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ABSTRACT -

1

.The purpose~ot my thes@s is to examine the nature angd.

practice of chivaltry in The Works gi Sir Thomas Malory, and

_ to determine ‘the importance of chivalry in the Quest of the

Holy Grall

g
- In halory, the narrative descrlbes knlghts in thelr S e
quest to galn worshlp by adventure. Such a scheme bound a -

knlght to a m;lltary code of conduct, called chlvalry, to

guide h_m in his quarrels and battles, Chlvalry 2allowed knlghts ‘
%o demonstrate *helr restralnt, courtesy, and fairness in
"‘domng-thelr noble deeds; and such posszble cogduct 1nev1tably_

~seems to parallel the Christian virtues of mercy, charity

and gentleness. A 'Jantyllman' knlght often expressed these

vlrtues ln hlS actlons.

-,

The'close alliance®™ of knlghtly conduct and Christian

‘behaviour could not mask the secular motives of chivalry.

A-complete kmight had to be a lover, and a.lady was often ™
sought .by a. knight much in the same way he pursued an ad-

venture. Certainly the éode cT-cﬁivalry made, provisions fcrw
the gentle treatment of ladies so that in exchange, 2 knight

' cuuld nerform nodble deeds of arms in her defence and could

exhlblt his 1nherent quallties of goodness, Such desires to

- please a lady lntroduced to chivalry elements of sen51tivity

and flnESSQ. _
If chi¥alry was a military code of conduct, the question
remains as o the necessity of being a kmight, of Christian
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‘Virtue and of secular love. The examination of Gawayne is
meant to discuss _thesge practical aspects of chivalry by taking_
~into account his personal characteristics; Gawayne lived
‘without love and, in his crude way, hc did deny'the more gentle
f'caspects of chivalry. A character. study of Gawayne reveals
--that he, like most- knights, was proud; but, he was also will~

oo
ful, spiteful “and vengeful. He vacillated incredibly between

naSSions of hate and lovéi without ever making a Christian
gesture by repenting his sins. And yet, for all this, there
is no indication that he did not con51der himself to be a -
knight of chivalry (although he often broke the military
rules of the code) Gawayne dempnstrates, I think, the ability
(or lack of ability) of the code of chivalry to -deal with ‘
individuals, If.chivalry set rules, it also had to be.dymamic
enough to’ include a Gawayégt Suib a conclusion leads one to
suspect that chivalry depended more on the individual inter—-l
pretation given it by a knight than on any structure of rules
or laws governing conduct. B . !
To what-extent, then, dl%?thls flgxible military code
of conduct .wWith its secular love and Christian implication,
influence the success of the kmights quwesting for the Holy
Grail° Certain agpects of- chivalry ruled out any possibility
of winning the Grail. Xilling for the sake of ‘gainin worshib,
the pursuit of secular love, and knightly pride, wErfggb— )
stacles barring the success of the questing mights,)- Of the =

gt
knights who were successful o® the Quest, onlf Launcelot

kY

has a prominent rolc}in the othen\tales, 50 that he night
iii

4
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Eisplay his chivalry.,ﬁis lack of total success lies in. the
hfact that he. was a knight of chivalry (whlch made hls adultery
acceptable in the knlghtly world) He did. repent his sins.
Bors and Percival seemed to bhe arbltrarlly chosen to succeed,
but it is no c01nc1dence that they were men of ‘strong ‘faith.
Galahad alone achleves the Grall totaaly by div1ne grace;

and .he demonstrates the grace he enaoys by belng the agent

of God. L

' .
Chlvalry, in 1ts glorlflcatlon of 1ove and earthly worship,

\

plays a part 1n the success of- knlghts on the Quest only in
- those areas where knlghtly and Chrlstlan v1rtues are the same,

True success is reserved for those that are divinely graced.

N . . -

-

1
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CEAPTER I

-

CHIVALRY IN THE HORKS OF SIR THOMAS MALORY'.

Chivalry, as Mélory descrﬁbes it, ‘is a~knightly form
of béhaviour.martial aé‘its'core, but including, at least
.potentially, virtues.aséociated with morality in general and
ethics of the "gentle®" classes. The moral virtues ha#é a
Christian basis, and ‘the ethics are susceptible to Christian
interpretation, This essentially military_étruéture diﬁ allow
' for an inﬁividual':espoﬁset;o situations by a knight. In his
Prefagé to the collectibn\of tales translated by Sir Thomas | *
Malory, Malory's puﬁiisher; ﬁilliam'Caiégﬁ, wrote: ¢

a4

, For hergin may be seen noble chyvalrye,‘curtosye,n
- humanyte, frendlymesse, hardynesse, Jove, .
- frendshyp, dowardyse, murdre, hate, vertue, and

SYmR€. (4, xvii) _ ‘
Cakton warns the readers of Walory of the:murder, hate, and,
sin within the tales, indicating that.chivalry Eertainly o
did have its dark side, as would be the case with an essentially
mart;al way of life. A chivalrous kmight, however, even within
the strictly military code of conduct, could ‘express his

‘humanity, friendliness and love. We are told we:

-

7 Urdess indicated otherwise, all quotations will be
taken from the one volume edition of The Works of Sir Themas
Malory, ed. Eugeéne Vinaver (Oxford,1§¥Mj, Teprinted 1968).
In preparafion of this paper, Vinaverfs three.volume editiom
cited in my Bibliography was consulted.

1

ok
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«..nay see and lerne the noble actes of chyvalrye,
the jeniyl and vertuous dedes.that some knyghtes
-used in tho dayes, by whyche they came to honour,
and how they that were vyciqus were punysshed and
ofte put to shame and rebuké:.... N T

(p. xvii)

N In an epilogue, Caxton laqgntsﬁ‘

O ye Xnyghtes of Englond where is the custome and
vsage of-moble chyvalry that was vsed in the dayes/
what do ye now/ but go to baynesJ playe atte dyse
And some not wel advysed vse not horest and good
Tule ageyn alle oxrdre of knyghthode/ leve this/
leve it ‘and rede of the noble volumes of saynt
graal” of lancelot/ of galaad/ of Trystram/ of

per se forest/ of pgrcyval/ of gawayn/J many mo/ -
There shall ye see manhode/ curtosye Jgentylnesse/

Caxton observed that the fifteenth century lmight was a man

" of leisure, a man who did not follow 2 code of comduct that

might demonstrate his inherent gbodness. The,previous éxcerpt

connotes that the'contemporary'readefs of Mélory understobd
chivalry to be a,guide %o, rather than a model of,.ethical
and moral worth. Through \chivalry a might could exhibit his

positive characteristics if, in fact, he had such qualities,

| "The idea that chivalry could be used as a means of moral

perfection was popglar‘thréughout fifteenth century Europe.“i.
Vinﬁ%er carefully notes that chivalry;"coulg be used ' as a
means," indieating that the f£iffeenth century reader did mot
not ' regard chivalry as synonymous with such virtues as
“ﬁanhodé“, "ecurtosye™; or “gentyléésse";vbut as a modé of
life wherein such personal virtues could be exemplified.

. Chivalry,.as Héiory describes it does, in some areas,

) \ . _

o eI G B rctoges g motomey

5/éhgene Vinaver, Malory (Oxford,- 1929), p. 5 6.
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imply and even force moral behaviour on its adherents. King
‘Arthur, in structuring a specific‘code of conduct for his
knights:
.-..charged them never to do outerage nothir morthir,
"and allwayes to fle treson, and to gyff mercy unto
hym that askith mercy.... Also, that no man take

no batayles in a wrongefull quarell for no love ne
for no worldis goodis. (p. 9%)

The knights that.followediArthur's specific code of coﬁduct
wefe é?bjecting themseives to virtuous living. There is no
separation between éhivalry and morglify as Arthur ouflineé
it ?n this instance. Vinaver points out that Malory is
didactic in his statement about chivalry here, whereas he
tends to be indirect or incidental in other comments on the
su’b;ject.4 Malory clearly intends to demonstrate that certain
aspects of the code of conduct required ethical behaviour.
cThe code may have set ethics, but it did nﬁt necessarily
implylany feligious significancef Instead, the rules for
a kniéht's treatment of ladies suggest a secular motive:
"it is a code suitable for an aﬁbitious, high-minded order
just setting oﬁt toward adventure.™
Arthur's knights sought adventures to prove their
"prouesse” or ability to do deeds of arms. The knights, by
such actions, hoped to gain worship trespect and'approval).
Baiin, because he slew the Lady of the Lake, desperately

i 4 "Commentary,” The Works of Sir Thomas Malory, ed.
Bugene Vinaver (Oxford, 1947J, IIT, . 1335. ' R
. . 5 Thomas L. Wright, "The Tale of King Arthur": Beginnings

. and Foreshadowings, Malory's Originality: A Critical Study of .
Le Morte Darthur, éd. K. ﬁ._IumianSky Timore, 1964) . 39,




needed an'éaventufe to reétore him to the good graces of
Arthur -and his court; thus, Balin swore to éaké "1, . what
aventure‘shalle falle to me, be it,lyf.or dethe,...""(p. 67).
Gareth, in his quest for é‘redeeming adventure, willingly'
endured the insults of his lady Iymet, and told her:

'...l woll nat departe‘from'youf for than

I were worse than a foole and I wolde departe
from you all the whyle that.I wynne worshyp.'

| (. 228)

P. E. Tucker noteg that‘a noble kmight improved his
Teputation bx_battle, and thus his honour.6 While proving.his
martial abilify,la knight tould do noble deeds. This woﬁld
involve beiﬁg both a fierce wﬁrrior and a knight of charity,
res%raint and fairness. Noble and Christian déeds iﬁ some
instances ove:lapped,.and such ove;lapping-will be diséussed
- later.

Enights in tournaments would often join their
adversaries if tHe latter were a smaller or battered group.
;Tristram informed Arthur that he could, no longer gain worship
in a battle that was being fought: '

. 'Sir, leve your fyghtynge with tho twenty
knyghtes, for ye wynne no worship of them,
ye be so many and they so feaw. ...for I, to
encrese my worship, I woll ryde unto the twenty
myghtes and helpe them with all my myght and

' :
POWET-" (p. 392).

