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is a descrlptlon of Happiness: that won a‘prize:
Happiness is wanting nothing-and knowmg it

For ourselves we will say: Happmess is. health :

of heart.

The first division of our llttle sermon shall be:

(@) Happiness is inside of you.
~ “Oh!’ a boy says, ‘how glad I should be, how
happy, if father would buy me a cricket bat———one
with a proper canesplice’- ‘Oh!’ another says,
‘I should be happy if my father would buy me a
watch. -All for my own. ‘Ves,” a’ girl says,
¢if I could only have a pair of boots like those in
that shop, or a ribbon like TLucy’s, I should be
quite happy.,” Don’t, dor’t grow up with the idea
that happiness is in the- things you can buy for
your own. ~ A man who had three millions every
year was not happy, and a famous German who
had many beautiful things and was very clever,
said -that in all his seventy-five years he had not
had one month of true happiness. -

Can you learn these lines :

. In your hearts are the birds and thie sunshine,
In- your thoughts the brooklets flow, ;
- Happiness is'inside of you.
" The second divisionis :
" (8) T keep happinéss you must give it away.’
-‘Oh uno!. that can’t be right’—yes-—it is.
Byron said that happmess was born a twin-—by

. to wander about the palace and the park..

~wants:

- which he meant that if you would keep happlness

you must halve it. .

Once upon a time there lived a kmg, who had
one son. This boy had everything he wished for,
—toys of many kinds-—a. fine yacht to steam round
the palace lake—a pony (my l—wouldn’t you like
to have a pony?), and I don’t know what besides,
and yet he was unhappy. With sad eyes he used
The
king-—his father—was troubled, and went to see

| a wise ‘old man, and said, ‘Can you tell me how

it is that my son is not happy? I buy him all he
he has friends, toys, a yacht a pony, and
yet he is miserable.’

- The wise old. man took a piece of paper and
wrote on it, with something that looked like water.
Folding the paper he gave it to the klng, saying,

¢ At eight o'clock to-night, when it will be dark,

take a lighted: candle and hold this paper between-
the light and your eyes, and you will then read
what T have written, in ink that looked like water.’
Evening came, and, in a large room-of the palace,
the king held the paper.before. a lighted candle.
Out upon the paper there came, clearly; these
words, ‘The secret of happiness. is to.do a little
kindness to someone. every day.’ . If yousw'ould
keep happiness you must give it away.:

¢If ye know these things, happy are. ye. 1f ye do
them.” - That is the text. .

On Qnaps of (pafestme confammg @}nctenf étfez.

BY THE REV. S, R DRIVER, DD REGIUS PROFESSOR OF HEBREW IN THE
UNIVERSITY oF OXFORD

Jazer (Is. 168)—properly = Ya'ser—is mentioned
several: times besides. in. the Old Testament;. but
not in''such- a.way as ‘to fix its. site precisely.- It
belonged to Gad (Nu 32%, Jos 132,12 S 2452), and
was ‘on the borderof the. Ammonites (Nu 2124~
at least if, as is ‘probable, Ya‘zer (M) should. be
read for strong (1) ; see- Gray, Numbers, p. 297).

! Where
included.’
" -2 Read with' LXX ¢ began fiom? for pitched in’3 and
render then, with RVm, ¢ toward” for.the ungrammatical ¢ of.

“their border .was,’” means ‘the"iyyr",territory

The map in 0.5, and’ Murrays map, follow the
P.E.F. map,kmentloned in the last article, in
placing Jazer about 16 miles E.N.E. of the N.E.
corner of the Dead Sea, a little N.E. of el-Al
(Ele‘aleh, Is 169);- G. A. Smith does not ventureto
locate it.  Why is Jazer placed so confidently here?
The Surwy of E. Palestine (p. 91) will 'inform
- Simply because there is.a place there called
‘Be1t-zem ; and the consonants in zera' are the
same as three of those in Ya'zet, only ‘transposed
as in other cases, so as to give a modern meaning
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to the word.” - The reason is hardly mere satisfactory
than that: for ~the .identification of Heisa with
‘Luhith. Eusebms, indeed, tells us (264. 98-265. 5)
that. Yazer was a town; 10 or (212. 27) 8 Roman
miles. W, of Philadelphia:(Rabbath :Ammon, now
*Amman), and 15 R. miles from Heshbon ' a large
stream, he adds; rose from itj and fell into the
Jordan. These. distances would - point to-a place,
a little W. of Ajbéhat (the ancient: Jogbehah), in
the W. ‘Ezrak (see G. A. Smith’s- map), some’ 14
miles N. of Beit-zera". ‘The Onomasticon, however,
‘“is not a safée guide?: but there ought surely to be

