox).
it is possible that the name
Arthur is in fact Celtic and
could mean 'Pure Bear!'.

Having discussed the name of
Arthur now let us look for h
relatives, of which some can

found in the Mabinogi and

others in the aenealogies.
THE MAPRTNOG]

In the Mabinogi a number of
lations can be extracted f(rao
that long list of heroes in
"Tale of Culhwch and Olwen':
The sons of Iaen are calle
"men of Caer Dathal, kindr
ol Arthur's (ather".
And then there is Gormant
of Rhicca, called "bhrother
Axthur on his mother!s sic
Llygadnudd Enmys,
Gwyrfoddw Hen,
Gweir Gwrhvd Ennwir and
Gweir Paladvr Hir, all unc
of Arthur, his "mother's
brothers".
Amongst these heroes can ale
he (ound a son of Arthur cal
Gwvdre (in Nennius Arthur is
said to have had two other ¢
called Liacheu and Amir).

The 1ist mentions three othe
important Arthurian characte
Gwenhwyvfar and the brothers
Gwalchmai and Gwalhafed sons
Gwyar . Gwenhwyfar (The White

rantom) daughter of Gogyrlan
wr (there is a Caer Ogyrian
ar Oswestry) is called the
ite of Arthur. Gwalchmai son

[ Gwyar i« «aifd tao be Arthur'sg
phew, "his gister's son, and
irst cousin", and Gwalhafed

is brother {whom some scholars
ave Jinked with Galahad son of
ancelol. Gwalchmal can wean
lawk of May-Battle or of the
tain, and Gwalbafed could be
lawk of Summer .

TiilE GENEALOGIES

>w Jet us consider the genea-
sgics which have come down to
5 in the form of the Bonedd
aint (Pedigree of thQ—EEﬁTE;%,
e Bonedd yr Arwyr (Pedigree

I the Hleroes) and the Mostyn
1d Jesus College manuscripts.
> mustl be forewarncd however
1alt these may have been influ-
wed by the History of the
ings of Britain by Geoffrey of
mmouth.

OISTYN MS 117 (m = son of):
Arthur m Uthyr m Kustenin m
Kynvawr m Tutwal m Morvawr m
Fudaf m Kadwr m Kynon m
Karadawe m Bran m Llyr Lledi-
eth.

t must be pointed out here
1atl the latiter part of the
ist is out of order: Eudarl
1wuld come after Kynon and
2fore Karadawc.

ONEDD YR ARWYR (v = son of):
Arthur v Uther v Kustennin
vendiget v Kynor v Tutwal v
Turmwr Morvawr v Karadawc v
Bran v LLlyr Lledeith.

»re a number of characters

ave heen lelt out, but in an-
ther family tree we have

Ap = son of )

Arthur ap Uthyr ap Kustennin
ap Kvonfor ap Tudwal ap
Morvawr ap Kadien ap Kynan ap
Karadawe ap Bran ap Lledeith.
nee again a character is miss-—
ng: Cudal’ son of Karadawc.

1 another gencalogy to he

found in the same manuscript is
(verch = daughtoer of ):
Ligr verch Awlawdd ap Kynwal
ap Ffrwdwr ap Gwry fawr ap
Eado oo ap Kynan ap badal sy
Pran ap Live A (= and) Gwoen
verch Canedda .

JESHS COLLEGEH MS 20
In this manuscript, another
character from the Mabinogi,
Geraint , seems Lo bhe related to
Arthur:
Geraint m Erhin i Kvynvawr m
Tudvawl m Gwrwawr m Gadeon m
Kynan m Eudafl flen
Kustennin is missced out of the
above list bhut not in tha [oll-
owing lrom the Pedigree of
Saints:

BONEDD Y SAINT
Kynvr ac lestin a Catiw a
Scelytr meibhion (= sons of)
Gereint ap Erbin ap Kustenin
Gornau ap Kynvor ap Tutwal ap
Kurmwr (Morvawr ennw arall:
other name) ap Caden ap Kynan
ap Ludaf ... etc.