Iristram seemed concermed not so much by the fact that the

. . .. d .

twenty knights were being threatened, but that because

- - \ '
they were outnumbered, he tould perform no noble deeds of

6 "Chivalry in the Morte," Essays on Malory, ed. °
J. A. W. Bennett (Oxford, 1963), ‘p_ﬂl'. . '
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arms against them. To truly malnxaln the honour of his enemy,

a knight of worshlp would not allow hlS foe to Light at an

R

. advantage. Gawayne warned Marhaus to allght anq Marhaus replied
~&

i,

ntye teche me¢ curtesy, fcr hit is nat commendable one knyght .

to be on horsebak and the other on ‘oote‘"(n ?16)

A knight seeklng worshlp WA S often too, nroua ~to yielid
in battle, or to be a "recreeunte.“ Sir Blamour, at the

mercy of Tristram, chose death rathe? than'éu**en&er "e...for

I had lever dye here. with worshyn than lyve & rere with

shame'“(p. 309).
A knight was careful to protect any worship he mlght-f"‘\

might have earned because he did not-want his fame to be‘\\\ //

. come tarnished. Any 1nd1catlon of cowardzCe meant that a

- rathlr, brothir, suffir deth than to be shame

knlght would suffe“ nore shame and abuse »iig,w- he uere to

stand his ground and'flght a los*ng'bautle ng Lo t saw

the tide of war turn against him in his disphte'ultn Arthur,

and he reached the unpleasant conclusion "'...we’muste nedis
voyde or dye, and but. if we avayde marnly and wysely there
ys but dethe'“(o 25)." Sucb a concern for renuuaulon was also

based on the ;act unat & knight felt responsible for the .

-prest;ge of his family. Before meeting in combat with Sir

Trlstram, Sir Zlamour was remlnded by his brother Sir Bleoberys

.,

that *hey were ccusins of Sir Launcelot "'ind” there was never
none-0¢‘oure kynne that_ever‘was shamed in batayle, but

. ﬁ'(p.'soa)
Launcelot himself, whi%e fighting Sor Arthur in the Roman
campaign, refused to desert aidangerous struggle, where the

odds were greatly against Him: ' | ‘ )



R
'And as for me and.my cousyns of my bloode, we
~ ar but late made knyghtes, yett wolde we be loth
: to lese the worshyp that oure eldyrs have deservyd '

(p. 154)
The - previous examﬁles indicate _that kmights were very )
much aware of their lineage. The concepts of worship and
t'llneage are closely related., A knlght's renown would spread
if he fought another knlght of-worshln _greater than his owR.

Sir Gareth,'ln ant icipation of his battle with Sir Parsaunte

' “.of Inde, a kmight of great strength and ablllty, reallzed

...the more he is of worshyp the more shall be.my worshyp
to have ado'wi*h hym'"(p. 228)' A ¥might's worship depended

on the name and reputatlon of his ancestors. Sir MarhaltéL v

in Dreparatlon for his battle with Trlstram, a fight that
-would dec;de the question of King Mark's obllgatlon to pay
trlbute “to ireland, warned Xing Mark that his foe wust
nt., . be of blood royall,... (D. 283). Marhalte belleved

that the man- of the greatest worship had to be a man of
royal blocd.

It is lmportant to note that the consequences of a
man's lineage were not lost on the contemporary readers of

MEIOry. William Heﬁrj Schofield describes a proclamation

issued by Henry V in 1415, .that no man might'bear arms in .
the upcomlng French Wars unless he could prove his ancestral
right to do 50.7_ . - ' _ :;7; _/3;:-"

7 Chi: in ish Lite“éture' Chaucer, Spenser . ~
- and Shakespeare EHEEV a, , Teprin ed—TQZUTT’p:BTT7T"
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Malory's knights were deserving of: the worship they
enjoyed because, as E. X. Chambers observes, men of nobility
\ ‘
were obligated to seek out chivalrous adventures, Percival
‘and Agglovayle refused to reside at home with their'mother:

. YA, my swete modir,' seyde sir Percyvale,,~
'we may nat, for we be comyn of kynges bloode of
both partis. And therefore, modir, hit.ys oure.
kynde to haunte armys and noble dedys.'8 (p. 597)

Men of Percival's Backeround had it in their blood to do .
'noble dedys' and by 'noble dedys' one gained worship..4s

Vida D. Scudder points out, “"Noble lineage involves responsi~

bility for noble service."9 oo

-Malory cowld expect his readers to understand the

-

relationship that existed between noble lineage and noble
. : o~
deeds, because of the medieval belief that certain personal

‘qualities were common to a class and might be hereditarily
transmitted: ' ' : -

I

of peasants could have the power to rule, lite
convention preseribed that 2 man of noble birth
wag ipso facto a superior being and endowed with
the virtues of his sofial group. The wicked knight
'is an aberration, a traitor to his class ang is
vanquished by the good knight because of the evil
qualities which make him a recreaunt, 10

8 ish Literature at the Close of the Middle Ages
(Oxford, » P 186+ _ m— —_————

9 The Morte Darthur of Sir Thomas Malory: A Study of
the Book and Ifs Sources {London, s D Zig; - -

10 wgﬁ. Jackson, The Literature of the Middle

Ages -(New Yori/, 1960), pp. 16=17,

%‘ =

™

T
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The lineage 6f 2 knight, then, was the basis of his.social
status, and the reader is to judge hiﬁ on the degree tq which
ﬁe oonforms\to or diverges from the norms of;his class.

A knighx of nobility tried to reflect the positive
aspecds of his class and family line by being a "jantyllman n
The . "Jantyllman“ knight introduced to chivalry a flnesse and
SGHSLthltY that went beyond 2 mere code of oonducf " Dame
Lyonesse declared that she could not love the Rede Knyght
of the Rede Laundis begause t...he is nother of curtesy,
bountg, nother jantylnesse;...'"(p. 234). To develop these
Eftributes of a “jantyllman "a orospective knight Qould have
done well to follow the example of Iristram, who was describe&
by Arthur as "',..the man ‘of moste ‘worship',"{p. 427) when
Tristram arrlved at his court. Trlstram was versed in
..harpynge and on instrumentys of musyke...“ as well as

on the fine points of ".,.huntynge amd in hawkynge....
Such treining was meant to "...dlscever a jantylman frome
‘2 yoman and a yoman frome a vylayne“(pp. 279-280)

~

\W ' A knight could choose s1mply to fulfil his duties

lloyalty to the lord, an exchange of servites for protection),
or, if he wae a ?jantyllman;“ he_could demonstrate the
virtues of "curtosye," "huﬁanyté," and “frendiynesse.ﬁ
The ‘code of chivalry was flexible enough to allow a knight

to act accordlng to his own sense of propriety. '

o

11 C. S. Lew1s,,"The English Prose Morte," Essays on
E;E P. 9. \ *
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v e _ Virtuqus deeds had a Christian intent because knights
. were awaré o% God and-of His possible intervention in their
knightix affairs._Accolon~Believedafhat God was resp&nsible
for his defeat at the hands of Arthur, and that He would
'...do with my body what He woll'“(p. -106). Balin was of
the oplnlon that knightly qnests were part of a dlvlne scheme,
as he remarked that he would take any adventure "¢ ...that
God woll ordayne for me'm"(p. 47).
i A knight who was convinced of the justiée of hls‘com;‘
plalnt would make ‘'oaths to, or in the name of, God. 'Klng
Ban felt it his duty to avenge the death of his horse in L
battle as he said "'...I truste in God myne hurte ¥S none .
suche but som of them may sore repente thys!'"(p, 26).
In:a mofe:significanf.instance, Gawayne vowed to avenge the
death of hié‘brother Gareth, by Launéelot° ] . -
| '¥or I promyse unto God,* seyde sir Gaﬁ%yn,;'fbr
' the deth of my brothir, sir Gareth, I shall seke

. ) sir Launcelot thorowoute seven kynges realmys,
but I shall sle hym, other ellis he shall sle

me-’ (p. 835)

A knight, by making a vow, would ask a person.to have
falth in him. Arthur was grievously wounded by Accolon and
yet he refused to yieldabecause he had promised "'...by the - - ..
‘feythe'of my body té do tﬁis Bétayie to the uttermuste ‘whyle
‘my lyff 1astith,;.;'“(b 104) Sir Sagramour belleved that
because Tristram was a knight, he would be faithful to the
vowg he took to #',,.telle us your name, be your feyth and

trouthe that ye owghe to the hyghe Order of Knygﬁthode'“(p. 300).
. ’ & . -
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A knlght gave hlS complete loyalty to his king, a-
strength of bond sxmllar to that ex1st1ng between a man and ~
hlS God, Tristram was ordered by his lord, Klng Mark, to
commit the unknightly act of jousting with the weary Sir
~Lamerok. Trlstram agreed reluctantlyl“'...bycause I woll ] }.
nat displase, as ye requyre me so muste I do and obey youre \

.commaundemente'“(n 325). Por a knlght favoured by his lord :
loyalty could be construed a2s an act of 1ove on the kmight's
part, The sword in the stcne that was destined for Galahad,
was utlllved by Arthur as a test of his knlght's loyalty.

.Gawayne attempted to draw the sword only because he was ordered
to do so by Arthur. To Perclval Arthur asked "'Sir, woll
ye assay for my love?'"(p. 629) Percival set his hand to
the sword at the request of his king.

' _ Mercy was a benevolent act with Christian meanlng
that was practiced by many knlghts. A knlght was expected
to ...gyff mercy unto hym that askith mercy,..."(p. g91).

A v1ctorlous knmight would grant mercy to his foe often with
the stlpulatlon that the defeated knlght do penance by sub-

- mitting himself to the w111 of his conqueror. The Grene Enyght,
- the Rede,Knyght the Blew Enyght, and the Rede Knyght of the
Rede Laundis all yielded to Gareth and pledged their knights

" to him (pp. 223-.241). Gareth commanded-each that:

o | '...whan that T calle uppon you ye muste yelde

you unto kynge Arthure, and all your knyghtes, .

) if that I so commaunde you.? (P-225)

- Gareth also demanded of each knight that "he made his omage
and feauté" to Gareth (p. 241).



).
. weathered her insults. "tand at all tymes he gaff me goodly

] 11
Gentleness, as a knightly viytue, is best described
in Arthur’s outllne, which lntroduces the role of the dady

- in chivalry A knlght had: |

...allwayes to do ladyes, damesels, and jantilwomen.
and wydowes socour: strengthe hem im hir ryghtes,
and never to enforce them, uppon paygs-gf dethe,

Christlan parallels, however, could not disgu;se the

- secular 51de of chlvalry. Chivalry requlred that to be a

comﬁlete knight, a man had to be a lover. A knlght pursued
love much as he sought an adventure for worshlp. Trlstram,
made it clear to Sir Dynmadan that lovelwes necessary
#t...for a knyght may. nevgr be of proues but yf he bela &

13

lovear'"tp 511). A lady was helpful on a gourney because

she could provide a motive for a fight if she were insulted
or taken advantage of, In her defence, a knlght could do

noble deeds of arms and prove his gentlemanly rature. Sir )
Palomydes admitted to Tristram that he loved Iz Beale Isode°

b 'And now, sir Trystram, I'woll that ye wyte -
- that I have loved La Beall Isode many a longe day,
‘2nd she hath bene the causer of my worshyp.
ellys I had bene the moste symplyste knyght 1n
the worlde, for by her, and bycause of her, I
" have wonne the worshyp that I have; for whan I
remembred me of quene I?Ode I wanne the worshyp
wheresomever I cam, for 'the moste party.' (p. 578)

3

To keep the company of a'lady who might bdring him
worship, a knight often had to demonstrate patience, ‘
perseverance, and restralnt To her- sister, Lynet related

Sir Gareth was "'...cnrtyese and mylde, and the moste

sufferynge man that ever T mette withall’ 7 and that he

and ‘meke answers agayne'“(p 244)..