- better grounds for: rejecting ‘its testimony .than -

those alleged in the present:instance. -It is true,
however, that Eusebius’ statement does occasion
some difficulty. . There does not seem to be in W,
Ezrak, at least:so.far as it-has been explored, any
ruins or'modern.place that would satisfy Eusebius’
-description. Hence * Merrill and. others? have
identified: Va‘zer with® Sar,—to judge :from 'the
ruins,a place anciently of some importance,~7 miles
W: of “Amman, and. 10'miles due N. of Heshbon
(s¢e-Smith’s map; and-a description in Merrill’s
art. JazEr in D.B.). - $ar stands on a hill: in the
valley below; about .1 mile to the N.W., is the
spring ‘Ain e§-Sir, the waters of which. comblne with
those of ‘a number of streams flowing down from
the :N..and N.W. to form the Wady Sir," which
runs: down 'through a well-watered, beautifully
wooded :valley -to . the -S.W.; on the S..of Sar,
other streams arise to.form.the Wady esh-Shita,
which, also flowing down to the S.W., soon be-
' comes the:Wady Bahhath : this, before fong, unites
with W. Sir to form "W. Kefrein, a large stream
which- ultlmately falls into the-Jordan, about 2
miles N. of .the Dead Sea.? .The distances of $ar
from. ‘Amman .and Heshbon 'are not much less
than those given by Eusebius for Jazer; and one
of the stréams just described might be very fairly
identified .with- the one mentioned. by him: but,
as already- pointed. out in the Swrvey (p. 1531),
the names .52 and Ya'zer can have no connexion ;
and the phonetic differences between them. con-
stitute” a- fatal objection to . their identification.?
I The ' identification, I beheve, was first proposed by
Seetzen, Reisen, 1854, i, 398 (éither Sir; or Kh. es-Sireh,
above *Ain es-Sir, to the NiW.).: 5
: 2See, for the particulars, Merrill, Eaxt of fom’zm, pPP:
405—- ; the P.E.F. Survey of E. Palestine, p. 153, with the
' ‘map’in the’ pocket and Guy Le Strange, i Schumachers

Acrois.-the Jordan, p. 311, 312.
% Kampffmeyer (Z.D.P. V., xv. (1892), 24 cf. xv1 43,

-to recommend :it..

‘identification of Murassas with Meroz.

Stlll as Dr. Gray remarks (]Vzmzbgfs, P 298), the

¢ site of $ar does tolerably suit the data of Eusebius’;

1f ‘therefore, it is adopted prov15_10na11y,..—pend1ng a
more thorough exploration of W. Ezrak,—it must
be clearly understood that the identification 'is
conjectural, and that it is made, not:because of the
resemblance of ‘Sir’ to ‘Ya'zer; but iz spite.of

there being'no real connexion between them. 1t
"ought.thus. in no-case to-be ‘marked .on a map

without a(?).: Laurence Oliphant, in his Zand of
‘Gilead, 1880 (p.-233), observing that Jajuz, the
name of a place:s miles N. of ‘Ammin, ‘seems to
have a certain similarity (1) with Jazer,” proposes
this as its site,. : But this idéntification:has nothing
It is true, there: appear to be
a .spring -and- stream sufficiently near to. satisfy
Eusebius’ statements : but the stream flows, not into
the Jordan, but into the Jabbok ; the distances are
altogether different from those. given by Eusebius,
and the name resembles Jazer as little as Sar does.
Indeed, Oliphant himself thinks that if it will not
do for Ja‘zer, it will at Jeast suit Jahaz! But we

cannot identify two names merely because they

both begin with /# and have a z in them.