Tiile CHILDEREN OF LEIDAK

Two Mamiliecs scem here to be
linked, Uthyr and LErbin both
beinag the sons of Kustennin.
However, some discrepancies may
exislt, cspecially with the
children of Eudatr.® In the
"Dream of Maxen Wloedig'" Ludalf
is said to have three children:
Elen, Cynan and Adcon or Gadeon.
Rachel Bromwich points outl that
Gadeon may really he 'ag Adeon!
as in 'Cynan aqg Adcon meibion
Eudar' (Cynan and Adcon sons of
Cudar), and that then Caden,
Kadwr, Kadien and Gadeon are in
fact Adeon BROTIHER of Cynan and
NOT his son. Il this is correct
then Arthur is descondee (rom
Ludaf by way of Adcon (ond not
Geoffrey's King ol Brittany,
Cynan called Conan Meriadoc).

Though the story of Maxen is
fanciflful, it is based on Magnus
Maximus, the Spanish Roman gen-
ceral declarved emperor around
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383 AD who had sorved in Britain
since 368, Many stories aroe
based on fact and CUynan and
Adeon conld have served with
Magnus in Lurope, and Cynan
could have stayved in Brittany
while his braother chose to re-
turn to N Wales. (On his return
10 probably (found his parents
lead and the land in (lames
from the ITrish invaders.

50 lel us now ook at the family
Iree of Arthur (sco figure).
Llyr and Bran are men {yom an
sarlier time, while the confus~
ion may have arisen from Bran's
son and Ludal's father having
Lhe same name Caradawce . LEudaf
wnd children are rom the

‘Dream of Maxen Wiledig" while
lorlawr and Cynfor do nolt scem
.0 show up anywhere olse.

“wdwal does bear the same name
s a Breton saint, but he Tived
n othe sixth century alter the
ime of Arthur. OF the remaining
wncestors of Arthur, Custennin
ind Vithyr pose some interesting
sroblems which need to be

oolked at in more detail.

CONSTANT INL

‘'ustennin has the epithet of
Gorneu!' and this could be
‘ither the name of a place or a
tispelling of Goveu, 'Pest!.
worneu, like the later Cernyw,
n the Middle Ages represent ed
ornwatld, but 1t may have de-
oted another place originally .
hen the Saxons (irst came in
ontact with the people of
ornwall they called them the
'est Welsh or the 'Cornwealas'.
ornwall remained untouched by
he Saxons until the 10th cent-
ry when King Iuwal ol West
ales submitted Lo them in 926
flter his tand was invaded. The
loments of the name Cornwall
re 'corn' + 'wealh', the lat-
or meaning the Welsh ('for-
faners ') Ovthoaraphers do not
com aagreced on what 'corn!
cans. while in Wolsh i1 means
haorn, in Anglo-Saxon it means

a arain or sinply corn.

In Roman (imes a people wit
similar name to Cornish dic
exist: the Cornovii. These
ived in the Midlands and o
still have been living ther
during Arthur's time. While
Romans occupied Britain Cor
and Devon were said Lo be 1
Tand of the Dumnonii, not 1
Cornovii, and Gildas calls
kKing of Devon and Cornwall
Constantine of Dunnonia. It
possible. therelore that
Gorneu originally represent
not Cornwall bul the land c
ithe Cornovii, and that Artik
ancestors were biving in th
MidTands.

Custennin may have, however
beerr an invention based on
agreat emperor Constantine.
Constant ine the Usurper. or
cven the Constant ine mentic
by Giildas. The same is true
Uthvr who could also have
a labrication.
UTHER PENDRAGON

In Jdohn Parrv's article '"Ge
rey of Monmoutlh and the Pat
ity of Arthur" he points ou
that Ulthvr could be an appe
tion and not a proper name
since ‘uthr!' means 'terribl
sudaesting that Arthuar mah
Hthvr could actnally mean
Arthur the Lerrible sounr. Ba
the "Dialogue of Arthur and
EFagle" Lliwlod ap Madawe so
Uithver can be lound. There 1
also a Mabon son of Madron
'‘gwas Uthyr pendragon', whi.
could either bie 'Mabon the
vant of the terrible warlor:
or 'Mabon servant ol Uthvr
Warltord'. 50 we are left wi
bhit of A mystery since Arth
tather is mentioned in the
Nahingii_ but never hy name.