(p ..91)"



A ¥might was requiréd to win his lady's love by
proving himself worthy of her, much iﬁ‘the same way a new
Jnight had to prove his character to seasoned kﬁights.
Lyonesse, after. belng rescued by Gareth, would mot glve him
he; love until ke had lzboured for a year and would "'...be
called one of the numbir of the worthy knyghtes'"(p.. 242). ,
Such a condition could be ﬁade because a lady's request had
- the power of a2 kmight's oath and the knlghts themselves e
were aware of how ah apneal by a2 lady might force a2 knight
lnto an unfortunate 31tuat10n. ‘Gareth would not slay the
Knyght of the Rede Laundis, despite all the good knights B g
whom the Xnight had. hanged, becausé, as Gareth said, the- |

action of the Rede Kny’ht "'...was at a ladyes requeste I

*  blame hym the lesse,...'"(p. 240): *

As.a final resort for winning a lady's love, a lmight
could seek to gain 1e€é throughipity. If we consider the  term
"pit€" in 'the comtext of courtly love, wé might regard it
ds a reaction to the humility, obedlence and martial ability
' of the knight, 2s he becomes a servant in lov to hlS lady.12
Sir Pelleas descrlbed to Gawayne his tortured love for nttarde,
and his desire to humble himself before her, desplte her
- diglike of Pelleas for "',,.I truste she woll have pyte uppon
me at the laste;...'"(p. 122). -

4 Imight that failed‘to fuifil the re%ﬁgsites of love

would earn scorn. ’//9 wife oi_jhe earl Sirﬂéegwarydes loved

e
o

12 C. S. Lewis, The Allegory gf Love (Oxford, 1936), p. 2.
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Tristram; when Tristram failed to resdhe‘her from Sir Bleoberys

~ de Gahys, she hated Tristram "'.,.for he that I loved and
wente that he had loved me forsoke me a% my mede*"(p, 303).
This example is an extenmsion of the concept that a knight
had fo be'tfue to his first love, despi?é the fact that she
might be married. Launcelbt declared Tristram his eﬁemy after,
Tristram married Isode le Blaunche“Méynes, even tﬁough ila
Beale Isode was alréady wedlto King Mark: _ '

'Fye uppon hym, untrew knyghtﬁto his lady!
. That sc noble a knyght.as sir Trystrames is -
sholde be founde to his fyrst lady and love
untrew, that is the quene of Cornwayle!! (p. 331) -

.
ngsical love with anotherrlﬁdy waé régarded 2s a desertion
of the kniéht's.first love.‘g knight'coﬁld still be true to
his first lady if he did not have intercourse with_anoth?r.
Téié%ram sent‘a Lgttef'to Launcelot emphasizing that ",..2s

. . he was a trew kﬁyght, he had never ado-fleyshly with Isode
\\E: le Blaunche  Maynys"(p. 348),

) L}

™ -

Explaining why he would never marry, Launcelot szid
> he would be forced to givé up adventures, battles and

tournaqpnts, and further:

'...as for to sey to take my pleasaunce with-
peramours, that woll I refuse: in prencipall
for drede of God, for knyghtes that bene .
adventures sholde nat be advoutrers nothir
lecherous, for than they be nat hdppy nother

- fortunate unto the werrys; for other they
shall be overcom with a sympler knyght than .
they be hemself, other ellys they shall sle .
by unhappe and hir cursednesse bettir men

- than they be hemself. And so who that usyth
.beramours shall be uynhappy, and all thynge .
unhappy that is aboute them.! (pp. 194-195)"

X
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_According to Launcelot, having a 'peramour,' that is, a ﬁ:dy
for the sake of sexual pleagyre, is lecherous. He also cohdemns -

adulterer;. Thoughliauncelot is not making a casg ?pr love,
"he is sustaining the Christian notion of marrizge. ‘Those
‘who are adulterous. or lecherous will ﬁe‘dgalt with by God.
As 2 young and aspiringﬁknight when he made this judgment,
) Lauﬁcelsf was' actually prophesying the unhappiness that wéé
to plagﬁe‘hiﬁ following his adulterous. affair with his king's
. Py o .

wife, Guenévere.' . T TTTTT—
Malory, in a personal commentary, describes unstable

love as being.changeable like the seasons. He instructs his
.readers to be unselfish in their love and to guide their
hearté:w ‘ v _
. ...firste unto. God, and hexte unto the joy of them

-that he promysed hys feythe unto; for there was never '

worshypfull man nor worshypfull woman but they loved

one bettir than another; and worshyp in armys may - -

never be foyled, But firste reserve the honoure to

God, and secundely thy quarell muste com of thy lady. N
Apd such love I calle vertuouse love.” (pp. 790-791)

Malory, in this paésage; is instructing his readers to have
the proper priorities for love. Virtuous 1oyé is Stable and
is not contrarf'to the service of Ged; howe%er, gt‘is .
significant that Malery does mot mention the sacrament of
marriage. The kind of love Malory aeséribes,'deﬁ;nds |
1oyal%y.13_ . ' - .l' |

-

. 13 R. T. Davies, "The Worshipful Way in Malory,® |
Patterns of Love and Courtesy, ed. John Lawlor (London, 1966),
p. IE;. o ) ‘ . _‘ -

Ld
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For men and women cdude love togydirs seven yerys, ' -
and no lycoures lustis wa.s betwyxte them, and than

was .love, trouthe-.and faythefulnes. And so in lyke -
wyse- was used such love in kynge Arthurs dayes. (p 791) v

Malory obviously favoured a love that’EfE—not reculre phy31cal

satlsfactlon. Faithfulness was superior to the fulfilment of

passion.14

The ‘nature of chlvalry 15 sutmed up best by Sir Ector
Qe Marls in his eulogy to Slr Launcelots :

. 'A, Launcelot" he sayd, 'thou were hede.of
al Crysten knyghtes' And now'l dare say,! sayd Syr.
“~Betor, 'thou sir Launcelot, there thou lyest, that
thou were never matched of erthely knyghtes hande. *
And thou were the curtest knyght that ever bare '
shelde! And thou were the truest frende to thy lovar
. that ever bestrade hors, and thou were the trewest
. lover of a synful man that ever loved woman, and thou .,
were the kyndest man that ever strake wyth swerde.
bl And thou were the godelyest persone that ever cam
. emonge prees of knyghtes, and thou was the mekest
man and the jentyllest that ever ete in halle emo
ladyes, and thou were the sternest Inyght to thy

mortal foo that ever put spere in the reeste.! (p. 882)

Launcelot\wculd declare Palomwdes hlS frienﬁ but also avenge
/rnrthnr, his own lord after Arthur was unhorsed by, Palomydes
in a tournament (pp.549-550) He witnessed Sir Pedyvere
+ nmrdering his wife, but he was stlll able to grant mercy
.if thad knisyt would do penance by visiting the Pope in
Rome (p. 208). A% the castle of Tintagel he would’ save, from
two giants, sixty damsels who had been waitlng for him seven
years. So loved was Launcelot that supernaturak powers

/)

~ ' 14 Davies, pp. 163-164.
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(the Lady of the Lake) conspired to protect him from the
p0331b111ty of ever flghtﬂ;g his close frlend Tristram (p. 133)
Launcelot proved hlmself to.be the truest lover of all by
savrng Guenevere from Arthur's flery Judgment (pp. 831 -832)

- The fact that Launcelot was a knight of chivalry .
meant that he was a2 perfect lover who had to fulfll his feudal
loyalty to Arthur.l5 Launcelot was faced with the problem of
being fal thful <o both Guenevere and Arthur. In spite of in=
dividual reactlons to the code of ch;valry, at times 1t%;as ..
neither combromlslng nor tolerant. Chlvalry could not account
for all the possibilities arising out of a‘human problem.16

In contraet to Laﬁncelot the "7.. hede of al'Cryeten

knyghtes' " Sir Gawayneé is one of the practlcal body of knlght-‘
. hood EHe will be examlned to show - how a knlght fulfilled his -
duties and to' what. extent chlvalrlc con31deratlons determlned
hnis actlons. Gawayne exhibits both good and evil aspects,
He displayed a great loyglty to Arthur in the campaign
against the Romans -and yet his loya#ty to his kin degenereted
into vengeance that aided .in Eringiﬁg~about Arthur's downfall;~
IAlthohgh'bawajne fought fairly .in tournaments and in his
showdown with Launcelot he did not treat Pelly?ore or

.Lamerok w1th the same respect

Opinions of Gawayne changed with his ections. In one

-

15 Bugene Vinaver, The Rise of Romancef(Londoq, 1971) -

-

16 Wright, p. 62.



17
instance ".,.the kynge and the Quene were'gretely displeased
with sir Gawayne for the sleynge of the lady,... (p. 81)

h.then later "e.swhan the kynge wyste that sir Gawayne was
departed frome the courte, there was made grete sorowe amonge
all the astatis"(p. 114). As 'a result of an adventure "...the |
damesell that sir Gawayne had coude sey but lytyll worshyp |
of hym"(p. 132) and ",..Pelleas loved never after sir
.Gawayne..."(p. 133). The man whom Gawayne loved the most,
éguncelot, could call him a murderer'

...yet may hit never be seyde on me and opynly preved

. that ever I be forecaste of treson slew no goode ~—
knyght as ye, ny lorde sir Gawayne, have done;....' (p 898)

Launcelot, the. accuser of Gawayne, later visited his tomb
and ",,,prayde hartely for hys soule"(p. 875)

] lefening and varying opinions of Gawayne make it clear
that he was neither totally dedicated to nor ignorant of his
dutles as a knight and of hi's potential to be a knight of

? chivalry. He had to confront many s;tuatlons that tested thé
p:acticality of a knight's obllgatlon and his devotion to
chivalry. Gawayne will be analysed in®this context to

- demonstrate how knighthood and chivalry worked.

’ ) 3



CHAPTER II

SIR GAWAYNE

Malory created his Gawayne from a variety of sources.
Ulth 2 new emphasis on certain characterlstlcs, Malory con-
structs a complex figure, possibly with the intention of
demonstratlong the difficulty of being a perfect knight of _
chivalry. It must be recognized, however, that no single ideal
of chivalry ﬁé;essarily exists in-Malory's narrative.
dawayne's actions were often dictatea by his sense
of loyalty for his family. In the battle to establish Arthur s
claim to the throne, King TLott, father of Gawayne, was slain
by-King Pellynore: .
But kynmge Pellynore bare the wyte of the dethe of
kynge Lott, wherefore sir Gawayne revenged the deth

of hys fadlr the ten yere aftir he was made knyght,
and slew kynge Dellynor hys owne’ hondls."( 58 ¥

Sir Lamerok, as will later be dlscussed did not belleve d
that his father, King Pellynore slew King Lott.

The an1m031ty that Gawayne had for Pellynore and his
kin surfaced during Gawayne's knlghtlng ceremony.- Gawayne
was griénted his request- to be knighted on-the same day‘%hat
. Arthur)was married to Guenevere, but Malory 31gn1f1cantly
points cut that Torre, son of ?ellynore, was knlghted

before Gawayne:

So the kynge made Gawayne lknyght, but sir Torre
was the firste he made at that feste. (p. 75 )

.

18
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Pellyﬁore as a furthercannoyaﬁce to Gawayne, was placed by .
Merlin, the respected man of pr0phecy, in a ‘seat of worshln
next to the Sege Perelous: Lo -
And thereat had sir Gawayne grete envy and
tolde Gaherys hys brothir, 'Yondir knyght ys putte

to grete worship, whych grevith me sore, for he
Slewe oure fadir kymge Lott ' (p. 75)

Soon after the knighting proceéure was completed,
Gawayne:'Tqrre and Pellynore were made to coﬁclﬁde an ad-
- venture that hag unexpectealy interrupted Artﬁur's feast~"-4
| foe his knights (pp.‘75-76). Gaﬁay;figxiirst adventure was
to be with his declared enemles. Pellynore, 1ron1ca11y hd
enough, was later to recommend Gawayne for the Round Lable,
saylng of Gawayne that he is "'...as good a knvght of his
tyme as is ony in this londe’"(p 97) ellynore identified
Gawayne to Arthur as-his nephew. Regarding the other iwo
kn;ghts he suggested for the- Round Table, Sir Gryfflette le
Fyse de Du, and Sl_ Xay, Pellynore reminded Artnur of their -
ablllty to fight: he was not as snec1f1c about Gawarne S
accompllshments.

Through Pellynore's death, Gawayne was able e expeess
his predllectlon for revenge by involving Lamerok. Fo ollowing
the killing of °e11ynore by Gawajne and Gaherys, Gaxayne -
thought it necessary to dlSDOSE of Lamerok:

'And wyte you well, my fayre. b*etherne,

" that this sir Lameroke woll nevyr love us,

- because we slew his fadir, kynge Pellynor,
for we demed that he slew oure fadir, kynge us
Lotte of Orkenay; and for the deth of kynge-

Pellynor sir Lameroke ded us a shame to oure
modir, Therefore I woll be revenged.! (. 455)
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Gawayne sought revenge because Lamerok loved Morgause,
Gawayne's mother.
The tran that was planned for Lamerok 111ustrates the
'_cool calculation of. Gawayne. He arranged for Mbrgause and

It

Lamergk to meet ln a-bedroom of-a. castle near Camelot

<"(p. 458).
that Lamerok .

"...and alle was to that entente to slee si T
'Gaherys' confrontatlon with Lamerok made it cle
did not know his father killed Lott: ’

'Ye ded the more wronge, seyde sir Lamerok

'for my fadir slew nat- your fadir: hit was Balyn
le Saveage! And as yett my fadyrs deth is nat

revenged.f (p. 459)

v

Lamerok was convinced that he aroused Gaherys"ﬁispleasﬁfe

only by:his love affair with Mofgause* as Gahérys‘said -
'e..thou to 1y by oure modir is to muche shame for us to

sufflr'"(n 459). Gaherys took it upon himself to seek

revenge for the actlons of his mother “'...for she shall

never shame her chyldryn'®(p. 459). Morgause was slain lying

in bed next to Lamerok,

- Gawayne, “like all of Arthur's court was angry that

his mother was rmurdered, but he was rarticularly incensed

by the fact that Gaherys had allowed Lamerok to escape, The

potential for violence-was increased, Lamerok declared if o '
'...hit were nat for my lorde kynge Arthurs sake, I :

shuld macche sir Gawayne and his bretherne well inowghe'"(p. 499).

Mordred, son of Morgause by her union with Arthur, may. have

'felt a right to avenge his mofher. Even Arthur was reminded

by Lagncelot o',..that your syster is thus shamfully islayne!®(p. 460),

w‘v
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The brothers of Gawayne; with the exception of
Gareth, saw in him'a justificaiion for their ownlacts
of murder. Aggravayne and Mordred killed‘Dynadan "..;for
they hated hym oute of mesure bycause of sir Lameroke"{p., 461).
They chose also to attack the friend of Lamerok, Tristram:

'We woll overtake hym and be revenged uppon
hym in the despyte of sir Idmerok.! (p. 514)

Gawayne taught his brothers to kill, not out of loyalty, .

but for spite. Only Sir Gareth was not affected by. Gawayne's
example, : = - '

. Sir Palomydes described the death of Lamerok for
Tristram: -

-

'...sir Gawayne and his three bretherne, sir
Aggravayne, sir Gaherys, and sir Mordred, sette
uppon sir Lamerak in a pryvy place, and there they
slew his horse, and so they faught with hym on foote
more than three owyrs bothe byfere hym and behynde '
.hym, and so sir Mordred gaff hym his dethis wounde
byhynde bhymat’ his bakke, and all tohewe hym: for
cne of his squyers tolde me that sawe it.!

'Now fye uppon treson!! seyde sir Trystram,

~ 'for kit sleyth myne harte to hyre this tale,?!

And alle maner of murthers in tho dayes were ~
called treson. (p 305)

Gawayne's single-mindedness, as evidénced by Ris
obsession for revenge, may serve as a clue to the: way in
which‘he'handled otﬁér problems. Gawayne ﬁould'pften allow
- @ marrow purpose to cloud his judgment. In his first advenfure;
already mentioned, Gawayne was obliged.as a knigﬁt loyal
to Arthur, to follow the white hart amd +to complete his .
mission. He was challenged %o a jousé by the yéung_man

(pp. 520-521).
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. Alardyne, who pretented Gawayne from continuing his pursuit.
‘Rather than Joustlng, whlch d1d not usually lead to death,
. Gawayne was compelled to klll Alardyne, who would not yleld;

'I woll nat fayle as for that,! seyde sir Gawayme,
*to folow the queste that I am inne,! (p. 78) '

Gawayne would k111 to complete his task and gain worship, )
In his effort to prove himself, Gawayne was to ignore
Tother knightly v1rtues:4He failed to show mercy to the slayer '
, of his hounds, sir Blamoure of the Maryse, which_ eventually
led .to the death of a lady. Gaherys severely scolded hisg"
brother: |

'..:that ¥ys fowle and shamefully done, for~ that
shame shall never frome You. Also ye sholde
gYLf mercy unto them that aske mercy, for a

® Iknyght withoute mercy ys withoute worship,* (p 79)
1

Arthur and Guenevere were equally” angered over the results
of Gawayne's adventure, and they forced him to pledge:

...to be with all ladyes and to fyght for hirtquarels,'

and ever that he Sholde be curteyse, and never to
refuse mercy ©o hym that asklth mercy. (p 81) :

It was necessary for Arthur to make explicit to Gawayne the
proper conduct for a knight,

The oath or promlse ;as recognized for its importance
- by other knlghts, and yet: Gawayne seemed strangely i1l1. at
ease with his own vows. He made a vow to Arthur never to
return to court until he had found the mad and exiled
Trisitram. Launcelot located Trlstram eventually, and Gawé&ne
was relieved that he did not have to fulfil his promise as

he said to lLauncelot:

4
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' 'Ye ar welfcoh, for now have ye easid me*
gretly of .my grete laboure.! (p. 426)

“Gawayne was to break the oath he made to Arthur, never
to-do barm to a lady. With threats of death, he forced a
damsel of Morgan le Fay t;\reveal her identity. and intentions
Yo Tristram, before she could trap that noble kmight. Iristram
was promised an opportunity by the damsel that “...he'gholde
wynne'gréte worshyp...?(p.'§81). Morgan, it was 1earned;
" was ready to ambush either Launcelot .or Tristram with ‘thirty N
. knights, éﬁd so Tristram and Gawayne were willing to take ‘
. on the challenge "'...so that we won away with worship'"(p. 382).',
Gawayne was immediately recognized by Morgan: . . -
dost &nd seyst, for, pardé, we know the passyng well.
But all that thou spekyst and doyst, thou sayste hit
uppon pryde .of that good knyght that ys there with
the. For there be som of us know the hondys .of that
. good knyght overall well. And wyte thou well, sir
Gawayne, hit is more for his sake than for thyn
that we woll not come oute of this castel, for

wete ye well, sir Gawayne, the Mnyght that beryth
the armys of Cornwayle, we know-hym and what he = °

8.1 .
FS0 (p. 383)
Morgan seems to be implying that Gawayne was not wofthy to

'A, sir Gawayme, full well wotist thou what thow *:§:>

-

be associated with Tristram in battle. Gawayne may have
intended to aiert Pristram to evil by_exﬁosing.the scheme
of Morgan, but he was also freading‘on a field df woréhip‘
. meant oniy for Tristram or Lanﬁcelot; By being disloyal
to Arthur, Gawayne protected a.knighf both from possible

evil- and from honour. The'conseqﬁences of Gawaynefs act were

~accidental, becjﬁﬁe he had no way of knowing the outcome of

~ events.
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| In another instance, Gawayne's oathrbreaklng was to .

have a more negative effect. On hearing of the disgraces .
that’ Pelleas tolerated in order to. win Ettarde's love, Gaeafne