Let us now take some examples from the other
side of Jordan. Let us suppose that the intelligent
reader desires to find the places assigned in Jos
1533%0 to the shephelak, or ‘lowland, of Judah ; and
let us see what help his maps give him.” :

1 and 2. 'Eshta’sl and Zorah. The name

Zor'ah is still preserved in Zu»a, a place 14 miles

due W. of Jerusalem: so there is no difficulty
about its site. Eshta’ol is often mentioned beside
it in the history of Samson and though "Eshud,
the name of a place about a mlle N.E. of it, is “far
in sound from SN’ (G. A. Smith, #.G. 218 2.),
yet the situation suits. , Still, one certainly wishes
that the tradition’ that the place was once called
"Eshilal or ’Eshidal (Sm1th 219; Buhl 195) could
be confirmed. The site is accepted in A.G. 218
only with * perhaps

3. 'Ashnah.  In the p. E I, map, mentioned

referred to by Buhl), in-one of - his interesting and scholarly
articles on the ancient place-names of Palestine, compared
phonetically, with their modern equivalents, says that he has

inhis collections. no ‘instance of the change of 3 into P>
except “in . 'the . equally - uncertain case. of - the: suggested
(Ewing; inaccepting
this in* D, B., 5.2, is obviously unconscious of any phonetic-
d]fﬁculty, Moores objections are thus better. ¢ Jushﬁed’
than he imagines:) . :
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above, marked with /a:(?) at.the wvillage of Hasan, ‘

about.a:mile: N..of :;Zotlah. " In G.  A. Smith’s map
{both the-oene :of Judah lin A.G., and the large
map); the map:in D.B.;:and- Murray’s map, ‘placed
at Hasan ‘without-a (7).

But-according . to-the articlein DB (Conder),
‘B.B.; and: Steuérnagel, ‘in ' his ‘Comms: =on- Jos.
(1900), unidentified ; ‘and: by G. A. Smith, H#.G.
1202 7. 1, included. (implicitly) among the sites “not
“properlyidentified.” - And when we learn (P.EF.
Name-Lists; -p.. 305) that ‘Hasan’: commemorates
the ‘name .of :an- Arab pilgrim, it dawns upon wus
that Smith’s statement is not:inexcessof the truth.
- .:In:the.case -of this place, ‘there :are thus two
«contradictions, ‘each :in ‘one :idnd ‘the ‘same . book:
in:both: Z.G. and :D:B. the map marks:it, without
any. indication :of uncertamty, the text says that
the site is'unknown' !

‘4.-Zianoal ;- no;: deubt - Zcmu, 3% rmles Ss of

Zor ah. On the tfor n'see Kampﬂmeyer, XV, 2 st
5 Ln cranmm D.B. and E.B. both state that
lt was identified by Clermont-Ganneau ! with Tmm-
_/ma, 2 miles S.W. of Zor‘ah, but without apparently
endorsmg the identification, It ‘might perhaps
be’ Umm ]ma, says Buhl {p.. 194f ). Placed there
in the P.E.F. map, G. A. Smith’s map, and Murray’s
map. In the map of Judah in. £.5, marked there
also, but (N.B, ) with (??) attached. Any one who
reads Clermont- Ganneaw’s own dlscusswn of the
site must surely see that the grounds for the . iden-
tlﬁcatlon are very conJectural Whatever Jing may
mean (Clermont Ganneau says the fzmzs), ithas no
connexion with gannim (gardens). ‘

6. Tappuah Slte unknown (Armsfrohg, Steuer-,

nagel and leson,
on . the maps
the W. el-’Afranj. But is not ‘the Tuﬁdz in thlS
valley, 4 miles W. of Hebron, -rather the Beth-
tappuah of ]os 15%, in the hill- -country ’ ?

7. ‘Enim. Placed in P.E.F, map, with a (?), at
Khurbet W. ‘Alin, -or the Ruins of Wady *Alin,
‘2 miles slightly 'W. of N. of Zanoah.? Located
here by Conder in Handbook to the Bible (1879),
P-4To.. Butin Murray s Dict. of the Bible (1909),
the ‘same ‘writer loeates :it ‘in ‘an ‘entirely ‘different
situation, at ‘Kefr ‘Ana,.6 miles N.W. of Sorek,’

Yhpchaols: Researches iw Palesting (PJEF. )il 207 fi0

2:Jn-either:both: the -1+ini and- §+in.. ito ithe-mile wapsiof
Pale’etihe, or in' Gi-A. Smith’s- map; Zanoah must be incor-
rectlylocated y:in the former it-is slightly East'of :S. of Kh:
W. “Alin, in'the laiter it is considerably West6f8: ofit.

in D.B., s, z) ), and_not marked

“anything but ‘between’