A different picture is pain
by the genealogies hut some
the names did survive to be
userd by medieval chroniclers
Gwenhwyfar became Guinevere















ted to fight.

re we go any further, let

2al with the cryptic name

lo. Many emendations arve

ible, but the best one

= Lo he from IFlollo to

J or FFOLCA. This is a

1 01d English (Anglo-Saxon)

A Folco appears in Saxo

Grammaticus as an ally of Offa
the Gentle. In its Frankish
form, as Fulke, it still sur-
vives.

Folca charged with lifted long
stabbing-spear. Arthur turned
the thrust aside with his (am-~
ous shield, Wvneb-gwrih-ucher
"Face-against-darkness', allud-
ing to the picture ol the Vir-
gin Mary on ils f(ront--a simil-
ar icon appears on the shield
of Stilicho in the diptvch pre-
served at Monza. The ground was
probably muddy, and Arthur fell
as he parried the blow. A great
shout went up from the British
host--his men were eager lo
rescue him. But Folca was of
halance. and he too ifell.

In a moment both had visen and
were slashing away with the
polished steel spathas of that

day--about as long and heavy as
haseball bats, and nearly as
stifl. Then Folca's blade

reached {ov Avthur's face. [t
is clear that Arthur's was not
a "Sutton Hoo' tyvpe helmet with
a modelled race-cover. These
offered a Tittle more protec-
tion, but were hotter and gave
a more restricted view. Arthur
probably wore a Roman-type hel-
met with an added strengthening
band over the forehead. This
turned Folca's blade, but not
bhetore it laid open Arthur's
forchead. Blood pourcd into the
Briton's eyes and he stagyered,
very ¢lose to defeat.

Folearushed in for the kill,
but Arthur's counter was quick-
er. His famous sword Caletholc
("Mardy-in-the-Gap') split lFol-

ca's helm and head. Brough and
York yvielded without another
Lblow. There is a very old Welsh
saying: "Not good the act of
one sword, unless it sends two
others back into their sheaths"
So this was a good blow, which
sent hundreds of swoxrds into
sheaths.

HISTORICITY

History or romance?There is no
truly absolute proof, but 1 say
-~-history. Not just because the
details ring true. For, in his
book, Celt, Roman and Saxon
(1858, p 307). Thomas Wright
mentions a marble Roman coffin
(re-used?) found in one of the
originally-Roman cemcteries
which surround York (Eburacum)
in which was f(»ound the skeleton
of a very large and muscular
man, whose skull had been split
with a mighty blow. Folca? Why
not? We know that the incoming
Saxons did use the Romano-Brit-
ish cemeteries.

Nor is this all. In the East
Riding of Yorkshire there is a
small town, Folkton, earlier
FOLCAN TUN "Folca's farmstead".

Note how well these clues
agree. L0 we admit that Geofl-
frey's account has a %0% chance
of being true, then the proxim-
ily of Read's Island gives us
75% odds in favour of historic-
ity. The placename Folkton
gives £7.5%, and the skeleton
with the split skull brings the
odds to 93.75% in Ceoffrey's
favour. I rest my case.

¥ Paul Karlsson Johnstone is a
consulting archaeologist and
may be reached at 5310 N Buclid
St Louis, Mo 63115. This article
first appeared in 5tonehenge
Viewpoint Nov-Dec 1982 No 50
pp 26-7.

@)1982 Paul Karlsson Johnstone

e strange story of Bérenger
wniere and of his remarkable
wurch at Rennes-le-Chiteau is
w familiar to all through the
yok The Holy & the Holy Grail,
it the true explanation of his
idden acquisition of immense
ralth, and the odd fact that
en he died he owned absolute-
nothing, has yet to be given.

e most ohvious question still
mains: Where did Saunidre's
alth come from? According to
e parchments found by Sauni-
e the treasure was that of
gobert I[1, the last of the
rovinagian kings of France,
riving ultimately from the
easure of Jerusalem carried

{ by Titus and looted in turn
om Rome by Alaric.

