Chapter 22

Plantagenet soul and the Plant of Peace

May 2001. One of a series of Chapters by Dr. John S. PlanteKéeiversity, England, ST5 5BG.

MEDIEVAL MEANING OF THE PLANT NAME AND ITS SUBSEQUENT DISTRIBUTION

he first known evidence for the Pl(a/e)nte name is in 13thurgrEngland in proximity to Robert Gros-

seteste, whose philosophy is helpful in suggesting a plessieaning to the name. The Plant name
appears to have been relatively widely dispersed in the d&ttury and, by the 14th century, there is early
evidence for clusters in both the SE and NW Midlands befoeenthin homeland of the name became, by the
18th century, more clearly Staffordshire. With a presumedrdh ‘Plant(a/e)genet’ ethos in the early con-
text, the name is consistent with the meaning ‘a plantedt gjfithe lord’. Such a meaning can be elucidated
in the contemporary philosophy, which included for examigkas of a hierarchy of spiritual emanations
from bodies, transmitting theformsto subordinate bodies, such as in a generative origin tavifie virtue
transmitted by the lord’s ethos or by semen aided by vegetafierations of the soul which was powered by
the lord’s light.

22.1 Contemporary philosophy for the Plant name

T he strength of the evidence for a particular meaning to taetRlame depends partly on the

strength of the evidence for the name’s historical locatifime strong evidence for a proximity
of Robert Grosseteste to the first evidence for the nameelisrtielpful. Meaning may be sought in
the known duties in 1219 of Radulphus Plente to the “Plamtetje&ing for the burbhote of Oxford,
with burbhote meaning ‘upkeep’ or ‘funds for upkeep’. Tduatwith the contemporary philosophy,
this suggests a meaning, a ‘generosity (im)plant(er)’.hiors a Middle English meaning gilente
was generosity (or abundant or fertile) and this could helase, in the contemporary philosophy,
as a ‘spiritual implant’ of a virtue

It is instructive to consider some relevant philosophicdluences in the teachings of Robert
Grosseteste (c1170-1253) and others.

Concepts relating to the meaning of the Plant name can bedtizeck to early medieval devel-
opments in faith. Ideas about the soul, from the Greek, wengbined with Hebrew and Christian
beliefs. By later medieval times, there was particularvitgtin Western Europe to amend Chris-
tian doctrine by incorporating newly translated ideas ftbm Arabic, as is indicated in Table 22.1.
In particular, the entire process of creation was, for Stustige, a granting of light and illumina-
tion®. For a grasp of intelligible things, the mind must be irraelibwith divine light with Augustine
stating that God, the Word of God is that true light that leghtevery mah

1The Middle English Dictionary lists both plente and plargevariant forms of plaunt.

2Consistent senses to the early 13th century names PlaeteBlmtefolie, and Planterose can then be considered
(cf. Chapter 21) respectively to be along the lines of a ‘hallogegplant(er) of virtue’, an ‘(im)plant(er) of contrition
(or cudgel) of sin’, or a ‘courtly spirits (im)plant(er)’sawill be considered further in a later Chapter.

3James McEvoy (198Z)he Philosophy of Robert Grossetegips 59-60.

4The illumination of intelligence by the Word perfected thiminous angelic nature by direct impression as well as
by reflection from lower creation.
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32 CHAPTER 22. PLANTAGENET SOUL AND THE PLANT OF PEACE

rigen of Alexandria (185-254D) was a contemporary of Plotonius (Figure 22.1). He comb{Besbk
philosophy with Hebrew scriptures stating, as Plato hadhguthat the souls of men come fron
elsewhere, having existed even since creation. Similalylatonius, he considered that wheausfalls
away, it becomes soul; soul, when virtuous, becoh@ss
t Augustine (354-438D) combined translated Greek works with the Christian, istgthat the soul of
man, though itbears witness to the light'yet itself “is not that light”; but God, the Word of Gods
that true light that lighteth every man that cometh into tharla” . There was the strict sequence: God
light in a more than metaphorical sense; the essence ofidighbe sought in spiritual rather than corpore

being; and, in the visible world, light is the first, subtleashd most active of material things, and hen¢

closest to immaterial natuteAugustind added thatthe Word of God was made flesh, by assuming th
flesh in which it might be manifested to men’s senses”

ristotle had spoken o$piritus as being the active element in reproductive matter and Arab-N

Platonism had syncopated with that theme. Moreover, Ar#iiitking had evolved a scheme fo
the origin of life, in which the fixed stars educed lifedlt its formsthrough the influence of light.

tto, Bishop of Vercelli in northern Italy (924-8D)° complained in a sermon of the custom practise

by ‘little trollops’ (meretriculae) in his diocese of bartig branches and turves (and hence callin
them - it is not clear whom - coparents), hanging them in theirses and afterwards guarding them g
siduously‘quasi religionis causa®. Avicenna (c980-1036) from Persia maintained that the sbplants
was shared with humans and Averroes (1126-98) reiteratetierre for the generation of life from the
elements, such as earth, through plants and animals to man.

p through the 12th century, Augustine’s model of the (ietetive) soul had been seen as a unity

memory, understanding, and will. By the 13th century (Fég22.1), the Arab influences of Avicenng
and Averroes were coming into force in Western Europe. Facghna, the thesis on light as the vehicle ¢

the soul developed in the context of tbemplexaticof animal body and the production of animal spirits.