SaxdeG 20272 1 to.be in

and 7 miles W.N:W, of Zor'h; and in 0.5, iii.
648, at ‘din “Ainak (which I.cannot find).. Placed
at Kh. W. ‘Alin, but witkout the (?), in the map of -
Judah in . G.,in Murray’s map,-and-in the D.53.
map. .- But in ithe sex? of H,G. 262 7. *Endm is

-said to be “not properly identified,” and:it is-omitted

in Smith’s large wall:map.-::Steuernagel says that'the
site-is’ unknown. In:D.B..and i Z.Bi; §v., nothing .
more: definite is:said.-than-that (see'Gn-38¢) "Enim -
was between ‘Adullam:and the Timnah-of: Gn 381,
This, ~however," .will ~have been(notice went up,
goeth up, in Gn 281223) the Timnah (how Zibna),®
4 miles NiE.-of “Aid -el‘mi; and- 5 miles S.E.. ofI
Kh. Wady ‘Alin.; so that, if this be ‘Enim, and
(see-below) “Aid el-mi: ‘Adullam,-it will have been .
‘Adullam.-and - Timnah.
The ‘uncertainty -in the site -of ‘Enam :must-be
obvious.  Yet the maps .in A.G. and D.5., and
Mufray s:map, all:mark:it:as certain. - .

18, ‘Yarmuth.. No doubt Yarmuk, 1 mile S. of
Zanoah -Cf.;on-the %; Kampffmeyer, XVi. 2,45

9. “Adullam. :Clermont-Ganneau :1n- 1871 dis-
covered, 4 miles S.E. of Yarmuk, a ruined site called
“Aid el:md, which he conjectured to represent the
Biblical ‘Adullami—the ancient name having beenl
transformed by a ‘ popular etymiology’(Buhl,: 1933
P.E.FQ.St 1878, «tq7): -+ The identification: is
conjectural, but the situation would sdit;-and it has
been generally accepted. But it- ought not: to:be
marked on. a map- without a (7). It-is‘not marked
at:allin‘the:map of Judah in E.B.. . CfiHG. 229

0. Socoh: . No doubt ’esh-Shuweike—a. diminu-
#iye:form (Kampffmeyer xvx 2y 66)~—2 mxles S. of
Yarmuk

Azekah Not in the P.E.F. map.. In G A

Smlth’s map,2; 5. map, and Murray’s map, marked
at Zakariyd; 2 -milles S.W. ‘of -Zanoak.  But:in
D.B., siv. (Conder), no identification ‘is proposed;
andf:H-*ﬁG. 202 #. says, “not’:properly identified.’
We have:thus two other :instances of the ‘text:and
the:smap in oneand: the same volumme contradlotmg
each’other.
~ur2, *Shaaraim, Placed in P.EF. map, w1th a (?),
at the ruined site Shares, 3% miles E.S:E.of
Zanoah. . In the map in.D.B., and Murray’s map,
marked 4t Skdirek, but without the (?). .Not
marked in either of G. A. Smith’s maps; and
accordmg 10 H G 202 7. ‘not properly ldentlﬁed ’

8 And not the Tlmnah of Samson: (]g 1‘4‘_L etc. ) Wthh was
4 miles W.-of Kh: W. "Alin,’and far Jower than'Aid-el-ma.



THE EXPOSITORY: TIMES.

565

-13. ‘Adithaim:.
so:far'as I+ can:discover, not. shown on: the ‘maps.
In the P.E:F. Memoirs, ii. (1882) 322, identified
by Conder with Hadithet, 3 miles E. of Lydda ;
but in D.B. i. (1898);. s.2., the same: writer says
that -the site is unknown!
like those in regard to ‘Enam, throws light on
the value of some of these supposed identiﬁca-
tions.’ o

14. Gedérah. Marked in the P ELF map, G A
Smith’s map, Murray’s map, and D.B. map at

Jedirel, 4} miles N.N.W. of Zor'ah. This seems |
much. more prob ble than the ‘more distant Kutra ‘

‘ -—Wthh moreover, does not agree phonetlcally
" 13 miles. W N.W. of Zor‘ah, in the mar1t1me plam,
apparently preferred inZ.B.

. 15. Gedérothaim. The subscrlptlon mentions
only fourz‘een cities, - so no doubt there is. here some
textual er ,_r.\ The name may, for. rnstance, be
a corrupt ‘repetltlon of Gedérah, or an error for
R (LXX), its sheep-folds.’