has also been suggested that
at Sauniére found was the
val Treasury of France, con-
aled by Blanche of Castile
ring the Peasants' Revolt of
e 13th century. She had told
r son, Louis IX, of its
ding-place but by the time of
ilip the Fair the secret had
en lost and it may have heen
e case fhat his destruction

the Order ol the Temple was
tivated by a desire to (ind

s lost inheritance.

even more remarkahle theory
that of Henry Lincoln and

5 co-authors who suggest that
midre's wealth came from
yments made to him by membhers
the Priory of Sion who

shed to buy his silence over
> amazing discovery he had

le {(but which, of course,

>y had known all along): that
» Merovingian dynasty was de-
>nded from Jesus Christ who

1 married Mary Magdalene,
duced children and (led from
‘estine to Southern France.

i more sensational was the
ict"  that their descendants

v still alive today, protect-
by the Priory of Sion.

this "ltoly Blood" theory
19

ET IN
ARCADIA
FGO
The Children
of Magdala.

,",

Stanley
Newman

needs careful examination. It
must be acknowledaed that the
documents concerning the Priory
of Sion, which have been known
only since 1956, do concern the
survival of the Mervovingian
dvnasty since the death of Dag-
obert II (but it should also be
pointed out that scholarly op-
inion rejects {he notion that
any members of that dynasty
survived). If theve is an und-
erground movement dedicated to
restorinag ihe Merovingians--
itrespective of the additional
claim of descent lrom Jesus
Christ--itls existence musi bhe
proved, and to do that we must
rirst examine the people most
concerned: the Hautpoul family
who owned Rennes-le-ChAteau and
its surrounding lands.

PAN 1S5 DEAD

It is known that the Hautpoul
family were active in the Cru-
sades, that one of their num-
boer became A Templar Grand
Master and that thev had Cathar
sympathies which brought them
trouble enough in the 13th cen-
tury. But is was not until 1644
that their «<laim to the Barony
of Rennes-le-ChAteau was first




set out in full in a collection
ol papers accompanving the will
ol Francois-t'ierre d'llaulpoul.
This stranue will vanished at
the death of its wmaker and did
not reappear until 1774 when
the lawyer wha held it, Jean-
Baptiste Siau, retused Lo give
it to the then baron, Pierre
d'Hautpoul, saving: "It would
be unwise ot me to let a will
ol such greatl conseduence out
of my hands". lle did, however,
eventually give Lhe papers to
Pierre's widow, Marie de Negri
d'Albes, who entrusted them to
her chaplain, the Curé ol
Rennes, Antoine Biqgou; he, in
turn, concealed them amnd it is
thought that the parchments
found by Saunidre were his
handiwork. Part of one ol Lhe
hidden messaqges concealed in
the parchments reveal the
following information:

POUSSIN TENIERS GARDIENT LA
CLEF

("toussin, Teniers, hold the
key' ).

This reterence to I'mussin and
Teniers relates 1o paintings by
them which contain symbolic
representations of the true
secret of Rennes. Most import-
ant is Poussin's painting The
Shepherds ot Arcady which was

painted, in the Louvre copy,
between 1045 and 1650, Further,
both Teniers and Poussin wese
in Paris at times when IFran-

gois-Pierre was also there, and
they could--and almost certain-
ly did--meet him and learn the
secret, the symhols of which
appear in their work.

Despite this key, shown to the
world throuagh the paintings, no
one grasped the signiticance ol
the symbolism until Saunidre
found the hidden parchments. He
did interpret them and wenti on
to unearth not only the 'secret
but also the treasure. Ilis next
task was to find a buyer.

He could not approach the Haut--

poul tamily tor they were tech-
nically its owners already--and
equally they could not try to
'dispose' of Sauni®re once they
knew he had found the treasure
for they would, in doing so,
dispose o!f all knowledye of its
whereabouts--nor could he sell
the royal treasure of France to
a hostile, republican yovern-
ment . As a servant of the Vati-
can he could not sell his know-
ledge to the Papacy (and by its
very nature the secret would
not have been welcome to the
Vatican) but he must seek out
the ~ne roval ramily with a
direct interest in the lreasure
and in the secret: the lHaps-
buras who were still the tlioly
Roman Emperors.

It is known that Saunidre re-
ceived visits from a memher of
the Hapsburg roval 1amily, that
accounts in an Austrian bank
for hoth Sauniére and his Haps-
burg visitor were opened on the
same day and that money passed
from the tlapsinrg account Lo
Saunieére 's. Farther, because of
his receipt oi money from an
Austrian source Saunidre was
accused of spving and was
ohliged to ask the Austrian not
to send [urther payments.

But what of Poussin's painting
itselt ? The <hepherds, with ev-
pressionless--deadpan--faces,
surround the tomb whose message
ET IN ARCADRIA EGO seems to im-
ply the presence of Pan. But
Pan is dead, as Plutarch re-
lates the story of Thamus the
Helmsman bearing the messaqge
"Pan is Dead" to the island of
Paxi (Pax 681 as in the parch-
ments ) and hears Lhe c¢ries of
anguish (rom ils shepherd in-
habitants. P’an had died with
the advent of Christianity, but
Jesus, Loo, was cead and Pouss-
in deliberately equated Pan
with Jesus (or the purposes of
the symholism of his painting:

Jesus as Pan hecause the Devil
1as prevailed, the Merovingians
:ven now are overcome and the
devil triumphs.

‘he true secret of Rennes was
inown by Frangois-Pierre
1'Hautpoul and transmitted by
vim to Poussin so that it could
e recorded in the painting.
’he secret is simply the sur-
rival of the Merovingian blood-
‘ine, and it is expressed in
‘he painting by the ecuation ot
‘he Merovingians with Christ
nd His c¢losest companions. The
iymbolism ol the painting is
itraightforward once one knows
that it is, but it has led a-
stray many who wish to take the
rquation with Christ as literal
‘ather than symbolic. It is
lagobert 11 who is depicted (in
he tomb) as the dead Pan/Jesus
tho is 'sleeping' but will one
lay 'awake' to lead his people
s their Messiah. The parallel
s exact: the Disciples await
he return of Jesus, the Mero-
'ingians await the return and
‘estoration of their leader.

SURVIVAL

'hat of the rest of the pic-
ure?

‘he pointing shepherd is Sigi-
ert 1V, as Peter (the Rock),
nd the woman looking on is his
‘ife Magdala, as the Magdalene,
'ho sustained the Merovingian
loodline. But this does not
quate her directly with the
agdalene whose life of chasti-
y (following her overcoming of
er base desires) mirrors

esus' overcoming of death it-
elf; it is a purely symbolic
quation. For the preservers

nd protectors of the Merovin-
ian bloodline--the Priory of
ion--there must be, even now,
vmbolic children of the Magda-
ene, who are equated with sal-
ation by the Atonement. Each
hild born into the bloodline
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beir

ing

Frari ¢ --cue pPUrEIILLal LlestLuL -
ation of the true royal dynas-
ty. There is no biological
bloodline from Jesus (it was a
purely pagan dynasty until the
conversion of Clovis after his
great victory over the Ale-
manni) but a symbolic one.
Dagobert is seen as Jesus, and
Magdala as the Magdalene. The
painting emphasises not ori-
gins but survival--and it is
the survival of the Meroving-
ians alter Dagobert that is
the central theme of the Lob-
ineau genealogies which are so
important in the wmythos of
Rennes-le-ChAteau.

If the Hapshurgs did pay Saun-
iére then the treasure is back
in its rightful owners' hands
--for Otto von ilapsburg, the
current head of the family, is
also titular King of Jerusal-
em. And with the evidence of
the parchments and paintings
seen as symbolic, the 'secret!
finds its rightful interpreta-
tion: the survival of the Mer-
ovingians as themselves, as
rulers of France--heirs of the
Christian tradition and not as
literal children of Christ.
Holy Blood perhaps, but by
office and not by descent from
the Son of God.