- replied "',,.hit 1s grete pyte of hym, and aftir this nyght

I woll seke hym to-morow in this foreste to do hym all the
‘helpe I can'"(p. 122). Vinaver points out that in ?he French

source for this.secfion, Ia Suite du Merlin, Gawayne did not

offer to help Pelleas and his lady, Yat declared only that
he would attempt to reconcile Pelleas and his lady.17 Malory,
with his change, may have been trylng to empha31ze that Gawayne, -
up to that moment was sincere in his deszre to help Pelleas. _
He was- not already con%riv;ng in his mind a plot to win Ettarﬁe.
o After meeting with Pelleas, Gawayne pledged to assist
Pelleas' cause in'any way he could° : - .
...I shall promyse you by the feyth of my body
- 10 do all that lyeth in my powere to gete you

the love of your lady, and thereto I woll
plyghte you my trouthe,? '( 122)

' Pelleas did not doubt-the words of Gawéyne Ut ..Syn ye ar

SO nye cosyn unto kyng Arthure and ar a kynges son,...'"(p. 122).
Gawayne constructed an elaborate plan to gain access to Bttarde'
castle, so that he mlght plead Pelleas‘ case, He was to wear .
the armour of Pelleas, thns declarlng to Ettarde that he had -
 killed Pelleas: : o s

F
'...and so shall I come within hir to qause hir to
cheryshe.me. And than shall I do my trew parte,

that ye shall nat fayle to have the love of hir,* (p. 123)

17 "Commentary,® pp. 1359-60 ff.
E o
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This. may be the‘flrst lndlcatlon of Gawayne's sinister pur-
pose. Pelleas surely believed that Gawayne would\Eimply con-
vlnce Ettarde of the goodness of Pelleas. Vinaver notes that
in the Prench source, Gawayne set out only to’ see Ettarde;
he dld not present hlmself as the viector over Pelleas, Cnce
Gawayne,™win Malory's account, had declared +that he kllled .
Pelleas, Ettarde was almdst forced by cbnvention to give
herself to Gawa&ne: O

© "And for ye have slayne hym I shall be jenr woman and
to do onythynge that may please you.'? (p. 123)

With that aséurance, Gaﬁayﬁe was able to_proclaim hisxlove
for nttarde. She promised to ﬁelp Gawéfne win his lady, and
when Gawayne said. he loved- ‘her, she had no choice but to love

v

'I may nat chese,? seyde the lady Ettarde, 'but
if I sholde’ be forsworne. (p. 122)

Vinaver reveals that thls intrlcate strategy dld.not occnr
in the French source._Maiory w2y have intentionally
characterized Gawayne as a knight capable of changing his

.- motlves. Gawayne's Plot to have Ettarde for himself-was ended

\

when they both saw Pelleas' menacing sword, and knew him to
be alive, In rebuklng Gawayne, uttarde defended the conduct
of Pelleas:

'...had he bene so uncurteyse unto you as ye have
bene to hym, ye had bene a dede- knyght.t (p 125)

We are told by Vinaver that in the French source Gawayne
felt remorse for his breach of trust and that Ettarde tried

o "

"\

¢
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“to console him. In Malory. this element does not occur and

Gawayne is not forgiven by Pelleas, as in the French original.

Gawayne's dealings with Pelleas suggest other short-

comings. In the compény of a lady, Gawayne witnessed Pelleas!' .

caanre by ten knights, He ignored hlS duty to aid another
fght at a disadvantage,. as he rat;onallzed "t ..hit semyth
he wolde have no helpe'“(p. 119). Gawayne's lady shrewdly

- observed "'...ye have no lyste to helpé:ﬁym'“(p. 120).

Gawayne was deserted by his lady because she thought him

"to be a coward:

'e..l may nat fynde in my herte to be with hym, for
ryght now here was\one lknyght that scomfyted ten
knyghtes, and at the laste he was cowardly ledde '

away. uh12m

On more than one occasion, Gawayne seemed reluctant
to act. Spontaneity was replaced by hesitancy in battles
where the p0551b111t1es of success were in doubt. Durlng
the war w1th the flve klngs, Arthur, Srr Gryfflette, Sir
Kay and Sir Gawayne were preparlng to attack the five klngs
when Gawayne methodlcally observed "'Tﬁat were foly,...
for we ar but four, and they be fyve!"(p. 95 i Gawayne

was not eager to increase his worship at that vime, and

'Sir?Kay had %o‘lead the charge, with Gawayne trailing. Again,

in the Roman campaign, GZwayme chose to desert the

- endangered Sir Borce and Sir Berell "...othir his lfffe
muste be lese"(p. 151). To proteét his name from disgrace,

‘Gawayne vowed "',.,.never se my lorde Arthure but yf I reskew

~
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hem that so lyghtly ar ledde us fro'"(p, 151). Gawayne never
fulfilled hi; vow. In the source for tgis episode, the
alliterative Morte Arthnre, 18 Gawayne did not make a hasty

Now he was not prepared to keep, because in this version he

did -rescue Sir Borce (l. 1484). Gawayne in the Morte Arthure

did many valiant deeds of arms while fighting the Romans.
He was always in the th%ck of bettle.
- Gawayne could berriend a knlght of great prowess, '

and he certalnly seemed to admire men of martial ability. .
While looking for food in a forest he encountered Sir Priamus.
'~Both Priamus and Gawayne were- wounded but Gawayne was in
greater danger because he was touched by a deadly SPE%E?

'For who that is hurte with thls blazde bleed "
shall he ever. (p 166) ' 2 .

Priamus eventuQEIy healed Gawayne with wine. -
In the Morte Arthure, Sir Wycharde wondered how Gawayne
could stand up to such & knight as Priamus: , - )
- Sir Wychere, sir Walchere,ethels welse mene ‘of armes,
Had wondyre of sir Gawayne; and wente hyme a-gayns,
Met{ hym in the mydwaye, and meruaile theme thoghte
How he maisterede that mane, so myghty.of strenghes! |
(11. 2680-83}
In Malory, the knights do not marvel at Gawayne's ability
but listen as “...Gawayne tolde hym how he had macched
with that myghty man of strengthe“(p. 168). Malory is maklng

it clear that Gawayne‘yas a good warrior, and tﬁa; he was

. N ’ ﬁ
= 18 Morte Arthure, ed., Edmund Brock (Oxford, 1871),
pp . 43-44 -’ N ¥ ’

~—,
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‘ deservrng of the respect he earned for his fighting techniques,

when they were used properly. '
Though Gawayne may have been-%roficient in the area

of combat, he dld as alluded to earlier, have dlfficulty_

wlth courtly service to ladies and love, His‘;nsen31tivity

to such matters may be reflected in the fact that he was <7, i

never the object of aolady'S'desire. Unlike Tristram or

Launcelot, Gawayne was not involved in adulterous affairs.

He cared much more for loyalty to Arthur and to his closer

~

]‘iin. | - cr ) | )

e

Gawayne sought tw uncover the 1dent1ty of a v1ctorious )
knight wearing a red sleeve,  He assured Arthur "'...I shall _
fynde hym for I am sure he ¥s nat farre frome thys contrey'"(p. 767)
In his adventures, Gawayne dlscovered the red sleeve be-
longed to the Fair Maid of 4stolat, and that Launcelot |
- was the knlght who wore it.- As he wag required to do, Gawayne
revealed his flnd to Arthur and his court, and Guenevere

"...was nygh ought of ‘her mynde for wratthe"(p. 770). The
love affalr between Launcelot and Guenevere was known to all
. and yet Gawayne, with his lack of tact, managed to threaten
that relatlonshlp. In the- sonrce for thisg story, the stanzaic
Le Morte Arthur, 13 Gawayne 1dent1fies the dead maid of Astolat

as the lover of Lanncelot (11.°1016-1032). Unlike Halory s

tale, the Gawayne of Le Morte Arthur admits that he was wrong * .

19 Le Morte Arthur, ed. J. Douglas Bruce (Oxford, 1903)," pp. 30-37.
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in calling Astolat -and Launcelot iovers;_and?he_apblogizgs
to Guenevere: ' .

'Por sothe, madame,! he gon to sayne,

-¥I yelde me gyllty of A trespas, :

I gabbyd on laurcelot, is not to layne,

of that I tolde you in thys place; : L

I sayde that hys bydyng bayne ' -
the dukys doughter of Ascolote was; - .

off asecalot that mayden .ffre, _ ‘

I sayd you she was hys leman; - -

that I so gabbyd it.reweth me; . /J

for A1l the sothe now telle T cans

"he nold hyr nought, we mowe welle se;! .
\ ' (11. 1130-40)

Malory's Gaqayﬁe‘was,nqt as concerned about the situation:
that existed between Launcelot and Guenevere. Launcelot

wZs aware that'Gawayne would  show little discretion in

the matter: ey - . |

. And than.sir Launcelot compaste ir hys mynde

.

‘that sir Gawayne wolde telle quene Gwenyvere how :
he bare the rede slyve and for whom, that he wyst - |
well wolde turmne unto grete angur. (3. 771) '

-

As described earlier, loyalty in Gawayme could be

. |

pér;erted into fevengg, but Gawayne maintained relétionéhip%“

© that illustrate his tender nature towards tpos¢ he loved ]
and éspecially-¢pu;rds gembers of his family. In oné episodé,
Morgan conspired to murder her husﬁand,pryence.-gpe_Was |
prevented from doing so by her son, Uwayne;-but Arthur

ﬁ;as suépiéious of Uwayﬁe,hand bani shed him from the court,

4 k 4
Gawayne’would Bot see his cousin exiled "',,.for whoso
'banyshytﬁ my cosyn jaihayne‘shali'banyéhe me*"(p. 114).
Gawayne stood by ﬁwayne's claim of innocence at the cost

of being disloyal to Arthur,
. : . £

(7
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Maléry wanted to stress the strength of Gawayne's
family 1oyalt§ in‘the tale. of Sir'Gareéh of Orkeney. We are
told that Launcelot offered the unidentified kitchen knave
. lodging and food because of "...his grete jgntylnésse'gpd
curtesy"(p. 214). Gawayne made that same of:er‘fo Gareth _
"...for'that proffer com of his bloode,..."(p. 214). Gawayne,
like the others, supposedly did not know that the‘kiﬁéhen”
khaye was his brother;'hence,'ﬁalory has it that é:wayne
acted gemerously out of a sense or'intﬁition-that he was a
blood Telative of Gareth.

Gareth was the exceptional brother that récpgnized
' éawayne “..;Qas'evir vengeable, and where he hated he wolde
‘ be évengeq Qith murther: and that hatéh sir Gareth"(p. 270).
Gareth later explainegd to‘Tristram'his reasons for aliepat;pg
-~ himself ffdﬁ his brotﬁers: B ) ‘
'for well I undirstonde the vengeaunce of my

brethirne, sir Gawayne, sir Aggravayne, sir Gaherys,
<<\ and sir Mordred, But as for me,' seyd sir Gareth,

;// : 'Aé(gor that, I dblame you nat,' seyde sir Gareth,

'T meddyll nat of their maters, and therefore there
is none that lovyth me of them. And for cause I
~ undirstonde they be murtherars of good = . -

myghtes....t (o 520)

The exact sources for the Lfareth story are not known; but
Vinaver-poiqts out that.ip the Prose Lancelot, Gareth was
always fond of Gawayne. Malory, then, chose an "anti-Gawain"
original‘for thiéltale.zo Malory may have intentionalif

used such a source “to establish a distance between Gareth

Y

’26&“Qomme,ntary,“ . 1441,
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- Launcelot seems to overshadow his loyalty to his brofhers-

- . . ' . N s 31

‘and the stained Gawayne. Though Gawayne and Gareth are

seldom together in Malory, they never seem to flght or
argue with one another. Gareth who was knighted by Launcelot
followed the example of chivalry set by Launcelot "For
there was no knyght that sir Gareth loved so well as he
d sir Launcelot;...-(p. 270). Because Gawayne had a special
love for both Gareth and Launcelot, he may have been proud
that Gareth patterned himself after Launcelot., o N
The kin of Gawayne and Gareth dlsllkEd Launcelét
as Malory informs us that'"...sir Aggravayne and sir ‘Mordred
had ever a prevy hate unto the quene, ‘dame Gwenyver, and to
sir Launcelot;..."(p, 818). .
: Gawayne, because of the loyalty he bhad for the kangdom,
would not turn against Launcelot by reveallng the love

affalr between Launcelot and Guenevere, "',,.for I know,'

seyde sir Gawayne, 'what woll falle of hlt'"(p. 818).

In Le Morte Arthur, Gawayne expresses that same sentlment

that war w111 result from-a confrontation with Launcelot -

over his love affair (11. 1692-1695 ). Gawayne's love. for

tAnd sythen’ myght I neuyr. sayne )
: The loue.that- has bene by-twene vs twoo;
Alauncelot shalle I neuyr be-trayne

By-hynde hys bake to be hys foo.! -(11. 1700-03)

Gawayne, in.Malory, tried ‘to.reming his brothers of
the worth of Launcelot: -

'...¥e muste remembir how oftyntymes sir Launcelot
hath rescowed the- kynge and the qu and the
--. beste of us all had beme full colde &t the harte-
roote had nat sir Launcelot bene. bettir than we,
and that hathe he preved hymagltf full ofte.t (p. 819)
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At that critical'time, Gawayne and Gareth were united in-
. ‘their concern for“the fate of the Round Table and kingdom -
'if Launcelot was angered: - |

~

'Alas!?! seyde sir Gawayne and sir Gareth, 'now -
ys thys realme holy destroyed and myscheved, and -
the noble felyshyp of the Round Table shall be

' i ' .
. disparbeled. (p. 819) N

The shaming of Launcelot and Guenevere by Aggravayﬁe.aﬁd
Mordﬁed, that;was‘to causé-the war that-ended the Round
Table, was médelléd after a2 plan devised by Gawayne to
trap Lamerok and Morgause.
] Gawayne could not be‘foused,to'anger after gggrqvayne
had been kiiléd by Launcelot during his escape. Arthurl
reminded Gawayne that his sons had been killed by Launcelot, .

but Gawayne dispassionately repliéﬁ: -

'Howbehit I am sory of tie deth of my brothir and

of my two sunnes, but they ar the causars of their

owne dethe; for oftyntymes I warned my brothir
- sir Aggravayne, and I tolde hym of the perellis

) T
the which ben now fallen.” (4. 830)

Although Gawayne vowed in Le Morte Arthur never to

betray ;aunceio?, he did go throuﬁg-a change of heart_abopt
him, even before he heard of the death of Gareth. When
Mordre&.brought news to Géwayne of Launcelott's eééape,w

' Gawéyng asked:

'Mordréit, haue ye that treitour slayne,
Or how haue ye with hym dight?! (11. 1908-09)

In both Le Morte Arthur and Malory, it is the death

of Gareth that drove Gawayne, to seek revenge. Both Gaherys

-

-
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and Garethrwere slaiq by Launcelbt, as he saved Guenevere
from her death sentence of fire (pp. 831-832). Gawayne
made a finallvow to Arthur that he' ultimately fulfilled:

but I shall sle hym, other ellis he shall sle me.! (p. 835)

Gawayne was convinced that Launcelot killed Gareth "', ip’

despite of me'"(p, 838). He would not accept the sincere penance

of Launcelot and, as in Le Morte Arthur, refused to be reconciled:

'eeol woll never forgyff the my brothirs dethe, and -
in especiall the deth of my brothir sir Gareth,? (p. 847)

‘Gawayne ﬁersuaded Arthur to follow Launcelot to
France. The absence of Arthur, Launcelot, Gawayne, and other
knights, mgde easler Mordred's attgmpt to usurp the throne, -

-Gawayge was beaten twice by a reluctant Launcelot:

'ee.I wote as well as ve I muste nedys deffende
me, other ellis to be recreaunte, ! (p. 855)

Launcelot, <the kmight of "eurtesy,"” would not deliver the

ultimate blow to Gawayne:
'eeol woll do batayle uppon you all the whyle I
S€ you stande uppon youre feete; but to Smyte a

wonnded man that may nat stonde, God defende ne
from such a shame!? (p 859) :

Gawayne never fully recovered from his wounds, although
éecanse of civil strife in Logres, he returned with Arthur,
' The quality of a man was ultimately exposed in the
Grail-Quest. Gawayne's lack of mercy, charity;;and humility,
d&ﬁmed ﬁiﬁ’tofailure. His good qualities eiigted outside
- 2R3

the context of Christian virtue. Be may have been an

£ .
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accompiished warrior-knight, bnt:he negiected_his Christién.ff
duties. T ‘

Gawayne, the imperfect knight, initiated the Grail
Quest after the Round Table had viewed the form of the Grail

covered by a white cloth: -

'Wherefore I woll make heré a vow that to-morme,
withoute longer abydynge, I shall -laboure in the
- Qqueste of the Sankgreall,.... . ’

_(p. 635)
He was toid by a monk that he was not wofthy,to
travel with Galahad "', .. for ye.be wycked and synfull,
.and he ys- full blyssed'"(p. 650). Gawﬁjne, along with
Uwayhe and Gareth, slew seven inights that Galahad had
. spared. A monk felt compelled to tell Gaﬁayne that Galahad did
--not'kill for small reason, and that "',, .,whan ye were
made first xnyght ye sholde have takyn you t6 kmyghtly
dedys and vertuous lyvyng'"(p. 650). In defiance, Gawayne
.refused }o’do penance for his misdeeds: ' ’

- '...I may do no penaunce, for we knyghtés adventures
many tymes suffir grete’ woo and payme,! (p 651)‘

Though Gawayne would never live up to his Christian
duti€s as a knight, he did come o realize that he was
a stﬂéborn and‘imﬁuisive man. Dying from a woﬁnd_initially
inflictéd on him by Launcelot, Gawayme told Arthur: ¢

'And all, I may wyte, myne owne hastynes and my
wylfulnesse, for thorow my wylfulnes I was causer
of myne owne dethe; for T was thys day hurt and
smytten uppon myne olde wounde that sir Lauricelot
gaff me, and I fele myselff that I muste nedis be
dede by the owre af noone. And thorow me and my

- pryde ye have all thys shame and disease, -for
had that noble knyght, sir Launcelot, ben with
you, as he was and wolde have ben, thys unhappy

. warre had never ben begunne;,...!' -(P 863)

-
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By admitting his 'hastynest and 'wylfulnesse,' .Gawayne
m2y have been recognizing the vengeful streak w1th1n hlmself,
although in his final letter to Launcelot, he would not
concede that his quarrel was wrong. He asked Launcelot to
aid Arthur, and to visit his tomb.

Gawayne may have been a -split personallty. He wms
savage and Splteful when seeklng revenge, and yet noble
and proud when speaklng of or defendlng Launcelot and
'Guenevere.21 He could not always reconclle his loyalty
to his family with .that to his klng. He had trouble
completing hlS adventures, fulfilling his oaths and
acting witn charlty and mercy, A knight llke Gawayne con-
Torms witk dlfflculty to a statlc code of conduct Chlvalry,
like the man, had to be flexible .and dynamic. The
adaptability of‘chivalry depended on the personal lnter-

!

pretatlon given it by a knight,

-

21 Charles Mcorman, The Book of K Arthur: The
Unlty of Malory's Morte Dariﬁur (Lexin on, 1965), p. 30.

-




CHAPTER III
KNIGHTS AND THE GRAIL QUEST

In this chapter the discussion wlll focus on)the .
degrees of success that knights enjoyed on the Grail Quest,
with the_ultlmate purpose being to establish ‘the relation—
ship. that QXlStS between chlvalry and the attainment othhe

JHoly Grail, - _ & ‘
A :

g
Tc understand the difficulties that all knights had
in questing for the Holy Grail, uBors, Percival -and Galahad

. must be examlned Out of: one hundred and fifty,knights, these

three men are the chosen heroes. They play little part in

‘other tales; conseqnently,-their exploits of prowess, courtesy

and love doc not seem to determine sq/ely their fortuues: as

pursuers of the Grail. Launcelot, who was alway; conductlng

hlmself chlvalrouslﬁf had only a glimpse of the Grail (pp. 726-728)

Dlsparatles of- 1nherent goodness dld exist between

those who had success during the Grail Quest and those who

dld not, but such personal differences are not evzdent among
the company of Bors, Percival and Galahad This leads one to»

suspect that some form of divine‘ grace is responsible for
their levels of success., In Bors and Percival, we see

R A N

grace directly affectlng them at a certain stage of their
lives (their Grall adventures) whereas evidence of grace in

Galahad is neyer lacklng Eugene Vinaver is of the opinion

36 - | "
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that Malory had little use for the doctrlne of divine grace
because Malory "...cut out long theologzcal dlsqu181tlons...
found in his French source, the Queste del Saint Graal,‘ 22

This secularlzation of sources leads Vlnaver to conclude that
Malory 1ntended the Quest to be a vehlcle by which the knlghts

mlghx g2in more earthly WOISth, not an excuse to contrast

.earthly and divine chivalrg}

9. Though some knlghts nost certalnly Jjoined e Quest to
gain worship, the question of success°st111 remaing. As noted
above, success in the Quest appears to be a result § part of
the Ch:rist:.an virtues o? the chosen knights, and in part of
the mysterious operatlon of grace. Although Launcelot openly
admlts his adulterous affair with Guenevere, he never ceases
to repent his sins and mastakes. During the Quest, Percival .
is the simple soul of good faith E%b is tempted; Bors is always
d01ng deeds he presumes good. Percival and Bors are regularly
tested, but Galahad is not All knights mst react te.a sztuatlon:
Galahad alone seems to be on a mission because of his ability
to do miracles, _ , . _ o -

There is no doubt that Percival enjoyed divihe'graqp.
.After Lctor and Percival tested each otﬁe* in combat, the

Holy Grail entered to heal them of their wounds-

22 "Sir Thomas Malory," Arthurian therature in' the.
Middle Ages: A Collaborative Hisfogz ed. Roger Sherman.
ToomIs ndon, s DPe. Te

23 “Commentary,"_p..jSBS;'
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«..but they cowde nat se redyly who bare the
* vessell. But sir Percyvale had a glemerynge of
the vessell and of the mayden that bare hit,

for he was a parfyte-mayden. (p. 603) - e
qPércival was saved from simning by actions thaf'conld
only be attributed to divine‘iﬁtefventién; While attempting
to find Galahad, Percival accepted a black steed from a lady
~ who réquiéed him to do hér will (aﬁpealing to his sense of
chivalryj. The horse led Percival to rough water and would

- have entered, had not he made the sign of the cross om his

forehead # The horse threw Percival: _ )
. s : :
‘Than sir Percivale perceyved hit was a fynde, ,
the whych wolde have broughte hym mmto perdicion. (p 664)

The ‘timely signification of a belief in God saved Percival

from a sinister fate. Percival's grace seemed to depend on

his simple, sincere faith in God, for:

-..he was at that tyme, one of the men of the worlde -
whych moste'b%}awed in oure Lorde Jesu Cryste,...

sir Percivale cémforted hymselff in oure Lorde Jesa .
and besought HEym that no temptacion sholde brynge

hym oute of Goddys servys, but to endure as His
trew champyon. (p. 664) '

~
Percival, the‘champion'of God, seldbm made an in-
.cogrect decisiqn on his‘joprneys; He befriended a lion by.
destroying a threatening Séapent, because the lion ?eeowWaS A' =
the;more naturall beste of the two)..."{p. 664). In.a
'dream-vision, Percival rejected the Yady, that owned the
serpent. The explanatign'of this.py é:prieSt, reveals that
Percival'correctly killed the devil and scornmed the rep- -
sentative of the Old Law of the Church. When Percival told -

the priest the nature of his qust, he was told:

\ . ’ .r:i‘ “ .
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'Doute ye nat,' seyde\the good man, ‘

: 'and ye be so trew a knyght as the Order

® of Shevalry requyrith, and bf hertd as ye

ought to be, ye shold nat doute that none
enemy shold slay you,! f(p 666)

Percival's chivalry would protect him in mortal combat,
"but it could not help him in his encounter *®'With the moste
douteful champion of the worlde,...'"tp. 666).'Diviné‘inter-

»

¥

vention was once more going to save ?ercival'froﬁ Siﬁning.
He, unlike Galahad, had the potential to ;in.beéause he was
cbntinually stalked by temﬁi tion. Grace did not pfepare
Percival for the final mystical insights that Galahad
enjoyed; but rather, it frotected him from aesfroyigg the
possibility of ever attaining the'Ho;y Grail.

Percival encountered a ladﬁ who claimed to be dis-
inherited by the "',,.grettist man of the worlde,...'"(p. 688).
Suth was her fate because she had pride in her beauty and
LI § saydé a-worde that plesedlhym nat;...'"(ﬁ. 668). )

She appealéa té his chivalry for his help:

",.ifor that T know that ye ar a good knyght I . *

beseche you to helpe me,,..wherefore ye ought

nat to fayle no jantillwoman ch ys disherite
and she besought you of helpe. (p. 668)

Eeécival agreed to hélp_the wcﬁan of unknowﬁ‘iden-itj. In
a pavilion he F...slepfe a grete whyle'(f;"668),_énd, ’
upon awakénihgy was fed‘5.;.all maiei of-meetes that he éow@q, {
thynke on. Also he Qfanke there the strengyst wyné that gvér

he dranke,..."(p. 699). Desiring £re lady, Percival promised
- - L SN

"*fgiqoher Willf " . L - TN '
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. »»-and anone she was unclothed and leyde

therein. And than sir Percivale layde hym

downe by her naked. And by adventure and

grace he saw hys swerde ly on the erthe

naked, where in the pomell was a rede crosse
. bethought hym of -hys knyghthode and hys

promyse he made unto the good man tofornmehande,

and tkan he made a synge 1n the forehed of hys. (p. 669)

Once again, by the grace of God, Percival was saved from the
fnend He committed the sins of sloth, gluttony, and lust.
Even though he was the faithful champion of God, it was
necessary to guard Percival frsm”the ir;%yersibié mistake -
of ending his chastity. |

Three times Pércival comnitted one other 51n «common to
all Een, and especlally to worshlp-seeklng knlghtS' the sin
of pride, Before the arrival of Galahad to Arthur's couré
the sword of Baiyn, set in stone by Merlin aﬁd cast afloat
came near Camelot. Though Launcelot declined to draw the
sword that, was to hang on the best knight of the world,
Percival “...assayed gladly..."(p 629), and failed. '

°erc1val never truly sought the Holy Grall but met -
his adventyres and trials all the days he was seeking
Galahad. As he told.hi; aunt, the Queén of the Waste'Laﬁds,
‘"'...I wolde love the felyship of hym*'"(p. 659). Arthur's
court was well aware that Galahad would win the Grail,
_becau e of the many prophesies and marvels that occurred
befgre. and during his stay at Camblot, Percival tried to

-accompany the knight in the world, perhaps to gain ‘

" more earthly worshiy for himself.
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In a simllar instance, Percival completed his final v

act of pride aboard the Ship of Faith built by Solomon.
Ignoring the inseription on the sword of David, that was
intended for Galahad, Percival boldly gripped it., "'In the
name of God,! seyde sir Percivale, *I shall assay to bhandyll
nittn(p, 707). He, along with Bors, failed. Only Galahad
'approached the sword with the propo; combination of fear _
and humility. He would draw it out, "'., but the offendynge
NES) so‘grete that I shall nat sette’ my hande thereto'"(p. 707).
This was the sword that broke when m&g put. too much faith
in'it, | ’
Percival's most intimate contact with the mlracles of
the Holy Grail took Place in the castle of Carbonek,}shortly
before the final voyage to Sarras. He, along ‘with Bors and
Galahad, saw the vision of Christ explain the 31gn1ficance
of the Holy Grail (p. 735). Percival's greatest spiritual
| achievement was to be in Lognes, the land of the knights,
He remained chaste, dbut was susceptible to some of the negatlve
asnects of . belng a knight and a man. The end of his life .
| as a holy man, and his burial near Galahad in Sarras,
‘_represent how near he came to being a perfect knight Iike
ahad, He was fallible because he was snbaect to -

Jtem tatlons. In his adventures, his faith was not in question

S0 muoh as his” abildty to Tresist sin. More than once, Percival

had to be sheltered by a spéoial, protective, form of grace,
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Bors never gave up his secular way of life., Only he .
lived to téll the.stéry_of ?ercival and Galahad, and he was
not eventually buried in Sarras. It could be argued, ‘then,
that of the tric, he was the le;st touched by any form of
grace. Perhaps the most significant difference between Bors
and Pércival, in terms of the quality“of'thgir grace, centered
around.the fact that: o .

... foOr all‘wd;en sir Bors was a vergyne sauff |

for one, that was the doughter of kynge Braundegorys,

and on her he gate a chylde whyche hyght Elayne, _
And sauff for her sir Bors was a clene mayden. :
(pp. ' 588-589)

Chastity was required of 2 kmight if he was to achieve the

‘Holy Grail.'ﬁacien, the hermit,.warged the kmights not to L\f

bring their ladies:

'For I warne you blayne, he that ys nét“%%gne
of hys synnes he shall nat se the mysteryes
of oure Lorde Jesu Cryste.? .(n 636) ' .

Certainly most of the knights had carnal knowledgé and that -

supposedly led to-sins,'Nacien, in explanation of a dream

o

that Gawayne experienced, stated:

'The too whyght betokenythe sir Galahad apd sir
Percivale, for they be maydyns and clene withoute
spotte, and the thirde, that had a spotte,
Signifieth sir Bors de Ga es, which trespassed
but onys in hys virginit . But sithyn he kepyth
hymselff So wel in chastité that all ys forgyffyn
hym and hys myssededys. And why tho. three were
tyed by the neckes, they be three knyghtes in
virginite and chastité, and there ys no pryd

'] ' - .
smyt??n.ln them. (op. 683-684)

?ride, according to Nacien, was respénsible for the lack of -

patience and humility at_Arthu;'s-court.
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Though Bors waS-forgiven his sins, the nafure cf his
* tests reveals that he was tried for his falth and for his
committment to chlvalry. The consequences of his trials affected
his knightly standing and reflected the cuallty of his falth
Bors had an adventure only af;e* he was confessed and did |
" penance, in recognitlon of hlS sins. ’ S

Bors took up the quarrelﬂof a lady against Sir Prydam
‘le Noyre, whomm he defeated (pp. 688-~690). This reaction _l
to aid a lady was typical of a knight of chivalry:,with that
adventure as a starting point, it can be observed that divine '
grace had a transformatlonal effect on Bors, because he
.eventgelly suppressed his knightly 1nst1ncts. Such a change °
in Bors can be seen in an episode wlth his brother Lyonell.
Bors encountered his brother as Lyonell was being taken away
captive by two knights, As Bors was about to rescue him, he
saw a lady being attacked by a-knight and went to her aid.
As a knight, Bors was respon81ble for the safety of both his
brother and the lady, but as a beliéver in God, Borsvpad to
defend -the lady's chastlty: _

'For if I latte my brothir be in adventure he

miste be slayne, and that wold I nat Tor 211 the

erthe; and if I helpe nat the mayde she ys shamed,

and: shall lose hir virginit€ which she shall never
gete agayne.? (p. 691)

Bors' cond was not sc much for hlS knlghtly Té nutatlon
(1f he had allowed the lady to be raped), but fo* the .

preservation of chastlty. He was w1111ng to suffer ‘the

shame that would result from neglecting his brother.
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Bor st chlvalry and chastlty were tested by a lady
who was in love with him, Because ﬁe renected her, an
apparently unknlghtly‘act, she and per maidens committed o
euicide- and as-they were jumuinr”to their deatﬁs, "...he
blyssed.hys body and hys vsavge“( P-6395 ). The towers
collapsed and the ladies dlsappearedlas Bors' faith -
triumphed over hls sense of chivalry, and God revealed to
him the wicked intent of hlS oemn%ress. Because Bors was
of strong faith, God would not allow his knlghtly renutatlon .

--

to be 33011ea. _
God's will and grace was revealed to Bors through
visions and strange 31ghts. He witnessed a g*eat blrd

\

Sfeedlng smalle* blrds with its blood, 31gn1fy1ng the 1life

that Jesus gave so that others might be saved (p. 687).
W

‘\Ee also saw swans th=zt renresented temntatlon and hypocrlsy,
- j .
as well as Woly Church (op. 688-689). The worm—eaten

tree and the two flowers thet flourished nearby signified

the lecherous and mliév-éﬁs Lyonell, "and the two mai s v
that were worth -saving (n. 689). These visions and spghts
were a2 form of-grace, signs by which Bors could make

correct decisions.

’

God's direct inte*vention took place when Bors had‘

his flnal meetlng with his merc1less brother Lyonell, Despite
.the fact that he was a knight, Bors, a Christian, refused .

to'gefend himself against the blows of his brother, Instead, -

~

he watched as Lyomell killed a hermit, and attacked Sir

Collygrevaunce. Bors lamented that if Lyomell should kill
. . L - i ~ . ) . V 'L
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'Collygrevaunce, nr...the same shame sholde ever be myne'“(p 700)
He was stopped from retallatlng agalns//his brother by a
vo;ce ‘that ordered "1¥le, sir Bors, and towche hym nat,
othlr ellis thou shalt sle hym!*" (5, 702) Bors ;roved his

- faith in God by suffering the strokes of his brother, . until

" his restraint was the cause of another mans death. God
?;E%ected him'from a sin that would have eliminated his
ochances of flndlng the Holy Grail, and of meeting with )

&jjiPerclval and Galahad on the Shlp of Faith. Bors was 2 knlght
" who, though he was strong in_ falth was always aware of his
chlvalrlc duty, whether he performed ‘that duty or not. With
-uisionS.and sights, God-guiued Bors, even though He was -
testing hlS strength of faith versus his dedlcatlon to -
.chivalry Knights of little falth had no chance of success

on fhe Grail Quest: -,
’ 'Enyghtes of pore fayth and of wycked beleve,

thes three thynges fayled: charité, abstinaunce

A' and trouthe. (P- 685)

Thcugh‘Percival,-Bors'and Galahac ali, in their strong
faith and belief possessed these attributes, it was Galahad
who ccmuletely achieved the Holy Graii by having the final
mysﬂcal insight. Galahad, unlike the o‘thers., was not - :
required to prove his falth As stated before, Arthur'
court knew of the signlficance of Galahad and of the greatness
that lay ahead of him because of the 1nscr1ptlon on the
Syege Perelous (p.-630). Arthur openly stated “that Galahad
weuld win the Grail, and so it bec'amg inevitable that only

- K o
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Galahad coﬁld draw Balyn's sword out of the ‘stone, and only

'Galahad could heal the Maymed King Pelleas (p. 632). The Grail

‘1tself entered the court of Arthur tw1ce. Once, the fellow-.
. ship bad unkmowingly been fed from it (p. 633): and, in
another incident, the Grail antered the hall covered with
_wh;;e samyte, floodlng,the hall with light, so that no ‘one
might see it (;\ 634), These appearances of the Grail did

not occur until after the arrlval of Galahad

The- achiever of the Grail stlll‘had to prove his worth

"as.a ¥night, able to do deeds or afﬁs,”simply becanse he was
a knight, "But all thys mevynge of the kynge was for thys’
entente,’ for to se Galahad preved,... (p. 633). Because of
his success at Arthur's tournament Guenevere questloned him
about hls identity. Galahad perhaps out of an awareness -of -
a splrltual lineage, reluctantly answered, "'For he that ys ,
Ty fadir\shall‘be.knowyn 0pynly and all betymys*"(p., 636).
To illustrabte the magnitude of the grace that Galahaq
enjoyed, one has onlx-to read of the history of the weapons

'

¥

he recelved Galahad was glven a white shield w1th a red- Cross .

) 5\\3t It was revealed that the shield was made by Joseph

, 0f Aramathy, "'.,.that aantyll knyght the whych toke

downe our Lorde of the holy Crosse,...'"(p. 640) who brought

Christianity to Brltaln. Many would suffer by trylng to,

use the shield, untll as Joseph of Aramathy said° .
...Galahad the good kmyght, beare hit And 1ast 3

~ of my lynayge have hit. aboute hys necke, that
: shall do many mervaylous dedys.' (p. 642)

AN
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' Jnst as Joseph and King Egelake brought Christianity to Britain,
:so Galahad represented a2 new standard of knlghthood ln Logres.
| Galahad's exlstence is given greater significance by
the tale of the constructlon of the Ship of Faith, as told by
Percival's sister. Solomon, pp%lder_of the ship, was made aware
of the coming of the Virgin Mary, who would be of his lineage:
| 'e..there shall com a Man which shall be a mayde,

and -laste of youre bloode, and Be shall be as good
a knyght as deuke Josue, thy brother—ln-law (p 712)

Galahad, like Jesus, was a virgin, the last of a 11ne, and
‘a perfect knight

Solomon, in his confusion over the identity of that
knight had the sword of his father, Davxd, prenared

RiE...syn hit y& so that thys knyght oughte to passe all imyghtes

of chevalry whych hathe bene tofore hym and shall com
affiir hym,..."™(p. 712). It is not made clear if Jesus used
that sword, but Galahaﬁ, because”ﬁe passed all knights of
c¢hivalry, came to own it. ‘\

Examples of prophesies,-significant lineage and special
ﬂgapons, should alexrt the reader to the possibility that

?J\v

Gﬁlahad was to be bestowed with a definlte tyde of grace.
the ad;entures of GAlahad were not tests of‘chlvalry or
fajith. Each evénﬁ evgnt bad a spiritual importance and many
required Galahad to perform feats that kmights of chivalry
could not Galahad was not beset by painful dec151ons but
always acted with an implied self-assurance.

By destroyingitpe»evil,cuﬁtom of the Maydyns Castell,

‘Galahad liberated the tyrannized people without killing,
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Be realized that revenge was God's right:

'e..if they mysseded ayenst God, the vengeaunce

¥s nat owrls, but to Hym which hath power thereoff (p. 716).

‘Galahad's arrival was.expected: J L '
: ' 'S8ir, 'ye be wellcom for longe have we
abydyn. here oure delyveraunce (p 648)

n

4 hermit explalned that the people of the castle were . like
the good souls before the 1ncarnation, and that the seven
knrghts were representatlve of the seven deadly sins that
reigned in the world. Galahad was to deliver these souls
from their burden; the Harrowing of Hell:
” '4nd I may lyckyn the good kmyght Galahad unto
the Sonne of the Hyghe Fadir that lyght within

2 maydyn and bought all the soules cute of
thralle.t (. 651) : -

Galahad seemed to be on 2 mission, unless he was in the
company of an imperfect man (Launcelot), 1nkghich instance
he ‘would have no important adventures.
The power of God was so strong in Galahad that he
performed mlracles and Imew no fear. Galahad approached
the tomb with the fiend in it: . ' ‘ !‘“ ..
'Sir Galahad, I se there envyrowne aboute A’

the so many angels that my power may nat i
deare the!t (p. 642)

Galahad removed the sinful body from the churchyard in much
the same way Jesus redeemed the world from its sinfulness.
Saving the soul of ome of his kin that had lived in a tomd
for three hundred and flfty four years, Galahad was able

to "1, ..draw oute the -soulis of erthely payne and to putte
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-.tﬁemrinto the joyés‘éf Paradyse'"(p; 732)._‘ ,
| | ')Tpe'presence_or Galahad was like a bieSsing to a
dying man. King Mordrayns waited blind, many years, to-be
blessed by Galahad.‘Hordréyns fel?: *
| ‘f...the fyre of thé.Hbly Goste ys takyn so in

the that my fleyssh, whych was all dede of
oldeness, ys becom agayne yonge.? (p. 731)

Galahad, as an agent of God, was able to save and bless
souls, and to heal_fodies. T ) t
At the Yast visit to Carbonek Defore the departure
\\\\Bcfz and Galahad,

cand fully revealed the Holy Grail. He said only to Galahad:

to Sarras, Jesus appeared -befgre Percival,

'But‘yet hast thou nat sepe hit so opynly “2s thou -
shalt se it in the cit& of Sarras, in the spirituall
raleyse. ! (p. 735)

In an arbitrary way, Galahad was chosen to have the ultimate
experience with the Holy Grai;. During this erisode, Galahad
saw more of the mysteries of the Holy Grail than did the |
other two . dkmights. He expla®ned to Percival why. he wished
to die, after the Grail was taken to Sarras: | )

. 'Sir, that shall I telle you,! seyde.sir Galahad.
'Thys othir day, whan we sawe 2 parte of the adg- - -
ventures of the Sangreall, I was in such joy of
herte that I trow never man was erthely. And
therefore I wote well, whan my body ys dede,

. my soule shall be in grete joy to se-the Blyssed
. “Irinite every day and the majest§ of oure Lorde
‘ .
Jesu Cryste. (p. 737)
Galahad realized that he had to-leave the imperfect world
of man and .the prison of the hnman/g;dj before his desires
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could be fulfilled. : o
Divine grace, as an aid to completing successfullg
the Quest of the Holy Grail; was enjoyed by those who rejected
or‘took no interest in certain aspects of the chivalric cede.
Those who lived an adulterous or lecherous life were fated
'for failure on the Qnest Carnal knowledge itself seemed.
to determine the eligibility of a knight, as devotion to
God ‘rather than to earthly pleasures was a requisite..Eicept
~ for Galahad, lineage Qas not a partiEulafly-imﬁortant issue
as Percival and Bors both had'negative factorg-influencing |
their lines. Thus, they were chosen arbltrarlly to attain
the Grail, 24 To them, as knlghts of chivalry, and as just |
| men, pride was an inescapable problem. -
Chlvalry, of course, had its Christlan Darallels
" that reflected the goodness of—a knight. Charlty, mercy
and gentleness cannot be 1gnored in a man.,However, in
its different forms, lelne grace was apart from chivalry,
It could\;botect a knight like Percival from actlng 31nfully.
With Bors, it guided him and taught him the right way to -
act, and for both knights, it continm]:y——tested “their
faith., Divine gface made Galahad an agent of God who, in
his role as a knight with unique chlvalry, had only to

antlc1nate his unlty with perfection.

¢ 24 Scudder, p, 285,
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