In particular, few in 13th century Western Europe did notaally accept the teaching of Avicenna that th
better the balance between the active (fire and air) andyea@sater and earth) elements, with the balan
being regulated by light, the better was the body conditidogeceive the higher forms of life. The spirits
were of the substance of light and, for Robert Grossetegtariicular in early 13th century England, ligh
formed the bearer of the soul in the body.

here is 13th century reference to Origen in Reman de la Rospoent and there is 14th century|
Middle English reference tplantedvirtue which, in the tradition of Origen, can be considered
elevate soul to ‘mind’. Grosseteste’s early 13th centunycepts, in England, of light as an intermedian
not only of the Lord and the soul but also of the soul and theylveete followed by 14th century evidence
of a further Middle English usage of the wopthnt— there is reference to the lordptantedWord.

#James McEvoy (1982)he Philosophy of Robert Grossetesi€80.

bAugustine,On Christian Doctrine 15.11.20.

Atto became Grand Chancellor of Lothorire Il, king of Franice933.

91 am grateful to Barnadette Giguere for this information stholarly email discussion group on Medieval Religio
and Culture.

€In Nature’s Confession of the extended 13th century poeeRtiman de la Rosdeun de Meun (line #17039) hag
Nature statingOrigen, who cut off his testicles, valued me lightly whenchiethem off with his own hands so that h

ed
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could serve the religious ladies with devotion and so thatdtwould be no suspicion that he might ever lie with them.

Table 22.1: Greek soul with Hebrew, Christian, and Arabfluances
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The applicable philosophy, which is to be associated wighwtbrdplant, differed markedly in
the 13th century from now. An understanding of the contemugocontext is crucial for resolving
controversies, which have surrounded the meaning of ttédPiht(e) name. Clues to understanding
can be gleaned from relevant texts and a suitable text faideration is an extract from the 13th
century poem, th®oman de la Ros&vhich is associated with Orléans just south of Paris,repst
and beyond the Loire valley from “Plantagenet” Anjou:-

There is always a single phoenix that lives, up until its dodfive hundred years. At the last
it makes a large full fire of spices where it sits down and isnear. Thus it brings about the
destruction of its body; but because it keeps its form, agrophoenix returns from its ashes
... however it goes with speciéd. the preserved spirits, such as manifested in the puygen
of spices) the individuals are changeable into many forms ... Do weseet how those who
are masters of glassblowing create from fern ... both ashglags? ... These are transmuted
species, those whose individugi®. manifested instancea)e alienated from them in both
substance and shape, through Aire. alchemy)n the case of fern, ash, and glass ... He then
who knows how to make himself subtle enough to prepare thssm that they had the force
to enter into bodies and not fly out again ... such a man woulanés will with metalgcf. the
alchemist’'s dream of producing gold from base metals)

From a modern technical standpoint we may see little sen$ariaxample, glass as a transmutation
of fern. The relevant philosophy is clearly not that of madecience. Indeed, facts to be resolved by
experiment may even have carried a risk, at that time, ofgefsaof heresy. Instead, the underlying
philosophy can be better understood by bearing in mind tlivtsspnd the fern’s vegetative life
force. The fern is said to transmute to both ash and glassratids same passage of tResgpoem,
there is explicit mention of preservédrm in the ashes of the burned phoenix in a (vegetative) fire
of spices. Earlier in th&kosepoem, celestial light, as spiritual emanation from God’'snbpthe
sun, was seen to multiply in crytals images of whatever agtbthe garden. In Meun’s continuation
of the Rosepoem, there is then the above question of how the fern (wsthliility to sustain the
life force) surely participates in the creation of (newnigisubstance as bodily light in) glass. The
soul includedvegetativeoperations, such as the augmentative and the generatolettsat rays of
spiritual emanation from the eye could be subject in glassiggmentation and generation producing
(renewed life as) a multiplication of form or species, as w@en in crystals or glass as multiple
images of ‘whatever (life) adorned the garden’.

It is relevant to consider some aspects of such philosophyriher detalil.

Similarly to Augustine, Robert Grosseteste (c1175-1258)sidered light to be ‘bodily, but
the closest (material) approximation to incorporeal regtand therefore close to the soul, which
is immaterial without qualification’. That is to say, the risi serve as a principle of continuity
between the noble soul and a gross body, preserving the fdrome direct contact with the more
ignoble parts of mattér The fineness of the spirits was the result of the most bathpossible
complexion of the elements under the influence of celestjhat.l With stability and balance of its
elements, the body was rendered apt to receive a spiritulil Isgparticular, Grosseteste used light,
with its ability to move matter that was sufficiently baladde receive vegetable life, to explain the
energy which he refers to as the ‘life force’.

For Grosseteste, spiritual light transmitted the will a& $oul to the body and it explained, for
example, the vegetative functions of nutrition, growthd ayeneration. This underlies a concept
of ‘planting’, which was not just of plant flesh as generallyderstood in modern times, but of
spirits from the soul. The whole soul, as outlined in Table522vas held by Grosseteste to be
entirely separate from the body, though for others thereaydisrality of forms of the soulwith the
vegetative and sensory souls being deemed by some to baétite between the intellective soul
and the flesh. Such ideas seem to hold pertinence for undéistgthe 2(c) meaning gflauntenin
the Middle English Dictionary. There is 14th century refae in this Dictionary to known usage
of plauntenthat seemingly relates to the reception of spirits engestiby the lord from the soul

5James McEvoy (1982) ibid, pps 282, 349.
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Figure 22.1: Philosophical Influences on the 13th centuilpBbphy of Robert Grosseteste and the
Summa Philosophia@fter Charles King McKeon (1948 Study of the Summa philosophiae of the
Pseudo-Grossetegte
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into human flesh.