The truth thus lies around the
survival of the Merovingians
through Magdala, and like par-
asites they have forced them-
selves upon the ‘blueprint' of
Christianity, exchanging Re-
demption for the Sin of man-
kind: here, Chastity becomes
the Devil. The all-important
reinstatement through preserv-
ing the bloodline hecomes the
real ‘'resurrection'. The sim-
ple fact remains: if Dagobert
Il had not married the Visi-
goth Princess Giselle de Razes
he would not have inherited




the treasure (the parchments do
insist Lthat the ireasure bhe-
Tonged speciiically to Dagobert
himeell and not to the Merovin-
gians generally), he wonld not
have heen deposed, there wonld
be no Poussin painting and no
Gospel equation. The mystory
would he debhased, the treasioe
of Rennes-lo-ChAteau would be
mundane bnried treasure and not
the secret hoard that has
spawned 1ts own (ool's gold in
the shape of The IHoly Blood and
the lloly Grail which tries to
convert the fantasy of a bio-
logical bloodltine into a real-
ity and to suppress the spirit-
ual bloodline which is the true
reality of Rennes.
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TIE RTIOTHAMUS COMMITTIE

It was announced over Christmas
Lc82 that an Arthurian Commit-
tee had been formed by Debretts
“eerage Ltd, and thal its (ind-
ings will be incorporated in a
)wablication (due in 1984) which
vill re-examine both Arthur's
Srigins and the influence of
the Arthurian legends on the

K monarchy, Lnalish literature
and British culture worldwide.

ieoflfrey Ashe will lead the
rommittee. As we have reported
(Vol XIV No 3 "Timeslip'" 6-8)
Jeof frey believes there are
lefinite 1inks betwecen a cer-
lain Riothamus and the subse-
quent legends ot Arthur.

Riothamus was a British king
vho entered Continental history
in about 469. His exploits may
1ave supplied details for
Arthur's supposed Continental
vars, and his name may even
rave been Arthur (Riothamus
seing a title: Great King).

°rof leon Fleuriot (from Brit-
tany ) and Prof Barbara Moorman
(nf the University of Southern
Mississippi) have done related
vork in this [ield and are also
"M the committee, as is also

Sir lain Moncrieffe ol 1that 11k,

In Royal Highness Sir Tain has
suggested that Prince Charles

and Prince William (both of
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whom have Arthur as one of
their (our names) might poss-
ibly be related to this early
British ruler.

Barbara Moorman's research
seems to have hiaghlighted

three French documents (two in
Latin, one in French) which
refer to this Arthur Riothamus.
The mostl relevant is a chroni-
cle of events up to 1525 set
down in French by Philippe de
Vianeulles.

¥ Information culled from
Wells Journal: Monterey Penin-
sula Herald, Calif: USA Today
and Dragon No 5. Monitored by
Dave Gorringe, Dianne Binninda-
ton, Roy Nickerson, Paddy
Slater and Charles Evans-
Gunther .

THE MAGIC CROSS {(continued)

The sadga of the alleaed Glaston-
bury (ross rumbles on. An ex-
perienced journalist reports
that "in the 15 vears 1 have
prowled around the lighted win-
dows of Fleet Street like
Grendel's Mother I have never
come upon such a story".l And
its supposed finder still re-
fuses to hand the cross over.

To recap: in November 1981
Derek Mahoney, 40, seéarching
through mud excavated (rom a
lake at Forty IMall, Enfield,
found a small lead cross.

At the PBritish Museum, the
Keeper of Merdieval and Later
Antiquities noted that the
cross was, within an eighth
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ol an inch, the size ol the

cross found, it was said, abnve
King Allhu['h tyrave at Glaston-
bury ¢ llul .2

The latest developments are
these. Mahonev, jailed in April
1072 for two years Tor contempt
of a court order tv give up the
cross, was brought before a
High Zourt Judge after only

nin mnonths 1o reconsider. lle
refused. Then, with remission,
his sentence would have ended
in July 19873 instead of Aprijl
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4. Iit, more rocent ly, comes
: o
s of his releasc.”

e is the cross? YIt is in a
1ainvr, (nmp]otnlv waler-
. ol and buried well down in
the ground <o that any change
in Ltemperature will not aftfect
it.Y

Is it genuine? Geoffrey Ashe
thinks not: "It appearced almost
cortain that this was a falsc
alarm. e Presumably he feels
Lhal e¢ither Lhe cross is a
later copy or that Mahoney, once
cmployed by Lesney Toys as a
mouldmaker, may have made it
himself .

But the story may not he as
simple as at (irst appears.

First ol all, Forty liall bhe-
longed to a certain R Gough in
the early nineteenth century.
I1 was this Gough who in 1780
hrought out a three-volume
translation of Camden's Brit-
annia. And it was Camden who,
in his own 1607 edition of
Britannia, presented the only
known illustration of the cross
from "life%", as it were. Is the
cross a copy made in Gouagh's
litetime as the BM thinks? Or
is Gough's illustration (see
figure) a more accurate facsim-
ile of the cross Camden saw and
which, in later years, found
its way into Forty Hall's lake?

Sccondly, the backaground of the
finder himself gives grounds
for a hint of mystery.

Derek Mahoney, his brother Ron-
ald and their mother Jive in
Enfield in "a strange dark
house, the paper sadging (rom
the walls with dampness".5
Brother Ronald, it appears,

sold a house in 1073 by auction.
But the auctioneer, the Mahoneys
allege, declined to place a
reserve price on the propertly;
the house was then bought for
only half the oxpected sale
price by a "plant". Their soli-

itors were unable to obtain

edress upon which the Mahoneys
legan an angry campaign against
orrupt practices by solicitors.

he {inding of the cross seemed
o be a sign in their campaign.
he dredging operations at the
ake had revealed some old
lizabethan bricks in a wall,
nd later a knife and the cross.
hese were all photographed and
hen the foreman involved in

he pond-clearing raised no ob-
ections, Derek Mahoney took

he objects home.

he alternative for these ob-
ects would have been a skip.©
ut when Enfield Council heard
f the cross from a report in
he Enfield Advertiser they

ook the action which then made
he national news.

hat may possibly be of rele-
ance here is the fact that the
ouse sold in 1973, the catalyst
n this unfortunate saga, was

n Somerset, according to
ichael Lewis (in Earthquest
ews). WHERE in Somerset? Is
here any connection with the
act that the cross was last
eard of in Wells in Somerset

n the late eighteenth century?
r did the Mahoneys' link with
omerset provide the germ of an
dea to draw attention to their
egal battle when the cross
ortuitously came to light?

he whole episode poses some
nteresting questions, as ex-
ressed by Bryon Rogers: "“Say
rthur did return, and say
hat the hand holding the sword
ppeared in the lake owned by
nfield Borough Council. If the
1d king refused to hand it
ver he, too, would be in Pent-
aville. .. It would be better
or all of us if he did not
2turn.t
IFERENCES
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Ratazzi

WHOLLY RELICS

The Italian newspaper R@publica
from an inventory of traceable
holy relics noted the following:
John the Baptist:
10 skulls
50 right-handed index fingerts
"with which he pointed at
Jesus"
Andrew the Apostle:
5 spines
150 ribs
"'several" skulls
The Apostle Jacob:
18 arms
S5t George of England
30 skeletons'-worth of bones

Miraculous indeed! Though I
have heard it said that the
claim of an armada‘s-worth of
relics of the True Cross is
exaggerated.

{(Private Eye True Stories 3.12)




T TRYSTAN 70 1S501T STONL
(continucd)

Were Tristan and lsolt histor-
ical figures or merely charac-
ters in medicval romances?

"Old News' has already veported
on Vrofessor Andre de Mandach 's
researches on the famnous Tristan
Stone near Fowey in Cornwall.l
He had already established that
the inscription on the stone
pillar not anly read

ARVSTANS 1HIC IACIT

CVNOWORT FLLIVS
but that in 1538 John Leland had
transcribed a third line, now
unfortunately Jost:

CVM DUOMINA CLVSILLA

Mandach had suagaested that a
translation (such as
"ITristan here lies,
O Conomorus the son,”
With the Lady Clusilla®™)
micght point 1o real and not just
literary links between Drustanus
JIristan and Clu-silla/l-solt.

farther research and correspond-
cnce has led Mandach Lo a re-
Vinewent of this approach on
epigraphical and linguistic
grounds .

It appears that Leland misinter-
preted the bheginning o the
lady 's name. What reads as CLV
should probably bhe OV,

In Celtic inscriptinns Os "are
not often entirelyv round, in
fact it's nol uncommon to [ind
them in a squared rorm with or
without aaps when carving on
stone: CIyv."4

It would have heen easy for Le-
land to make this out as CLV.