" 'A map in which, out of fourteen names taken at
random, the. sites of five are'in the hrghest degree
questlonable and uncertaln, cannot be said to
attain a high standard of accuracy 1 have often,

' bemdes, also not1ced srtes conﬁdently assrgned on

to be’ equally problematrcal 7 1n ‘THE EXPOSITORY

TIMES, xviii. 332 f, I gave a list of nearly thirty
“such sites of places mentloned_ln the ‘Book of
“Judges.? I have little doubt that many other

equally doubtful sites could be found. A map

ought to be trustworthy: it is of little real use if
no less well-known site marked upén-it can be
relied upon until hours have been spent in search-
ing out the grounds on Wthh it. depends, and
ascertaining whéther they are sufficient. The only

English maps of Palestine which, so far as I have

examined 'vthem, can be implicitly relied upon ‘are
_ those in' the Lneyclopredia Biblica. If T° may say

“UThe equatlon, ‘writes Kampffineyer, Z.D:M: G xvi.

(1893) p. 31,16 “rechtzweifelhafts’

. 2The-rock ofEtam: (Jg-15%);.for.instance, was:a place to

which Samson.‘went; down’ from ‘Timnah (v.%; cf.. 141%) ;
but Beit- Atahb m1les E. of Zanoah .the- favourite site_for

“Etim on the maps (but not in the ma§ in A.G., and in

the wall-map 7 with a #)" is' some ‘1200 feet above it | (cf.

H.G: 222). ] ps and downs of the Shiephélah country

are . vividly r ed:ini the stories of: Samson ;. and: here,.
as elsewhere in“the- O.T., the ¢ went up’ and; ‘came.down’

should always be carefully noted by the reader Cf. H G..
chap: x. ) »

Unknown: (D.B., E.B.), and;

The contradiction,"

~where the, name
“served, ‘the probablhty ofa proposed identification

, conﬁguratron and sites’

so without presumption, even. G:' A, Smith’s: map
needs .some revision ; Murray’s: map-and the D.B.
map:need not revision merely, bat drastic expurga-
tion: - These 'maps are. admirably" designed “and

- engraved ; but what chartographer, however skilful

he may be in the technique -of his own profession,
can estimate-the grounds— philological, critical,
historical, or exegetlcal —upon which, in cases

as not been unambxguously pre-

depends? It is to be feared that the authorities
of the P.E:F. are responsiblesin‘some: meastire for
the confusron .and that the map- -makers who have

| adopted’ the1r 1dent1ﬁcat10ns ‘have not sufﬁaently

consideredthat; however highly qualified a man
may be to'survey and describe a. wodern country,;
he is not on- this ‘account equally quahﬁed to esti:
mate the grounds for the identification of a given
modern site ‘with ‘an ancient place And' when
Murray’s map- and the D.5.'map are both stated

- to be ¢ accordmg to Palestine Exploratlon Survey,’

this is inicorrect; and assetts for the map an authority
which it does not possess - A1l ‘that the ‘Palestme
Exploration Survey has-done is .to determine’ the
f the modern mmtry,—and

as”'every” one knows, “has done this work most
admlrably‘, but “it is no function of a “survey'to -
“détermine’ what “ancient places » of these sites
represent.” In'some cases the 1dent1ty of the modern
with the ancient site-depends upon awell—establlshed

contintious’ hrstorrcal trad1t1on, in other cdses it .
depends apon-a’ probable, ot, it'may be, a’ very im-

_probable, conjecture; but in none of these casés is

the identity; whether real or 1mag1nary, a ‘matter
which falls within the scope of a survey ; and ‘the
confidence which the details of the ‘survey’ rightly
‘command cannot' be claimed ‘for the many hypo-
thetical, and often questionable, identifications with
which these maps are crowded. ~There are cases,
also, as nothed above, in’ which these maps do the
P.E.F. map the injustice of adoptrng from it ancient
sites without the (?) by which the comprlers of that
map have ,guarded themselves. ~ This is a practice
deserv1ng strong, reprobatlon Tt surely must be
evident that for the construction of a map of
Palestrne 1’ cludmg ancient ‘sites, the. professlonal
needs a  competent scholar at his
se him' what proposed * 1dentlﬁcat1ons
€ accepted by him. Murrays map is
a convement'one, as it is handy in size, and shows
- the elevatlons (whrch ate 1mportant for the history) ;
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but it is full of pitfalls for-the unwary, and must
always be used with extreme caution. - The map
in Buhl’s Geagraphie (1896) contains, unfortunately,
only modernsites. A critical map of Palestine,
on a convenient scale, and containing only those

,ancrent sites Wthh are-ejther certain or-reasonably

probable, is still, asit was in 1§z (THE EXPOSITORY.
TiMEs, xiil. 460), a desideratum of Biblical students.
Let.us hope.that some adequately qualified scholar

.will come forward and produce it.