Both the ‘vegetative’ and ‘planted virtue’ seem relevantiedieval meaning for the name Plant.
As detailed further by Roger Bacon (Table 22.6), light aniditsial emanation were considered to
pass form, virtue, or species to the next lower creation aegion, with an emerging framework
of geometrical optics. It is in a context of such scholastidgsophy that there is 14th century
Middle English reference tplantedvirtue and theplantedgrace of noble lineage which can be
associated not only with the preserwaattueof the father in the mother but also with the holy ghost
as God's light of theplantedWord.

Middle English reference tplanted virtue’'can be related furthermore to the tradition of Origen
(Table 22.1), whereby virtue promotes soul to mind. Suclsdeelp in explaining the view held
in the Summa Philosophiaglable 22.5) that the human might achieve trirttnis own right This
might be seen as a particular ability of those elevated withe, such as the nobility, to have Nous.

In summary, contemporary philosophy was consistent witht@n that a created Plant(a/e)genet
nobility could have the finest balance of elements in theindubstantiated flesh (Table 22.1), aris-
ing from transubstantiation through the plant and horseeggrso as to render that flesh capable
of receiving, in the noble’s own righta soul particularly well graced in lordly authority from a
particularly elevated form of the image of GogantedWord.

In identifying a meaning for the Plant name, standard meitugiles may need to be amended
to take account of a special influence from a philosophidad®that surrounded the Plant(e/a)genet
name. However, before proceeding with a discussioloasl literary evidence in support of both
such an ethos and an associable meaning to the Plant naraeappiiopriate to re-examine the
strength of the evidence for locating the name’s emergingdiand.

22.2 Thehistorical distribution of the Plant name

T he context in which a name formed is generally relevant whesidihg its initial meaning.

Some degree of uncertainty is usual for the meaning of na@lasfication may arise from the
initial context, which isusuallyto be deduced from a detailed examination of the name’s gqulese
distribution. In a recent appraisal &fhe Distinctive Surnames of Staffordshjr@rofessor David
Hey (1998% comments:-

The linguists offer a general explanation for the name;llaca family historians
can sometimes point to precise origins. They may confirmtyra@ogy but frequently
prove the dictionaries wrong.

The commentsof David Hey (1998) on the historical distribution of the Riaame are couched
in the particular emphases that he adopts for his study éb&iahire:-

Another north Staffordshire name is Plant, an occupatioaale for a planter or gardefier
The name probably had multiple origins, for it had spreadafat wide by 1842-6, when 477
deaths were registered. Nevertheless, 139 of these deah®9( per cent) were recorded
throughout Staffordshire, but especially in the northeati bf the county and most of the rest
were from the neighbouring counties and from Lancashir&6B6 the Staffordshire hearth tax
returns list only two Plant households in Offlow hundred, om€uttlestone, and none in Seis-
don, but 10 in Pirehill and 19 in Totmonslowf(Figure 22.2). The 1532-3 list of Staffordshire
people shows that the Plants were already numerous, wiglefiflamilies in the northern half

®David Hey (1998), Staffordshire Studies, Volume 10, pps81-gThe Nineteenth Earl lecture, delivered at Keele
University, 6 November 1997).

"He precedes the above comments witlihe compilers of dictionaries of surnames are linguistthvgarticular
skills in interpreting the earliest forms of surnames in lfthe, thirteenth-, or fourteenth-century documents. aClg
such knowledge is necessary and our understanding of theotigies of surnames has been enormously advanced by
this work. But local and family historians are often disapyed by the explanations of surnames on offer in dictiogsri
explanations which do not seem to match their own findings.

8Such a meaning is disputed in the present work.
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Plants are found mainly in England and, given estimatedtdtal population of the United Kingdom (U
of England, Wales, Scotland, and Northern Ireland), it leenbestimated that 1 person in every 3668 in
UK is called Plant.

The estimate that Plants form 1 in 3668 of th

. . . ) Number of IGI Plant|| Estimated UK Plant
the total UK population gives rise to estimates of] ; . o
. : . records in particular, population in
their changing number, as the UK population grew . :
: 50 year intervals particular years
(W Keith Plant, 1990, Roots and Branches, Issué
. A . [1601-50 229 || 1630 1526
Number 1). This variation can be compared with
/ . 1651-1700 412 || 1670 1573
the changing number of Plant records (mainly bapt
: . . . 1701-50 1223 1700 1648
tisms) in the 1984 version of the IGI (International
Genealogical Index) (John S Plant, 1999, Roots 1751-1800) 2192 1750 1776
g » 2999 >1801-50 | 4196 1801 2423
and Branches, Issue Number 17).

It is clear from the above table that the number of Plant xdn the 1GI between 1601 and 1750, f
example, changed markedly, though the Plant populatiorbeagxpected to have grown only slowly oV
these years. This suggests that there is a substantialamoitrof Plant baptisms in the IGl, in the 17
century, though the IGI data becomes more complete by the d&ttury. By the mid 19th century, th
geographical distribution of Plants, as deduced from tHed@& be compared with potentially more reliah
evidence taken from Civil Registration records and, withstore certainty, from Victorian Census data.
The IGI results for 1801-50 can be compared with a map basddloid Hey's figures for Plant deaths i
1842-6 taken from the Civil Registration deaths index ([dadey, 1998, Staffordshire Studies, Volume 1
pps 1-28.). The results below are for the 1801-50 IGI daff) @gad the 1842-6 Plant deaths (right).

The two sets of results show only a limited agreement betileedistribution of baptisms (and some mar-
riages) for 1801-50 and the distribution of deaths towandseind of this 50 year interval. The discrepandi

might arise partly from such considerations as..

e the significant migrations that were taking place aroundehames of the Industrial Revolution;

e the possibilities of an untypical outbreak of deaths in dipalar locality in the five years considered (1842-6);

or,
e the reporting of deaths in an area where baptisms and mesrtzgd not been recorded in a way that is presef
in the 1984 IGI.
A count of Plants in the 1881 Census has been carried out byt Riant, 2001, Roots and Branches, Isg
Number 21 and this was used for the 1881 Census data map.eFdgtailed study of 19th century Civ|
Registration data for births, marriages, and deaths aldatigasunts of people called Plant in other Cens
years could help to give a more detailed picture of Plant atigns during these relatively mobile times.
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Table 22.2: Plant data used for the Distribution Maps
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THE STAFFORDSHIRE HUNDREDS PLANT
number of householders in the 1666 (18426 death certificates)
hearth tax returns.

Total: 477

Total: 20,648

TOTMONSLOW
4,240

OFFLOW
6,022

SEISDON
3,000

Figure 22.2: David Hey's study of The Distribution of Disttive Staffordshire Surnames including
Plant

of the county. This is a north Staffordshire surname withoaitdy more than one origin, that
ramified early in a similar way to Salt.

The methodology adopted by David Hey is aimed at names that were local to@tksfhire.
However, by considering deaths for England and Wales fo2¥B8dnd then immediately homing in
on Staffordshire for 1666 and for 1532-3, his general mathamyy misses some secondary detail in
the particular case of the Plant name.

22.2.1 Somefurther cluesfrom recordsin the Gl

I t is appropriate to consider some further evidence, whiddaged on Plant records in the &l

(Table 22.2) and which gives the results shown in Table ZEhgse additional results can be seen
to remain consistent with Keith Plant’s results based orl188nsus data and they indicate that,
for the 19th and 18th centuries, the main Plant homeland wefO&Ishire, albeit with some Plants
in counties to the north, specifically in the counties of Gliresand Lancashire. Corresponding 17th
century results from the 1GI are different, however, andinegmore detailed attention.

It should be noted first that, for the first half of the 17th ceptthe 1GI contains only a tenth
of the Plant records that could be expected from the numhardfin the IGI for the 19th century.
Possible reasons for this 17th century shortfall of Plaptiben records include:-

°In attempting to trace the origins of surnames backwarda Wtorian times to the times of Henry VIII, David Hey
(1998) has considered the distribution of names to be foorkath registers during the five years 1842-6 and then he
considers, in finer detail, the distribution of particularreames in the 1666 Hearth Tax returns for Staffordshireimad
1532-3 list of Staffordshire people.

International Genealogical Index.

W Keith Plant (2001)Roots and Branchesssue No. 21.
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Though the Plant name’s 13th century origins were perhajps guidely spread, it is found mostly in extant
records for the general region around Norfolk. It seems tiatname then settled, around the mid 14th
century, in two particular places:-

1. across The Wash in east Lincolnshire; and, more espgciall

2. in east Cheshire (seemingly with the displacement ofiigiimate Warren ‘Plant(a/e)genet’ descent
from their traditional Norfolk lands to east Cheshire).

IGI results suggest that the main Plant homeland may hayeedhiouth from Cheshire into the adjacent
county of Staffordshire, in the 17th century around the sirakethe English Civil War. The results based pn
the IGI data can be considered to be more reliable by the Ettury and these give the following results for
1701-50 (left) and 1751-1800 (right).

These results are broadly similar to those for the 17th egridut with a continuing migration from rural
east Cheshire and rural south Lincolnshire, where the pyiraad secondary Plant clusters were eatrlier
in evidence, such that the dominant county for IGI Plant resdbecomes more exclusively Staffordshire.
It needs to be noted however that, if there were Plants rengain Cheshire and Lincolnshire who wefe
predominantly Catholic, for example, they would be undgrresented in the 1GI baptism data and hepce
misleadingly absent from these deduced distribution maps.
The distributions of Plant records are shown below, in tion1842-6 deaths (left) and for the 1881 Census
data (right). These maps, which are based on different degagcompared in Table 22.2 with maps obtained
from the 19th century IGI baptism data.

The above 19th century results show a shift from Cheshir@nlgtfurther into Staffordshire to its south but
also into Lancashire to its north and then to (the three gisliof) Yorkshire to Lancashire’s east. There is also
a spot of population further south in the east around London.
Around the times of the Industrial Revolution, it seems tihare was a migration from the rural areas|of

north Staffordshire, for example, to such nearby indulsteatres as Stoke-on-Trent and Wolverhapton (both
in Staffordshire), as well as to Manchester (LancashirginBgham, Sheffield, and London.

Table 22.3: A general scheme for the historical distributid the Plant name
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1562, 12 Sep, Wylliam Plant m Esabell Bereyd at Orby

1565, 14 Oct, Thomas Plantt m Jone Pacocke at Wainfleet AltSai
1565, 29 Nov, Margarett Plantt, bap at Wainfleet All Saints

1579, 10 Jun, John Plante m Ellezabethe at Wainfleet Saint Mar
1589, 28 Sep, Anne Plainte, dau of Richarde Plainte, bap diefftbrpe
1590, 08 Aug, Randoll Plant m Jane Willson at Burwell with Wagate
1592, 14 Mar Jone Plant, dau of Richard Plant, bap at Addip¢ho
1592, 15 Jul, Johannes Plante, son of Randeli Plante, bapatimells
1592, 22 Sep, Wilin. Plante, son of Xpofer. Plante, bap at&a}
1596, 03 Apr, Merget Plant (female), bap at Orby

1596, 20 May, Ann Plant, bap at Orby

1598, 01 Jun, John Plante, son of Rich. Plante, bap at Adufegh
1599, 01 Jul, Richard Plant, son of Randall Plant, bap at Orby

Table 22.4: Some pre-1600 IGI records for Lincolnshirejdating the secondary cluster for the
Plant name near Ingoldmels

e the IGI records are generally less complete for the 17thurgnfor all names;

o the Plants may have been living at that time in remote are@s,the High Peak, such that they are not
generally to be found in surviving parish records; and,

e some may have been Catholic, for example, such that thete baue been religious reasons for their
absence from the IGI records.

Such uncertainties highlight the need for caution in intetipg the distribution data for the early
17th century. Even so, it seems noteworthy that, before idreations of the English Common-
wealth period?, the principal Plant homeland may have been in Cheshiréetmorth of Stafford-
shire, with a secondary cluster just north of the Wash in leiasblnshire.

The distribution maps are shown below, based on the 1984d@lfdr 1601-50 (left) and 1651-
1700 (right).

They indicate a primary cluster of Plants mainly in Chesbgemingly shifted, by the second half
of the century, mainly into Staffordshire to Cheshire’'sthourhere is also a secondary cluster for
the Plant population away to the east in Lincolnshire.

The need for caution in interpreting these results can esstd further as follows. A steady

12For example, during the Commonwealth period, many of thegKisupporters lost their lands and most did not
manage to regain them after the Restoration of the monavslsp, some of the common people showed an allegiance
that was at odds with their local gentry some of whom, suclh@d\arrens of Poynton, did regain their lands.
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t seems that others in England may have adopted a view rathigirsto Grosseteste’s though perhap

amended, in part, to other views such as the one outlinedvbielo Phillip the Chancellor. Like his
contemporary Philip the Chancellor in Paris, Grossetesté tonviction in Augustine’s demand for an
intermediary between the rational soul and the body. Urlikesseteste however, who chose spiritual lig
as the intermediary, Philip the Chancellor chose the véigetand sensory souls to intervene, stating:-

The sensitive (sensory) is simple and incorporeal, butiigiptible; it has two properties in com-
mon with the rational soul and one in common with the body. fieitive (vegetative) soul has only
one property in common with the rational soul and one in commith the body.

Grosseteste, in his concern to preserve the soul’s nohilithtranscendence of the body, appealed not o

to this plurality of forms in the soul but also to the medigtipresence of the luminous spirits. Unlike

Bonaventure (1221-74), Grosseté@sias not inhibited, by close adherence to Aristotle’s teaghi from
allowing ligh?, as a sort of ‘fifth element’, to enter the body, which was ersally accepted to be compose

of the four elements. In his approach, Grosseteste defeth@eatinciple of noble vegetative and sensory

operations in the soul together with intellectual dnes

Somewhat amended views from those of Grosseteste can besglihiptheSumma Philosophiaavhich
is associated with England around 1265-75, by when the naelkng Plaunte as well as Plente is i

evidence. In connection with tfBumma Philosophigiehas been noted by Charles King McKéon

Insofar as the rational soul is similar to the intelligencewill have to do with the same powers
commensurate with a spiritual nature, the powers of unaeditg and willing. But there is also to
be taken into account the fact of the soul’s conjunction whtihbody; from this it follows, the author
(of the Summa Philosophiaéelieves, that whereas some powers are natural to the sauexists
through itself (separately), there are also some powersaidb it solely in virtue of its conjunction
with the body, and some mediate between corporeal and iocEappowers. The powers accruing to
the rational soul in virtue of its conjunction with the bod @hose intrinsic to the sensitive and vege-
tative souls. .... These powers, not being powers of theratpeational soul, are powers the operation
of which involves corporeal organs .... In tBemma (Philosophiagps in Thomas (Aquinas), we
find the nutritive, augmentative, and generative powerigaed to the vegetative soul. In tlBeimma
moreover, the nutritive power is presented as admittingetdited internal differentiation.

The author of th&Summa Philosophiaseemed furthermore, like Roger Bacon (1214-92), to conéid
the history of thought had exhibited the unfolding of a singhiversal wisdom, for Christians and pagan
alike. The author seems to suggest that, though theosogsgéntially the Word of God revealed to mar
the philosopher may, nevertheless, achieve some measuitgtdh his own right

#James McEvoy (1982) ibid, pps 283-5.

PGrossetest distinguishes between two types of light. Lighthe first form of corporeality is taken to be diffuse

material energy. Light as the essence of the spirits is takbe concentrated material energy, with the finesness of
spirits being the result of the most perfect balance of teenehts under celestial light, which renders the body apt
receive the spiritual soul.

°For Grosseteste, the incorporeal soul, with its desire,emdle spirits as an intermediary between th incorpore

and the body; the spirits in turn command the nerves and theelesl The spirits share in the nature of light and,

through their luminosity and fineness, they are easily setation and, through their fineness, they penetrate thesent
body and are effective throughout it.

dCharles King McKeon (1948) Study of the Summa philosophiae of the Pseudo-Grosseqipst&43, 146-7, 149,
151.
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Table 22.5: Thanoblevegetative soul of Grosseteste, in comparison with the wiefhis contem-

pories, and the lordly Word.
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I n Fons Vitae the Spanish Jew Avicebron (c1020-70) (Figure 22.1) hadridesd the'prima forma sub-
statialis’ as something spiritual which becomes corporeal in mattkis @ould readily be brought intg
conjunction with Augustine’s description of light as a gusgiritual substance. Grosseteste identified lig
as the first form of corporeal existeng@ifma corporeita3®. For Grosseteste, light was the first form
corporeality, so the dimensionality of matter followed@uttically — thematterandform of the universe
were both geometrically and numerically one prior to thisnmrdial act of creation proceeding direct!
from the hand of the Creator. This radical system made onsighiysystem out of what for Aristocle ha
been two separate ones and joined the system of the heavinuséoon earth. Grosseteste could there
affirmP:-
every higher body, in virtue of the light which proceeds fribnis the form and perfec-
tion of the body that comes after it. And just as unity is ptitaly every number that comes
after it, so the first body through multiplication of its ligls every body that comes after it.

Generation of corporeal things are described through thieraof a point of created light (created fron
nothing). In a similar spirit, multiplied images by the actiof light could be seen as reproduction.
or Roger Bacon as for Grosseteste, however, there were sifiexeigces between heaven and eal
with Bacon asking the questibtin the medium of heaven where there are no contraries, hawtlca
medium’s own nature assert itself against the speciés®hich he answers that there is only contrarig
between rare and dense, and light and dark - not, as on eatitedn warmth, cold, humidity and drynes
For Grosseteste, these four physical qualities were atdhis lof four plant powers. For example, in ord

to attract nutrient which the plant requires in order to gtovthe average size of the species, the expandi

and stabilizing chemical qualities of warmth and drynessiged the attractive power of efficacy, while
was the balance of cold and dry that enable the retentive pmaeaagulate and unify the new matter {
the vegetable substance. Such plant powers explainedriénetlegetative’ functions of nutrition, growth

and reproduction found in all living things. The augmen&function (growth), for Bacon, involved the

multiplication pf rays and this growth moderated or extiisped by diminution. Similarly generation
(reproduction of bodies, including those of the living) wasderated by corruption (rot or death). Bacd
adds:-

for Averroes says in book vii, and natural philosophers ahggicians agree, that the virtues
of the father are in the semen and that they remain during #reation of progeny.

2James McEvoy (1982), ibid, pps 160, 184.

PGrosseteste’Pe Luce See David C Lindberg (198%oger Bacon’s Philosophy of Natyngps xlvi-xIx.

°David C Lindberg (1982) ibid, pps Ixix-Ixx.

YDe Multiplicatione SpecierunPart VI, Chapter 2, line 25-7. Facing Page Translation ini®& Lindberg (1983)

ht
nf

<<

by

N
n

ibid, pps 258-9.

Table 22.6: Some relevant philosophy of Grosseteste andrBac

fraction of the pre-1700 Leek parish records is for the Ptamhe — this fraction remains steady
back to the times when the Leek parish records begin in ¥634this suggests that 66% of the

Leek data for Plantd.€. that for 1601-34) is missing from the extant data for 1601aB4 this, in
itself, would significantly distort the results since abbalf'# of the pre-1700 IGI records for Plant

S

in Staffordshire are for Leek. Even so, Leek is at the northigrof Staffordshire and so there is an
apparent finding that the Staffordshire Plants may haveatédrmainly from the north, that is from
Leek and from Cheshire and this is compatible with the fingliofDavid Hey that, in a 1532-3 list

of Staffordshire people, there are Plants just in the namtpart of Staffordshire.
The 16th and 17th century evidence of David Hey is helpfu|] btthose times, there is als
evidence of Plants outside Staffordshire. Two addenda toeled added.

Addendum 1. David Hey’s assessment misses the existence, indicateetkl4®0 |Gl data, of

o

13The number of Plant records (with number per page added kéis) in the printed parish records for Leek are 30
(0.57 per page) for 1634-43, 13 (0.33) for 1644-53, 20 (0f811654-63, 21 (0.53) for 1664-73, 15 (0.47) for 1674-83,

and 19 (0.51) for 1684-93.
¥There are 124 pre-1700 records for Plants in Leek in the 1884t of a total of 227 for Staffordshire.
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the smallsecondanyluster for the Plant name in east Lincolnshire, which iswepiied
by Table 22.4.

Addendum 2. Italso misses the fact, suggested for example by pre-1668dta, that theri-
maryPlant cluster in north Staffordshire may well have beengneagal terms, migrating
southwards from east Cheshire.

22.2.2 Beforethe 16th century

B efore then, there is for example evidence of the Plant nameash Cheshire by as early as the
late 14th centur¥, in the persons of Ralph Plont of Macclesfield Forrest (13R@nulph Plont
of Rainow (1383) and John, son of Thomas Plont of Sutton (L4DBis seemingly takes evidence
for the Plant homeland back to the times of the Pearl poet whesociated with that locality at that
time.

Evidence for a Plant homeland in the North West Midlands bemxtends back to the late 14th
century. Before then, it seems that there may have been #&déitvkeen Plants in the North West
and South East Midlands. This is suggested by the followindesce for the South East. In 1351,
James Plant was charged with carrying away goods from exeWaroperty at Welles with Warham
in north Norfolk suggesting an eviction from Warren landshuy Lancastrian affinity following the
death of the last Warren earl of Surrey in 1347. Just acras¥\sh, in east Lincolnshire, a 1344
record shows that John son of Alan Plant of Burgh obtainecea$ie oflienation in mortmairfor a
messuage to the pryor and convent of Bolyngton, which mahé®&ollington that is near Bowdon
in Cheshire in the North West Midlands (Chapter 19).

22.3 Cultural links of meaning between NW and SE

R eturning to thaneaningof the Plant name, it may be noted that there are two diffgreblished
methodologies. In ®ictionary of British Surnameghe meaning of Plant is deduced from a
few records around the South East of England. By contrastadithoritative Historian, David Hey,
notes that the main Plant homeland is in the North West Mad#amnd this is supported further, albeit
with two addeneda, by the evidence outlined in the presenk.wbhis leads to specific questions
for the meaning of the Plant name:-

1. Ifthere were two unrelated groups of Plants, in the Soast Bnd North West Midlands, did both groups
have similar meaning to their name?

2. If those 13th century Plants in the South East were justvdriam the North West, should the meaning
be sought in the culture of the North West?

3. If Plants did not arrive in the North West until the mid 14tbntury, from the South East with the
Warrens, was this accompanied by a change of emphasis inghering of their name?

We can perhaps reduce these questions to one. Was therelar $iwvel of esteem, or authority,
placed in the worgblantin the South East and the North West Midlands, bearing in rtiiatplant
was a component of the noble name Plant(e/a)genet?

Both of the names (or spellings) Plente and Plante coexigtarsouth East Midlands of Eng-
land, in Norfolk ¢1270, providing a link back to Radulphugfte who was the “Plant(a/e)genet”
king’s auxiliary at Oxford in 1219. While they remained aasf Surrey, the Warren ‘Plant(e/a)genets’
held land in Norfolk, for example, and had widespread linksolv possibly influenced cultural
meaning fomplant — their known links included ones to the North West datingkbalmost to the
earliest times for the known spelling Plaunte in the Soutst Eahapter 19).

More widely in England, there is an implication of itinerahtstice in the 13th century name
Plantefolie, with its meaning ‘an implanter of contritiaor cudgel) of sin’, and this can be placed in

15w Keith Plant, private communication.
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Langland'sPiers Plowmaris unlike the earlieChateau d’amounf Grosseteste or the contemporary work
of the Peal poetPiers Plowmaris satirical of Pride as a principal sin in authority whilétgey store in the
plonte of peesin the Tree of Charitygglonteof Trewe-lovg, and in the sowing of cardinal virtues. With
contemporary meaning giflauntenrelating to the planting of virtues it is fitting to considéid in some
detail as a backdrop to the perhaps slightly more pertinenkswf Grosseteste and the Pearl poet.

For Grosseteste, Peace (pees in Middle English) is one ofdaughters of a King=£God) and is also
found in the final rule of the Prince of Peace after the Lasgédutent. The reconciliation of God'’s four
daughters, as a statement of Psalm 84 verse 10, appears lidtbsseteste’s early 13th centi@hateau
d’amourand in Langland’s late 14th centuPRjers Plowman

[

Misericordia et veritas obviaverunt sibi; justica et paxcatate sunt[Mercy and Truth are met together;
Justice and Peace have kissed each other.]

The order and moral of the two stories is different howeveClhateau d’amouythe reconciliation of the

King’s four daughters comes before prophecies of Christthadtory culminates with the final rule of the
Prince of Peaceln Piers Plowmanthepl(a/e)nte of pe(e)appears early in the sequence of visions of Will
(Passus Il) and Peace kisses Justice at the last Judgerfametthe final coming of the Antichrist.
Early in Piers Plowmanin the Vision of the Holy Church, it is stated (Passus lle8i#147-153):-

For Treuth telleth that love ys triacle to abate synne

And most soverayne salve for soule and for body.

Love is plonte of pees, most precious of vertues,

For hevene holde hit ne myghte, so hevy hit first semede,
Til hit hadde of erthe ygotten hitsilve.

Was never lef uppon lynde lyhtere ther-after,

As when hit hadde of the folde flesch and blode taken.

These lines from a C-Text version (Huntington MS HM ¥grogress from heavenly love as a sovereign
salve for soul and for body, to the plant of the most precieerdue of peace (or of a generative pea
progressing to love on earth, becoming life on land, andhtakihe form of flesh and blood. Later in the
sequence, in the so-called Vision of the Tree of Charity,whereabouts of Charity are described with
statements that include (Passus XIX, lines #9 .. #25-6 .14#2)6

‘The tree hatte Trewe-love, quod he, ‘the trinitie hit sett

‘Thise thre shorriares, quod he, ‘that bereth up this plent
Bytokeneth trewly the Trinite of hevene,

‘This is a propre plonte, quod |, ‘and priveliche hit blowegt
And bringeth forth fruyt, folke of alle nacion,

This refers to the Tree of True Love aplanteand forms part of a charitable doctrine of universal sabrgti
including that of Saracens and Jews. Without Charity thdinat virtues (Prudence, Justice, Temperance
and Fortitude) will turn wordly and become as vices, suchigsaPope spilling Christian blood, a lord for
whom intellect means casting accounts in his own favour an@’/hom Fortitude is an excuse for exaction|,
or a king expressing his own will without conscience. Théaris come to a climax with the Crucifixion
and with the Harrowing of Hell (Passus XXI and XXII), with tHieur daughters of God reaching their,
reconciliation and with the four evangelists ploughing ¢b the seeds of the cardinal virtues. The poem
ends with the coming of the Antichrist - though Consciencedalled thdoles(man’s flesh represented ag
horses) into unity, salvation is impossible without caidri®.

&This is the manuscript version used as the primary sourcdipgteth Salter and Derek Pearsall (196#@rs Plowman
bD.W.Robertson and Bernard F. Huppé (19B1grs Plowman and Scriptual Traditippps 206, 230, and 233.

Table 22.7: Langland’plontesof Peace and True Love
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a context of Mercy meeting Truth and Peace kissing Justickidgement day. For Grosseteste, the
reconciliation of these four daughters of a king, includirepce, culminated in the divine rule of the
Prince of Peace. This appears as a particular attempt o6€rs to reach, in his own times, a
wider audience with his so-callé@hateau d’amout’ which is clearly designed to provide a simple
outline of Christian theology, apparently to an audienckrightly retainers and officials in a great
household. There is also literary evidence in the work ofli#il Langland, who is associated
with Shropshire, near the North West Plant homeland as wellith London in the South East.
Following the Black Death, even reference to phentesof peesandTrewe-loveollowed by Justice
kissing Peace, as for Grosseteste, could not stave off,&ogland, Will's vision of the coming of
the Antichrist (Table 22.7).

Such literary evidence provides a framework for seekingessaineme of consistency in mean-
ing, albeit perhaps with some shift in emphasis in diffe@rtural environments. Grosseteste had
described the lord’s light dsix supremaand this engendered spirits in the flespiitualis irradi-
ato). Grosseteste treated this spirit as a sort of fifth elenmemigtter. Plants of Peace and True-Love
might hence be seen as the Lord’s planted, or engendereils.spihe Latin wordspiritus means
breath or spirit and, though Grosseteste evidently regasgdeit as ‘bodily light’, there may have
been relatively little distinction made at that time, befenodern scientific discoveries, between
spirit as ‘corporeal light’, as a sort of fifth element in flesih as breath as the element of ether in
fragrance or wind.

As described in earlier Chapters, the evidence sugggsssistenigeneral sense to Plant as an
‘establisher child’ and there is particular reason to sggpearly sense in terms of the soul with its
mediating spirits in the flesh rather than just as a physi@ative young person in flesh. It seems
that there is initially, for the context of the Plant name aatigcular emphasis on spirits planted by
the lord, as indicated further in the following extract frivangland’sPiers Plowmar(Table 22.7):-

This tre hatte Trewe-love ... the trinitie .. that bereth bis{plonte bytokeneth the Trinitie of
hevenddescribed as the Power of god the father (Potencia-deispatis Wisdom (Sapencia-
dei-patris) and the breath of the Holy Ghost (Spiritus Sasj§t.. This is a propre plonte .. and
priveliche hit bloweth ..

This description of a ‘proper plant’ as a species supported Bowerful and Wise god with Holy
Ghost blowing it privilege can be considered to have ariseay the Plant homeland, with a ‘Plan-
tagenet’ sense of divine influence as embodied in creatidritamlife force.

To summarise, the meaning of the Plant name can be takentudsétopically, animplant(er)
of the lord’s spirit or vertueinitially in an ethos, it seems, that was close to the infleesfthe War-
ren ‘Plant(e/a)genets’. Such a contention will be congiddéurther in a later Chapter in conjunction
with evidence from the works (c1360-90) of the Pearl poehefNW Midlands Plant homeland.

18R.W.Southern (1992Robert Grosseteste: The Growth of an English Mind in Medi&wope Second Edition,
pps 80-2. There are reports of a friendship of Grossetedtehénry Il during the years of the young king’s minority
(1216-23) prior to Grosseteste’s pre-eminence at Oxfot@Z6-35). Grosseteste’s teachings were evidently studied
and developed in England by, in particular, Roger Bacon14122) at Oxford and Paris and, later, by John Wycliffe
(c1330-84).

1R.W.Southern (1992) ibid, pps 225-30. Lines #201-484 ofsSteste’hateau d’amouare an allegory of a King
(= God) with a Son and four daughters Mercy, Truth, Justice aat®, which is a symbolism that was widely popular
in the 13th century. Mercy and Peace were held to be moreviogyof sinners than Truth and Justice. Lines #483-518
are concerned with prophecies about the coming of Christicp&arly that of Isaiah 9:6 where the attributes of the Son
are listed as ‘Wonderful, Counselor, the mighty God, Fatliehe Age to come, Prince of Peace’, with each attribute
then being considered in turn. Grosseteste’s lines #1488-&xplain the ‘Prince of Peace’ as the final peace under the
rule of Christ following the last Judgement.