The third Tine now reads as
"With the Ladv Ousilia.v

OLd Celtic OU (meaning "good,
excellent) evolved into EU (cf
Welsh EUDAYK ). Thus OUSILIA of
the Dark Ages would have become
EBUSILLA, then, in 10th century
Cornish, BUSILL (with the stress
on the first syllable).
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Other forms of thoe name are

b LT, LSYLT or ESSYLT, and
YSOL.

ESELT is (ound in a Cornish
charter of 967 attached to the
plracename Hvirt kselt . ESYLT is
Lthe Welsh form of her name, and
YSOL is (ound in the Sneyd 1 MS
of Thomas! Tristan (12th cent-
ury, one of the carliest writ-
ten versions of the legend).

This seems a more convincing
arqument for identifying the
Tristan and lsolt of Tegond as
the historical (igures Drustans
and Ousilla mentioned on the
Cornish monolith, and a rather
exciting example of more Tight
being shed on the Dark Ages.’

NOTES AND REFERENCES
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Stone in Pendragon X1V, 4
(Old Stones issue) p 8.
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KING ORPHEUS

tent theory about Arthur

5 as a starting point the
1s mosaic pavement at
thester in Gloucestershire.

> are an "exceptional num-
>f British pavements which
1e (irst hall of the fourth
iry depicted Orpheus subdu-
rarlh's wild creatures by
‘harm of his voice": eight
e in fact, the most for
loman province.1 A contemp-
writer, Eusebius, compared
1t to Orpheus, and it may
al they have some Christian
ficance.

of the surviving examples
g to one of the lour known
1s of mosaicists in Roman
in, 1he Corinium-Cirences-
chool; these are Newton St
Som), Withington, Barton
and Dyer Street (all by
cester), Woodchester and
bly Pit Meads (Wilts). Two
examples come f(rom the
rian school at Brough-on-
v Horkstow and Winterton
s); and another example
Littlecote P'ark (Wiltls)

3s to no particular school.

eculiarity of the Corinian
us pavements is that, alone
nan provinces, the design
sts basically of concentric
2s of wild creatures around
20orless central Orpheus

>

wperficial similarity of

to medieval depictions of
>und Table seems to have

»n Fletcher to his personal
wesis that "Arthur took his
‘rom Orpheus and that his
s took their names [from
‘es of the mosaic design"

: palatial villa of Wood-

IS

r'tcher believes that Wood-

‘1, the tormer residence of
ea's governor, was Arthur's
tablished here arter
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battles around 450 AD with a
certain "Ceaulin" (whom he id-
entifies as St Columba).

Unflortunately much of Mrx
Fletcher's theories (such as
the Saxon Ceawlin being Colum-
ba) are just plain silly. The
fatal battle of Camlarn for
example was fought, he claims,
on the R Cam necar Dursley in
Gloucestershire. Why? Y“"The
first reference I ever (ound to
the bhattle was of Arthur coming
from Caerleon across the Severn
to [ight the battle of Camlann
at noon. The lowest f(ording
point on the Severn is at Ar-
lingham and Camlann could not
be far away if he had to right
there at noon," he argues.

There is more: Arlincgham is in
the Whitstone Hundred. The
eastern banl of the Severn was
known as "the Sword Ora'',
Arthur's wresting of the
Yoword'™ Ora from the Whit-
"gstone' area rave rise to the
Excalithar lenend. ..

Other such explanations are not
really worth mentioning. Why Mr
l'letcher had to (amiliarise
himsell with Hebrew, Turkish
and Egvptian to unravel Arthur-
ian secrets is a mystery in it-
sell, bLut among 8000 pages ol
notes, fruits of ten years' re-
search, is it too much to hope
there is real evidence to prove
his contention that Arthur is
buried near Woodchester?

1. DJ Smith “"The Mosaic Pave-
ments' in The Koman Villa in
Britain (RKP 1969) 88

2. Allan Guy "New light is shed
on Arthur legends" Bristol
Evening Post 7.2.87%
Monitor: Kate Pollard