Contriﬁutt’onz; aﬁb‘ Commenfs,f

€6e Q_nuliammaban ¢ Corner.

ALTHOUGH the word ¢ corner in the commercral

sense is of United States origin, the. thlng wh1ch it

denotes is of immemorial antiquity. A pr1m1t1ve
example of it which will occur to every one is that
of Joseph in Egypt. . In the East this operation is
confined to foodstuffs,the demand for other ‘com-
modities not being' sufficiently stringent and it is
forbidden by the law of Islam. " It is thus defined
in the Zenbih al-Ghifilin ( Warning to the Mglzgmt)
of Samarqandi (d. 1003 A.D.):

* Cornering (fukrak) means buymg prov1s10ns in
a town and holdmg them without selling,. although
the people require. them “This is to form a_ corner,
and it is forbidden. But if the grain be; the -pro-
duce of one’s own. estate,. or be 1mported from
another town this is not.a corner.. Still, if. pubhc
necessity requlre it, the grain. must. be sold. . .Should
the owner refuse to sell -he becomes. guilty of evrl
intention towards the Muslims and .of want of con-
_ s@rderatlon for them. He must then be forced to

sell, and if he refuse he must be scourged and
pumshed and even then he may not sell'at his own
price, but at the market rate.. For even the Apostle
~of God said, I do not fix prices, but he who fixes
* prices is. God.”

This regulation is founded on traditional sayings
of, Muhammad such as the followmg —He who
makes a corner in grain is a. sinner: He who
corners foodstuffs for a perrod of forty days ‘has
done with God, and God has done with him: The
importer shall be blessed but -the cornerer is
cursed,—the ¢ 1mporter belng deﬁned as the mer-
chant who purchases foodstuffs with the ‘intention
of “selling them, and 1mports them to hls own
Jlocality .and: sells. them. . Muhammad.is  3lso, re;
ported to haye. warned one of his d1sc1ples not to
: apprentlce his son to a grain . merchant, .on _the

whilst engaged in drinking wine, or in some. other
crithe, than to meet it just after he happened to-
have ‘cornered grain for forty nights. Malik ibn
Anas (d. 795 a:D.) mentions in the Muwatta that
Omar and Othman, the second and’ third khahfs,
also prohibited corners in food.

These recommendations of Muhammad and his
followers were far from remaining a dead letter.
One of the ofﬁc1als of the Muslim mun1c1pa11ty is
the mohtasit, whose duty it is to regulate the price
of commodities, dnd in times of scatcity to find
out hidden stores of grain and bring them to the
market. ~The Egyptian Government. frequently
1mported corn from Syria. to counteract the effects
of ‘a low Nile, and if that failed to br1ng down
prlces, the grain speculators were - ﬂogged until
they sold their supphes at ‘the government rate
The moltasib hlmself however, was sometrmes
mterested in the trade This was the case at

;Medrna when Burckhardt visited it “(Z7avels in

Arabia, vol. ii. p- 248f ).~ The whole subJect is
treated in' the Hedaya of Marghrnam (d- 1197 AR,
Enghsh translation by Charles Hamilton, 2nd

ed. p. 6os if, T. H. WEIR
G'Zasgaw : S
éfepﬁen Eangfon 5 @eat&

I. '

I wroTE 7e this query to my frrend the Rev.
Charles Woodruff, at the Dean and Chapter Library,
Canterbury, who replies this. morning: ‘I don’t
know that T shall: be:able to settle the questio’n as
to -the- date’ of “Archbishop Langton’s-death from
our records. The Monastic Registers do hot begin
so, early as 1228 . though we have any. number of
earlier charters, and .of course it mrght be possible

- to fix the:date from them; though. it may take time
|-to find out. v ‘ ‘
ground that, it. were better for him to, meet: death U Magdstor

RICHARD COOKE:



