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Chapter 1
Introduction

This study is not a general history of Northampton in the thirteenth
century, nor does it attempt, except in a very limited way, to look at the
physical development of the town at this time. Rather, drawing in
particular on a group of sources presented in the second part of the
volume, it seeks more specifically to examine the relations between the
king and his officials on the one hand and the burgesses of Northampton
on the other in the governance of the town and the maintenance of law
and order. In doing this an attempt is also made to identify the leading
men of the town and consider the economic and other reasons for
Northampton’s flowering and subsequent decline in the centuries
immediately after the Norman Conquest.

By the end of the thirteenth century urban communities were accounting
for a burgeoning proportion of the population, perhaps somewhere
between ten and fifteen per cent (Miller and Hatcher 1999, 278; Britnell
1996, 115). It was a time when population was growing nationally,
commercial activity was expanding and increasing wealth was being
generated. Old established settlements were growing apace and freshly
emerging competitors were challenging their supremacy. In 1086 there
were 111 places with some urban pretensions, but by 1350 the number of
towns had probably increased to more than five hundred; about 170 new
towns had been founded by the king and other lords, and probably twice
that number had developed organically (Beresford 1967, 230). Alongside
this physical explosion in the number of towns and of their inhabitants
were the developing aspirations of urban communities to gain greater
control over their own destinies and to achieve some degree of self-
determination and self-government. The idea that freedom was associated
with town air derives from nineteenth-century historians, generalized
concepts of individual liberty being alien to this period of the Middle
Ages; nonetheless those living and working in towns were striving to be
liberated from the interference of and exploitation by those owning and
controlling the towns, whether it was the king or some other lord,
ecclesiastical or lay (Reynolds 1977, 100). An indication of burgesses’
progress in this respect was their gaining the right to raise and account
for their own farm, that is the annual revenues due to the crown from
their town. Lincoln was the first to achieve this, in 1130, to be joined by
1216 by about another two dozen towns, including Northampton, and by
the end of the reign of Edward I the number had perhaps doubled (Miller
and Hatcher 1995, 304). A corollary of burgesses farming their own town
was the need for a bureaucracy sufficient to manage the process and also
to maintain appropriate records. With the move towards gaining greater

3



4 Town and Crown

financial control went aspirations in respect of enhanced authority in
matters of law and order and equity and fairness, both privately and
commercially, although ultimately all were subject to the king’s justice
and reliant on the king’s peace.

The later twelfth and the thirteenth centuries constituted a period when
governmental records generally were proliferating, and certainly those
relating to towns, particularly those generated by towns themselves, were
beginning to be compiled (Martin 1961; 1963; 1995). These latter related
very much to increasing self-governance within towns, even if in general
terms ‘both the administrative and economic functions of towns were
defined and controlled by royal grants and decree, and their autonomy
was always a matter of devolved internal regulation, subordinate to an
ultimate royal authority. The royal boroughs, through their courts,
preserved and developed customs appropriate to their communities, and
exercised some delegated jurisdiction in the name of the king, whilst the
legitimacy of their markets and fairs was entirely dependent upon royal
licence’” (Martin 1997, 120).

Only eleven English boroughs, including London, have administrative
records created by themselves surviving for the period before 1272 and
they are joined by a similar number for the rest of the thirteenth century.
The figures do not, however, include towns like Northampton and
Colchester that have later copies of earlier documents (Martin 1963, 128).
The earliest records are lists of gildsmen from Dublin and Leicester, both
dating to the close of the twelfth century, and there are thirteenth-century
gild rolls from Shrewsbury, Totnes and Andover. Wallingford has taxation
rolls from 1227 and Shrewsbury from the end of the century. Court rolls
from Wallingford commence in 1229, and there are then court rolls or plea
rolls from London, Ipswich, Exeter, Winchester, Barnstaple, Bridport,
Chester, Oxford, Great Yarmouth and Cambridge. A series of account rolls
details murage income and expenditure from Shrewsbury, and other
account rolls survive from Canterbury, Hereford, Reading and Gloucester.
Rolls relating to property come from Fordwich and Norwich and there is
a fragment from Wallingford. The only custumals in their original form
are that of Exeter dating to 1242 and a version of Newcastle’s dating to
the first half of the twelfth century, now among the Chancery records,
although those of Bristol and Northampton exist as later copies (Martin
1963, 129ff; Cromarty 1993; Johnson 1925). Alongside these local records,
however, there is a wealth of material contained in the records of the
crown, beginning with the pipe rolls in the twelfth century and then
followed in the thirteenth century by, in particular, the close rolls, the
patent rolls and the liberate rolls. Rarely, however, can one enjoy in a
single town the range of documents covering the range of administrative
functions witnessed by the documents presented here relating to North-
ampton.
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The production of this volume has been very much an odyssey, and
indeed the final destination is rather different from that envisaged at
embarkation. It has been a voyage of discovery initiated some forty years
ago when I was undertaking archaeological investigations on medieval
Northampton. It was recognised at an early stage that the development
of the medieval town could not be understood solely by the material
remains uncovered by excavation, nor indeed from the documentary
record alone, but would depend on the successful union of the two.
Unfortunately the ravages of time have not treated Northampton’s medi-
eval borough archives well, and in that context one can wonder about the
impact of the fires that consumed the town in 1516 and 1675, and perhaps
at other times too. Nonetheless an early profitable encounter with what
had survived at Northampton was provided by a rental or landgable roll
of the town dating to 1504, known and utilised by Helen Cam in her essay
on Northampton in The Victoria History of the County of Northampton
volume IIT (1930b). Research in what was then the Public Record Office,
now the National Archives, led me to the rental of Edward I, which forms
part of this volume (REN). Although separated from that of Edward I by
some two hundred years, the later rental could be seen to be a direct
descendant of it, and the idea was born of publishing the two documents
together and examining what they could reveal about the topography of
the medieval town. The impending winding-up of Northampton Dev-
elopment Corporation in 1985 and the need to progress a career elsewhere
then put the project on hold until retirement in 2008. On resuming work
on the rentals, and particularly after discovering the bailiffs” account for
1293-4 and recognising that what was previously considered to be a
fragment of a separate court roll was in fact an integral part of the same
bailiffs” account (BA), and additionally that the Edward I rental was
related, the project assumed a new life. With various other documents
also beginning to throw increasing light on the later thirteenth-century
town a challenge was presented of developing a much greater under-
standing of the governance of Northampton during the thirteenth century
and in particular the reign of Edward I, utilising what can only be
described as a rare suite of complementary sources.

The volume is divided into two parts. The first part, comprising Chapters
1 to 6, provides background to and then a discussion of issues arising out
of the various documents contained in the second part, Chapters 7 to 15,
placing them in a wider context. In order to provide context, the history
of the town from the Anglo-Saxon period onwards is briefly surveyed
(Chapter 2). The economic base of Northampton in the thirteenth century
is then reviewed, looking both at Northampton as a local, regional,
national and international market-place and also at its merchants trading
beyond the confines of the town (Chapter 3). Of particular importance
were wool, fleeces and cloth. The relationship between the town and the
crown in relation to the governance of the town, its financial management
and the administration of justice are then considered (Chapters 4 and 5).
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Finally an attempt is made to evaluate the character and performance of
Northampton at the end of the thirteenth century (Chapter 6). Where had
it come from, where had it reached and where was it going to? We can
see a trajectory, we can follow the development of frameworks of govern-
ance and we can trace the ongoing relationships between the king, crown
officials and the town. We can also compile ‘biographies’ of individuals
whom we can identify by name (see Chapter 15) but it is difficult to flesh
out the characters and personal lives of the actors. Overall, however, if
Northampton was past the height of its prosperity and influence by 1300,
in another sense it was emerging from the shadows in that we can begin
to identify the complex elements contributing to its social, economic and
political make-up at the time and how they were impacting on the lives
and fortunes of its burgesses.

The second part of the volume comprises the sources and commentary on
them. Inevitably there is some overlap with Part 1, with the analysis of
individual documents in Part 2 seeking to draw out their meaning and the
synthesis and discussion in Part 1 searching for more general significance
and to place Northampton in the wider world. Hopefully, however, any
repetition is minimised. In order to make this volume and indeed thirt-
eenth century Northampton more accessible it was decided to provide all
the sources translated into English. Where the original Latin text is perhaps
capable of alternative interpretation or nuance and/or students of the
period might wish to see the wording of the original in Latin, this is
provided in brackets, following the text in question. There are full parallel
texts in Latin and English for the pipe roll summaries of the bailiffs’
account in Chapter 8 (PR1 and 2), the murage and pavage grants in
Chapter 10 (MUR1-3; PAV), and the custumal in Chapter 11 (CUS).

A starting point for consideration of the relationship between the king
and Northampton must be provided by the series of royal charters from
Richard I onwards. That of Edward I dating to 1299 is here selected in
that firstly it provides the culmination of royal concessions to North-
ampton during the period under consideration and secondly because,
although it is possible to reconstruct it utilising earlier grants that it
confirms (Markham 1898, 38, 46, 56), it has not previously been published
in extenso as a single charter (Chapter 7).

The various documents constituting the bailiffs” account of 1293-4 form a
key element within the volume (Chapter 8; BA; PR1 and 2). Although the
detailed accounts are in the National Archives, since they relate to a
period when the town was in the king’s hands, they very much witness
a process that was surely operating locally in the town both before and
after. They provide a full record of the composition of Northampton’s
farm at the time, which can be tied into the exchequer accounting process
through the pipe rolls. Although similar summaries exist in the pipe rolls,
for example for York, Newcastle, Southampton and Ipswich (TNA
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E372/139 aalt 2230, aalt 2386; E372/120 aalt 6846; E372/131 aalt 3914), it
is only for Lincoln that we also have detailed accounts linked to summ-
aries in the pipe rolls (TNA E101/505/24 — cf E372/138 aalt 2128;
E101/505/28 — cf E372/142 aalt 0280). In all these cases the summaries
and detailed accounts relate to the period while the respective towns were
in the king’s hands. Similar records have not survived within borough
archives. The value of the Northampton bailiffs” account is significantly
enhanced by the survival of the contemporary landgable roll previously
mentioned, which is almost certainly associated with the rental comp-
onent of the bailiffs” account (Chapter 9; REN). Although this roll is now
preserved within the National Archives, the presence of its descendant,
the 1504 rental, within Northampton Borough archives suggests that the
earlier roll was originally either compiled by a borough clerk or was
copied from a borough roll. Certainly internal evidence in the Edward I
document would indicate that it was the earliest survivor of a series of
landgable rolls. The inquisition post mortem of Richard Gobion (GOB) is
also included within this chapter in that it throws light on how landgable
was administered in Northampton.

Chapter 10 concerns various murage and pavage grants to Northampton
during the thirteenth century (MUR1-3; PAV). Although they have all
been previously published by Markham (1898, 36, 41, 54, 58) there were
a few errors and additionally the charging schedules very much comp-
lement the information contained in the bailiffs” account and the custumal
relating to the collection of toll and the administration of Northampton’s
markets'.

Chapter 11 deals with Northampton’s early custumal (CUS). Again it is
not part of the Northampton borough archives but owes its survival to it
being thought worthy of being copied within a fine perhaps early
fourteenth-century volume for someone with deep interests in the legal
framework of the later thirteenth and early fourteenth century. The
custumal was discussed by Bateson (1904, xliff) and the first part was
transcribed and translated by Lee (1951) but the internal evidence relating
to the custumal’s evolution has not really been fully assessed. Even in its
copied form it comprises one of the earliest custumals in the country, and
deconstruction of its contents throws invaluable light on the development
of customary law and commercial regulation in late twelfth- and
thirteenth-century Northampton and more generally.

While the bailiffs, watched over by the coroners, were responsible on a
day to day basis for maintaining law and order in Northampton, and the
town court dealt with relatively minor matters as witnessed by the fines
in the court roll section of the bailiffs’ account, real control over the
administration of justice remained in the hands of the crown through the

1 The 1224 murage grant has also been published in Latin: CPR 1216-25, 499.
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royal justices. A full record of the visitation of the justices in eyre to
Northampton in 1285, covering both civil and criminal matters, survives
in the National Archives, and is therefore provided in this volume
(Chapter 12; JUS). It is particularly relevant to a discussion dealing with
the tensions between the burgesses and the crown in the governance of
the town.

The account of the royal prise at Northampton of 1300-1 (Chapter 13; PRIS)
is included for a number of reasons. Interesting light is thrown on the
process of purveyance and associated accounting practices, including the
way that outstanding ‘debts’ to the crown are used to offset ‘purchases’,
and useful information is also provided on the town as a market for food
and everyday supplies.

Chapter 14 looks at the Northampton portion of the hundred roll inquiry
of 1274 (HR). The text was published by the Record Commission in 1812-
18 but in record type in abbreviated Latin. Although individual responses
are regularly quoted, a translation of the complete Northampton response
is not readily available. It seemed appropriate, in a volume considering
borough government, to listen to the views of the governed and hear the
complaints of those suffering or imagining mismanagement or injustice.

Chapter 15 attempts to discover more about Northampton’s mayors and
bailiffs who were the key town officials during the thirteenth century; an
understanding of their roles, their lives and their place in borough society
is crucial to a better comprehension of the social and political dynamics
operating both within the town and between the town and the crown.
Establishing a chronology for mayors and bailiffs both assists this and
also helps to provide a better chronological framework for the town’s
history, in that many documents are dated by reference to the year of
office of mayors and bailiffs. Unfortunately the lists of mayors and bailiffs
provided by Cox for the thirteenth century (1898, 549) are inaccurate and
less complete than the sources allow. While the updated list of mayors by
Brown (1927, 33) is more complete, no sources are quoted for the lists and
it has been possible to develop a more extended, fully referenced frame-
work. Revised lists of mayors and bailiffs are provided together with
information on the coroners, and the chapter concludes with biographical
details of these men.

The locations of the various documents published in the volume are set
out below in relation to the chapter structure.

BA: The bailiffs” account of 1293-4, Chapter 8
CH: The royal charter of Edward I, Chapter 7

CUS: The custumal, Chapter 11
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GOB: The inquisition post mortem of Richard Gobion 1301, Chapter 9
HR: The hundred rolls, Chapter 14

JUS: The 1285 general eyre, Chapter 12

MUR1-3: The murage accounts, Chapter 10

PAV: The pavage account, Chapter 10

PR1 and PR2: The pipe roll entries relating to the bailiffs” account, Chapter 6
PRIS: The royal prise of 1300-1, Chapter 13

REN: The landgable roll, or rental, Chapter 9

Finally, in this introductory chapter, some reflection is warranted on the
changes to historical research methods brought about by advances in
digital technology. When I commenced work on Northampton’s docu-
mentary sources in the 1970s it was a case, for the most part, of visiting
and revisiting the documents and pouring over parts of them with
magnifying glass in hand, as I tried to decipher recalcitrant words or
letters. Occasionally a photostat copy facilitated home study and micro-
film could be acquired at a price, but then a microfilm reader was
necessary. In returning to thirteenth-century Northampton extensive use
has been made, particularly in the National Archives, of a good quality
digital camera, enabling the acquisition of a large number of images in a
day, which could then be transcribed and studied at leisure at home.
Areas of doubt would become clearer as a result of the facility to enlarge
and enhance the digital image, and indeed the opportunity, as it were,
constantly to drop in on and visit and revisit it as a dear but sometimes
inscrutable friend. Developing such a familiarity with documents like the
bailiffs” account also facilitated over a period of time a greater awareness
of the significance of marginalia and the light that could be thrown on the
history of a document’s use after it was originally written. There is also
an advantage to the documents themselves in that they are less vulnerable
to damage through constant handling. Mention must also be made here
of internet sites like that of the O’Quin Law Library of the University of
Houston Law Centre, which, by arrangement with the National Archives,
has been scanning legal records from the time of Henry III onwards and
making them available on the web at http:/ /aalt.law.uh.edu/. Currently
there are over seven million images available and of particular value in
researching this volume have been the digital images of the pipe rolls and
the rolls of the justices in eyre, which have made portions of weighty and
cumbersome original documents readily accessible. It is not always
possible, however, to establish from the digital images the membrane
number within a given roll, particularly for the verso, and so references
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to aalt frame numbers within a given document have been given.
Advances in word-processing and digital management of data have also
greatly facilitated the production of this volume in other ways that earlier
writers about Northampton, such as Cox, Markham, Serjeantson and
Cam could not have imagined and it is sobering to reflect on what they
managed to achieve with pen, paper, typewriter and enormous dedic-
ation and endeavour.

A note on personal names

In transcriptions of Latin original texts names are spelt as they were
written. In translations, forenames of English men and women are given
in their modern English spellings, or in the most common modern
spelling if there is more than one. Surnames have retained the spelling of
the manuscripts, except where they are patronymic, as in Robert son of
Henry. Thus, for occupational and locational bynames, we have John le
Peyntour for John the painter (BA G80) and Henry de Pisseford for Henry
of Pitsford (BA K16). Where the town of origin of an individual is given
and is clearly not a byname as in William Hendeman of Brixworth (BA
G214) the modern spelling of that place name is given but the manuscript
spelling is provided in brackets. There are, however, some cases of
ambiguity, as in William son of Robert de Maydeford, where it is not clear
whether the person is William son of Robert, of Maidford, or whether it
is William, son of Robert de Maydeford. Here the manuscript spelling has
been retained. Individuals with modernised bynames may be found in
the discussion sections when reference is made to a published source
where modernised bynames have been adopted. Accordingly the same
individual may be referred to in different places in the volume with a
modernised and a non-modernised byname.



Chapter 2
Origins and Early History

Northampton lies at the heart of England (Fig 2.1), at a key location both
commercially and militarily. In prehistoric times a route ran along the
Jurassic Ridge from Dorset north-eastwards all the way to the Lincoln-
shire Wolds, and the valley of the river Nene provided ready access to the
east coast. London, as it emerged as the capital and dominant economic
centre of the country, was just two or three days ride to the south and,

Fig. 2.1. Northampton’s central location in relation to other major urban centres.

11
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perhaps from Saxon times, a new major route to the north evolved from
Southampton through Oxford, Northampton and Leicester. Treharne has
argued that the options for substantial traffic travelling northwards were
limited to a comparatively narrow corridor, about forty miles wide,
between the Fens, which extended much further west than today, and the
Cherwell, the Avon and their tributaries — between ‘sluggish waters,
swampy hollows and spreading forests’ (1955, 74ff). Henry III, whenever
he travelled to the north Midlands or beyond, went via Northampton
rather than by the more easterly route through Peterborough, but it was
the way roads radiated outwards from Northampton in all directions (to
Stony Stratford, Towcester, Whilton, Leicester, Wellingborough and
Bedford) that made Northampton such a centre of strategic importance
in the thirteenth century. The proximity of the royal hunting lodges at
Silverstone in the south-west of the county and at Geddington and King’s
Cliffe to the north-east can only have enhanced the attractiveness to
successive kings of Northampton and its castle.

At a more local level the town itself lies in the fertile valley of the Nene
on a low ironstone spur in the angle of two branches of the river,
overlooking what in earlier times must have been a somewhat watery
flood-plain. From a distance, particularly when viewed from the south,
the medieval churches and the monuments to more recent urban develop-
ment continue to rise above the surrounding landscape.

For Northampton’s origins and early development we must look to the
results of archaeological investigation. It is only towards the end of the
first millennium AD that we get the first tantalising documentary
references and we really have to await the Norman Conquest for the
record to begin to fill out and be populated by a succession of real people.
Even then there is still a need to look to archaeology and topographical
analysis in order to understand the physical evolution of Northampton
as a town. The chapter attempts to provide an overview of Northamp-
ton’s history from earliest times to the end of the thirteenth century,
focusing in particular on the period after the Norman Conquest and
seeking to provide a context within which the discussion contained in the
rest of this volume may be considered. Bearing in mind that the major
theme is the relationship between town and crown in the governance of
the town in the later thirteenth century, particular attention is paid to how
the town featured in significant events in England’s history, how it was
favoured or not by a royal presence and also how the town developed as
a physical reality. The narrative relies very much on previous syntheses
(Cam 1930b; RCHM 1985; Williams et al. 1985). Where additional sources
have been utilised these have been specifically referenced.

Northampton before the Norman Conquest

In prehistory the upper Nene basin was a favoured location, evidenced
by the presence of neolithic causewayed enclosures at Briar Hill and
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Dallington and an iron age hillfort at Hunsbury. Subsequently a small
Roman town or roadside settlement grew up at Duston. Although there
is some archaeological evidence, mainly artefactual, for a prehistoric and
Roman presence on the site of the medieval and later town it is only really
in Anglo-Saxon times that we can see the first steps on the path that
would lead to Northampton becoming one of the major centres of
England in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. There was a limited Early
Saxon presence, witnessed by pottery and a number of sunken-featured
buildings confined largely to the area of Chalk Lane, St Peter’s Street and
Woolmonger Street. Perhaps in the middle of the eighth century a large
timber structure almost 30m. long, comprising a main hall with narrower
annexes at either end, was erected to the east of the present St Peter’s
church, to be replaced, probably in the second quarter of the ninth

Fig. 2.2. John Speed’s map of Northampton, 1610. While there have been major
changes to Northampton in the seventy years following the dissolution of the
monasteries, the essential elements of Northampton’s medieval topography are
still visible. The town, surrounded by its walls, is dominated by the castle to
the west, and to the north is the precinct of St Andrew’s priory. The main parish
churches are identified but of the friaries, only that of the Whitefriars is visible,
though wrongly labelled as the Graye Friers. The map is used as the basis for
Figs 2.3,2.4 and 9.1.
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century, by an even larger stone building. Ancillary timber structures
were associated with both phases, and settlement of this date extended
to the north of Marefair and into the area of Chalk Lane. At the time of
excavation I interpreted these massive structures, which constitute an
archaeological sequence that is still unique in this country, as a royal
‘palace’ or high-status residence associated with the administration of the
region; the name Hamtun, which first appears at the beginning of the tenth
century and which the settlement was to retain without the ‘North-* prefix
to just before the Norman Conquest, probably indicates a ‘home farm’,
contrasting with outlying and dependent holdings, at which the dues of
the surrounding countryside might be rendered (Gover et al. 1975 xvii).
Foard suggested that it may have been one of three major centres within
the area that was to become Northamptonshire, with others at Oundle
and King’s Sutton (1985, 199). More recently Blair (1997) has argued that
the large halls formed part of a minster complex that included St Peter’s
church to the west and St Gregory’s to the east, but, as he himself admits
(ibid. 108), we are left with a balance of probabilities as to whether the
halls had a secular or ecclesiastical function. Perhaps the case is yet to be
conclusively proved either way. Whatever the final verdict is, we are
clearly dealing with a regionally important seat of authority at a period
when the links between church and crown were often inseparable.

The stone hall fell out of use or was demolished at the end of the ninth or
the beginning of the tenth century, the time when Northampton first
appears in the documentary record, under the year 913 in the Anglo-
Saxon Chronicle. Situated on the Danelaw frontier, it was a centre of the
Danish army, but it was captured by the Anglo-Saxon king, Edward the
Elder in 917. The tenth century saw a major change in the extent and
character of settlement in Northampton but it is unclear whether the
initial impetus for this was during Danish rule or subsequently. Settle-
ment spread out north and east from the original focus close to St Peter’s
church but the imposing grandeur of the Middle Saxon halls was replaced
by a somewhat loosely articulated collection of unsophisticated post-built
structures and sunken-featured buildings. Increasing domestic and
commercial activity is witnessed by abundant wheel-thrown pottery, both
locally made and from further afield, and there is evidence of iron-,
copper-, silver- and bone-working. In 1010 Northampton was referred to
as a port, that is a market centre.

Lee (1954) argued that Marefair and Gold Street constituted the main east-
west street of the Late Saxon borough, with Horseshoe Street and
Horsemarket as the equivalent main north-south street; concentric lines
of streets, the outer one formed of Scarletwell Street, Bearward Street, the
Drapery and Bridge Street, defined the extent of the borough, an area of
24 hectares, and marked out its now long-vanished defensive perimeter.
Although this hypothesis has been challenged by Welsh (1996-7, 171) and
the postulated defences have yet to be confirmed archaeologically over
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Fig. 2.3. Northampton streets. The map is based on John Speed’s map of 1610
(Fig. 2.2). Streets mentioned in this volume that can be securely located are
shown. Note that Cow Lane is now Swan Street, Whitefreyre Lane is the later
Wood Street, and Swynewell Street is now Derngate. Newland, the street, and
the New Land, the area, are both shown.

much of their presumed circuit, similar arrangements of streets can
regularly be demonstrated elsewhere to fossilise former defensive circuits.
The Late Saxon defences have, however, been excavated at the south-west
of the town (Chapman 1998-9). The distribution of artefactual and
structural evidence indicates that the expansion of the settlement within
Lee’s defensive circuit belonged to the tenth century and the first part of
the eleventh and fails to support the idea that it constituted the boundary
of a Middle Saxon minster complex (cf Blair 1997, 98).

Outside the east gate of the borough, roads branched to Wellingborough
and Kettering, Billing and Bedford. All Saints” church became established,
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Fig. 2.4. Map of medieval Northampton showing the main religious houses,
churches and other sites probably present in the later thirteenth century. The
map is based on John Speed’s map of 1610 (Fig. 2.2). 1: St Andrew’s priory; 2:
St James’ abbey; 3: de la Pré nunnery; 4: Dominican friary; 5: Franciscan friary;
6: Carmelite friary; 7: Augustinian friary; 8: St Peter’s church; 9: All Saints’
church; 10: St Giles” church; 11: Holy Sepulchre church; 12: St Gregory’s church;
13: St Mary’s church; 14: St Michael’s church; 15: St Bartholomew’s church; 16:
St Edmund’s church; 17: St Margaret’s church; 18: St John’s hospital; 19: St
Leonard’s hospital; 20: Walbeck hospital; 21: medieval guildhall; 22: Gobion
manor.

possibly within an emerging market area, at some time in the tenth or the
eleventh century. Similarly at the north gate roads diverged to Leicester
and towards Stamford. Foard has noted how the arrangements of the
medieval field system respect the alignments of these various roads,
indicating the antiquity of both (1995, 112; see also Williams 1982, plan
opposite 79 and plate 1).
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Northampton, the crown and the tide of history from the Norman
Conquest to the end of the thirteenth century

In Domesday Book, Northampton, with its separate entry at the head of
the county, was clearly the leading town of the shire. Between 291 and
301 houses and 36 waste plots are listed. The major holders of property,
not including the waste, were the king with 87 residences (of which 40
were in the ‘new borough’), the count of Mortain with 37 houses, William
Peverel with 32 houses, the bishop of Coutances with 23 houses, Swein
son of Azur with 21 houses, the Countess Judith with 16 houses, the abbot
of Peterborough with 15 houses, Winemar with twelve houses and Walter
the Fleming with ten houses. A further 27 individuals held the remainder.
An entry under ‘land of the king’ refers to two carucates and two parts
of a third carucate and twelve acres of meadow in Portland. This has been
thought not to refer to Northampton although such an association is
certainly more than possible (see Chapter 9 discussion on the inquisition
post mortem of Sir Richard Gobion). Northampton’s farm, whether or not
one includes the Portland entry, was considerably below that of London,
Lincoln and York, ranking somewhere between twentieth and thirtieth.
It was similar to towns such as Chichester, Derby, Guildford, Ipswich,
Nottingham and Worcester.

For the 120 years following the Norman Conquest there are ever increas-
ing but still limited references to Northampton and its burgesses in
documentary sources, and archaeological investigations have provided
informative material evidence, but we are still looking through a glass
darkly trying to establish the town’s political and economic situation on
the national stage, and also to picture its physical reality.

In 1130 Northampton’s farm was more than tripled from the Domesday
assessment to £100, a figure which was only exceeded at that time at
London and Lincoln. In 1184 it was further raised to £120 and in the
closing years of the century only the farms of London, Lincoln, Win-
chester and Dunwich were higher. A similar impression of the town'’s
prosperity is gained from consideration of the aids and tallages rendered
to the crown between 1154 and 1214. Northampton’s financial contribu-
tion was never less than seventh highest, in 1172 it was only exceeded by
those of London and Lincoln, and in 1176-7 it was second to London.
Northampton’s economy in the thirteenth century is more fully examined
in Chapter 3 where the apparent decline of the textile industry and the
town more generally is discussed. By the early fourteenth century North-
ampton was certainly well past its prime as a leading medieval town. In
a ranking based on assessed wealth in the 1334 Lay Subsidy it was not
among the top fifty towns in England (Glasscock 1976, 181f), although a
revised ranking by Dyer, incorporating other contemporary records of
taxation, would tentatively place it in thirtieth position (2000, 755ff). This
would be consistent with its ranking in 1377 based on the number of
recorded taxpayers in the poll tax of that year (ibid., 758ff).
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During the period from the Norman Conquest to the end of the reign of
Edward I important royal connections between the town and the crown
are well evidenced. Waltheof, the Saxon earl of Northampton, married
the Countess Judith, the niece of William the Conqueror; although he was
executed for treason in 1076, their daughter Maud married Simon de
Senlis I, who was probably a member of the Bouteillers family of Senlis,
which was extremely powerful in France during the twelfth and thirteenth
centuries. It is likely that Simon gained the earldom of Northampton in
1089 and it remained in the family, through his son and grandson, the
Simons de Senlis II and III, for most of the following century. King David
of Scotland, who married Maud after the death of Simon de Senlis I, may
have held the earldom for a time; after the death of Simon de Senlis II in
1153, Simon de Senlis III, then a minor, only became earl in 1159. While
the earldom of Northampton continued, if with breaks, in the hands of the
Senlis family, the town reverted to the crown for a time in the first half of
the twelfth century and then after the death of Simon de Senlis II in 1153
permanently became a royal borough.

The records of the movements of the kings themselves are not as full for
the twelfth as for later centuries but we know that Henry I had a meeting
with his brother Robert, duke of Normandy, in Northampton in 1106, in
1122 he kept Easter in the castle in great state and in 1131 he summoned
the magnates of the country there to renew their oath of fealty to him
(Serjeantson 1908, 2).

Henry Il is known to have visited Northampton in about one third of the
thirty-four and a half years of his reign. Great councils were held there in
1157, 1164, 1176 and 1177. That of 1164 was notable for the trial of Thomas
Becket and led to his exile, and that of 1176 for the passing of the assize
of Northampton. Following the breaking out of general rebellion in 1173,
the barons marched on Northampton in May 1174 and, after a pitched
battle under its walls, the town was taken, but the rebels submitted to the
king on his arrival at the end of July. In 1188 the king summoned the
archbishop of Canterbury and the sub-prior of the monks of Canterbury
to a council at Northampton so that he could preside over a dispute
between them. Prince Geoffrey was domiciled at Northampton for the
best part of a year from April 1170 and Henry spent Christmas in the
castle with Geoffrey and his youngest son John in 1176 (Eyton 1878,
passim; Serjeantson 1908, 3ff).

Richard is only known to have been at Northampton on one day in 1189
and four days in 1194, when there was a great council which considered
whether Richard should accede to the request of William I, the Scottish
king, to surrender Northumberland, Cumberland and Westmorland to him.
In 1191 the castle had been the scene for the settlement by papal delegates
of a dispute between the archbishop of York, the king’s half-brother, and
the bishop of Durham (Landon 1935, 5, 87; Serjeantson 1908, 10).
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Northampton seems to have been a location favoured by King John and
indeed by the troubles of the time. In the seventeen and a half years of his
reign he failed to visit the town only in 1201, 1202 and 1214 and he stayed
there a total of sixty-two days. In 1199, on the death of Richard I, arch-
bishop Hubert Walter and William Marshal summoned the barons to a
great council at Northampton to secure the throne for John while he
himself tarried a little in Normandy. In 1205 there was a great council in
the castle. In 1208 the treasury was removed to Northampton for several
months following a quarrel between the king and the citizens of London.
In 1211 the castle was the stage for a momentous stand-off, before a great
assembly of the barons, between John and Pandulf and Durandus, papal
legates. A dispute had been festering with the pope since 1208 over the
choice of an archbishop of Canterbury; John had been excommunicated
and he in turn had seized ecclesiastical property. Little, however, was
resolved and two years passed before John submitted to the pope. 1213
also saw the threat of war between the king and the barons, which was
averted following a stormy altercation between John and archbishop
Langton, starting in Northampton and continuing as they proceeded to
Nottingham. War did, however, break out in 1215; the barons seized the
town of Northampton and laid siege to the castle, but withdrew after
fifteen days. A few weeks later the townsmen attacked the royal garrison,
who in their turn burnt a large part of the town. Magna Carta was signed
soon afterwards, with Northampton being one of four castles that were to
be surrendered to the barons as a pledge for keeping its provisions. It is
probable that it was never actually handed over and the peace did not last.
The castle was besieged by the barons and John had to send an army of
mercenaries to raise the siege (Hardy 1835, 181ff; Serjeantson 1908, 11ff).

Henry III visited Northampton in twenty-four of the fifty-six years of his
reign, spending there a recorded total of 151 days. In 1217 and 1265 he
was there eleven days and in 1265 thirty-nine, but in other years only for
a few days (Itinerary Henry III). The mid-1260s saw Northampton on the
centre stage of history. Up to that point in Henry’s reign there had been
peace but nonetheless an ongoing struggle for power between the king
and the barons. This led to the Provisions of Oxford in 1258 and those of
Westminster in 1259, which ceded considerable power to a council of
nobles. For five years there was the threat of civil war and then in 1264
Simon de Montfort took up arms against Henry. Northampton, along
with London, Leicester and Kenilworth, was an important centre of his
power but in April royal forces managed to seize the town in a swift
attack, exploiting a weakness in the defences where they enclosed St
Andrew’s priory. Undeterred, Simon was initially able to maintain and
increase his hold on government, retaking Northampton in the spring of
1265, but he was decisively defeated and killed at Evesham in August of
the same year. The burgesses of Northampton suffered greatly from the
struggle. The town was plundered mercilessly following its capture in
1264 and St Andrew’s priory sustained considerable damage. The town
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was virtually immediately taken into the king’s hands, with it only being
returned to the burgesses, together with a pardon, in May 1268, shortly
after they had paid a fine of 100s. for a perhaps linked charter (CPR 1258-
66, 315; CCR 1264-8, 453; Markham 1898, 49ff). Thomas Kin, who was
mayor in 1255-6 and had been in the service of Simon de Montfort, was
both at the head of the list of twenty-four burgesses ordered to protect
the Jews following the capture of the town in 1264 and seems to have been
singled out for a fine of 40m. for being among those opposing the king
(CCR 1261-4, 341). Ralph son of Ralph, another of the twenty-four, was
similarly fined 40m., later remitted to 20m. (CPR 1261-4, 311).

1264 also witnessed the shutting down, on the king’s orders, of North-
ampton’s embryonic university. Scholars are recorded in Northampton
in 1176 and the Northampton schools would appear to have enjoyed a
high reputation during the reign of Henry II. Students migrated there
from Oxford in 1238 and from Cambridge in 1261. Further students
probably made their way there in 1264, when the king ordered them away
from Oxford on the grounds that it was not a suitable place for students
and teachers, given the civil strife then boiling up. Although the students
sided with Simon de Montfort in the defence of Northampton, this cannot
be demonstrated to have been the reason for closing the university and
it has generally been accepted that it was more to safeguard the position
of Oxford’s university (Richardson 1941; Powicke 1947, 784; Rashdall
1936, 86).

During Henry’s reign Northampton was certainly at the centre of affairs.
We do not know how many tournaments took place there during this time
but at least eleven that were due to be held there were cancelled. Crusades
were launched there in 1239 and 1268, as indeed was that of 1213, during
the reign of John (Cam 1930b, 2).

Edward I spent a lot of time away from England but in the thirty-four
and a half years of his reign he is only recorded visiting Northampton in
1274, 1280, 1290, 1300 and 1301, for a total of fifty-six days, twenty-four
of which were over Christmas and New Year 1300-1 (Itinerary Edward I).
Northampton’s continuing position at the centre of affairs is perhaps
evidenced by a somewhat mawkish action, yet one resonant with the
times: when David, Prince of Wales, was hung, drawn and quartered,
following his capture in 1283 during Edward’s Welsh wars, his head was
sent to London and the quarters to York, Winchester, Bristol and North-
ampton as the chief towns of the country (Serjeantson 1908, 26).

The physical development of the town after the Norman Conquest (Figs
2.2-2.4)

Although Northampton has seen considerable archaeological work in
recent years, plotting the physical expansion of the town after the
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Norman Conquest is not easy. An initial question relates to the ‘new
borough’ recorded in Domesday Book. This perhaps equates with ‘New-
lands’, first recorded in the thirteenth century, but Foard has seen a certain
rectilinearity in the street pattern to the north and east of the Saxon
borough that suggests a major phase of planning and the laying out of an
extensive grid of streets (1995, 114). If this remains an issue as yet
unresolved, consideration of documentary and archaeological evidence
relating to the town defences, the castle, churches and religious houses,
and commercial and domestic occupation may furnish us with a frame-
work for the continuing development of the town as a whole.

Northampton’s medieval defences enclosed some 100 hectares, an intra-
mural area exceeded in England only at London and Norwich. Although
their line is known, if not precisely, there is more of a question in respect of
their chronology and also in how settlement developed in relation to them.
The murage grants of 1224, 1252 and 1301 almost certainly relate to
improvement and repair rather than to initial construction. Tradition has it
that Simon de Senlis I constructed the walls but there is no secure evidence
for this. Charters granted by him talk of land between the ditch of the priory
and that of the town and also of travellers, guests or more probably settlers
staying or residing outside the old defences (hospites manentes extra vetus
fossatum) (BL Cott Vesp E xvii f. 3a, 10b), presumably those of the Saxon
town. In 1138x54 Simon de Senlis II granted 16s. 4d. rent to St Andrew’s
priory in exchange for rents lost on account of the wall and bailey (propter
murum et ballium)' by which the town was enclosed (BL Royal 11 Bix f. 7a).
It could be argued that the construction of the medieval town walls thus
belongs to sometime in the first half of the twelfth century between the
issuing of the charters of the first Simon de Senlis and that of his son. This
is consistent with the date proposed for the construction of the section of
medieval town wall excavated in Green Street at the south-west of the town
(Chapman 1998-9, 38).

Building of the castle, which, as at Norwich, extended over an area
previously occupied by part of the pre-existing town (cf Ayers 2004, 14),
was attributed to Simon de Senlis I, but the first clear documentary
references date to 1122 when Henry I kept Easter there in great state, and
to 1130 when he paid 3s. 8d. for land taken into his castle. Although it
then appears as the scene of great councils, including that in 1164 at which
Becket was arraigned, the earliest accounts of building work refer to 1173-
4; records relating to its construction, improvement and repair continue
through the twelfth and thirteenth centuries (Brown et al. 1963, 750ff;
Serjeantson 1908). The castle itself has been greatly compromised by the
destruction of a considerable part of it in Victorian times to make way for
the railway and the station, but it is possible to tease out some under-

1 Could ballium be a scribal error for vallum in copying, with the original charter
referring to a wall and bank? A florid v could be similar to a b.
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standing of its constructional history (Giggins 1999) and it is clear from
Speed’s map of Northampton that the castle came to dominate the town.

In seeking to understand further the physical expansion of Northampton
after the Norman Conquest it is useful to consider the chronology for the
early history of the parish churches and religious houses. St Peter’s
church was clearly long-established, with origins in Middle Saxon times,
and if we accept that the Portland entry in Domesday Book refers to
Northampton then All Saints” was certainly in existence by shortly after
the Norman Conquest. In any case it appears in a charter of 1108. Four
charters refer to St Giles” sometime between 1109 and 1124; the auth-
enticity of another, relating to the church of the Holy Sepulchre and
purporting to be of similar date, has, however, been questioned; none-
theless the earliest fabric there dates to the second quarter of the twelfth
century. In 1186x1200 Hugh of Avalon, bishop of Lincoln confirmed to
St Andrew’s priory the churches of St Peter, All Saints, St Giles, the Holy
Sepulchre, St Gregory, St Mary, St Michael, St Edmund and St
Bartholomew. St Gregory’s may well go back to pre-Conquest times and
it is a possibility that St Mary’s might also, but St Michael’s, situated in
the New Land (Nova terra), was almost certainly post-Conquest in date.
St Edmund’s and St Bartholomew’s, which were outside the circuit of
the town’s defences, indicate that settlement had spread north and east
of the town by the end of the twelfth century sufficiently densely to
prompt the construction of parish churches in these areas. The patterning
of churches would not be inconsistent with the construction of North-
ampton’s town walls sometime in the first half of the twelfth century,
with most of the parish churches lying within the town but with linear
development beyond the walls served by their own churches. The
relatively small number of parish churches for such a wealthy place
perhaps confirms rapid growth in the late eleventh and twelfth centuries
when the foundation of parish churches was becoming increasingly
strictly regulated.

St Andrew’s priory was founded in the late eleventh century by Simon
de Senlis I. The monks probably settled initially somewhere in what was
later called Horsemarket, next to a pre-existing chapel of St Martin, but
soon moved to the location at the north of the town clearly delineated on
Speed’s map and which at that time was almost certainly outside the
town’s defences (see above). The establishment of St James’ abbey in the
western suburbs by William Peverel at the beginning of the twelfth
century and of the Cluniac nunnery of de la Pré by Simon de Senlis II
during the reign of Stephen underlines the growing importance of
Northampton but tells us little about the appearance of the town itself at
the time. Nonetheless a major suburb certainly grew up during the
twelfth century along the road leading from the west gate of the town
towards St James” abbey. The community was served by St Margaret’s, a
dependent chapel of Upton.



Origins and Early History 23

The thirteenth century saw the coming of the friars, whose missionary
zeal attracted them to major centres of population. The Franciscans
arrived in 1226, the Dominicans ¢.1230, the Carmelites in 1271 and the
Augustinian friars perhaps a little later; the lesser orders of the friars of
the Sack and the Poor Clares were present in Northampton in the later
thirteenth century. There were additionally the hospitals of St John, St
Leonard and Walbeck (Williams 1982, 74; RCHM 1985, 52) but only that
of St John lay within the town walls. By the time of the appearance of the
Franciscans the town walls had been in place a long time; the ability to
accommodate the various orders of friars within the walls, even if the
extent of their final precincts reflects a process of expansion over a period
of centuries, suggests that the area originally enclosed within the town
walls was a speculatively large one, perhaps fuelled by the commercial
prosperity of the time. Certainly the more peripheral areas within the
town walls may well have remained relatively open throughout the
medieval period. In this context we can note that in 1235 Henry III
removed the market from around All Saints” church to an area of waste
to the north, the location of the present Market Square, although Foard
has warned about interpreting ‘waste’ too literally (1995, 115).

In spite of extensive archaeological work within the town, investigations
along the frontages of what were the main commercial and residential
streets have been somewhat limited and those excavations that have been
undertaken have encountered significant later cellarage cutting through
the medieval levels. Elsewhere there is more evidence, but to what extent
are the building patterns observed there representative of the town as a
whole? In St Giles’ Street, just to the east of All Saints’, a stone-founded
building replaced earlier timber structures towards the end of the
thirteenth century (Shaw 1996-7, 101£f). On a Marefair site the first stone
building could not be dated more precisely than twelfth- or thirteenth-
century (Williams 1979, 43ff). A little to the west on the opposite side of
the road a stone building was erected sometime after 1200 (Shaw 1985,
118). To the south, in St Peter’s Street, which was probably of rather lesser
status, somewhat irregularly disposed structures of Late Saxon date were
superseded by timber buildings, set out on either side of a metalled lane
which ran parallel to Marefair, sometime after the late eleventh century.
They themselves began to be replaced by stone buildings probably in the
second half of the thirteenth century (Williams 1979, 140ff). Further to the
east, in Woolmonger Street and Kingswell Street, where large areas have
been archaeologically investigated, the first stone buildings appear to date
from the second half of the thirteenth century (Soden, 1998-9, 73ff; Brown
2008, 210). In the suburbs, at St Edmund’s End a stone building again
succeeded earlier timber structures sometime after 1250 (Shaw 1996-7,
121). The earliest stone structure to have survived in Northampton, other
than a church or fragmentary walls of the castle, is a vaulted undercroft in
George Row, which is probably of fourteenth-century date; similar
undercrofts were recorded on the corner of Gold Street and College Street
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and in the Drapery (RCHM 1985, 56). The fine medieval guildhall or seld,
which lay on the corner of Abington Street and Wood Hill, may have
embraced late thirteenth-century fabric (cf Chapter 4: The seld; Figs 4.2
and 4.3).

One can thus see that at the time of the Norman Conquest Northampton
was set within a defensive circuit of an earth rampart revetted with timber
or stone and fronted by a ditch. Although the town had a roughly
rectilinear network of streets the interior was not densely occupied and
comparatively simple timber buildings were disposed fairly loosely
within this framework. The only stone structures were St Peter’s church
and any other churches established by that time — probably All Saints’
and perhaps one or more of St Gregory’s, St Martin’s and St Mary’s. At
the end of the eleventh century there was a dramatic expansion of
settlement particularly to the east and north but also westwards along
the road to Duston, and the major monastic houses of St Andrew’s and
St James” were founded. Lordly or royal suzerainty was symbolised by
the establishment of what was to become one of the major castles of the
realm. Physical growth of the town was accompanied by rapidly burg-
eoning commercial activity, with Northampton a major centre for wool
and cloth and the home of an important market and fair (see Chapter 3);
perhaps towards the middle of the twelfth century a considerable area,
including St Andrew’s priory, was enclosed by a new defensive circuit.
At this time there were probably sizeable amounts of open space within
the walls. As Northampton prospered during the second half of the twelfth
century, continuing into the thirteenth, the population presumably
increased; from the 1220s the various orders of friars, who were attracted
to the major urban centres, started to arrive in the town and their various
houses spread out to occupy substantial precincts. Perhaps the presence
of academic schools was also a draw. We cannot be sure but it would
appear that apart from the castle, churches and other religious buildings
Northampton was largely a town of timber structures until well into the
thirteenth century when the use of stone for building becomes more
common. This then is the physical townscape, the setting in which we
can examine the evolution of Northampton’s economy and then consider
its governance and the administration of law and order.



Chapter 3
The Urban Economy

In the previous chapter we saw how Northampton had a continuing role
on the stage of history. Its position at the heart of England, situated on
major north-south and east-west route-ways, placed it naturally at the
centre of affairs. It was a shire town and, for much of its earlier medieval
life, its castle was a royal residence favoured by successive kings; the
holding of the town and the castle was strategically important, as in 1264
during the struggle between Henry IIIl and Simon de Montfort. It was also
a major ecclesiastical centre, housing a range of religious orders and
providing a regular meeting place for provincial chapters. Its locational
advantages and political dimension also underpinned and enhanced its
commercial potential and it functioned as a trading centre at a variety of
levels, while its merchants carried their goods to other markets and fairs
near and far. Accordingly, before looking more closely at how the town
was managed and governed in the later thirteenth century, the central
theme of this book, it is essential to enquire further into the economic
factors contributing to its growth and decline in the centuries following
the Norman Conquest.

Northampton is considered first as a market centre, and there is then an
examination of the contribution to the economy of the town made by the
various commodities produced and sold there and the merchants who
traded them. The commercial benefits from the town’s close links to the
crown and its role as a seat of administration and justice are explored,
the impact of the strong presence of the church is assessed and finally the
declining fortunes of Northampton’s Jewish community are briefly
chronicled.

Northampton as a market centre

Northampton had an important role as a market centre supplying the
daily needs of its inhabitants and the surrounding countryside, as a
regional emporium and as the home of one of the great fairs of medieval
England, where traders from further afield might come to buy and sell
their merchandise.

In 1599 Letters Patent granted the town the right to hold a market every
Wednesday, Friday and Saturday, something that is referred to in Letters
Patent of 1618 as ‘heretofore accustomed’ (Markham 1898, 125, 134). We
do not have such a timetable for Northampton’s medieval markets but
the bailiffs” account certainly suggests that at that time there was more
than one market day; although the market tolls were dated by the
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Saturday ending a week, the account was reckoned for the seven days
leading up to and including the Saturday (BA B1-2). The multiplicity of
markets and market areas indicates a thriving trading community. There
were ‘the markets of horses, pigs, cattle, sheep; the toll of bread, ashes;
the market of linen; the toll of the market of wool and skins; ... the toll of
firewood and coal; ... the toll on the sale of fish’ (BA C).! The range of
goods traded is further evidenced by the schedules associated with the
various murage grants (Chapter 13).

Northampton’s markets did not function in isolation and the town must
have had a close relationship with its hinterland, something that we can
only really see in tantalising glimpses. For 1293-4 there were fifty-eight
separate agreements allowing individuals from the surrounding villages
and towns, and from further afield, to buy bread and perhaps other goods
freely in Northampton and then take them away for resale, presumably
back to their home area (BA E; PR2; Fig. 3.1). While the various places
were concentrated in Northamptonshire, with sixty per cent at a distance
of five to nine miles, there were a few to the north in Leicestershire, and
Bedford, Lindsey and possibly Luton were also destinations. Certainly in
the case of Bedford and Lindsey, however, it was not bread that was being
licensed to be carried. One cannot imagine that there was scope for six
carriers from Towcester and eight from Brixworth if all were dealing just
in bread and all were operating throughout the year; it is perhaps
surprising that bread was not being baked more locally to where it was
being consumed, yet there are parallels in Suffolk for bread being carried
from and into the surrounding countryside (see also Chapter 8, Receipts
from agreements).

Masschaele has argued that the complaints of Northampton’s burgesses
in the 1274-5 hundred rolls over the tolls and customs that they were
being required to pay in towns where they claimed they should not pay
them allow a useful map to be created of the trading territory of its
merchants (1997, 139ff). Where freedom from toll was granted by royal
charter it was taken to refer only to freedom from toll in those towns that
were not already in possession of a similar liberty; thus the older the
charter the greater was the geographical extent of the freedom. On
account of the antiquity of their first charter, from Richard I, where they
were granted freedom from toll throughout England, the Northampton
jurors were unhappy about paying tolls to more recently chartered and
indeed unchartered towns, citing some twenty-two places where this had
happened (HR 21.2; see also Fig. 3.2). There were economic peers in
Leicester, Kings Lynn, Ipswich and Winchester and several smaller
regional towns in Stamford, Newark and Torksey. The majority were
important rural markets: Yaxley and St Ives (Huntingdonshire); Ely
(Cambridgeshire), Banbury (Oxfordshire), Melton Mowbray and Market

1 See also the associated discussion in Chapter 8.
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Fig. 3.1. Map of the origins of those licensed to sell bread and other goods in
the bailiffs” account, shown in relation to main routes. Numbers in brackets
after a place indicate the number of individuals licensed from that place.
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Fig. 3.2. Map of towns in dispute with Northampton, according to the hundred
rolls, over tolls and market rights.

Harborough (Leicestershire), Grantham and Spalding (Lincolnshire),
Downham Market (Norfolk), and, closer to home, Towcester, Daventry,
Higham Ferrers and Rothwell (Northamptonshire). Two locations are
uncertain but Deeping was taken by Masschaele to be East Deeping
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(Lincolnshire) and Holme to be Holme-next-the-sea (Norfolk).? Trading
opportunities in these places, which included ports, weekly markets and
fairs, were diverse, but he notes, as with a similar complaint by Lincoln
jurors, how leading rural markets were singled out and lesser ones
ignored.

Alongside and partly overlapping Northampton’s unhappiness about
tolls and the commercial damage that was causing them, was further
discontent relating to how new markets had been set up, in contravention
of the burgesses’ royal liberty, all within a radius of ten miles of the town,
at Brixworth, West Haddon, Daventry, Towcester, Olney, Wollaston and
Wellingborough (HR 10.6; Fig. 3.2).

Fairs, as opposed to regular markets, were more occasional, but extended
over several days and even weeks. The variety of goods found there was
an attraction but a key aspect for both merchants and customers was the
lack of the regulations that pertained to buying and selling elsewhere. All
were free to trade without the restrictions designed to safeguard the
interests of the towns and other communities where markets were held
and trading took place. Local fairs served the surrounding rural comm-
unity, offering goods not normally available in weekly markets, and the
larger fairs attracted both buyers and sellers from further afield. When
exactly they originated is not clear but the thirteenth century was
certainly the heyday of England’s major international fairs. Although they
did not constitute a formal cycle of fairs, like those of Champagne, these
fairs became an annual commercial progress. The earliest in the year was
that at Stamford in Lent, followed by St Ives at Easter, Boston and Kings
Lynn in July, Winchester in September, Westminster in October and
Northampton and Bury St Edmunds in November (Moore 1985, 10ff).

Fairs might, in fact, be a significant source of income to their owner. We
do not know the income derived from Northampton fair for any year but
the profits from St Ives fair amounted to £180 in 1212, while those from
Stamford fair in 1254 were at least £93; the gross receipts from Boston Fair
were an exceptional £289 in 1280, those of St Giles’ fair at Winchester in
1238 and 1239 reached £164,°> and Westminster fair was bringing in over
£90 each year at the end of the thirteenth century (Moore 1985, 12ff; Keene
1985, 1124). Perhaps the major fairs might expect income of upwards of
£100 when they were functioning well. Towards the end of the thirteenth
century and into the fourteenth, however, profits tailed off and indeed

2 Holme-next-the-sea was a port but it is not known to have had a market and
perhaps the hamlet of Holme, in Glatton in the former Huntingdonshire, should
be preferred. It was nearer to Northampton, it was a large estate held by the earl
of Cornwall and there were burgesses there according to the 1279 hundred rolls
(pers. comm. S Raban).

3 This does not represent the full total since a share of unknown size belonged to
the cathedral priory.
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the major fairs of the thirteenth century declined into relative insignific-
ance (Moore 1985, 204ff; cf Chapter 6).

We do not know how early Northampton'’s fair became established but
around the middle of the twelfth century Earl Simon de Senlis II granted
a tenth of the profits of the fair to St Andrew’s priory (SAC2 3r). John can
be seen ordering purchases at the fair between 1212 and 1214, and in 1224
Henry III was ordering the bailiffs to supply blue cloth, lambskin and a
robe of russett or blue (Rot Litt Claus 1: 127,154,177, 580). Some indication
of the presence of the various trading communities at fairs and the scale
of trading in the middle of the thirteenth century can be seen in Table 3.2
where royal purchases at fairs between 1246 and 1249, including that at
Northampton, are tabulated. The source material is, however, incomplete,
probably missing cloth from Flanders and Lincoln as well as a variety of
goods from London merchants, and royal purchases do not necessarily
reflect wider patterns of buying and selling, being focused very much
on cloth, furs and wool-fells. Notwithstanding the limitations of this
evidence, it would seem that merchants were selective and, certainly at
this time, did not attend every fair. Royal buying was reasonably spread
out over the various fairs and merchants did not necessarily obtain sales
in the fairs closest to their respective home towns, with Northampton
merchants, for example, apparently selling more pelura at Winchester than
in their own fair.

The schedule of the renting of shops and other salesplaces during the time
of Northampton'’s fair in 1293-4 (BA F), if this is in fact a complete list of
merchants attending the fair, does not witness a major gathering of
merchants from far afield and there are none readily identified as being
from abroad, although the name Godduskalk (presumably = Godescalc
or Gottschalk) suggests someone of Germanic origins. Among those from
Northampton itself were Robert de Bedford, William de Byry, Adam
Morice, Robert son of Henry, Osbert de Crouthorp, John de Stanford,
Philip le Rous, Philip de Horton and Peter de Leyc’ (F15, 17, 20, 26, 28-
32), all grouped fairly closely together in the schedule. From the county
we can identify William Parson and Robert de Thorp, both of Rothwell
(F1, 3). From further afield there were William de Harne, John May and
William de St Brevell, all from London (F12, 42, 43), Richard Povery and
the servant of Robert Chat from Winchester (F9, 10), Robert Granntpe of
Coventry (F11), William de Parys of Lincoln (F25) and Walter Hereman
of Guildford (F33). Locational bynames may or may not indicate a
person’s residence or origins and must be treated with caution, but
Yardley, Geddington, Barton, Loddington, Cransley and Gayton relate to
Northamptonshire (F1, 3, 6, 7, 8, 53) and from further afield are Keswick,
Stafford, Grimston, Lincoln, Hereford, Ashwell, London, Oxford and
Granby (F2, 14, 19, 22, 34, 38 (and 49, 50), 39, 46, 56) (See also Chapter 4,
Locating the markets and fair). Additional insight into commercial activity
by Northampton merchants, particularly at fairs, is provided below in
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relation to the various goods in which they traded, especially furs and
fleeces, skins and leather, wool, and cloth. Here strong international links
are clearly visible.

Northampton as a producer and supplier

Having considered Northampton’s role as a centre for trade at a variety
of levels attention can now be focused on the produce, goods and services
provided by the merchants and other burgesses of Northampton, both
within the confines of the town and in trading further afield.

Wool, wool-fells, furs, skins and leather

Wool, wool-fells, furs, skins and leather and the trades associated with
them are here treated together in that they all relate to the products from
the outer layers of animals. English wool was highly regarded as a
material for making cloth and it dominated the country’s export trade in
the later thirteenth century (Bell et al. 2007, 8). Furs and wool-fells had
more immediate functional value; today with well-insulated, centrally
heated houses, we tend to forget about the problems of keeping warm in
times gone by. Both for day-time garments and for bed coverings at night
furs and wool-fells were not a luxury but almost a necessity, yet rich furs
added style and elegance to the wealthy (Veale 2003, 2). Wool and ‘furs’
both featured far more prominently in accounts of Northampton’s
commerce in the thirteenth century than the various leather trades
although the converse is the case with regard to street and occupational
bynames; it is only later that leather and particularly shoes came to
prominence. In the bailiffs” account there is a market specifically for wool
and skins, farmed for 24s., and the toll of gloves was separately managed
(BACO, 3, 4).

Although Northampton’s active engagement in the wool trade has been
recognised (Cam 1930b, 27) its central role in the town’s economy has not
been fully appreciated and undue weight has perhaps been given to the
fur trade (Veale 2003, 38). There is an issue of terminology. While
Northampton merchants can be seen supplying ‘greywork’, that is furs
from squirrels, for the most part they were dealing in pel(l)urae, pelles
lanatae or simply pelles. Pelles lanatae were clearly wool-fells and in the
later thirteenth-century Southampton customs accounts pell” (skins), used
alongside pelles lanatae, perhaps also related to wool-fells, contrasting with
the heavier hides referred to as coria (TNA E122/136/1-3). Pelura is
defined in the Dictionary of Medieval Latin from British Sources as ‘a fur, pelt
or similar used to line or trim clothing or furnishing’ and has regularly
been translated in the Calendar of Liberate Rolls as fur (e.g. CLR 1251-60,
153; 1260-7, 187, 193, 217; cf TNA C62/30 m.7; C62/42 m. 6, 11 13). This
translation has also been followed by Veale in respect of the schedule of
royal purchases for 1247-9 from Northampton merchants although she
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elsewhere indicates that while pelura could be a general appellation for
furs it was ‘also used in a more limited sense for lamb and sheepskins’
(2003, 38, 221). As a result she considered merchants of the town dealing
in ‘furs’ as particularly prosperous, but there seems to be little reason for
inland Northampton having been a major emporium for furs arriving
from the colder climes of Scandinavia and the Baltic. One can note that,
while Northampton merchants were supplying pelura, merchants from
Gotland were delivering greywork to the value of £375, with merchants
from Norway providing more limited quantities of the same (TNA
C47/3/29; Tables 3.1 and 3.2).# Different materials are being distingui-
shed. Similarly, in the murage and pavage schedules wool-bearing
sheepskins (pelles lanatae) are listed from the mid-thirteenth century, with
hares, rabbits, foxes, cats and squirrels, and also greywork, first appearing
in 1301 (Table 10.1). One would not expect true furs to have been readily
sourced locally to Northampton; indeed, the colder the climate the greater
are the heat retention properties of a fur, with the finest skins being those
of animals caught in the depths of winter in the coldest climates (Veale
2003, 22). Rather, Northampton’s central location in England and its
association with the trade in wool would favour an active role in the
market for lamb- and sheep-skins, although some supply of fur might be
expected.

Woolmonger Street, first recorded in the early thirteenth century (SJC
182r), appears in the Edward I rental, albeit with only five properties
listed there (REN AB). The earliest reference to a Skinners Street (vicus
pellipariorum) probably dates to the third quarter of the twelfth century
(Mon Angl 5, 209); the south row of the Skinners Row (australe rengium
pellipariorum), implying perhaps also a north row, is known from the later
thirteenth century (SJC 156v; Bodleian, Bridges ms Top. c5, 431). The
Peltry (peletria), the Parmentry (parmentarium) and Glovers Row (rengus
ciroticariorum) are all present in the Edward I rental. Tanners Street (vicus
tannatorum) is referred to in 1304 (SJC 177v) but the Cordwainery (la
cordwaneria) is known from the early thirteenth century (SJC 182r).
Thirteenth-century occupational bynames include Barkere, Cuureur,
Gaunter, Gaunt, Glover, Parcheminer?, Parmentar, Skinner, Tannator and
Tanner. The Parmentry and Parmentar are of interest in relation to furs.
While parmenters came to be thought of as tailors, originally their work
very much concerned the use of fur in garments and one can note at
London that Ralph Pelliparius was also known as Ralph le Parmenter
(Veale 2003, 40).

We can now examine in more detail Northampton’s involvement in the
trade in wool and wool-fells in the thirteenth century and also look at

4 Veale (2003, 38) gives a figure of £190 14s. 2d. as the total for Northampton
merchants, almost all for furs. The correct total is £203 8s. 6d. of which £179 18s.
8d. related to pelura and £23 8s. 6d. to cloth.

5 Parchment-maker.
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Table 3.1: Royal purchases from Northampton merchants at fairs 1246-9.
Summary in Table 3.2 (Source - TNA C47/3/29)

1246-7 1247-8 2 1248-9
=
~ § = '§ §
3 SE|Y T
Sz g § 8|2 & &
Merchant glF 2 T 8|23 S Value of pelura sales
Sle s 2218 2 &
Andrew, Geoffrey son of X £112s.
Chaumpenys, Ralph X £7 1s. 4d.
X X X X £2 16s.; £9 8s; £4 2s.; £11 9s. 2d.
X X £114s.;£1412s.
Chaumpenys, Simon X £117s. 4d.
X 17s. 6d.
Dod, Benedict X £5 5s. 4d.
X X £1 14s.; £16 6s. 8d.
X X £5 12s.1; £1 13s.
Duraunt, Gilbert X £1 4s.
Fonte, William de X £2 14s.
X X £1 8s.; £2 16s.
X £1 8s.
Hetherington, William de X £3
X £1 13s. 4d.
John, Henry son of X £3 12s.
Kynne, Thomas X £7 16s.
X £310s. 4d.
X £1 8s.
Loverd, William le X X X 15s.; £2 6s.; 11s. 10d.
Mangeben, Robert X £312s.
X X X 15s.; £7 10s.; 20s.2
Merlin, Philip X 14s.
Merlin, Richard X X £1 10s.; £1 10s.
X 17s.
Norreys, Geoffrey le X X 12s. 6d.; 15s.
Norhampton, Luke de X £3
X X X £1 8s.; £1 10s.; £2 18s.
X £1 13s.
Pach, Robert X £13 6s.
X X X X £1 10s.; £1 8s.; £3 1s.; 15s. 9d.
X £1
Rowell, Walter de X £4 8s.
Terlington, Simon X £3
Watford, Robert de X £2 12s.9d.

1 for John Bifeld
2 for Walter de Rowell

Totals: Winchester 1247, £51 4s. Northampton 1247, £22 2s. 9d. St Ives 1248, £29 4s. 4d. Boston
1248, £12 6s. Winchester 1248, £30 16s. 7d. Northampton 1248, £14 1s. Bury St Edmunds 1248,
£5 12s. Stamford 1249, £14 12s. Total £179 18s. 8d.
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Cloth purchases from Northampton merchants: St Ives, 1248: Hugh le Laner £4 2s. 4d. Alan
Plumbe £5 13s 2d. John Speciarius £1 18s. Robert Gernun £2 3s. 9d. —total £13 17s. 3d.
Northampton, November 1248: Henry son of John £1 10s. In London 1248-9: William Gaugy
£8 2s. 7d. Total £23 9s. 10d.

Table 3.2: Royal purchases at fairs and in London 1246-9 (Source TNA
C47/3/29). Note: purchases of London pelura in London are ongoing dur-
ing the regnal year.

Northampton Northampton Oxford Rouen Leicester Stamford
pelura cloth cloth various linen cloth
1246
St Ives regnal yr 30
Boston 30 £16 14s. 8d.
Winchester 30
Northampton 31 £3 1s. 4d.
1247
Stamford 31 £1 16s.
St Ives 31 £21 3s.1%d.
Boston 31 16s.
Winchester 31 £51 4s. £6 19s.8%d.
Bury 32
Northampton 32 £22 2s.9d. £4 11s.9d. £1 2s.
31 London 1246-7
1248
Stamford 32 £9 7s. 4d. £7 18s. 3d.
St Ives 32 £29 4s.4d. £1317s. 3d. £9 17s. 6d.  £8 19s. 5d. £28 14s. %d.
Boston 32 £12 6s. £17  6s. £5 3s. 4d.
Winchester 32 £30 16s. 7d. £3 0s. 3d. £30 16s.
Bury 33 £5 12s.
Northampton 33~ £14 1s. £1 10s. £9 14s.10d. £1
32 London 1247-8 £2  6s. 8d.
1249
Stamford 33 £14 12s. £5 11s. 1d. £13 11s. 2d. £8 17s. 8d.
St Ives 33 £8 8s.9%d. £11 11s.11d. £2 16s. 3d.
Boston 33
33 London 1248-9 £8 2s. 7d. £5 3s.3d. £6 3s.9d.
Lynn 31 18s.
Lynn 32
Ely 32 55.
Ely 33
Ipswich 33

Total £179 18s. 8d. £23 9s.10d. £57 11s. 3d. £112 6s. 1d. £6 3s.9d. £77 14s.
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Table 3.2 continued: Royal purchases at fairs and in London 1246-9
(Source TNA C47/3/29). Note: purchases of London pelura in London are
ongoing during the regnal year.
York Gotland Norway Bury Wycombe Coventry
cloth fur fur cloth, etc. cloth cloth
1246
St Ives regnal yr 30 £1 6s. 6d.
Boston 30
Winchester 30 £12 15s.
Northampton 31

1247

Stamford 31

St Ives 31 £22 2s. 7d. £13 8s. 4d.
Boston 31

Winchester 31

Bury 32 £15 6s.
Northampton 32

31 London 1246-7

1248

Stamford 32

St Ives 32 £35 b5s. 2d. £16 3s. 2d.

Boston 32 £46 17s. 6d. £2 13s.

Winchester 32 £10 5s. 4d.
Bury 33

Northampton 33 £34 10s. 4d.

32 London 1247-8 £19 1s. 8d.

1249

Stamford 33 £45 18s. 1d.

St Ives 33 £17 8s. 6d. £2 16s.10d.
Boston 33 £136 9s. £10 6s.

33 London 1248-9 £149 16s. 8d.

Lynn 31

Lynn 32 £7 15s. 3d.

Ely 32 £1 19s.
Ely 33 £23 7s. 6d.

Ipswich 33

Total £189 7s. 5d. £375 12s. 4d. £10 6s. £64 8s.10d. £10 5s.4d. £1 19s.
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Table 3.2 continued: Royal purchases at fairs and in London 1246-9
(Source TNA C47/3/29). Note: purchases of London pelura in London are
ongoing during the regnal year.

1246

St Ives regnal yr 30
Boston 30
Winchester 30
Northampton 31

1247

Stamford 31

St Ives 31

Boston 31
Winchester 31
Bury 32
Northampton 32
31 London 1246-7

1248

Stamford 32

St Ives 32

Boston 32
Winchester 32
Bury 33
Northampton 33
32 London 1247-8

1249

Stamford 33

St Ives 33

Boston 33

33 London 1248-9

Lynn 31
Lynn 32
Ely 32

Ely 33
Ipswich 33

Total

Colchester  Nottingham St Albans
cloth cloth cloth
£2 16s. 8d. £2 7s.3%d.
£1 16s. 1d.
£6 8s. 3d.
£2 9s. 6d.
£7 15s.
£4 10s. 1d.
£12 15s. 1d. £11 14s. 5d. £4 3s. 4%d.

Heydon
cloth

£6 8s. 4d.

£6 8s. 4d.

Banbury Cricklade
cloth cloth
£4 14s. 3d.
£10 3s. 1d.
£10 3s. 1d. £4 14s. 3d.
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Table 3.2 concluded: Royal purchases at fairs and in London 1246-9
(Source TNA C47/3/29). Note: purchases of London pelura in London are
ongoing during the regnal year.

Lynn
pelura

1246

St Ives regnal yr 30
Boston 30
Winchester 30
Northampton 31

1247

Stamford 31

St Ives 31

Boston 31
Winchester 31
Bury 32
Northampton 32
31 London 1246-7

1248

Stamford 32

St Ives 32

Boston 32
Winchester 32
Bury 33
Northampton 33
32 London 1247-8

1249

Stamford 33

St Ives 33

Boston 33

33 London 1248-9

Lynn 31
Lynn 32

Ely 32 £4 9s. 6d.

Ely 33
Ipswich 33

Total £4 9s. 6d.

Winchester London London
various pelura linen

£5 7s.6d. £1 1s.6d.

£31 17s. 9d.
£4  6s.

£2 b5s.

£9 2s. 6d.

£3 10s.10d. £26 14s.10d. £9 16s.10d.

8s. 4d.

£5 5s.6d. £22 3s.6%d.

£49 18s. 7d. £33 14s. 8d. £34 5s.4%d.

Total

£1  6s. 6d.

£16
£19
£3

£12
£61
£12
£90
£21
£27

£2

£17
£144
£92
£84
£5
£60
£87

£88
£43
£146
£196

£7
£7
£23
£4

14s.
4s.
1s.

18s.
18s.
15s.

8d.

4d.

7d.

2d.

1s.5%d.

18s.
16s.
5s.

5s.
0s.

9d.
6d.

7d.
4%d.

0s.10d.

0s.
12s.
16s.
. 4d.

18s.
15s.
3s.
7s.
10s.

£1,28019s.

8d.

2d.

. 7%d.

. 3%d.

3d.

6d.
1d.



38 Town and Crown

some of the merchants themselves. Wool was present in sufficient
quantities at Northampton fair in 1218 to be worth seizing in order to
contribute to the indemnity to Prince Louis of France, English wool
merchants in effect having to make a major contribution. Ralph son of
Lefwin, bailiff of Lincoln, is subsequently recorded being recompensed
for four sacks of wool so seized at Northampton (Lloyd 1977, 15; Rot Litt
Claus 1: 383, 385).

The custumal very clearly indicates that the buying and selling of wool
by strangers was closely regulated and controlled by the town'’s officials
(CUS 18, 37, 56). Strangers who wished to sell wool had to sell it as a
single lot, and since they were only allowed to buy from a burgess, in
effect that meant that they could also only sell to a burgess. All sales had
to be conducted in the common seld except by licence of the bailiffs and
all deals involving strangers would incur a charge of 6d. per sack of wool
and the usual custom to the bailiffs. Since there was a separate market for
wool and skins and strangers had to sell at the seld, a separate seld for
the market of wool and skins may perhaps be indicated. In the 1252 and
1301 murage and 1285 pavage grants there are schedules for sacks of
wool, fleeces and wool-fells (Chapter 10).

Royal purchases of pelura from Northampton merchants in various fairs
between September 1247 and Lent 1249 are set out in Table 3.1. The sales
amounted to £179 18s. 8d. out of total purchases for the wardrobe of
almost £1,300 (Table 3.2; see n.4 above), but the accounts are only partial,
the incomplete roll stopping perhaps before the end of purchases from
London merchants and no purchases of cloth from Lincoln were listed,
although they would seem to have amounted to £505 5s. 5d. over a
slightly longer period (CLR 1245-51, 261). Recorded purchases of pelura
from London at this time only amounted to £33 14s. 8d. The high value
of the royal purchases from Northampton, when set alongside the other
royal purchases listed, underlines the importance of the trade to the town.
In 1265 £20 4s. 6d. was allocated to the bailiffs for pelura taken that year
in Northampton fair, and £13 9s. for pelura taken in Stamford fair,
including £9 15s. for Jordan le Rinch, who is not encountered elsewhere
(TNA C62/42 m.6, 11, 13; cf CLR 1260-7, 187, 193, 217 where pelura are
translated as ‘furs’). Unpaid debts amounting to more than £500, incurred
by the king and others for pelura in the third quarter of the thirteenth
century, are cited in the hundred rolls (HR X2, 3, 5, 8,9).

As a result of the conflict between Margaret, countess of Flanders, and
Henry III there was a total ban on the export of wool between September
1270 and March 1271. Subsequently wool could only be exported by
licence until January 1274 when the last licences were issued (Lloyd 1977,
31ff). The extensive nature of the wool trade is clear. In addition to those
from England, merchants receiving licences came from Florence and
Lucca in Italy, Cahors and Montpelier in southern France, and Amiens,
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Cambrai, Rouen, Paris and St Omer in northern France; there were also
merchants from Germany and a few from Spain. Three hundred and
twenty-one English merchants are listed, including ninety-six from
London, forty from Winchester, nineteen from Southampton, fifteen each
from Andover and Newcastle, twelve from Shrewsbury and ten from
Dunstable and Lynn. None is identified as being from Northampton
(Lloyd 1977, 51), but see below. During this same time a number of
individuals may have exported wool from Northampton without a
licence: Drew Malerbe of Northampton, eighty sacks of wool to Rouen
through London and Southampton; Adam le Mazerer of Northampton,
five sacks (route and destination not stated); Roger le Plummer, two sacks
through Southampton (destination not stated); Henry Lovet, sixty-eight
sacks to Rouen through Southampton; Martin le Wayder, three sacks of
woolly skins to Rouen through Southampton; merchants from Florence,
twenty-six sacks of wool through Boston (destination not stated); and two
merchants from Paris, twenty sacks through Southampton (destination
not stated) (HR 39).°

It is interesting to look at Andrew Malerbe and Martin le Wayder further.
In 1271-2 a Drew Malerbe, merchant of the king of France, was granted
royal licences to export ninety-five sacks of wool on his own and twenty
sacks jointly with John Dray (CPR 1266-72, 559, 563, 686) and in 1272-3 a
Drew” Malerbe, merchant of Amiens, was granted several licences (CPR
1266-72, 686, 690; CPR 1272-81, 35, 39, 65). A little later, in 1287-8, Drew
Malerbe exported thirteen sacks and twenty-seven stones of wool through
Lynn (TNA E122/93/1), and then 379 pell’, perhaps wool-fells, through
Southampton in 1288-9, and a further 1320 pell” in 1290-1 (TNA
E122/136/2; E122/136/3). In 1293-4 Andrew Malerbe can be seen as a
major woad merchant operating on behalf of the king of France (de
potestate regis Franciae). When the goods of French merchants were
confiscated at this time, as a result of the hostilities with France, the total
monies due to Andrew for woad amounted to £294 10s. from two
customers at Lincoln (£8 19s.), twenty at Stamford (£154 17s. 10d.), two
at Wainsfleet £4 10s.), three at Northampton (£8 15s.) and a further six in
the county (£35 4s.), eight in Bedfordshire and Buckinghamshire (£61 5s.)
and two at Leicester (£21)(TNA E101/126/7/9). Andrew Malerbe would
certainly appear to have been a burgess of Northampton, being identified
in the Edward I rental as paying 2d. for his gate in Bridge Street (REN
AC16); again, among the letters from foreigners asking for delivery of
their possessions that had been confiscated, dating to sometime during
the reign of Edward I, is one relating to an Onerye Malerbe, who was born
in Amiens and had then been resident for ten years in Northampton,
where he was a burgess, with a wife and children who had been born

6 Asack of wool was a large quantity, each sack containing between about 180 and
250 fleeces. A whole wagon would be required to transport a single sack
(Spufford 2002, 327).

7 Also referred to as Andrew and Drogo.
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there (TNA E101/126/26/18). Presumably Andrew and Onerye are the
same person. Lloyd noted that among the 128 merchants of Amiens
granted royal licences to export wool between 1270 and 1274 there were
a few Yorkshiremen, who would seem to have held burgess rights at
Amiens, and who were sometimes enrolled as merchants of the king of
France (1977, 48). It would seem that Andrew Malerbe of Northampton
had a similar association with Amiens and France and was thus well
placed to develop two-way commerce, importing woad to England and
exporting wool and fleeces.

On the two occasions he is recorded using the port of Southampton,
Andrew Malerbe shared a ship with Martin de Northampton and William
de Frevell (probably Fréville, a town near Rouen), and in three further
instances Martin and William used the same boat. In 1286-7 Martin
exported three sacks and forty-two cloves of wool and 107 wool-fells; in
1288-9 one sack and forty-four cloves of wool and 250 pell’; and in 1290-
1 501 pell’, then five sacks of wool and six hundred pell’, and then five
hundred pell” (TNA E122/136/1; TNA E122/136/2; E122/136/3). As
noted above Martin le Wayder was one of the Northampton merchants
named in the hundred rolls as exporting without a licence, again through
Southampton, and in 1290-1 Martin le Waidir exported eleven hundred
pell” through Southampton (E122/136/3). Again among the letters from
foreigners asking for delivery of their possessions which had been
confiscated, in fact on the same sheet as the one containing that of Onerye
Malerbe, is one for Martin le Wayder (the Woader) which claims he was a
native of Normandy and a burgess of Northampton certainly for twenty
years.® He too had a wife and children born there. Are these Martins all
the same person and do we have a further example of a wealthy
Northampton wool and woad merchant? In terms of integration with the
town of Northampton Martin apparently went further than Andrew,
‘Martin le Weidour’ being elected bailiff in 1286-7.

In 1272 Hugh de Staunford, and similarly in 1273 William le Mercer, both
merchants of Rouen, obtained licences to export wool (CPR 1266-72, 690;
CPR 1272-81, 36). A Hugh de Staunford was bailiff in Northampton in
1284-5 and certainly more than one William le Mercer was active in
Northampton affairs in the thirteenth century. Northampton’s association
with Rouen can be noted in the claims of illegal export in the hundred
rolls (see above), but neither name is distinctive enough to be able to
assert dual identities similar to those of Andrew and Martin without some
hesitation. One can note, however, again among the confiscations from
merchants of the king of France, twenty quarters of woad in the
storehouse of Pentecost de Kershalton; the jurors claimed that Mansel,
who is stated to be his partner from Amiens (frater eius de Ambiani), had a
share in the goods (E101/126/7/8). Clearly there were strong commercial
links between Northampton and northern France.

8 The manuscript is not clear, reading either xx or xxx years.
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There is another intriguing case relating to wool merchants. Among
sixteen Dunstable merchants obtaining licences between 1271 and 1274
to export substantial quantities of wool were William le Pessoner (or le
Peschur, le Fisher and variants), John Duraunt and Henry Chadde, who
dealt in wool from around Dunstable, from the Chiltern hills and the
adjoining clay vales, as well as from St Albans abbey and the Knights
Templar. Between them they lost wool to the value of £456 14s. 2d. in 1265,
and of £800 1s. 8d. in 1270. In 1272-3 William and John obtained various
licences for exporting up to 760 sacks of wool and they are recorded as
having exported 334 sacks (Lloyd 1977, 54ff; see also CPR 1266-72, 699;
CPR 1272-81,15, 23-6, 35, 37-9, 64-5). While William le Pessoner might not
be an uncommon name for a fishmonger, it was perhaps less so for a wool
merchant of substance. William son of Thomas of Northampton (other-
wise known as William le Pessoner) in 1274 obtained a licence ‘to trade
in wool or other goods in the realm ... on condition that he do not take
them without the realm ...” (CPR 1272-81, 67). William, mayor of North-
ampton on no less than nine occasions (see Chapter 15), was certainly a
man of considerable wealth and it is perhaps possible that, as a commer-
cial venture, he worked in partnership with wool merchants from the
Dunstable area, leading to him being identified in the patent rolls as a
result of his activity there, as William le Pessoner, merchant of Dunstable.
It is noticeable that while John Duraunt can be shown to have owned land
in the Dunstable area and appears a number of times in the annals of
Dunstable priory in respect of his relations with the priory (Annales de
Dunstaplia, 275, 302, 313), William le Pessoner is not readily visible.’

Some other Northampton wool merchants can be identified about this
time. William le Mire, who had royal letters to carry his wool within the
kingdom and elsewhere (HR 21.5), was attached to answer Robert de Acre
and his brother Reginald regarding five sacks of wool worth £35 (Bell et
al. 2006, no 62), in 1274 William Cirugyen of Northampton obtained,
alongside William son of Thomas, a licence ‘to trade in wool or other
goods in the realm ...” (see above) and around 1280 John le Megre,
Thomas del Sartrin, Thomas de Patishall and Thomas Everard, burgesses
of Northampton, were apparently in dispute with Italian merchants over
payment for six sacks of wool, worth 84m., although this perhaps related
to formalising an advance payment for the wool (Bell et al. 2006, no 34).
In 1284 Thomas de Sartrino, this time with Henry Lungevill’, had
apparently failed to deliver five sacks of wool to John Kays’, merchant
(JUS C57).

9 The only reference traced to a William Pessuner at Dunstable relates to the
taxation of 1297 but his ninth amounted to a lowly 16%d. compared with 46s.
3%d. for John Duraunt, deceased (Gaydon 1959, 90), and there must be doubt
whether this is the same William le Pessoner who can be seen as the merchant
working alongside John Duraunt in the 1270s. It can be noted that there were
also two men named William of Dunstable, father and son, who were wool
merchants of Winchester (Keene 1985, 1219).
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Purchases of furs, comprising linings of bis and minever worth £32 1s.,
were made from Northampton merchants at Stamford fair in Lent 1249
(TNA E101/350/4). Robert Peche (cf Table 3.1) was again one of the
merchants, along with William de Ebor’, bailiff in 1265-6. Sandwiched
between them in the account were Nicholas de Norht’, Jordan de Norht’
and Ralph de Norht’, who were presumably Northampton merchants,
although they have not been encountered elsewhere. In 1254 £68 6s. 4d.
was allocated to Benedict Dod of Northampton and his partners for sixty
pieces of greywork taken at St Ives fair (CLR 1251-60, 171). The frozen
north, however, was the main royal source of greywork and the like, as is
evidenced by the wardrobe accounts set out in Table 3.2.

It is clear, when all the above evidence is taken into consideration, that
Northampton merchants dealing in wool and wool-fells were engaged in
a truly international trade and contributed significantly to Northampton’s
economy in the thirteenth century, while furs, if less important, also had
a role to play.

Tanning became a sizeable industry in Northampton from late medieval
times, and excavations to the south-east of St Peter’s church have revealed
an extensive tanning complex, stretching over a number of properties and
which perhaps started operating in the later fifteenth century (Williams
1979, 97f, 145; Shaw 1996), but archaeological investigations and docu-
mentary research have revealed little about the trade earlier. It is only in
the seventeenth century that the shoemaking industry in Northampton
really took off (Greenall 2000, 82) but in 1524 the town already had a
substantial number of shoemakers (Dyer 1979, 76). No significance should
be attached to the contrabreves to the bailiffs of Northampton, to buy 150
pairs of shoes, half at 5d. per pair and half at 4%2d. in 1265 (CLR 1260-7,
190), and for 100 pairs of shoes, half at 5d. per pair and half at 4'2d. per
pair in 1266 (CLR 1260-7, 214), the shoes being for Maundy distribution
by the king. Tanned and untanned hides are chargeable in the murage
and pavage schedules, and also Cordovan leather (Table 10.1)

Cloth

The manufacture of cloth was clearly important to Northampton’'s
prosperity in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries but detailed evidence
is somewhat elusive and the story has to be assembled from somewhat
fragmentary references.

Weavers’ Street (vicus tixtorum) and Fullers’ Street (vicus fullonum) are both
found in the Edward I rental (Z6 and Z5), the latter being first recorded
in the early thirteenth century (SJC 157r). At a similar date there was a
fuleria (SJC 182r).The Drapery, again present in the rental, although
deleted (K8), is first mentioned in the early thirteenth century (SJC 182r).
Thirteenth-century occupational bynames include Deister, Draper,



The Urban Economy 43

Napper, Sherman, Taylur, Telarius, Tinctor and Waydur. It is interesting
to note the separate toll on ashes (BA C5), which was used in dyeing as a
mordant with woad to produce deep blue, perse cloths (Carus-Wilson
1967, 216, 221). The custumal contains a number of clauses relating to
yarn (CUS 18, 45), weaving (CUS 59-61), woad (CUS 55, 63) and dyeing
(CUS 47-51).

The respective sums paid by textile-producing towns in 1202 to be free
from King Richard’s assize, which was an attempt to standardise the
width and quality of cloth, provide a good indication of the relative
prosperity of the industry across the country at that time. Northampton’s
fine was £10, the same as those of Leicester and Winchester, and more
than those of a fair number of towns associated with the production of
cloth. Only Lincoln, York, Newcastle and Beverley gave more (Table 3.3).
In 1334 it was claimed that in the time of Henry III there were ‘three
hundred cloth-workers, (overours de draps) in Northampton who paid on
every cloth a fixed sum towards the farm of the town, as well as a fixed
rent from their houses ... which amounted, with other customs, to half
the said farm; which profits were soon afterwards totally lost” (Parl R ii,
85). We do not know whether these workers were solely weavers or
included those engaged in finishing cloth, for ‘operarius pannorum’ is
employed in the custumal for someone engaged in dyeing (CUS 47) and
elsewhere the phrase ‘operatores pannorum qui textores sunt’, indicating that
cloth-workers included weavers, would suggest that the designation
‘cloth-worker” included a range of trades (CUS 60).1° Perhaps, then, in the
time of Henry III there might have been upwards of a hundred weavers
in the town. The hundred roll jurors claimed in 1274-5 that fullers,
weavers, dyers and drapers, as well as other craftsmen, had left the town
because they were too heavily taxed (HR 10.8). In 1293-4, according to the
bailiffs” account, the farm was still benefiting from twenty-three
individuals contributing the custom on looms (ustilagium) — a total of 11s.
6d. (BA]), with twenty-four payments of felteragium, the custom due,
possibly, for fulling (BA 1), and there would also have been dyers in the
town.

Towards 1300 cloth production may well have been substantially reduced
from what it was earlier in the thirteenth century, with Northampton
cloths seeming to have disappeared from Italian and other continental
markets (Chorley 1988, 6ff), but the industry was not yet dead. A
continuing decline into the fourteenth century, however, would parallel
the sorry downward path of cloth manufacture at Oxford, Leicester,
Winchester and Lincoln, and the 1334 petition suggests that by that time
there was not a single cloth-worker left in the town (see above). The
petitions to the crown from Northampton and elsewhere in the early

10 Overours de draps is translated as ‘workers of cloth” by Cam (1930b, 26) but
weavers by Munroe (1999, 121).
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Table 3.3: Towns paying to be free of the assize of cloth in 1202. (Source:
Pipe R 4 John xx, and 202 for Newcastle which is wrongly entered in the
list on p. xx — cf Bridbury 1982, 29, 35 n.3)

Payment
£26 13s. 4d.
£20

£16 13s. 4d.
£13 6s. 8d.
£10

£6 13s. 4d.
£5

£4

£3 6s. 8d.
£213s. 4d.
£2

£1 13s. 4d.
£1 6s. 8d.
£1

10s.

Place

Lincoln

York

Newcastle

Beverley

Leicester, Northampton, Winchester

Gloucester, Stamford

Bury St Edmunds, Coventry, Hereford, Norwich,
Worcester

Hedon

Grimsby, Nottingham

Bedford, Warwick

Berkhamsted, Huntingdon, Reading
Newark

Chesterfield, St Albans

Sudbury

Baldock, Barton on Humber
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fourteenth century were not just cases of burgesses unjustifiably pleading
economic woe in order to try to reduce the farm of their respective towns
(Munroe 1999, 120). A significant reason for the decline would appear to
be that production in English textile towns was based largely on the
export of cheaper cloths to southern Europe. With the unstable times in
the late thirteenth century, increasing costs of marketing and transport
made this trade economically unsustainable (ibid., 139). Cloth manu-
facture would revive in Northampton later in the middle ages but the
industry’s demise there in the later thirteenth century was a significant
body blow to the town’s prosperity.

We have little information on the nature of the cloth produced at North-
ampton, that being sold by Northampton merchants in many instances
just being referred to as pannus. ‘Northamptons’, however, whether
referring to the town specifically or more generally to a type of cloth also
produced in other cloth towns of eastern England, occur in price
schedules in northern Italy and Portugal dating to the mid-thirteenth
century (Chorley 1988, 2ff). Although Carus-Wilson considered Beverley,
Lincoln, Stamford and Northampton as towns specialising in fine-quality
cloths (1967, 211) and Miller attributed russets and medium quality cloths
to Leicester, Northampton, Beverley and York (1965, 70) Northamptons
would appear to have belonged to the cheaper end of the market. In the
Italian and Portuguese price schedules Northamptons, both plains and
rays, were at the lower part of the price range, like many cheaper cloths
from Flanders and the adjacent region (Chorley 1988, 3ff). In 1300-1 Philip
le Rus supplied rayed Stamfords to the wardrobe, at 46s. 8d. a cloth the
most inexpensive of those recorded in that account (TNA E101/359/18)
and following the imposition of the Carta Mercatoria in 1303 ‘Northamp-
tons’ were among lighter, cheaper cloths not subject to this specific export
tax (Munroe 1999, 109, 116; also 118). A little further detail can be provided
on types of Northampton cloth: in 1254 Benedict Dod and other men of
Northampton supplied the royal buyers with six cloths of burnet and six
of dark blue (pers’) (CLR 1251-60, 172), and in March 1292 the cloths that
Robert son of Henry had prepared for taking to Stamford fair comprised
scarlet cloths, striped cloths, blue cloths, burnet cloths and camlot cloths
and other cloths (scarletos, radiatos, bluettos, burnetos et kamelotos et alios
pannos) (Sayles 1938, 114). The custumal refers to imperial cloth (pannus
imperialis) and white striped cloth (albus stragulatus) (CUS 47).

Purchases of cloth by the wardrobe from Northampton merchants in
1247-9 amounted only to £23 9s. 10d., far less than the £179 18s. 8d. paid
for pelura in the same time, and for the most part recorded sales are not
high (cf Table 3.1). In 1251 Robert son of John was paid £2 8s. 4d. for cloth
taken at Northampton fair in 1248, and Thomas Young £4 5s., Randal
Mustardir £2 1s. 2d. and Adam Gaugi £1 13s. 11d. for cloth bought at St
Ives fair in 1247 (CLR 1245-51, 340). Walter Skir provided cloth worth 18s.
at Boston fair in 1248 (ibid., 352). In addition to the somewhat meagre sales
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shown in Tables 3.1 and 3.2 Northampton merchants can be seen supply-
ing cloth worth £23 0s. 4d. at St Ives fair in 1254 (CLR 1251-60, 172) and
Theobald de Houghton cloth worth £5 11s. 7d. at Boston fair, perhaps in
1265 (CLR 1260-7, 195). In 1279, however, Philip de Horton and John le
Megre, then mayor of Northampton, were licensed to trade with eighty
cloths each ‘notwithstanding the recent prohibition against cloths not of
the right measure” (CPR 1272-81, 305, 312) and in 1300-1 Philip le Rus
supplied to the royal household twenty-four cloths of ‘rayed stamfort’
worth £56, which was by far the greatest amount of that cloth then taken;
John Caudron, perhaps the farmer of the toll on linen cloth at Northamp-
ton (BA C7), supplied two coloured cloths worth £8 (TNA E101/359/18).

Northampton, in particular its fair, was a market for cloth from the major
cloth production centres. In 1269 the wardrobe acknowledged expendit-
ure there on cloth from Douai merchants worth £274 3s.4d. (CPR 1266-72,
393). The merchants of Douai and Ypres regularly made sales to the
wardrobe at this time but the purchases are not listed separately against
the various fairs. Thus we have sales by Ypres merchants worth £270 2s. 8d.
and by Douai merchants worth £462 10s. at Northampton, Stamford and
St Ives in 1252-3 (CLR 1251-60, 128); by Ypres merchants worth £68 4s. 8d.
and by Douai merchants worth £189 4s. 10d. at Northampton and Bury
St Edmunds in 1255 (CLR 1251-60, 192); and by Ypres merchants worth
£47 12s. at Northampton and Bury St Edmunds, probably in 1258 (CLR
1251-60, 449). Merchants from Stamford, Oxford and York are also
recorded at Northampton (TNA C47/3/29; Table 3.2). In 1294, as part of
the arrest of goods of foreign merchants cloth from Ypres worth £6 8s.,
from Douai worth £6 13s. 4d. and from St Omer worth £15 was seized
from Osbert de Crouthorp (TNA E101/126/7/9).

Specific types of cloth listed in the murage tariffs at Northampton
included worsted, linen, linen of Aylesham and silk (MUR 1301). There
was a separate toll for linen cloth in the bailiffs” account (BA C7) but the
lack of mention of cloth more generally suggests that custom for cloth
was included in the weekly market tolls (BA B).

Cloth and those involved in its manufacture and distribution can thus be
seen to have played a significant part in Northampton’s commercial life
during the thirteenth century, even if we can only see dimly the precise
nature of the industry and its players. From the middle of the century
there are sufficient signs to indicate that, as with some other major cloth
towns, its continental markets were contracting and manufacturing was
in decline.

Other trades and crafts

We have little evidence with regard to other trades and crafts. Gold Street
suggests an area where precious metals were worked and sold and
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Orfever and Orpher occur as bynames in the thirteenth century, with
William le Orpher having once held a tenement in Gold Street (REN P7)."
Goldsmiths were required as assayers during the recoinage of 1247-8 and
the two men appointed for Northampton were Robert de Arderne and
Robert son of Nicholas (Hall 1897, 1076). Neither of these men is other-
wise known at Northampton. Other bynames relating to metal-working
include Faber, Ferrator, Irnemonger, Lorimer and Niveman. In 1224, when
besieging Bedford, Henry III was able to call on smiths of Northampton
for 4,000 well-headed and feathered quarrels and 150 good pickaxes (Rot
Litt Claus 612, 613, 615). A number of bynames, such as Marechal, Stablir
and Whelwrihte relate to the stabling of horses and the repair of carts,
work evidenced in the prise for the visit of Edward I in 1300-1 (PRIS H, ).
Other crafts represented include carpentry, bow-making (Bowyer), making
and repairing barrels (Cuppere, Cuppator), making maple-wood bowls
(Maserer), potting and painting. There is, however, surprisingly little
evidence for building trades although there must have been an ongoing
need for construction and repair, for private and public works. The overall
variety of trades indicates a major urban centre, but it is difficult to assess
the contribution that these somewhat invisible individuals made to the
financial wellbeing of the town.

Food and drink

The most basic need, then as now, was for food and drink. In terms of
street names the quarter of the retailers, or perhaps street traders,
(regratorium) is known from the third quarter of the twelfth century
(RCHM 1985, 52), and in the rental of Edward I we meet the rows where
corn, and barley, oats and dredge were sold and then Butchers Row and
the row opposite the bakers (REN G, H, M, I). Cow Lane (REN B7)
perhaps relates to the bringing of livestock to the town on the hoof, if only
to Cow Mede to which it leads, and shepcheping has been noted earlier.
Occupational bynames might be inherited but those found in the various
thirteenth-century sources presented in this volume include examples
relating to butchers, bakers, fishmongers, a poulterer, millers, garlic-
mongers, spicers, a maltmonger, a brewster and several taverners.

The bailiffs’ account shows that by the end of the thirteenth century
Northampton was an active centre for the supply of foodstuffs to the
town and the area around. The markets for horses, pigs, cattle and sheep
were farmed for £6 (BA C2). Twenty-nine butchers and fifty fishmongers
paid stallage charges of 18s. 7d. and £1 4s. respectively (BA D, H), and
the farm for the fish market was 36s. There would have been regular
trading and there was sudden demand. The indenture for the royal prise
for the visit of Edward I to Northampton in December 1300 — January

11 Orfever, with variants, was the Anglo-Norman for goldsmith; cf the similar
sounding Latin aurifaber.
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1301 lists twenty-four butchers and fishmongers supplying meat and fish
worth £59 3s. and for the visit of Thomas, the infant son of Edward I, in
July 1301, meat worth £22 13s. 3'%4d., fish worth £36 5s. 3d. and poultry
worth 11s. 9d. were taken (TNA E360/3/13). Oxen, cows, sheep, goats
and pigs all figured in the murage and pavage grant schedules and from
1252 large quantities of fish would appear to have been brought to the
town for sale, the scale of charges including provision for a cart load of
sea-fish and for herrings measured by the thousand (Table 10.1). These
charges for marine fish would seem to indicate that fish was regularly
conveyed from some distance and this is reinforced by the custom relating
to the forestalling of fish (CUS 29), which prohibited the buying of fish
within 24 miles of Northampton (CUS 29). Salmon, mullet, lampreys and
sturgeon are also mentioned in the murage and pavage grant schedules.

The toll on the sale of bread was farmed for £6 6s. 8d. (BA C1) and the
bakers collectively paid an annual charge of £3 (BA C19). The prise of
1300-01 lists three individuals against bread worth £4 8s. (PRIS D). For
the visit of Edward’s son Thomas in 1301 ‘Thomas Rodburn and his
fellow bakers of Northampton’ supplied bread worth £7 7s. 9d. Over fifty
individuals paid around £7 between them for licences to carry bread (and
also garlic, skins and robes) from Northampton into thirty-seven villages
and towns around Northampton, presumably for resale. (BA E; Fig 3.1;
see page 26). From the custumal it is clear that some bread, fish, cheese,
eggs and butter was sold in Northampton by regrators, or small retailers
who might buy limited quantities of produce for resale (CUS 31, 33).

Ale was an important part of the medieval diet. While it might be pro-
duced commercially, a considerable amount of brewing was undertaken
in the home for family consumption, with perhaps some surplus for sale
to supplement the household income; in the bailiffs” account 120 individ-
uals can be seen paying brasagium, the custom of brewing (BA K; see page
126). For the visit of Edward I to Northampton in December 1300-January
1301 just under ninety men and women supplied ale worth £35 11s. 6%4d.
and ale was similarly furnished in 1300 for two other royal visits (TNA
E101/358/6; E101/360/13; see page 316). In 1265 the bailiffs of North-
ampton were allocated £14 13s. 8d. in the farm of the town for twenty-
eight tuns of ale, 8s. 4d. for 268 pitchers and 7s. 2d. for 350 cups (CLR
1260-7, 191). Wine, somewhat more expensive, was drunk in lesser
quantities. John le Especer, Thomas Patrik and Gilbert de Blisworth are
named as wine merchants in 1267-8, supplying the royal household with
four tuns of wine worth £12, eight tuns worth £24 and one tun worth £3
(CLR 1267-72, 46). Some eighteen years earlier Roger son of Theobald,
Henry son of Robert, Adam Vinetarius and Ralph de Blosevill’ owed the
king £77 for wine sold to them. In 1266 Amice the wife of Peter le Vineter
supplied wine to the king worth 8 marks, John de N’ton and Richard le
Mustarder providing wine worth £20, and Bartholomew le Especer and
Arnold de la Rokele wine worth £10 (CLR 1260-67, 232, 246, 250).
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The byname Spicer is found throughout the thirteenth century in relation
to town officials. Robert le Especer was mayor several times ¢.1230, Robert
le Espicer bailiff 1269-70, John le Spycer mayor 1278-9 and Robert Lespic’
bailiff 1285-6, but none of these men is known to have been a spicer. Given
the recurrence above of the forename Robert, one wonders if we are
dealing with a single family. Another Robert, Robert de Bedford, who was
mayor 1303-4, is the only official known to have been a spicer. In a 1300-
1 account he supplied the royal wardrobe with spices and wax worth
£9 6s. 4d. out of a total for spices of £91 11s. 10d., most of which was came
from London merchants. Robert provided 2571b wax for £7 4s. 6d., 100Ib
almonds for 16s., 5lb ginger for 10s., %2lb cinnamon for 16d., 1oz cloves
for 5s., 20z mace for 5s., 11b saffron for 7s., and 2lb liquorice for 6d.
Adjacent entries are for John de Bedford and Emma de Leicester with 14Ib
and 100lb wax respectively (TNA E101/359/18). An Emma de Leicester
had a house in Northampton (BA F34), and could John de Bedford be a
relative of Robert? In the prise for the visit of Edward I in 1300-1 Robert
supplied wax, almonds, cinnamon, saffron and liquorice worth £5 13s.
9d. (PRIS I). In separate prises in 1300 he supplied 1Ib saffron for 8s. and
various spices for 14s. (TNA E358/6; 360/13). Robert’s participation at
Northampton fair is witnessed by his renting of a salesplace (BA F15).
During the thirteenth century the supply of spices to the royal household
became increasingly dominated by London merchants and Robert stands
out as an exception.

The castle and royal administration and justice

During the twelfth and thirteenth centuries the various kings were reg-
ular visitors to Northampton (see Chapter 2), and the castle was subject
to regular upgrading and maintenance, partly as a result of the royal
presence (Brown et al. 1963, 750ff; Serjeantson 1908). These visits, normally
with a large entourage of nobles and retainers, would also have required
provisioning, something which would have been of both positive and
negative benefit to the townspeople. On the one hand there was an outlet
for food, drink and other goods, but this was perhaps outweighed by the
operation of the royal prise, by which supplies could be commandeered
on credit at fixed prices favourable to the crown. The royal prise of 1300-1
and its impact on the town is described in Chapter 13 and the potential
financial damage to the burgesses of such a process is further evident in
the hundred rolls, where the jurors list outstanding debts for victuals of
£180 (HR X4, 6, 7). More serious, according to the hundred rolls, was the
prise of merchandise belonging to Northampton merchants at North-
ampton and other fairs: the royal household owed over £500 for pelura
and cloth, some of the debts going back twenty years (HR X2, 3). As the
administrative centre of the shire and the place where royal justice was
dispensed through the visiting justices, men of the shire and from further
afield would have visited the town as jurors, litigants and spectators and
generally to do business.
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The church

In looking at the economy of Northampton the all-pervading presence of
the church must not be disregarded. St Andrew’s priory, St James’” abbey
and the convent of de la Pré, the houses of all four major orders of friars,
a number of hospitals in and around the town and at least nine parish
churches, had a significant physical presence in the urban and suburban
landscape. All Saints” was the focus of the market and fair and St Giles’
church and churchyard were utilised from early times for town assemb-
lies (Cam 1930b, 8). At a more subliminal level the referencing in the
bailiffs’ account of the weekly income from the market tolls to the
ecclesiastical calendar (as were events more generally) was a constant
reminder that the church permeated the everyday fabric of medieval life.
Such a strong ecclesiastical presence in Northampton both contributed to
and yet restrained the economic vitality of the town.

While building work was being progressed there was perhaps some call
on local labour, even if much of the work required by the religious orders
was undertaken by their own members, and other services would have
been required. From time to time the religious presence would have
resulted in the urban population increasing temporarily. For example,
provincial chapters were held in Northampton, by the Dominicans in
1239, 1271, 1272 and 1284 (Serjeantson 1911-12, 2, 4, 6) and by the Bene-
dictine order, utilising the Cluniac priory of St Andrew, in 1225, 1246 and
1292 (Serjeantson and Adkins 1906, 108). Students were known in North-
ampton in the later twelfth century and the building of schools by the
Dominicans and Franciscans in Northampton in the late 1250s led to an
influx of students to the incipient university, but following the capture of
the town by royal forces in 1264 after it had sided with Simon de
Montfort, the king ordered the removal of the university from the town,
thereby affecting its future history.

The religious orders and the churches may have increased the population
of the town and provided an outlet for goods and services, but at the same
time they significantly sapped the economic lifeblood of the town, even
if that blood was freely given by burgesses in search of eternal salvation.
The cartulary of St James’ abbey records the properties and rents donated
to and acquired by the abbey (SJC), and its late thirteenth- and early
fourteenth-century rentals witness the ongoing drawing down of rental
income (BL Add Ch 6117). By the time of the Dissolution St Andrew’s
priory similarly had a sizeable property portfolio in the town; although
its cartularies are less forthcoming in providing evidence on when this
was acquired we can note that the twelfth and thirteenth centuries
generally saw the greatest expansion of monastic estates. St Andrews’
priory also had substantial holdings of land in the town fields, amounting
to 267 acres of arable and 77 acres of meadow in 1538 (Williams 1982, 81).
Simon de Senlis I had granted the abbey three carucates of land, three
portions of meadow and one river meadow c.1100. Tithe from all this land
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was due to the priory and, since the priory held the advowsons of all the
town’s churches, directly and indirectly a sizeable portion of the burg-
esses’ income was going to support the priory. A certain resentment
surfaces in the hundred rolls in respect of the effect on the town’s farm
and reliefs as a result of the holding of land by St Andrew’s priory, St
James’ abbey and the Dominican, Franciscan and Carmelite friaries (HR
7.1-5). The negative impact of the religious orders on the town’s finances
and liberties is, in fact, a recurring theme of the declaration of the hundred
roll jurors, whether in respect of purprestures and encroachments (HR
13.1, .2, .9, 11, .12) or in the usurpation of the burgesses’ rights of bull and
boar in the town fields (HR 7.13). In considering Northampton'’s thirteenth-
century economy, it is impossible, therefore, to ignore the ecclesiastical
dimension. The burgesses may have held the liberties of the town from
the king but the church held not negligible influence, materially as well
as spiritually, over their lives.

Northampton’s Jewish community

It is not the intention in this volume to examine in detail the history of
the Jews in Northampton, a subject which requires further research, but
it is important to recognise their presence in the town even if we are
unsure of their contribution to its economy. The Jews were introduced to
England by William the Conqueror, and in the following two centuries,
although relatively few in number, they played a significant part in the
country’s economy as moneylenders to the crown and others. In 1194
Northampton’s Jewry, with thirty-nine Jews, was only smaller than those
of London (112), Lincoln (eighty-two), Norwich (forty-two) and Glou-
cester (thirty-nine) (Cam 1930b, 27). It was one of the seven places where
chirograph chests were set up at this time to archive copies of debts to
Jews. Later there were seventeen and more (Carpenter 2003, 41; Brand
2005, 6). During the course of the thirteenth century both the size of the
Northampton community and its wealth declined and from 1215 houses
of Jews began to pass through royal grant into Christian hands (Collins
1939-45, 152). It was not an easy life for the Jews living in Northampton,
and in 1264 twenty-four of the leading burgesses had to be enjoined by
the crown to protect the Jews who had sought refuge in the castle during
disturbances (CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1290, when the Jews were expelled
from England, five individuals held a house each, with the community
of the Jews holding the synagogue, four houses and a cemetery (Cam
1930b, 27). This final occupation can just be glimpsed in the entries for
the Parmentry in the Edward I rental (REN N).

Conclusion

The twelfth and thirteenth centuries probably saw Northampton at the
height of its prosperity. While we cannot see in detail the causes of its
success at this time, its strategic position at the heart of England certainly
made it attractive both to kings and merchants, with its fair becoming one
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of the major fairs of England, and its merchants can be seen to have been
involved in trade locally, nationally and internationally, particularly in
wool, wool-fells and cloth. Increasing conflict with continental neigh-
bours towards the end of the thirteenth century certainly had an impact

on the export of cloth, and the town’s economic tide was now certainly
on the ebb.



Chapter 4
Town Government

It is only at the end of the twelfth century that we really begin to see
Northampton’s burgesses emerging from the shadows to participate in
the governance of their town, but it is nonetheless worth looking back
during the hundred years or so following the Norman Conquest to see
the context for this. In Domesday Book, Northampton, like many county
towns, was listed before the entries relating to the rest of the county, but
what was exceptional was that the burgesses were apparently farming
the town themselves, paying £30 10s. to the sheriff: Burgenses de Hantone
reddunt vicecomiti per annum £30 10s. Hoc pertinet ad firmam ipsius
(Domesday Book B.37; Tait 1936, 150).! The pipe rolls show that the town
continued to be farmed separately from the county throughout the
twelfth century, although in 1164-5 and from 1170 onwards the sheriff
accounted for both the county and the town.

There is some evidence to indicate that the earls of Northampton, Simon
de Senlis I and subsequently his son Simon de Senlis II, may have held
the town during the latter part of the eleventh and the first half of the
twelfth century (Williams 1986-7, 220f) and they were perhaps responsible
for the farm of the town.2 Entries in their charters refer to ‘prefecto suo de
Northampton’, ‘omnibus prepositis suis ... Northampton’, and ‘omnibus suis
ministris de Northampton’ (SAC2, 3r),* officials who presumably
administered the town on their behalf. We do not have pipe rolls for any
years when these two Simons held the earldom but the one for 1130
belongs to the time when King David of Scotland may have held the
earldom. In that year the farm of the town was rendered by Robert Revell,
who was a tenant of King David (Mag Rot Scac 135; Stringer 1985, 310n).
With the death of Simon de Senlis Il in 1153 Northampton reverted to the
crown, and it subsequently remained a royal borough. We have no clear
indication as to how the town was managed in the following three
decades, although, as noted above, for much of this time it was the sheriff
who was accounting for the farm of the town at the exchequer, if

1 ‘The burgesses of Hamton render the sheriff £30 10s. This belongs to the farm of
the same’. Countess Judith had £7 from the town. In a separate section, under
the lands of the king, were two carucates and two parts of a third carucate and
twelve acres of meadow in Portland rendering 58s. (Domesday Book 1.5). In
association with this holding it is stated that the king ought to have £9 12s. from
‘other income of the borough’. This entry may well refer to Northampton (cf
Chapter 9, The inquisition post mortem of Sir Richard Gobion).

2 Much of this and the following paragraph derives from Williams 1986-7, 220-3.

3 ‘to his reeve of Northampton’, ‘to all his bailiffs of Northampton’, ‘to all his
ministers of Northampton'.
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separately from the county. From time to time burgesses assisted the
crown in specific tasks. Thus Henry son of Tihard and Philip son of Jordan
oversaw improvements to the chamber and houses of the king in
Northampton castle in 1177-9 (Pipe R 24 Henry 1I, 49; 25 Henry 11, 61),
Henry son of Tihard and Ralph son of Godwin oversaw the construction
of a new workshop in 1179-80 (Pipe R 26 Henry II, 82), and Philip son of
Jordan and William son of Reimund oversaw repairs to the keep of
Northampton castle in 1181-3 (Pipe R 28 Henry II, 129; 29 Henry 1I, 119).

In 1185 Northampton’s burgesses obtained the right to farm their town
directly from the king and, perhaps following on from that, in Richard’s
charter of 1189 they gained the right to elect one or two prepositi (reeves
or bailiffs), with possibly one or two prepositi continuing to be appointed
by the crown. In 1188-9 there would appear to have been three prepositi.
Between 1191 and 1196 the pipe rolls record two persons rendering the
farm each year but they were not necessarily prepositi —in 1195-6 Adam
de Gurnay and Henry son of Hugh were prepositi but Henry son of Conan
rendered the farm alongside Adam. It is noticeable, however, that after
1190 those rendering the farm did so on single occasions, contrasting with
the repeated appearances earlier of William son of Reimund, William son
of Alfwin and Robert de Leicester. This suggests, perhaps, that it was only
following Richard’s charter that the burgesses had any real say in the
choice of their representatives.

Mayors and bailiffs and the crown

During the twelfth and thirteenth centuries towns strove for indep-
endence and in particular to be free of interference from the sheriff. The
king, for his part, wished to take advantage of increasingly successful
urban economies and consequently was willing to grant some degree of
financial self-management to the towns, although very much on his
terms, with him retaining a real strategic oversight and control. This is
clearly argued by Young (1961) across a whole range of responsibilities
for the period up to 1307. The principle had been very much underlined
by Meyer for the early fourteenth century: town officials, while chosen
by the towns themselves, were clearly the king’s officials, with town
government a delegation of his authority, and following the statute of
Northampton in 1328 ‘bailiffs and other town officials were made crown
agents’ (1950, 106, 109).

With John’s charter to Northampton of 1200 (Markham 1898, 30) two
prepositi (reeves or bailiffs) were to be elected and henceforth these
officers, who in the course of time became referred to as ballivi, were key
officers in the administration of the town. The bailiffs” stated duty in
John’s charter was to look after the office of the bailiffs of the town
(custodiant preposituram); there is no specific mention in the charter of the
town'’s financial responsibilities to the crown but these can reasonably be
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assumed to have been a major accountability of the bailiffs from this time
and it is clear that the burden of administration, particularly in relation
to this, fell very much upon them. Indeed it would seem that they were
personally liable for the raising of the farm for their year in office, free
from any interference by the sheriff. They were individually responsible
for the farm, and yet no-one could refuse to be elected. In 1334 the
burgesses complained that ‘... two bailiffs of the vill are chosen each year
to collect the said farm and in respect of that they have lost the revenue
that they were accustomed to take in aid of the said farm before the
present time, because of which each year two men of the vill who will be
bailiffs are impoverished and made to beg by reason of the said farm.
(Parl R ii, 85).

Coroners, also newly created in 1200, were charged with ensuring that
the bailiffs treated the poor equally justly and lawfully as the rich. 1215
sees the first reference to a mayor, who, while presiding over the council
and the town court, did not have to bear the potential financial millstone
of the bailiffs. The bailiffs, although men of the town and chosen by the
burgesses, were primarily responsible for royal interests (see below) while
the mayor’s role was to lead the burgesses and look after their concerns,
but the bailiffs may have assisted the mayor in managing income to and
expenditure by the town that were not the concern of the king, although
there is little direct evidence for this. In the somewhat later memoranda
roll of 1378-9 (NRO NBR 1.28), where income to and personal expenditure
by the mayor of some £10 are recorded, the names of the bailiffs are noted
at the head of the roll alongside the twenty-four, the heads of the tithings
and the coroners; two chamberlains (camerarii), however, assisted the
mayor in collecting the income, consisting mainly of the fines of the court
of hustings — for offences very similar or the same as those occurring
under pleas and perquisites of the court in the bailiffs” account (BA G).
We can note that the mayor and bailiffs were held jointly responsible for
balancing the accounts in connection with the royal prise of 1300-1 (PR
B1) and Robert son of Henry apparently received some 500 marks from
the burgesses (de communitate ville) while he was mayor (Sayles 1938, 114).

The gaining of the franchise of return of writs, recognised in Henry III's
charter of 1257 (cf Table 7.1), although it may have been exercised at an
earlier date, was a further significant indication of the increasing
independence of the town from the sheriff and other royal officials, if not
from the king himself. The burgesses were to have the return of all the
king’s writs as well as summonses of the exchequer, answering at the
exchequer themselves for debts, summons and demands, with no sheriff,
bailiff or minister being able to enter the town to take distress. Where the
king had previously issued instructions to the town through the sheriff
or other royal official by way of writs and expected any response to come
back via the same means, now the burgesses received writs directly and
had to respond to them themselves through their own officers. Return of
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writs had previously been granted in a few instances, but the first urban
liberties to receive this franchise would appear to have been Canterbury
and Colchester in 1252 and a further eighteen towns, including North-
ampton, seemingly gained it by early in 1257 (Ballard and Tait 1923, 1xi).
Cam, however, suggested that Northampton had the right some time
before. She cites Thomas Kin, mayor of Northampton, claiming at the
exchequer in 1255 that the burgesses had always had the return of writs,
with the sheriff concurring that he had found the town in possession of
the same by way of writs, and she queries whether Kin’s appearance at
the exchequer prompted the town to purchase a new charter (1930b, 10).
The bailiffs had a seal in 1200 and the town had a common seal in the
early thirteenth century. The mayor had a seal in the thirteenth century
and the statute merchant seal probably dates from 1319 (Cam 1930b, 22;
Cox 1898, 142ff; Pape 1952, Plate 2, 13ff; see also Chapter 5: The role of
borough officials and courts).

Bailiffs and their financial accountabilities

Apart from John Sampson in 1209, it is not until the mayoralty of William
Tilly, a few years later, that we meet named thirteenth-century prepositi.
Some, such as William Walensis, Edmund le Tanur and Ralph Passelewe
served for more than one year but from about 1250 bailiffs rarely held
office beyond a year, although throughout the thirteenth century mayors
might be re-elected year after year, as was the case with William Tilly,
Robert le Especer, William son of Thomas and Robert son of Henry (cf
Chapter 15 and Fig 15.1). This difference reflects the different roles and
financial responsibilities of the mayor and bailiffs.

We can now look more specifically at the functions of the bailiffs and in
particular their accountabilities as financial officers. At Michaelmas 1221
Simon Vitor, as prepositus, appears in the adventus making a profer of
Northampton’s farm at the exchequer. Subsequently the twice-yearly
profer might be made by one of the bailiffs, by the mayor (in the case of
Robert le Especer’), by the clerk or indeed by an individual who is not
shown as having any official capacity (Tables 15.2 and 15.3). ‘John
Sampson’ made no less than nine profers at the adventus, although on
none of these occasions was he designated bailiff; ‘John Sampson’ was
bailiff at least five times but it was not necessarily the same John Sampson
on all occasions, given the date range from 1209 to 1253-4. Between 1237-
8 and 1280-1 the profer was made a combined twenty-seven times by
‘Robert Clericus’ (16), 'Robert Clericus bailiff’ (1), ‘Robert Clericus non-
bailiff’ (1), ‘Robert son of Henry clericus’ (1) and ‘Robert son of Henry’
(8), some of these instances overlapping the mayoralty of Robert son of
Henry. There would certainly appear to have been at least three Roberts
and possibly more but in only one case is Robert referred to as a bailiff.
Perhaps there was a failure on some occasions to note that an individual
was bailiff but possibly the clerk of Northampton or another agent was
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Fig. 4.1. Seal of Robert son of Henry (NRO NBR I1.23). In the centre is a horse-
man wielding a sword. The legend around the edge is not clear but probably
reads clockwise from the top SIGILL ROBET FILII hENRICI (The seal of Robert
son of Henry). Reproduced by kind permission of Northamptonshire Record
Office.

acting for the bailiffs. From 1284-5, however, right the way through to the
end of the reign of Edward I the profer would appear to have been made
by a bailiff in all cases where we have a name, except in 1294 when the
town was in the king’s hands and the profer was made by the sheriff of
Northamptonshire, John Druel, as custos; the account for that year was
however, kept by the bailiffs, John Eustace and Ellis de Thingden (BA A).
In 1289-90 the burgesses still owed the exchequer 20s. because a bailiff
had not attended in person at the exchequer to make his profer in 1277-8
(TNA E372/135 aalt 1352).

It is clear from the bailiffs’ account that the financial administration
involved in connection with the farm was not simple and straightforward.
A major task involved the weekly market tolls (BA A), presumably



58 Town and Crown

incurred for anything that needed to be measured or weighed; the
tronager, who was responsible for the weighing was to receive Y2d. and
the bailiffs 2d., irrespective of the weight of the goods (CUS 37). It is not
clear whether the 2d. went to the bailiffs personally or to them as agents
of the town: in associated clauses, the town (villata) was to receive 5s. from
those wanting to enter stallage and the bailiffs (prepositi) 4d., an apparent
separation of community and officer payments (CUS 35), while the office
of the bailiffs (prepositura) was to be paid 4d. from those wanting to be
placed in a tithing, with the clerk being paid 1d.; no payment was
mentioned for the bailiffs themselves (CUS 36).

Separate markets, such as those for sheep, cattle and pigs; fish; wool and
skins; ashes; and linen had their own set of market dues. There was the
letting of the four gates (presumably involving the collecting of tolls at
the gates), pasturage outside the wall and also shops at the seld. Various
tolls and customs had to be let to farm and the income collected (BA C).
The fullest account of such a process, dating to 1310, comes from
Colchester: “The town of Colchester on the same day leased to Henry
Sefar and William de Sarcino, jointly and severally, the tolls of Colchester
for one year from Michaelmas, year 4 of Edward II, paying to the comm-
onalty for the same £35, for which they found pledges [twelve named] who
bound themselves accordingly” (Jeayes 1921, 3). £35 was the fee farm of
the town and the burgesses were transferring the responsibility for raising
it to two individuals who would either make a profit or a loss, but with
twelve of the burgesses effectively underwriting the contract. The actual
collection of the tolls, however, was undertaken by the borough sergeants
(Britnell 1986, 29). Was a similar framework in place in Northampton and
were those listed in the bailiffs” account as accounting for the various tolls
lessees or were they borough officials?

In this respect Walter de Licheberwe (BA C2) is interesting in that he may
have been the Walter de Lichebarwe who some twenty years earlier was
the custos of the toll of sheep (HR X20). The title of custos and the twenty
years or more in that role perhaps suggest that Walter was an official
rather than a lessee. On the other hand John Cauddron, named in respect
of the toll on linen cloth (BA C7), was apparently a merchant, who
supplied linen to the wardrobe in 1300-1 (TNA E101/359/18). Was the
Roger Toht junior who was responsible for the fish market (BA C9), the
bailiff of 1291-2 or perhaps his son?

This process of leasing or letting out elements of the farm can also be seen
at York in 1292, while the city was in the king’s hands, with the collection
of a number of dues, including throughtoll, toll raised at the city’s gates,
butchers’ stallage, the toll on corn and other goods sold by measure and
the profits of the two fairs, being placed or handed over to farm (posit” or
dimiss” ad firmam) (TNA E372/139 aalt 2230). It is noticeable that the toll
on wool, by far the city’s highest source of income, was not placed at farm.
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Market tolls at Guildford were at farm for 70s. in 1283-4 (Pipe Roll 1295
Surrey, 28). At St Ives fair tronage was farmed as were various positions,
such as town reeve, junior reeve, keepers of roads and the keeper of
animals in the fair (Moore 1985, 190f). In the case of Northampton BA C1-
18 are separately listed against different named individuals. C1-13 and
possibly C14 all involved the collection of dues. Were there thirteen
separate leases and were the individuals named the lessees? How were
the leases let? At Colchester local duties payable on goods unloaded at
its waterfront at Hythe, as well as market tolls, were leased out, with the
payments then being taken by the borough sergeants (Britnell 1986, 29;
see also Chapter 4).

On market days the bailiffs would have had to account for fines for
forestalling (CUS 29), regrating (CUS 33 and 45) and sharp practice in
transactions (CUS 46) and they were also involved with the sale of timber
(CUS 32), of pigs without warranty (CUS 53), and of unsound meat (CUS
54), licensing the sale of woad (CUS 55), and overseeing sales to strangers
(CUS 56). Disputes involving the payment of toll would have had to be
resolved (HR X20). Perhaps the bailiffs had assistants such as the
sergeants noted above at Colchester or the various officers described by
Furley at Winchester (1923, 59), although the tronager is the only assistant
recorded for Northampton.

Other tolls and customs had to be managed. During the course of the year
the bailiffs would have had responsibility for collecting the stallage of the
butchers and fishmongers (BA D and H); the payments for non-enfranchised
persons to be able to buy goods, mainly bread, in Northampton and resell
them in the surrounding villages and towns (BA E); the fines and other
payments made in the town’s court (BA G); the customs for weaving and
brewing, and felteragium and ewagium (BA G, I, ], K); and landgable
charges (PR1, PR2, REN). All these involved the bailiffs having to ensure
payment by individuals, maintaining accounts and other records, and
also keeping secure the revenue raised. The records prepared for present-
ation to the exchequer in 1293-4 are presented fully elsewhere in this
volume (BA). Although Northampton was at this time in the king’s hands
one would expect there to have been similar practice when the burgesses
were responsible for the farm themselves.

The extent of the bailiffs” responsibility for Northampton’s fair is uncertain
since we lack clarity on the details of ownership of the fair in the thirteenth
century. Around the middle of the twelfth century Earl Simon de Senlis I
granted a tenth of the profits of the fair to St Andrew’s priory (SAC2 3r).
In 1218, with Northampton long since having reverted to the crown,
Henry III can be seen appointing two bailiffs to oversee the fair (CPR 1216-
25,178). In 1293-4, when the town was in the king’s hands, income from
the renting of salesplaces to merchants and traders contributed to the farm
of the town and the town’s bailiffs were accountable for this revenue (BA
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F; also below page 119). Was the fair at this time still in the hands of the
crown, managed on the king’s behalf by the town, presumably through
the bailiffs? No records of the profits of the fair, however, seem to have
survived from the thirteenth century, nor indeed do we have any
information as to who received the profits of the fair. In 1334 the burgesses
were complaining only that no revenue accrued to anyone from the fair
on account of the growth of Westminster fair (Parl R ii, 85).

It is important to underline that while the bailiffs were elected by the town
they were very much the king’s financial agents, responsible to him for
safeguarding his interests and ensuring that accounts of monies due to
and expended by him balanced at a local level. Payments of coin might
be made to the exchequer, as in the case of the £19 16s. and £61 17%2d.
delivered to Westminster in 1267 and 1268 and the £22 4s. to Kenilworth
in 1267 (CLR 1260-7, 259, 290; 1267-72, 15), but large amounts of bullion
did not necessarily have to be moved around the country. Frequent paper
transactions provided a secure and effective system for the exchequer,
and the responsibility for the collection of debts could in this way
conveniently be transferred to the bailiffs by the exchequer. This can be
clearly seen in the indenture relating to the prise for the visit of Edward I
to Northampton between December 1300 and January 1301 (Chapter 13).
In the first place those who had supplied bread, meat, fish, ale and other
provisions and services had to be paid. This involved the suppliers’
halves of the individual tallies being surrendered in exchange for pay-
ment, with this all being recorded on the payment schedule previously
prepared. The exchequer, however, did not provide cash so that the tallies
could be redeemed, but relied on the bailiffs being able to recover debts
owed to the crown. Thus, of the £191 9s. 11d. here shown as due to the
crown, there was the major part of the farm for the previous year together
with various fines and other charges imposed on the town itself and on
some of its leading burgesses. Certainly, when generating royal revenue,
there seemed to be little hesitancy in milking urban communities for
confirmation, recovery or extension of their liberties, or indeed those
individuals thought able to bear it for real or perhaps barely justified
transgressions. Furthermore, if the debts were not recovered, it was not
the exchequer that suffered but rather the burgesses. In similar fashion
the royal prise of April 1300 to the value of £30 14s. 2d, taken when the
king was travelling between Dunstable and Northampton, was to be paid
out of the farm of the town (TNA E101/358/6) and that for the stay of
Thomas, the infant son of Edward I, at Northampton in 1300-1 out of
Northampton’s contribution of two hundred marks to the fifteenth
recently granted in the parliament at Lincoln (TNA E101/360/13). The
town would have to raise the fifteenth in order to pay those subjected to
the prise.

There are a number of instances in the 1250s and 1260s where we can see
the bailiffs being instructed to pay royal creditors out of the farm of the
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town. In 1252 the bailiffs were to deliver £30 to the king’s buyers for
purchases at Northampton fair (CLR 1251-60, 86). On separate occasions
in 1254 they had to pay Benedict Dod and other merchants from
Northampton £68 6s. 4d. for greywork and £23 0s. 4d. for cloth, both
taken by the crown earlier in the year at St Ives fair (CLR 1251-60, 171-2);
in 1265 Jordan le Rinch £9 15s. for pelura taken from him in Stamford fair
(CLR 1260-7, 193); in 1266 Theobald de Houghton £5 11s. 7d. for cloth
taken in Boston fair (CLR 1260-7, 195); William le Vineter of Coventry
100s., Amice lately wife of Peter le Vineter 8m., and Bartholomew le
Especer and Arnold de la Roke £10, all for wine (CLR 1260-7, 230, 232, 250);
and the king’s buyers £48 to make purchases in Northampton fair (CLR
1260-7, 252). In 1265 they had to pay out £20 4s. 6d. for pelura taken in
Northampton fair (CLR 1251-60, 187) and in 1266 £3 14s. for pelura taken
in Stamford fair (CLR 1260-7, 217).

On other occasions the bailiffs had to make purchases or undertake
assignments for the crown, payment being made by an allocation within
the accounts for the farm: to ensure that they were recompensed the
bailiffs would have to secure the farm for the year. Thus in 1265 they were
allocated £15 9s. 2d. for 28 tuns of ale, 268 pitchers and 350 cups delivered
to the king for Christmas (CLR 1260-7, 191), and in 1267 £15 for Peter de
Bleyve, a merchant of Gascony, for three tuns of wine (CLR 1260-7, 265).
Presumably this method of payment was employed when the bailiffs
were instructed in 1250 to have five dolia of good wine for the king
coming to Northampton (CCR 1247-51, 293); in 1258 to repair the turrets
of Northampton castle (CCR 1256-9, 336); in 1265 to provide sixty quarters
of corn for the king’s baker (CCR 1264-8, 154); and to buy 150 pairs of
shoes at Christmas 1265 and then a further 100 pairs of shoes at Whit 1266,
on both occasions for giving to the poor at Maundy (CLR 1260-7, 190, 214).
The examples cited of the bailiffs” wider financial role date from the later
years of Henry III and then towards the end of the reign of Edward I. This
chronological gap may well not be real; during the period that Edward
I's financial affairs were managed by his Italian bankers we are deprived
of the detailed records kept by royal officials.

The Northampton bailiffs” account deals solely with providing a record
of the income raised to meet the requirements of the town’s farm.
Northampton’s bailiffs would have had other outlays, both to do with
the day to day costs of running the town and also spending on the
defences and property owned by the town, and there would also have
been other revenue. Records of such income and expenditure have not
survived for Northampton except on the memoranda roll for 1378-9,
which was in any case revenue and expenditure of the mayor (NRO NBR
1.28), but Shrewsbury has been more fortunate and there is a fine series
of bailiffs” accounts and associated records for the reigns of Henry Il and
Edward I in Shropshire Record Office (5A3365/308-323). A number of
examples have been published. Paving accounts for 1269-70, not matched
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by an associated pavage grant like that for Northampton (PAV), show
weekly income from the three gates and weekly payments to masons,
smiths and other workmen, and for the costs of transporting stone and
other materials (Drinkwater 1907). One would expect that there would
have been similar income and expenditure and records for the same in
relation to Northampton’s murage and pavage grants. A separate Shrews-
bury account for May 1275 to April 1277 relates to repairs to posterns,
gates, for building work on the guildhall and a house, and also for
miscellaneous payments, including for footmen standing before the
bailiffs at the fair, a number of financial ‘compliments’ to local worthies
and expenses for those going on official business to London (Drinkwater
1891). When one adds the judicial responsibilities of the bailiffs, including
law enforcement, the running of the town court and responsibility for the
town’s jail (see Chapter 5), the bailiffs’ burden both financial and civic
was heavy indeed and it is easy to appreciate why a single year in office
was the norm.

A chronology for Northampton’s mayors and bailiffs during the thir-
teenth century is provided in Chapter 15 and biographies of the various
individuals concerned, insofar as they can be established, can be followed
there. It is clear from the evidence available that those holding office for
the most part belonged to the wealthy merchant classes, able, if they so
wished, to indulge themselves in litigation (cf JUS passim). A few indiv-
iduals dominated the mayoralty and, while bailiffs rarely served for more
than a single year, bynames perhaps suggest an ongoing interest from
certain families.

The role of the burgesses

While it is the mayor and particularly the bailiffs who are most visible at
the heart of borough government on an ongoing basis, from time to time
the burgesses, or rather what is probably a burgess elite, can be seen
taking some responsibility for town affairs. Thus in the 1180s forty men
came together and commenced the codification of the laws of North-
ampton (CUS 0A). When a further set of ordinances was added to the
custumal in the 1230s a group of twenty-four men, led by the mayor at
the time, was responsible. No information is presented on how either the
forty or the twenty-four came into being but the forty were clearly
prominent burgesses at the end of the twelfth century (Williams 1986-7)
and similarly the twenty-four can be seen to have been leading townsmen
of their time (See Chapter 15). After the inauguration of the new long
cross coinage in 1247, Northampton was one of about twenty towns
instructed to set up a mint. In a writ of February 1248 the mayor, bailiffs
and burgesses of Northampton were required to elect, in the presence of
their full council by oath of twenty-four of the good and law-worthy men
of their town, four of the more reliable and prudent men to oversee the
mint, four similar men to keep the dies, and two goldsmiths to act as
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assayers (CCR 1247-51, 107). In 1264 twenty-four named burgesses were
instructed by the crown to protect the Jews who, as a result of the turmoil
in the land and in particular the instability following the battle of
Northampton, had fled to Northampton castle (CPR 1258-66, 320).* We
do not know how these men were chosen but about three-quarters of
them had held or would hold public office in Northampton as mayor,
bailiff or coroner (see Chapter 15). In 1292 the mayor and the twenty-four
men of the town are referred to as the body to whom Robert son of Henry
should have rendered account of 500 marks for money received from the
town while he was mayor (Sayles 1938, 114). In the memoranda roll of
1378-9 the twenty-four serving at the time are listed by name (NRO NBR
1.28). Public service in Northampton also often involved a panel of twelve.
In February 1215 John wrote to the burgesses of Northampton, accepting
William Thilly as mayor and instructing them to choose twelve of their
more discrete and better men of the town to work with the mayor and
expedite the business of the town (Rot Litt Claus 1: 188). We do not know
on this occasion who was chosen or indeed how the choice was made.
Juries selected during the visitations of the justices in eyre were also
composed of twelve members. Of the nine men selecting potential jurors
for the four juries of grand assize in the 1285 eyre John le Megre had been
mayor and all the others had held or would hold the office of bailiff.
Thirty-five men served on these juries or on the jury of presentment of
the eyre and about twenty of them had served or would serve as mayor,
bailiff or coroner (Table 12.1). In contrast Osbert de Crowthorp was the
only member of the hundred roll jury, again twelve strong, whom we can
identify as having held public office at some time, and that was after the
inquiry. Perhaps men of influence were deliberately avoided since the
abuses of power were being investigated.

Individuals might be delegated for particular tasks as was noted at the
beginning of this chapter in respect of the later twelfth century. Thus
Robert Speciarius, mayor, and Roger son of Theobald, William de Gaugy,
Ingram Malebraunche and Robert Dispensator were elected to collect 5s.
4d. from merchants wanting to enter the franchise of the town and
Stephen son of Seward, William Hogelyn, William Tilli and Philip son of
Richard were elected to oversee trade with strangers (CUS 26, 62). In 1248,
in connection with the setting up of the mint (see above), William de
Gaugy, Thomas Kinne, Philip son of Robert and Luke Parmentarius were
chosen as moneyers, Philip son of Robert, Adam de Stanforde, William
son of John and Geoffrey Espicer as die keepers and Robert de Arderne

4 The twenty-four were Thomas de Kinn’, Benedict Dod, Walter le Pessuner, Ralph
son of Ralph, Adam de Stamford, William de la Fontaine, Alan Plumbe, John le
Especer, William son of Michael, John Sampson, John son of Eustace, Walter de
Belond, Gervase Sampson, Henry de Charewrth, Ralph de Ardern, William de
Eboraco, Peter le Vineter, Robert son of Henry, John le Estreis, Abel le Draper,
John le Lorimer, Robert Bote, Robert le Clerc, and William de Estoremewrth.
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and Robert son of Nicholas as assayers; Hugh son of John was the clerk
(Hall 1897, 1076). Again all the moneyers and keepers of the dies were at
some time mayor, bailiff or coroner of Northampton.

We have little or no evidence of collective action or organisation among
those engaged in craft industries. In respect of the textile industry it is the
merchants trading in cloth rather than those actually producing it that
figure in the affairs of the town, if as individuals. This is a situation more
clearly evidenced elsewhere, where weavers and fullers had very much
a subordinate position in the urban hierarchy (Carus-Wilson 1967, 233ff;
Miller 1965, 68) although they might have their own guild. There were
weavers’ guilds at London, Lincoln, Oxford, Winchester and Huntingdon
in 1130 and later in the century at York and Nottingham. Similarly in 1130
there was a fullers” guild at Winchester and by 1209 at Leicester. Provisions
within the laws of the weavers and fullers of Beverley, Winchester, Oxford
and Marlborough, said to be based on similar laws at London, prevented
cloth being sold to strangers, leaving control in the hands of the towns’
merchants. They might also be prevented from cutting or dyeing, thereby
usurping privileges of members of the merchant guild, and lastly they
might be excluded from burgess status, unless they abjured their craft
(Carus-Wilson 1967, 235ff; Keene 1985, 295). A somewhat lowly position
for weavers at Northampton is supported by a clause of the custumal,
where weavers and nurses are placed alongside each other as being dep-
endent workers, subject to a contract (CUS 17). Nor was there a guild for
weavers or fullers at Northampton at this time, although the community
of bakers (communitas pistorum) may have been some form of guild or
trade association (BA C19); there is also a hint that in the past there had
been a similar sort of organisation for the butchers but that by the time of
the custumal the trade was regulated by the town: anyone wishing to
become a master butcher now had to pay the town whereas previously it
had been his fellow butchers (CUS 52). The wish of the governing elite to
avoid challenge by such trade organisations is perhaps evidenced in the
custumal where it was provided that there should not be any association
through which the office of the bailiffs (prepositura) would lose its rights
(CUS 44); the more general wish of the town to exercise control over the
textile trade receives reinforcement from the mandate to the sheriff in 1227
not to allow weavers or dyers to operate in the county outside the town
of Northampton, a similar privilege being granted at the same time to
York in respect of its weavers and dyers (Rot Litt Claus 1224-7,176). Dyers,
however, were apparently not so excluded from town affairs as weavers
and fullers. Ellis de Thingden, bailiff in 1293-4 (cf BA A) was also known
as Ellis Tincturar (SJC 151v) and Richard de London, bailiff in 1294-5, was
probably alternatively referred to as Richard Tingtore (Table 15.3, 1294-5n).

According to Henry Lee, writing at the end of the seventeenth century,
town assemblies, perhaps embracing all the freemen of the town, were
held from earliest times in the churchyard of St Giles” to elect town officials
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(1930b, 8). An interesting parallel is provided by an informative account
of the election of bailiffs and coroners and the establishment of a town
council at Ipswich, in the churchyard of St Mary Tower, following the
town’s receipt of a royal charter in 1200 (Gross 1980, I 23ff; Martin 1954,
passim). The first clearly documented meeting of the mayor, the twenty-
four and whole commonalty of the town at St Giles’, but on this occasion
in the church, was, however, in 1396 (Markham 1898, 261) and earlier
practice must therefore remain uncertain.

Locating the markets and fair

In 1235 the king prohibited Northampton’s market and fair from being
held in the cemetery around All Saints’ church and in the church itself
and instructed that from that time the waste and open space to the north
should be utilised (CCR 1234-7, 206), indicating that prior to that time
there was a focus of commercial activity in and around All Saints” church.
If trading was now no longer carried out in the church and churchyard it
certainly was in the areas immediately adjacent. By the end of the
thirteenth century the Market Square was well established in the area
where it has survived to the present day, with the various rows, shops
and stalls set around or within it, although some markets were probably
elsewhere. The role of the seld is discussed below.

The bailiffs’ account suggests that there may have been separate markets
for some or all of sheep, cattle, pigs and horses. A shepcheping is recorded
in the later thirteenth century and in 1288-9 there was a market where
horses were sold. We do not know, however, whether these were in what
were later known as Sheep Street and Horsemarket. The cattle market
was perhaps in Cow Mede. There would also appear to have been markets
for fish, for wool and skins and for linen but again we do not know their
locations and whether any of them were within the Market Square. Tolls
were collected separately for bread, gloves and ashes, and for firewood
and coal (Chapter 8, Franchises; BA C).

It was noted earlier that during the time of the fair, shops and sales-places
were rented out to traders both from Northampton and from further
afield. A consideration of the organisation of St Ives fair is helpful here
(Moore 1985, 143ff). The fair was owned by the abbots of Ramsey who
also controlled the town of St Ives, within which the fair was held. The
abbots appropriated some of the town for the duration of the fair. Tenants
of buildings in the centre of the town had to surrender part of their
property while the fair was being held, which was then let out by the
abbots for an additional fair-time rent. Additionally, temporary shops,
measuring about 9ft x 11ft, were arranged along the edges of the broad,
funnel-shaped market, with selling also taking place from boats moored
at the quays and some undeveloped sites. A similar arrangement can be
noted at Bury St Edmunds (Miller and Hatcher 1995, 170). The only other
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fair site described in any detail, that at Winchester, was different, lying
outside the city; some of the shops erected became semi-permanent, with
the area being designated a suburbium in 1302. Can we then see in
Northampton an arrangement similar to that at St Ives? Northampton
fair was a royal fair and thus the inclusion within the bailiffs” account of
the income from ‘the receipts from shops at the time of the fair’ can be
seen as the delegation to the town of the collection of the king’s fair
rentals.

Identifying the location of the shops and sales-places let out during
Northampton'’s fair would be extremely useful in helping to identify the
area covered by the fair in the later thirteenth century. In Table 4.1, where
a property that was let out (column 1) was held by a person who was also
listed in the rental as holding property (column 2), the property held by
that person in the rental is shown in column 3. Where property was also
held from the Gobion estate, as recorded in the inquisition post mortem of
Richard Gobion (GOB), this is also noted. Those listed, however, could
well have held property beyond that listed in the rental and the
inquisition. It is interesting that while various properties so identified
were probably fairly close to the centre of Northampton (B16, 18; N1, 4,
5; P1, 2) none appears to have been actually within the Market Square,
suggesting that the fair spread out a little through Northampton'’s streets,
but due caution must be exercised in view of the nature of the evidence,
which is limited in quantity and of uncertain reliability.

Table 4.1: Possible location of Northampton property let out at the time
of the fair.

BA ref Holder of property let at fair ~ Property held in Edward I rental

time

F26 Robert de Catwrth shops part of Gobion estate
(GOB)

F29 John de la Porte B16: Swynewellestrete

F30 Nicholas Selch O1: Laryestwichene

F31 Pentecost (de Kershalton?) B18: Swynewellestrete

F33 John Eustace B4: Swynewellestrete

F35-7 John le Megre N1, 4, 5: Parmentry; AC5:
Bridge Street

F38 Robert de Bedford P1: Gold Street

F39, 40, 47 Robert son of Henry P2: Gold Street; messuage part

of Gobion estate (GOB)
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The seld

A focus for the regulation of trade in Northampton in the late thirteenth
century, both in respect of the regular markets and the annual fair, seems
to have been provided by ‘the seld’. The use of hostur as a qualifier, per-
haps indicating the seld where measuring took place (cf BA C16n.) may
or may not suggest one or more further selds. In the bailiffs” account the
lease of shops under the seld (locatio shopparum subter seldam) is a specific
entry. Three shops are listed, namely the shop of Lettice de la Porte next
the hostur seld; the shop of Henry de Pisseford which was the corner
under the seld; and the shop of William Chapman under the seld (BA C0,
C16-18). The financial contribution of these three shops to the farm is
attributed in the pipe rolls to their being empty beyond the time of the
fair (PR2); it is not clear whether the income from these shops relates to
the time of the fair or the rest of the year. Perhaps they had a primary,
fair-related function but were then let out to these individuals for the rest
of the year, with the income therefore being included here rather than
under receipts from shops at the time of the fair (BA F). In the rental of St
James’ abbey (BL add ch 6117) Henry Pisford and Hugh le Palmer are
recorded as paying 3s. each for their respective properties under the seld,
presumably different properties to those in the bailiffs’ account, with
Henry thus holding more than one shop. Were these rents only for the
period outside the duration of the fair?

There are two references to the seld twenty years earlier than the bailiffs’
account. After some robbers had taken flight, leaving behind them two
horses and baggage in which were two robes, William de Lymar, knight,
prosecuted a case in the seld of Northampton and proved the horses and
baggage to be his. On another occasion a dispute arose between Walter
de Lichebarwe, keeper (custos) of the toll of sheep in Northampton, and
a man claiming to be of the honour of Huntingdon, as to whether toll had
to be paid on some sheep that had been sold. Walter took the stranger,
together with the sheep, to the seld to establish whether toll should
indeed be paid; the stranger would not enter the seld but fled to the
church and then abjured the kingdom. The sheep were handed over to
the bailiffs as abandoned property (HR X17, 20). The first case suggests
that part of the seld was used as a court room while the second case seems
to indicate that the bailiffs or other town officials were based there.

A commercial function for the seld is supported by the thirteenth-century
custumal (CUS ). All strangers, including those from Northamptonshire,
who brought wool, skins, fat, tallow, cheese or flesh had to set these goods
down ‘ in the seld of the lord the king, and a common seld is to be
provided’ (CUS 18). Similar categories of goods (meat, wool, grease, nuts,
lead and cheese) were specified as being subject to tronage, that is
weighing by the town’s tronager, probably under the supervision of the
bailiffs, with both the tronager and the bailiffs receiving a fee. All such
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goods had to be brought to the seld and ‘a common seld is provided for
this” (CUS 33). It is likely that any goods for which standard measures of
weight or volume were essential, for example corn and flour, had to be
brought to the seld. Avoidance of fraud through the use of non-standard
weights, the maintenance of control over market dues and the regulation
of trade by strangers were presumably the main driving forces.

Consideration of the use elsewhere of the term seld can throw light on
the nature of the Northampton seld. At London in the later thirteenth
century Cheapside contained a large number of selds, which Keene
describes as ‘privately-controlled, off-street bazaars’ (1990, 38ff), not
dissimilar to souks of the Arab world. The selds were long, narrow,
covered structures enclosed by a wall, typically 74ft x 17ft, but possibly
twice as wide. They were set back behind the shops fronting the streets
and accessed by a single entrance leading to the street between two of the
shops. Inside the seld, perhaps on either side of a walkway, were indi-
vidual plots or stations on which stood chests, boxes, benches, cupboards
and counters, the sales equipment of the traders doing business there. A
seld might contain twenty or thirty sales pitches or as few as seven, rented
out from the owner of the seld, although, for example, the Tanners Seld
was a communal enterprise run by the city’s tanners. Early thirteenth-
century selds might be named after their appearance, their owner or the
goods traded there. In 1300 there were in Cheapside perhaps four thousand
stations for traders in selds as well as four hundred shops.

Chapman’s Hall was recorded in the Winchester 1148 survey as ‘the seld
where linen cloths are sold” and in 1311 it was known as la Clothselde : ‘In
the early period [C12] there was presumably a substantial hall on the site
... but by the second half of the century the main feature of the tenement,
once described as a ‘market’ (forum), was probably its selds or shops. ...
The process by which a pre-Conquest guildhall, perhaps originally with
a purely social and religious function, appears to have evolved into a
centre of specialized marketing, the landlord of which enjoyed a measure
of control over the commerce in linen cloth in the city, offers tantalizing
hints as to the emergence of the merchant community in the city’ (Keene
1985, 517). Selds at Winchester fair, held outside the city, were presumably
more temporary structures, housing about fifty traders in booths (Keene
1985, 1092, 1098-9).

At Chester the term seld was applied to substantial long and narrow
structures that might be over 100ft in length and which again appeared
to have accommodated groups of traders. One group of shops and selds
was referred to as the "'shoemakers’ selds’. The Chester selds, which were
owned by the leading citizens who dominated the guild merchant, seem
to have flourished in the thirteenth and first half of the fourteenth century.
They were concentrated to the west of Bridge Street in the area adjacent
to where the common hall was erected, perhaps by the middle of the
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thirteenth century. Prior to that time the guild merchant met in the selds
(Brown et al. 1999, 18ff, 136f; Laughton 2008, 76, 204). At Middlewich a
‘house’, 1001t x 22ft, was constructed to contain selds to be used by foreign
merchants. It was later known as the ‘great hall’ (aula) (Brown et al. 1999,
19). The guildhall at Wallingford had ‘selds (warehouses open at the
sides) beneath it, let to traders’ in the time of Edward II (Hist Mss Comm
6th Report, Appendix part 1, 572).

The various selds above clearly had a commercial function, perhaps
within a controlled environment, through the provision of trading space,
in some cases specifically for foreign and non-local merchants. There
would appear to have been a close relationship with the guild merchant
or other governing body but the nature of any regulatory measures is not
clear. A more direct link between seld, commerce and urban authority is
discernible slightly later at Norwich. The city had probably long had
influence over the cloth industry in Norfolk but in the late fourteenth
century it sought to exercise a more formal control and increase revenue
for itself by setting up the ‘worstedseld’, located near the tollhouse on the
edge of the market place. All worsted cloths were to be approved by
officials and then sold by enfranchised citizens and in 1388 an ordinance
was enacted restricting the sale of Norfolk or Norwich cloths to the seld.
It would seem, however, that this monopoly could not be enforced for
long, although the city continued to exercise a prominent role in the
Norfolk cloth industry (Dunn 2004, 226).

When the core of Northampton’s present Town Hall was constructed in
1861-4 its medieval predecessor, which stood on the corner of Abington
Street and Wood Hill, was demolished. Surviving drawings and photo-
graphs show that it was of three storeys with a battlemented parapet (Figs
4.2 and 4.3). The hall on the first floor, which was apparently reached
originally by an external staircase, had several pointed two-light windows,
while those on the second floor were square-headed and later, indicating
either that this floor was later or that the windows had been replaced.
The ground floor seems to have been open originally; in 1586 there were
nine shops there. Cox (1898, 170), followed by Cam (1930b, 36), considered
that the town hall was built in the first quarter of the fourteenth century,
but the pointed windows could certainly be of thirteenth-century date
and it would seem reasonable that a guildhall was established on the site
in the thirteenth century or possibly earlier.> Could the hostur seld be the
‘common seld” and indeed contain the common hall (communis aula)
where the justices in eyre held their session in 12857 Is it the guildhall
(geldaula and gyaula) recorded as being used by the justices in the late
thirteenth century (cf Chapter 5, Where did the courts sit?).

Guildhall was rarely used as the name for a municipal building before

5 For Northampton’s medieval guildhalls see also Williams 1983-4.
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Fig. 4.2. The guildhall as depicted on the map of Northampton by Noble and
Butlin (1746). Note the entrance on the first floor via an external staircase and
the lean-to on both sides of the ground floor.

Fig. 4.3. Northampton’s medieval guildhall in 1864 as shown on a carte de
visite. The ground floor has been remodelled since the time of Noble and Butlin,
with the entrance now at ground level. The windows above and to the left of
the new entrance reflect the already existing first floor windows. Reproduced
by kind permission of Northamptonshire Libraries and Information Service.
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the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. Rather we find tolbooths at Cam-
bridge, Durham, Kings Lynn, Lancaster and Norwich, toll-houses at Great
Yarmouth and Bury St Edmunds and booth-halls at Gloucester, Hereford
and Shrewsbury (Gross 1890, 80f), all these terms underlining the comm-
ercial dimension of these structures. In a case of trespass dating to 1363 it
is reported that ‘the hide merchants [of Hereford] formerly used to expose
their hides in an uncovered place [at Worcester] and then they used to
lease shops next to it and afterwards the citizens built a great hall called
the Booth Hall in which hall the pleas of the city are held and the prison
of the city is” (Arnold 1985, 115). The Worcester Booth Hall may well
provide a good historical and functional parallel for the Northampton
seld, which probably provided selling places that could be let out at
ground level with a hall above that could be used for market regulation
and other civic functions.

The development of borough records

There are clear indications in the various documents presented in this
volume of a move away from memory as the record of authority although
it is sometimes introduced into court proceedings. An increasing concern
is shown for systematic frameworks for action and to record in writing
the various actions themselves. Here the clerk was important and appears
not only undertaking a recording role but also making the profer of the
farm at the exchequer. The bailiffs” account and the rental suggest sched-
ules against which charges were being collected. The various layers of
prise records, however, reveal a process based on tallies where only
subsequently were the accounts themselves drawn up although these
accounts were then used for recording payment (Chapter 13). The fact
that the weekly tolls for the market could be listed at the end of the year
implies that weekly records were kept. Similarly the court rolls would
seem to signify that a running account was kept of fines levied in the
court. Certainly the coroners had to keep records of their actions to await
the coming of the justices in eyre and deeds are known to have been
enrolled on rolls kept by the court.

The custumal clearly evidences the written recording of the customary
law of Northampton, with the complexity of some of the laws very much
arguing for their writing and rewriting. Copying and other errors,
however, might seem to indicate either that all that was being docu-
mented was not understood or perhaps that it was an archival or even
antiquarian account rather than a current accurate code to inform
decision-making.

Some observations

This chapter has witnessed the growing involvement of Northampton’s
burgesses and particularly its urban elite in taking charge of their own
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affairs financially and otherwise but it was very much within a controlled,
delegated framework rather than through real independent action. The
crown was happy for the burgesses to have a greater involvement in
managing the raising of the farm and other taxes due to it, providing that
the required level of funding was achieved and the town did not in any
other way step out of line. Yet real or imagined infractions also provided
an opportunity for the king to fine his burgesses as a price for regaining
their liberties. This willingness of the king to squeeze his subjects is also
witnessed in the operation of the system of prise and the long delay that
often occurred before payment was made to suppliers for goods and
services received. The total debt to the town by the royal household at
the time of the hundred roll enquiry was said to be approaching £900,
equivalent to seven and a half times the farm of the town and with some
debts going back many years. This would obviously have had a major
impact on the ability of the bailiffs and other officials to manage the
finances of the town.

In other respects the new regime was not necessarily beneficial to all.
Royal authority and officials were never far away and within the borough
there are clear signs of oligarchical practice. A limited number of individ-
uals dominated the mayoralty and the same names keep recurring in
positions or situations of authority. Discontent emerges in the hundred
rolls regarding perceived unjustified privilege. Thomas Kynne, Philip de
Horton, William le Pessoner, Richard de Tolouse and Simon le Mercer all
had charters from the king to be free of tallages and other charges in
Northampton for a term of years, thereby causing financial damage to
the town (HR 10.1-5; ¢f CPR 1247-58, 36; 1258-66, 603; 1266-72, 67, 120;
1272-81, 305). Resentment is expressed more generally by the same jurors
when they relate that ‘several burgesses ... with great and several rents
in Northampton ... were unwilling and are still unwilling to share in the
tallage and other things’ (HR 10.8). They also report abuse of power in
that John Apotecarius, as mayor of Northampton, failed to pass on to the
king £50 received from the community of Northampton and Richard de
Tolouse similarly had not paid £496 (HR 23.1-2). More generally when
the poor went on business of the town to London and elsewhere they did
so at their own expense, whereas the rich had their expenses paid by the
poor (HR X13). In 1292 Robert son of Henry, who was for a long time
mayor of Northampton, was accused before the court of king’s bench of
refusing to render account of about five hundred marks, although he had
often been asked to do so (Sayles 1938, 114). Again many of those reported
by the hundred roll jurors of making encroachments upon the king or
upon the royal dignity were prominent burgesses of the town (HR13).
Northampton was thus increasingly free from direct interference by royal
officials, but not necessarily from the grip of its leading burgesses.



Chapter 5
Administering Justice

The later twelfth and thirteenth centuries saw a considerable centralising
of legal authority and procedure, driven in particular by the actions of
the great legislating kings, Henry II and Edward I.! Powers that had
previously been exercised at a more local level were transferred to courts
of the crown, and yet at Northampton an initial view of the documentary
sources, particularly the royal charters, might suggest that during the
course of the thirteenth century Northampton gained a significantly
enhanced judicial independence. It was a period that was witnessing
demographic and economic expansion nationally, with major growth,
both in the number of towns and in the size of their populations, and
Northampton was at the forefront of this urban explosion, particularly in
the late twelfth and early thirteenth centuries. Urban communities were
augmented by migrants from the countryside who aspired to a better life
and to freedom from the restrictions of manorial lords, and the growing
craft and merchant classes within the towns sought more control over
their own social and economic destinies. How then are these tensions of
increasing centralisation yet greater localisation manifest in the admin-
istration of justice in Northampton?

There is some difficulty in separating discussion appropriate to this
overview and arguments that sit more closely with the individual
documents set out in this volume. A certain amount of overlap is inevitable
and the reader will probably find it helpful to engage simultaneously with
the overview, the documents and their associated commentary.

English law at the end of the thirteenth century

Anglo-Saxon law had evolved from the need to maintain harmony and
peace between individuals within the context of safeguarding the social
dominance of the king or local lord. Concepts of justice related very much
to retribution and the paying of compensation to the individual against
whom an offence had been committed and to the owner of the peace that
had been broken; the sliding scale of wergild placed a measure of value
on all members of society and their possessions, yet blood feuds would
continue beyond the Norman Conquest. As a framework for governing
the country developed it was mirrored by that for dispensing justice, with
the laws of King Edgar, which probably date to the 970s, distinguishing

1 For overviews of medieval judicial administration see Harding 1973 and Jewel
1972, 123ff. For Northampton itself see Cam 1930b, 9ff.
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courts for shires, hundreds and boroughs; boroughs were the centres of
influence and indeed administration for much larger areas than the
hundreds and in many cases, like Northampton, evolved into county
towns.

A major impact arising out of the post-1066 Norman presence was an
increasingly hierarchical pattern of land tenure, with the court structure
reflecting this development. The delivery of justice, whether civil or
criminal, was tied into the feudal framework and Henry I strengthened
the powers of the sheriffs, requiring them amongst their other duties to
preside over the county courts, which had previously been supervised by
bishops; they were now held at or adjacent to royal castles, many having
previously been convened at ‘neutral’ or marginal sites out in the country.
The machinery for maintaining and enforcing the king’s peace developed
alongside. The frankpledge system, which went back to the time of
Athelstan, who reigned 925-39, was actively promoted; all adult males
had to be in a tithing, a group notionally ten strong, so as to ensure a
collective responsibility by its members in following the law, and failure
to bring an individual to court could result in amercement for the tithing
as a whole. Similarly the assize of Clarendon of 1166 required juries from
the various hundreds to present details of criminal activity to the sheriff
and the justices (Plucknett 1956, 112). Although trial by battle and by
ordeal of water and hot iron continued into the thirteenth century,
increasing use was made of juries in both criminal and civil cases. It must
be remembered, however, that jurors, unlike today, did not weigh up
arguments and reach verdicts, but rather presented to the justices their
truth, the facts of the case on the basis of their personal knowledge. In
this context the juries of grand assize, instituted by Henry II, took over
as the main instrument in establishing right in cases involving title to
land. The itinerant justices in eyre, integrated with the curia regis at
Westminster, constituted the basis of Henry II's new judicial structure and
provided a consistent and systematic approach to providing justice
through to the end of the thirteenth century. Indeed Henry’s frequent
absence from England required an effective system capable of operating
when he was not in the country. The twelfth century also saw changes in
respect of penalties for crime. Compensation as such, based on wergild,
disappeared. Guilt in felonies from homicides to more serious theft
resulted in loss of life or limb while less serious crime could be punished
by amercement. In the thirteenth century, however, hanging was extend-
ed to all felonies.

As with taxation and financial management, there was also an apparent
growth of local power and influence during the reigns of Henry III and
Edward I, but it was very much in the context of fairly strictly controlled
franchises, which were acquired at a price and had to be justified through
quo warranto inquests, where it had to be demonstrated to the king by
what right certain privileges and franchises were held. Franchises could
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easily be lost for breaches of their terms, which were sometimes technical
rather than substantial; they could be reacquired, but at significant
financial gain to the exchequer. Regulated outsourcing can thus be seen
to have played a key role, from a legal and a financial point of view, but
the king’s justices at Westminster and in eyre, as they visited and revisited
all parts of the country, sought to maintain a common standard and
helped to establish uniformity of legal purpose and implementation.

Legal procedure in respect of cases involving right to title of property was
speeded up during the thirteenth century. Actions of right could, through
the use of delaying tactics involving essoins (excuses for non-attendance
in court), take a long time to come to conclusion and were unsatisfactory
on account of the absence of any appeal mechanism. The introduction of
the assize of novel disseisin, through which it was established only
whether the plaintiff had recently been disseised, without the finality of
a decision on right, allowed property to be restored and damages paid. A
plethora of other specific writs ensued, for example relating to dower,
and these provided the opportunity for speeding up judicial process, but
at the same time they increased the complexity of the legal fabric.

The middle of the thirteenth century saw the development of the concept
of trespass (transgressio) in which redress was sought for personal injury
less than a felony and for which the royal courts did not offer a
satisfactory process (Pollock and Maitland 1968, II 511; Harding 1981,
xxxiiif; Stewart 2006, xcff). Trespass covered a range of less serious
offences such as brawling and minor acts of dishonesty as well as damage
to personal property. We find instances of unspecified trespass being dealt
with by a fine in the town court (BA G) but trespass also found its way
before the justices in eyre (JUS C). Felonies, however, that is robbery and
killing, for the most part had to await the arrival of the royal justices.

Sources

In examining the administration of justice in Northampton in the time of
Edward I it is prudent initially to consider briefly the sources on which
any overview can be based, in particular those contained in the second
part of this volume. While, however, Edward I's charter, the records of
the 1285 eyre and the custumal are very much concerned with legal
matters, significant material is also contained within documents partly
or largely relating to other matters, for example the bailiffs” account and
the hundred rolls. More detailed commentary accompanies the individual
texts; an attempt is made here to draw out a broader synthesis.

It has to be admitted at the start that the various sources provide little
evidence about the details of the administration of justice at Northampton
prior to the end of the twelfth century. The town was under royal control
in 1086 and then in and out of the hands of the earls of Northampton
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through to the middle of the twelfth century. During this time the exercise
of justice must have relied very much on the sheriff or earls and their
officers, although it is reasonably clear that a body of customary law
existed before the end of the 1180s when the town gained the right to farm
the town itself and also its first royal charter.

A broad statement of principles is provided by this and the succeeding
series of charters up to that of Edward I (1299), which either bestowed or
confirmed some broad rights and specific freedoms (Table 7.1; CH). The
hundred rolls (1274) further provide a summary of the judicial liberties
that the burgesses claimed to have been granted by the crown (HR 8.1),
but these sources do not explain the reality of how the law affected
individual burgesses in everyday life and how responsibilities for law
enforcement were divided. Northampton’s custumal is selective in its
approach and treats mainly matters of property and inheritance and
trading standards (CUS). Nonetheless, it is possible to trace a growing
range of activities drawn within its coverage as it evolved during the
course of the thirteenth century, and it provides valuable insights into the
perceptions of its leading burgesses regarding the town’s role in local
government and the maintenance of order, particularly in respect of land
and inheritance and the protection of commerce and trade. The only real
direct record of proceedings in a Northampton town court during this
time is contained within the ‘Profits of the court’ section of the bailiffs’
account for 1293-4 (BA G). The list of amercements there, while lacking
detailed individual case descriptions, can be set alongside the records of
the eyre visitation of 1285 to throw further light on the extent to which
Northampton’s burgesses had delegated responsibility for law and order,
what offences were dealt with by the burgesses themselves and what
were subject to the royal justices (JUS). There is slightly more detailed
information for one year during the reign of Richard II, about a hundred
years later, which can assist the interpretation of the abbreviated formulae
of the bailiffs’ account (NRO NBR 1.28), and individual deeds and other
documents from the thirteenth century can also help to elucidate specific
points. The rolls of the itinerant justices provide a record of what was
dealt with by them and thus what was outside the power of the town
court, but many of the cases reported there will have originated in a town
court and/or with the officials of the town. Earlier eyre records provide
additional context.

Northampton'’s royal charters and judicial rights and privileges

A useful reference point for looking at the different responsibilities of the
town and the royal justices is provided by Northampton’s twelfth- and
thirteenth-century charters (Markham 1898, 25ff), which at given
moments in time set out, from a royal perspective, the rights and
franchises granted to the town. While John’s charter (1200) and the first
charter of Henry III (1227) largely confirm the charter of Richard I (1189),
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Henry III's later charters (1255 and 1257) introduce further privileges, or
at least for the first time recognise some additional existing practices.
Edward I's charter (1299) confirms all rights and franchises granted up
to that time and consolidates them into a single charter (CH). A
concordance of the clauses of the various charters is presented in Table
7.1.

Richard I's charter establishes some important principles in relation to
Northampton’s independent identity within the legal system. Firstly its
inhabitants had the right for cases involving themselves to be tried within
the town, except where property outside the town was concerned, and
pleas relating to debts incurred there should be heard there; secondly
there was to be a town court, the court of hustings, which would be held
once a week; thirdly the custom of the town of Northampton in relation
to the holding of property in the town was recognised; and fourthly, as
noted in Chapter 4, the burgesses were granted the right to choose each
year one or two prepositi. The sole new clause in John’s charter concerned
the right to choose as coroners, ‘four of the more lawful and discrete men
of the town ... to keep the pleas of the crown ... and to see that the reeves
of the town justly and lawfully treat the poor as well as the rich’.
According to the 1257 and 1299 charters burgesses were not to be
convicted by strangers in relation to appeals, indictments, injuries,
trespasses, charges, claims and demands except by their fellow burgesses
and they were also granted the franchises of the return of writs and of
infangthief. In 1274 the burgesses of Northampton could claim to have
their own free court in which they had the return of writs, pleas relating
to distraint, prison, gallows, pillory, tumbrel, four coroners, the assize of
bread and ale and all other liberties of the crown pertaining in the same
town from the grant of Edward I and his ancestors (HR 8.1).

The franchise of infangthief granted the town of Northampton the right
to hang thieves caught within the liberty of the town with the fruits of
their thieving. Cam notes that this franchise, which first appeared in
Henry III's charter of 1257, can be seen to have been exercised as early as
1247 (1930b, 10). Three cases of the town hanging thieves caught with
stolen property in the form of sheep, iron nails and cows respectively, are
recorded in the eyre rolls (TNA JUST1/614B aalt 0799, 0896). It is stated,
moreovetr, in respect of the first case listed that the town had the franchise
by gift and grant of an ancestor of King Henry. Taken at face value this
would suggest that the franchise went back at least to the twelfth century
to before the time of John, who would surely have been named as Henry’s
father rather than his ancestor. In the 1285 rolls there are four instances
where presumably the conditions relating to infangthief had been
satisfied when hanging the guilty (JUS B22, 27, 38, 46). A further three
individuals were hanged in 1285 after appearing before the justices (JUS
B55, 67, 68). In two other cases the justices moved ‘to judgement’ of the
town. In one instance, although those hanged had been caught within
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Northampton with their stolen wool, the hue and cry had not been raised
(JUS B43), and in the other the town had proceeded to hang Henry
Stonhard of Dunstable, who had broken out of the town prison while
awaiting trial on suspicion of robbery (JUS B45). Cam suggested a
possible relationship between this latter case and the town being in the
king’s hands (1930b, 10) but in reality there was a period of almost ten
years after the 1285 eyre before the town was in the king’s hands. No
record is readily visible of any penalty, financial or otherwise, following
the ‘to judgement’ verdict. In 1329-30 it was different. Five instances were
brought before the justices of the town having exceeded its authority in
hanging persons convicted of crimes committed outside their area of
jurisdiction, in one case as far afield as Warwick and in another in Lindsey
(Sutherland 1983, xxxvi, 59). There had been a gap of almost forty-five
years since the last general eyre and three of the cases had occurred in
1294, one in 1295 and one in 1311. Justice may in fact have been served
but Northampton lost not only the franchise of infangthief but all the
other franchises of the town, including the right to elect a mayor. It only
regained them several months later on payment of a fine. Royal control
of justice had a long arm and an understanding of its financial worth.

Ongoing tension between town and crown can be seen in November,
1329, when two cases came before the general eyre sitting in the great hall
of Northampton castle, which had been repaired for the occasion (Brown
et al. 1963, 753). In one, Alice, widow of William le Plumer of North-
ampton, claimed a messuage and five shops as her right and in the other
Gillian, widow of Henry de Lungeville claimed property and rent as her
dower (Sutherland 1983, 45ff). The mayor and bailiffs, through their
attorney, asserted that the cases should be heard before themselves on the
following grounds: firstly Henry III’s charter granted that no burgess
should sue or be sued outside the walls of the town for tenements within
the town, a provision that is in fact in all of Northampton’s earlier charters
from the time of Richard I onwards; and secondly that Edward I's charter
granted that the mayor and bailiffs should hold and execute all pleas
touching the liberty of the town as the bailiffs had been accustomed to
do in times past. A legal debate ensued within the framework of gquo
warranto. A distinction was made between pleas being held before the
mayor and the bailiffs and them being held, by others, but still within the
walls of the town. A further distinction was made between de facto and de
jure usage. Edward’s charter was interpreted as confirming de jure practice
from time immemorial rather than de facto practice accumulated during
more recent time, with the holding of all pleas by the mayor and bailiffs
being adjudged de facto usage and thus not covered by Edward’s charter.
When the mayor and bailiffs modified their claim and asked only that the
cases be heard by the justices within the guildhall, even this was then not
allowed since they were changing their original request. The incident
highlights a number of issues. Northampton castle, the venue for the
1329-30 eyre and within the domain of the king, was clearly outside the
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walls of the town and thus the judicial independence of the burgesses of
Northampton. Nonetheless, the right to try and be tried on home territory
only in a limited way freed the burgesses from the all pervading reach of
the royal justices; the burgesses might assume legal processes for
themselves but the king jealously guarded royal justice and its profits.
Incidentally, when the mayor and bailiffs on this occasion claimed the
right to hold all pleas pertaining to the franchise of the town, no reference
was made either by themselves or by the justices to the evidence of the
eyre rolls for the general eyres of 1285 and earlier, which clearly show the
royal justices sitting in judgement on cases similar to those of Alice and
Gillian, but at least in some instances apparently in sessions separate from
those dealing with the rest of the county.

The role of borough officials and courts

Overseeing the day to day maintenance of law and order in the town were
the mayor and the bailiffs. In Edward I's charter of 1299 they were granted
the right to hold and administer all pleas touching on the liberty of
Northampton in the same way that the bailiffs, apparently on their own,
had done in the past (qui quidam maior et ballivi omnia placita libertatem ville
predicte tangentia teneant et exerceant prout per ballivos eiusdem ville temp-
oribus retroactis consuevit). The bailiffs also acted as law enforcement
officers, with the power to arrest those caught committing an offence or
reasonably accused of wrongdoing, subject to sureties being given by the
accuser (cf JUS B50), but it is not known to what extent they were helped
in any way by assistants, such as the four serjeants at Winchester who
could collect fines, serve summons of the city court and take distraint
(Furley 1923, 59; 1927, 26f). A serjeant (serviens) and a clerk (clericus) could
execute a summons of the mayor (CUS A24) and four serjeants are
mentioned in the fifteenth century in connection with the taking of bail
(Markham 1898, 244). In 1378-9 two chamberlains (camerarii) collected
fines (NRO NBR 1.28) and in the fifteenth century were responsible for
the common chest to be acquired for holding fines and other monies
received by virtue of the office of the mayoralty (Markham 1898, 255ff).
Presumably after 1285 and the statute of Winchester there were two
constables with responsibility for watch and other peace-keeping duties.
The castle housed the county prison but the town had its own gaoler
before the end of the twelfth century and presumably a prison where
those awaiting trial for felonies could be held. The gaoler, who was
responsible to the bailiffs, was referred to as a gaiolarius in 1191-2 (Pipe R
3 Ric I, 158) and as a custos in the thirteenth-century eyre rolls (JUS B63;
TNA JUST1/615 aalt 0998). The officers together were answerable to the
royal justices for the security of prisoners. In 1247 the bailiffs were held
responsible (ad judicium) for an escape from prison. In 1253 Roger Hering,
the gaoler, aided and abetted an escape; he admitted his guilt before the
coroners and abjured the realm. In 1285 Richard de Dunstaple the gaoler,
in fear after the escape of a prisoner, hanged himself; on this occasion the
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jurors found the bailiffs and the clerk innocent of any offence (TNA
JUST1/614B aalt 0799; JUST1/615 aalt 0998; JUS B45, 61, 63).2

From 1200 Northampton had four coroners ‘to keep the pleas of our
crown and other things which pertain to us ... and to see the reeves justly
and lawfully treat as well the poor as the rich’ (CH). The office of county
coroner was established in 1194 although many of the functions coroners
exercised had previously been undertaken by other local officials. The
first borough coroners, for Northampton, Shrewsbury, Lincoln, Gloucester
and Ipswich, were all appointed in 1200 although Colchester had had a
justiciar performing essentially the same functions from 1189 (Ballard 1913,
Ixxxvii; Hunnisett 1961, 1ff). The responsibilities of the coroners were
significant although limited, and they acted as an important intermediary
between the town and the crown in relation to pleas of the crown. They
held inquests relating to sudden and unexplained deaths and they heard
abjurations of the realm made by felons in sanctuary. They would almost
certainly have sat alongside the mayor and bailiffs in the town court(s),
and indeed their names appear alongside those of the mayor and bailiffs,
the twenty-four comprising the council and the fourteen ‘pledges’ in the
town’s memoranda roll of 1378-9 (NRO NBR 1.28), but they did not try
cases themselves. More generally they maintained an oversight and a
record of their own and the town’s actions in dealing with felonies and
other crown interests in between visitations of the royal justices, who
would then audit their action and try cases that were awaiting their
judgement. Conversely the mayor and community had responsibility for
the coroners and at the 1329-30 eyre the coroners’ rolls for the previous
forty-five years were reviewed closely, and the mayor and community
were held to account for the safeguarding of the rolls and indeed for the
performance of the coroners in their duties during that time (Sutherland
1983, x1, 47). The use of the verb custodire for ‘keeping the pleas’ recognises
that the coroners were looking after and safeguarding the crown pleas
through a record, and this role was reinforced by their responsibility to
ensure the just application of justice by the bailiffs for all Northampton’s
inhabitants. The importance of the coroners’ rolls as a record is illustrated
by the case of John son of Ralph Kyng, who was arrested by the bailiffs
for stealing sheep and released on bail. On being brought before the
justices in November 1285 it was found through the coroners’ rolls that
the appellant had not found a pledge for prosecuting and accordingly
John was released (JUS B50). At that time it would appear that the
coroners compiled a single roll between them (JUS B1) but at the 1329-30
eyre the chief justice, Geoffrey Scrope, clearly expected that each of the
coroners should have kept his own roll (Sutherland 1983, 47). The earliest
coroners’ rolls that have survived for Northampton are two damaged
rolls from the reign of Edward II (TNA JUST2/614A, 614B) but it is

2 In JUS B61 and B63 Nicholas Selche and John de Thorp’ are not referred to as
bailiffs but they are known to have been bailiffs together around 1280 — Table 15.3.
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possible to reconstruct their activity in earlier times from the eyre rolls
where the pleas of the crown are recorded (e.g. JUS B).

According to Cam the court of hustings was the only court of the town
throughout the Middle Ages (1930b, 9). Northampton’s charters from that
of Richard I onwards referred to the court of hustings, which was to be
held weekly, and this court is also mentioned in the hundred rolls. It is
possible that it was the same court as the portimoth’, referred to in two
early thirteenth-century deeds (BL Harley Ch. 85 G50; 86 D45) and the
portemotus found in the eyre rolls of 1202-3 (Stenton 1930, 71). Rather than
being a new institution, such a court may well have had its origins in
some guise in pre-Conquest times; certainly the existence of a body of
customary law by the late twelfth century is not inconsistent with this.

Transfers of land in the hustings court were regularly registered in the
hustings court (Cam 1930b, 10) and in the memoranda roll of 1378-9 we
can see the enrolment of three deeds (NRO NBR 1.28). In one case a charge
of 8s. 10d. is recorded in respect of the sale of a property, at a rate of 2d.
in the £ on the sale price of £53 6s. 8d., which was in accordance with
clause 58 of the custumal (CUS 58). One can also see in the cartulary of St
James’ abbey that in November 1288 Ralph Dive came to court at
Northampton and quitclaimed to the abbey all his right in a tenement in
Castle Street (in vico castelli), Northampton, and a record of this® was
entered ‘in the roll of pleas titled the time of Robert son of Henry for the
fifteenth and sixteenth years of the reign of King Edward and the record
is written almost at the end of the roll for year sixteen’ (in rotulo placitorum
Norht” qui sic intitulantur tempore Roberti filii Henrici annis regni regis
Edwardi xv et xvj et scribitur fere in fine rotuli anno regni regis Edwardi xvj)
(SJC 156r). The ‘time of Robert son of Henry’ presumably refers to the
period of his mayoralty. An agreement (conventio) is similarly recorded
as being enrolled on the roll of common pleas when Robert son of Henry
was mayor (SJC 181r), and also during his mayoralty Alice Baron
quitclaimed her right in a tenement to St James’abbey ‘in full pleas before
the mayor and bailiffs of Northampton’ (in plenis placitis coram maiore et
baillivis Norht’) (S]JC 179v). Rather earlier, in the first part of the thirteenth
century, a charter was witnessed, among others, by Robert Speciarius and
the whole portmoot of Northampton (toto porthimoth de Norhath”) (BL
Harley Ch 84 G50). At London 2s. were paid to the alderman for livery of
seisin, the formal conveyance of a property, as early as the late twelfth or
early thirteenth century; at Norwich in the early fourteenth century 2d.
were charged for endorsement of deeds and 4d. for enrolment; and in the
Ipswich recognizance rolls of 1294-1327 payments to the bailiffs of 2s. for
acknowledgement and 6d. or 8d. for seisin are frequent (Rutledge 1983,
49; pers. comm. D Keene).

3 Itis not stated what the form of this record was and whether it was in fact a copy
of the deed itself.
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There are several instances on the memoranda roll of a charge for the seal
of the mayor (pro sigillo maioris) or the seal of statute (pro sigillo statuti) as
well for sealed certification (pro certificata sigillata). The mayor’s seal was
probably thirteenth-century in date although the statute merchant seal
probably dates from 1319, somewhat later than the bailiffs’ account. The
bailiffs had a seal in 1200 and there was certainly a common seal for the
town in the early thirteenth century (Cam 1930b, 22; Cox 1898, 142ff; Pape
1952, Plate 2, 13ff). A number of craft and other ordinances are recorded
in the Liber Custumarum as being enacted in the court of hustings in the
fifteenth century (Markham 1898, 242, 260, 276, 293 etc.).

The entries in the court roll contained in the bailiffs” account (BA G) are
admittedly brief but there is no reference to property transfers in them
nor is there any indication of charges being made on the basis of the court
being a court of record. The court is just referred to as the curia and while
there may have been just a single court at Northampton the curia may
well have been a separate institution to the hustings court/portmoot. The
majority of the 255 fines listed in the bailiffs” account (BA G) were for
failure to use the legal process correctly. Thus there were forty-nine
instances of unjust detention of money or property, thirty-six of false
claim, sixteen of unjustly raising the hue and cry, thirty of not pursuing a
claim and twenty of default or not coming to court. There were seventy-
two unspecified cases of trespass, three of forestalling and six offences
relating to flour and the baking of bread. Was this the court, if it was
indeed a separate court, where not only minor cases of law and order
were dealt with but where the cases that were recorded in the coroners’
rolls, and that would be referred to the itinerant justices, would be
initiated?

There was also a town assembly which presumably embraced all the
freemen of the town and was apparently held from early times in the
church of St Giles (Cam 1930b, 8). No reference to such a congregation
has been noted among the thirteenth-century and earlier documents that
have been researched in connection with this volume but in the fifteenth-
century ordinances are regularly recorded as having been enacted by this
body in the Liber Custumarum (Markham 1898, 241ff).

The burgesses and system of frankpledge

All the townspeople were expected to be active in promoting a lawful
society and bringing wrongdoers to justice. A cornerstone of the frame-
work for maintaining law and order was the frankpledge system, and
adult males, in town and country, had to be enrolled in tithings ten strong.
The nobility, those retained by a lord, and the clergy were exempt and
vagrants not surprisingly fell through the net (Morris 1910, 69ff; Jewell
1972, 163). Being twelve years old was the normal requirement for
admission to a tithing although [...] Bille was noted in 1247 as not
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belonging to a Northampton tithing because he had not reached the age
of fifteen (TNA JUST1/614B aalt 0896). We can note in the custumal a
requirement for prospective members of a tithing who were not natives
of the town to pay an entrance fee of 4d. and a further 1d. to the clerk,
with good (probi) men of the town paying no entrance fee and only 2d.
to the clerk (CUS B36); the bailiffs” account records six payments varying
between 4d. and 12d., any payments to the clerk, and consequently any
admissions of freemen to a tithing, not being recorded (BA G9, 66, 70 etc.).
All were required to have a guarantor of their trustworthiness and had
to be presented, presumably to the assembly of the town, by the head of
the tithing.

The frankpledge system is clearly evidenced in the eyre rolls for 1247,
1253 and 1285, wrongdoers being identified with a tithing through the
name of its headman. In 1285 the tithings of Robert de Daventr’, Walter
le Ferur, Thomas de Arderne, Thomas de Brampton, William le Gaunter
and Walter Smelesho were all fined 40d. for failing to stop the flight of
members of their tithings and bring them to trial (TNAJUST1/614B, 615;
JUS D29-34). At the head of the memoranda roll of 1378-9, alongside the
names of the twenty-four men forming the council, is a list of fourteen
men identified as pledges (nomina plegiorum). They are divided into two
groups of seven, with brackets appearing to indicate that each group
reported to or was responsible to one of the bailiffs (NRO NBR 1.28). These
would seem to have been the headmen of the various tithings, the tithing-
men (decenarii) of the fifteenth century referred to by Cam (1930b, 15).
Unlike at Winchester, however, where in later times the wards repres-
ented the tithings and the aldermen the heads of tithings, it is difficult to
correlate Northampton’s fourteen pledges with the four or five wards of
the town.* The south and west ‘quarters’ are referred to in the bailiffs’
account (Kb and Kc).

From the time of Henry II sheriffs had a responsibility for taking a view
of frankpledge twice a year, that is checking that all who should be in a
tithing were in fact in one, but other arrangements pertained in areas
outside a sheriff’s jurisdiction. Thus at Winchester the city court had the
view of frankpledge (Furley 1923, 57) and at Canterbury the wards were
effectively performing this function (Urry 1967, 93). The situation at
Northampton is not known but was perhaps similar to that at Winchester,
for according to the hundred roll jurors the sheriff never did nor ought to
have his tourn at Northampton (HR 19.1).

The members of each tithing, under its headman, had a collective
responsibility for their fellow members staying within the law, reporting
wrongdoing by individual members and ensuring that they came to trial,
whether they were caught as a result of the hue and cry or indeed

4 For Northampton’s wards see Cam 1930b, 33 and Cox 1898, 517.
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otherwise suspected of having committed an offence. Because of the
corporate responsibility of the tithing for its members, suspected offend-
ers may have been bailed and not held in prison, as seems to have been
the case in 1285 with the 40d. fines, noted above, that were imposed on a
number of tithings. Those from outside Northampton, however, and thus
not within a tithing, could have been committed to prison to await the
justices.

While anyone witnessing a crime being committed was to take up the hue
and cry and pursue the malefactor until he or she was arrested by the
bailiffs, a penalty might be paid for wrongful accusations. Where someone
who had been arrested was subsequently found in court to be innocent
and acquitted, the person raising the hue and cry would be fined. Failure
to raise the hue and cry, however, placed the town collectively in mercy
on at least two occasions (JUS B8, B9) and apparently hanging two robbers
seized with their stolen goods, without the hue and cry having been
raised, invalidated the terms of the franchise of infangthief (see above;
JUS B43).

The itinerant justices

As a result of reforms by Henry II, responsibility for law and order and
for jurisdiction in civil cases increasingly came into the hands of the royal
justices, sitting at Westminster and dispatched on visitations, or eyres,
around the counties (Carpenter 2003, 233ff). New procedures initiated
following the assize of Clarendon in 1166 brought jurisdiction over
serious criminal offences firmly within the hands of the justices in eyre
and new legal procedures, or assizes, introduced before the end of Henry
II's reign, and which again involved these itinerant justices, made an
opportunity for redress in cases of land and inheritance far more
accessible for a wider section of the population.

The earliest eyre rolls that have survived are those of Wiltshire for 1194,
while the earliest for Northamptonshire date from 1202 and 1203 (Stenton
1930). For the chronology of visitations of the general eyre to North-
amptonshire in the thirteenth century and the survival of associated rolls
and other sources Crook (1982, passim) has been an invaluable reference
point. Justices for gaol delivery and those with briefs less wide than for
general eyres would have visited at other times, but a full chronology for
such visitations has yet to be established.

The rolls for the Northamptonshire 1202-3 eyre, although incomplete, do
not seem to indicate that Northampton cases brought before the king’s
justices were then dealt with separately from those of the shire, the
occasional Northampton entries occurring apparently randomly in the
rolls. The 1247 eyre rolls contain records of both civil and crown pleas
relating to Northampton, recorded in separately headed sections and not
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intermixed with those of the shire (TNA JUST1/614B). The rolls for the
1253 eyre, while damaged and thus incomplete, again contain discrete
sections for Northampton, covering civil and crown pleas, with a separate
group of jurors presenting the Northampton crown pleas (TNA JUST1/
615).> Only the rolls relating to Northampton civil pleas survive for the
1261 eyre and a number of cases clearly relating to other parts of the
county intermingle with those of Northampton itself (TNA JUST1/616).
For the 1285 eyre there are substantial portions of the rolls of all the
justices, enabling a good account to be assembled for Northampton for
civil and crown pleas, plaints and trespasses, and amercements and fines,
and there is also a list of jurors for the crown pleas (JUS). Final concords
and feet of fines indicate that there were other sessions of the justices in
general eyre at Northampton in 1192, 1199, 1219, 1227 and 1232 (Crook
1982, 57, 60, 72, 83, 88) and there is also part of a roll for the North-
amptonshire general eyre of 1239 (Crook 1982, 97), although the portions
relating to Northampton itself have not survived. Rolls relating to
visitations of the justices in eyre, if not in general eyre, from later in the
reign of Edward I provide some useful additional information (TNA
JUST1/624-7). The Northamptonshire general eyre of 1329-1330 dealt
with a number of cases going back to the reign of Edward I, but the town
of Northampton is not separately treated in the rolls (Sutherland 1983).

In 1285 the justices heard civil pleas (JUS A), crown pleas (JUS B), and
plaints and trespasses (JUS C). The civil pleas very much related to
property and inheritance, including actions both of right and seisin, all
initiated by a writ purchased from the king. Under pleas of the crown the
justices dealt with felonies, and unexplained or sudden deaths. The
coroners had to produce their rolls for examination; the rolls recorded
their own and the actions of the town community and its court since the
last eyre and this was particularly relevant in relation to felons who had
fled or abjured the realm, and also in respect of dealing with unexplained
or sudden deaths. If those who had committed a felony could reach the
sanctuary of a church before they were apprehended they could then
within forty days confess their guilt before the coroners and abjure the
realm, that is agree to leave the country by a route and to a timetable
agreed with the coroners. Failure to do so would result in outlawry, as
would be the case with anyone who was suspected of a crime and who
then fled. Accordingly the justices in eyre had to try those suspected of
felonies who had neither fled nor abjured the realm; some cases may
initially have come before the town court. The justices also had to
consider the list of suspected wrongdoers that the jurors had to present
to them (the privata) and they had to examine the coroners’ records in
respect of those who had fled or sought sanctuary or in relation to any

5 It can be noted that, in addition to Crook’s listings, there is separate coverage of
crown pleas for Northampton for this eyre, even if the cases are few in number
(TNAJUST1/615 aalt 0928; cf Crook 1982, 119).
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deaths by misadventure. While actions in an eyre generally needed a
royal writ, informal complaints (querelae) could be initiated verbally or in
writing without a writ and they increased substantially in number during
the course of the thirteenth century. While there were some instances of
trespass in the 1285 eyre the overwhelming majority of cases concerned
debt. Revisions to the articles of the eyre in 1278 followed by the statutes
of Acton Burnell and of merchants facilitated both the granting of loans
and the recovery of overdue debts. While thirteen cases of unjust
detention or debt were brought there are three times that number of
recognisances of loans, presumably at the time when loans were being
made. Such enrolments, providing for immediate remedy in the case of
default, assisted commerce and were also attractive to other lenders.

Where did the courts sit?

There is no indication where Northampton cases were heard in the earlier
part of the thirteenth century although it would be reasonable to assume
that at least some of the proceedings were conducted in the castle. Only
in respect of the Northampton crown pleas in the 1285 eyre do we have
a venue for the court, namely the common hall of Northampton (in
communi aula Norht") (JUS B0). The justices, but not in general eyre, heard
common pleas relating to the town of Northampton in 1286, 1289 and
1290 in the geldaula (TNA JUST1/624 aalt 0179, 0180, 0132) and in 1300 in
the gyaula (TNA JUST1/627 aalt 0452). Geldaula and gyaula were variant
spellings of guildhall, and perhaps the communis aula was an alternative
name for the same. Somewhat later in 1378-9 the court of hustings is also
recorded as meeting in the guildhall (NRO NBR 1.28) and presumably the
town’s court had also met there for at least some of the thirteenth century.
The guildhall may in fact have been the hall on the upper floor of the
common seld (See Chapter 4, The seld; Figs 4.2 and 4.3).

Reflections on justice in thirteenth-century Northampton

What then can be said about the administration of justice in thirteenth-
century Northampton? It has to be admitted that the evolution of judicial
systems at Northampton is less than clear in a number of areas. In the
first place the comparative lack of documentary sources from before the
end of the twelfth century leaves us looking at this early period as
through a glass darkly. Secondly it is not certain to what extent the royal
charters granted to Northampton and other contemporary records
witness new grants of franchises and other privileges, as opposed to
recognising existing practice in exchange for some financial consideration.
Moreover, while responsibility for aspects of the administration of justice
might be passed to a town community such as Northampton, any
devolution of function should not be mistaken for surrender or a
diminution of actual control. In reality Northampton’s judicial indep-
endence was limited, except for minor disputes and offences, even though
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one or more courts seem to have been well established in Northampton
some time before the thirteenth century. Through the itinerant justices the
crown reserved to itself crown pleas, including cases of felony and
breaches of the king’s peace, as well as a significant role in civil litigation;
the benefits, however, both to those involved in a case and to the
community at large, of having the justices sitting in the town should not
be underestimated, in that the judicial process was being progressed in
the environment of the offence or dispute. What was sought and then
jealously guarded by the burgesses was freedom from interference by the
sheriff or any other agent of the king who might be interposed between
the town and the king as represented by his justices and the exchequer,
whether in judicial or financial matters: middlemen, such as sheriffs,
could and often did acquire financial and other advantage. The king
might be prepared to delegate some responsibility for justice as well as
the collection of taxes and other revenue, provided the system worked
effectively and the royal coffers benefitted. Failure, however, was not
tolerated and could result in the withdrawal of franchises, which would
then only be recovered at further enhancement of the king’s financial
position. The king’s government was very much in charge, both to
maintain the king’s peace and to secure the profits of justice.



Chapter 6
Northampton in 1300

In 1300, Northampton must have presented a fairly impressive appear-
ance to contemporaries. It was dominated by the castle at the west of the
town and the town walls enclosed some hundred hectares, an intramural
area exceeded only in England at London and Norwich. Within the walls
were St Andrew’s priory, seven parish churches, houses of all four major
orders of friars and the hospital of St John. Suburbs extended out to the
north, south, east and west of the town and in the suburbs were St James’
abbey, three more parish churches and two more hospitals. The convent
of de la Pré was a little further out, to the south of the town. The area
within the walls was not totally built up but the commercial hub around
the Market Square, All Saints” church and the seld, or guildhall, must have
been thronged with traders on market days and in particular at the time
of the fair, if less so than earlier in the thirteenth century. Other markets
were held elsewhere in the town, with the cattle market perhaps being
located in Cow Mede, just outside the walls to the south.

Northampton had owed much to its central position at the heart of
England, well placed in relation to the communication network. This was
advantageous both politically and economically. Its castle provided a
stronghold favoured by kings in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries and
its strategic location is well demonstrated by the events described in
Chapter 2. As has been demonstrated it was also an important centre of
trade and the location of one of the great fairs of medieval England.
Perhaps, however, some of its former strengths became weaknesses in the
changing political and economic circumstances of the later thirteenth
century, and certainly by 1300 Northampton’s fortunes had somewhat
slipped.

While the documents presented in this volume throw new and interesting
light on aspects of the town at this time, we very much lack the detailed
dialogues between the various players that would enable us to plot rather
more precisely the causes of Northampton’s decline in the later thirteenth
century. Nonetheless, there are tantalising glimpses of prosperity on the
wain, tensions between the actors and an inability to adapt to changing
circumstances. The following paragraphs are an attempt to draw out
some general conclusions based on the evidence examined in this volume
but further research and analysis may well modify the story.

As a strategic centre Northampton could be vulnerable to unrest and

domestic acts of war. In 1215 it was besieged unsuccessfully by the barons
in their struggle against King John but part of the town was burnt in
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retaliation for the people of the town having attacked the castle. In 1264
Northampton was held by Simon de Montfort against Henry Il and after
its capture by the forces of the king it was then ruthlessly pillaged. Some
ten years later the hundred rolls record ‘the exactions made on the town
during time of war, when the burgesses of Northampton were despoiled
of almost all their goods” (HR X12). How lasting was the damage?

During the course of the thirteenth century there seems to have been a
significant decline in the cloth industry at Northampton, with a petition
to the king in 1334 suggesting that the number of cloth-workers in the
town had diminished so much that, although there were some three
hundred during the reign of Henry III, less than a century later not a single
one was left. This would have had a major impact on the town’s economic
well-being and also on income generated for the farm.! As noted in
Chapter 3, the instability of the later thirteenth and early fourteenth
centuries was a key factor, which affected export trade in particular:
England was at war with Flanders between 1270 and 1277 and with France
between 1294 and 1303 and again between 1307 and 1322, and the
hostilities were accompanied by embargoes on trade with Flanders and
sometimes with France. The viability of exporting Northampton’s and also
some other English cloths long distances to markets in southern Europe
would have been reduced; the cloths were at the cheaper end of the market
and consequently transport costs, particularly over long distances, would
constitute a significant element of a final selling price. There was also
heavy taxation on wool to finance the wars, and the development of the
staple system, channelling sales of wool and wool-fells through controlled
continental outlets, would have had a serious impact on Northampton as
a centre for buying and selling wool and related goods. Wool merchants
would have had less need of fairs and English market centres, and
middlemen, including wealthy Italian merchant houses, which from the
1270s moved into a powerful position in managing the financial affairs of
the state, increasingly negotiated contracts in the wool-growing regions
themselves. Northampton’s declining fortunes in the wool trade are
perhaps evidenced by the fact that it was not among the nine staple towns
established in England in 1326 (Lloyd 1977, 115).

The second half of the thirteenth century also saw the downturn of the
great English fairs, a trajectory matched by that of the fairs of Champagne;
this was also in part connected with Italian activity in the Paris money
market (pers. comm. D Keene). At the same time London was becoming
an increasingly powerful commercial force. Edward I granted aliens equal

1 The following observations on the decline of Northampton’s fair, its cloth
industry, and its role as a centre the buying and selling of wool and related goods
owe much to the ideas of Moore on the causes of the decline of the great medieval
fairs of England (1985, 217) and of Munroe on the decline of urban textile towns
(1999, passim).
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trading rights with citizens and this attracted enterprising merchants,
with the result that by 1300 London commanded major portions of the
trade in wool, cloth, fur, fish and grain (cf Veale 2003, 52). This domination
of the markets was strengthened by changes in the way the king made
purchases. Rather than his buyers leading a peripatetic existence utilising
the fairs, increasingly goods were bought in London; by 1324 royal buyers
were restricting their attendance to the fairs at Boston and St Ives and the
wardrobe was transacting an increasing percentage of its business with
merchants living and based in London. The approach was reinforced by
Edward II with the establishment of the great wardrobe in London, and
by that time other wealthy consumers had followed a similar policy. The
wardrobes of the rich and powerful, at the heart of great medieval
households, acquired, stored, looked after and distributed costly goods
and there were a number of them to be found in London by the end of
the thirteenth century (Keene 1999).

Northampton’s commercial problems, however, were not confined to
large-scale and long-distance business. Fresh regional centres for trading
were emerging, new towns were being planted and villages were
developing some urban characteristics, and local markets were being
established. While in the past Northampton could protect its market share
locally and further afield, there was now increasing challenge and
competition both within the county and in the wider world (cf Chapter
3, Northampton as a market centre; HR 10.6, 21.2).

While market forces and competition challenged Northampton’s position,
the town and its burgesses continued to be subject to those ongoing
pressures that were part of the daily medieval world. In the first place
towns were a ready source of revenue to a monarchy always in search of
means to finance both its household and military policies. Any trans-
gression by the town or one of its burgesses could be exploited to help
reduce the royal debt. Thus in 1250 John Sampson paid a fine of 10m. for
a trespass that the town had committed (CCR 1247-51, 269) and in 1255-
7 the burgesses paid 40m. silver and 2m. gold for the liberty of not being
arrested for debt (CCR 1254-6, 211; 1256-9, 22). In 1289-90 the burgesses
owed 20s. because the bailiff did not attend the exchequer in person to
present his profer (E372/135 aalt 1352). After Northampton had been
taken into the king’s hands in 1293-4 the burgesses were fined 100m. for
their trespass and the recovery of their liberty. In 1301 they still apparently
owed £20, and this sum was then included among the various debts the
exchequer employed to offset the costs of the prise for the visit of the king
to Northampton in 1300-1 (PRIS C). Included here were a number of fines
for offences involving leading burgesses. We do not have details of the
offences and it is almost as though a number of leading burgesses were
being milked in order to find income to offset the prise expenditure, with
the onus being placed on the burgesses to balance the accounts. Prises
generally had a significant financial impact, with payment for goods and
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services taken often still being outstanding years later. This can be clearly
seen in the hundred rolls where the jurors record debts for fells, cloth and
victuals amounting to £878, or the equivalent of the farm for seven years
(HR X1-10).

It was not just the crown, however, sapping the lifeblood of the town but
also the privileged members of the urban oligarchy that was coming to
dominate the town. While the burden of the financial management of the
town and the maintenance of law and order was borne by bailiffs rarely
serving for more than one year, in other respects town government in the
thirteenth century was dominated by long-serving mayors. Here we can
note William Tilly, Robert le Especer and William son of Thomas, all of
whom were mayor for a number of years. Thomas Kynne, Philip de
Horton and William le Pessoner, all of whom were mayors, and Richard
de Tolouse who had been bailiff with William le Pessoner, had managed
to obtain royal charters exempting them from tallage for a number of
years, a privilege also granted to Simon le Mercer (HR 10.1-5). This
complaint was rehearsed in more general terms by the jurors when they
said that ‘several burgesses of Northampton with great and several rents
in Northampton and trading in the same town ... were unwilling and are
still unwilling to share in the tallage’ (HR 10.8). Somewhat later in 1292
Robert son of Henry, also a long-serving mayor, was claimed in the court
of king’s bench to have received about 500m. from the community of
Northampton during his mayoralty and had refused to render account
of this, although he had often been asked to do so. As a result a number
of burgesses had attached some of his cloths that he was preparing to take
to Stamford fair. Although Robert disputed the charge and said that he
had wanted to but had been prevented from settling his account it seems
clear that there was resentment of Robert, who was perceived to have
been abusing his privileged position (Sayles 1938, 113ff). The idea of one
rule for the privileged and another for the rest is evident again when the
hundred roll jurors reported that whereas the poor do not receive
expenses when they have to go to London or elsewhere on behalf of the
town the rich have all their expenses funded fully by the poor of the town
(HR X13). The jurors also claimed that John Niger, clerk to the bailiffs,
and Robert de Monialibus, a bailiff, had been guilty of petty bribery (HR
16.1). Such protectionism and corruption by an elite urban oligarchy were
not unique to Northampton but, combined with other factors, certainly
contributed little to maintaining Northampton as a competitive market
force.

The presence of a large religious community, feeding off, as well as
contributing to, the economy could also have had a detrimental impact,
although it might be argued that this was little different from other large
towns and salvation might be regarded as a rational benefit for the
financial contributions made. The monastic houses, friaries, hospitals and
parish churches all drew revenue from the burgesses, whether in offerings
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while they were alive or in their wills. Moreover, during the two centuries
following the Norman Conquest St Andrew’s priory and St James’ abbey
in particular had been bequeathed or had bought up a substantial
property portfolio in the town, the rental income of which was directed
in large measure towards the maintenance of the church rather than the
town. Certainly the church was a considerable recipient of income from
those living in Northampton.

While some of these factors may not seem individually to be over-
significant, with many of them reflecting a more widespread malaise of
the times, collectively the impact may well have been much more
substantial. Certainly there are sufficient indications to warrant our
attention. It might seem a trite characterisation, but Northampton in 1300
has the air of a commercial and political centre in many ways past its time
and subject to that cyclical downturn that affects empires, towns and
commercial organisations alike. It failed to adapt and reinvigorate itself
with new ideas and new products, and the structures that had brought
about growth became inward looking, self-protecting and atrophied. This
may seem to be hypercritical, for the town still had a future as a significant
county town. Some four hundred years later, following major rebuilding
after Northampton’s disastrous fire of 1675, it would be seen by Daniel
Defoe as ‘the handsomest and best built town in all this part of England’
(Defoe 1928, vol. 2, 86), but certainly, at least for the moment, it had
slipped from the national stage.
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Chapter 7
The Charter of Edward I

In 1185 the burgesses of Northampton paid the king 200m. to farm the
town themselves (Pipe R 31 Hen II, 46), thereby gaining significant
freedom from the interference of the sheriff in financial matters, but it was
not until 1189 that they obtained their first charter, from Richard I. The
charter granted the right to elect a bailiff, but it is not clear whether
initially he was responsible for the collection of the farm and its payment
at the exchequer (Williams 1986-7, 222). London did not receive this
privilege until John’s third charter to them in 1199. With the other free-
doms granted by the charter the burgesses, however, had made a major
step forward in their quest for increasing self-determination, although,
as noted elsewhere, it was a freedom to administer their own affairs
provided that they acted in accordance with the king’s governmental and
judicial framework and the crown was not financially disadvantaged.
Failure to act accordingly would result in liberties being withdrawn and
financial penalties being imposed.

Between 1189 and 1299 Northampton received six charters (Table 7.1).
That of John (1200) and the first of Henry III (1227) merely confirmed
Richard’s charter, although there was either some change or clarification
regarding the election of bailiffs (cf page 54). The second charter of Henry
III (1255) was very short and introduced a new clause regarding debt, and
then two years later there was a new raft of liberties (1257). The charter
of Edward I (1299), which is presented below, confirmed the various
liberties of all the previous charters, essentially through restating the
charters of Henry III of 1227 and 1257 (Fig 7.1).

Edward I's charter has not previously been published in full as a single
entity, although it is possible to reconstruct it from the various entries in
Markham (1898, 38, 46, 57). The translation below has been undertaken
directly from the original held in the Northamptonshire Record Office
(NRO NBR 1.8), but with reference back to Markham and Cox and also to
Ballard and Tait (1923, passim).

The significance of many of the various clauses is discussed elsewhere in
this volume in relation to borough government and the administration
of justice. The main overall thrust of the charters, however, was increasing
freedom for the burgesses from the intrusion of the sheriff and the
maintenance of a more direct dialogue with the crown; enhanced day to
day control over their own affairs in legal and financial matters, providing
that they acted in accordance with prescribed norms and frameworks;
and immunity from customs of and interference by other towns and
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communities. It can be also noted that the privileges in Northampton’s
early charters were explicitly modelled on those of London, a practice
that would assist the king in setting a tariff in his widespread selling of
charters; Northampton was among a group of towns, which also included
Norwich, Lincoln and Oxford, that followed London precedents (Cam
1930b, 4). It is also of interest that even in Richard’s charter the existing
custom of the town of Northampton was recognised as something that
was seemingly well-established.

The Text
The Charter of Edward I (NRO NBR 1.8)

Edward, by the grace of God, king of England, lord of Ireland and duke
of Aquitaine, to his archbishops, bishops, abbots, priors, earls, barons,
justices, sheriffs, reeves, ministers and all his bailiffs and faithful men,
greetings. We have inspected the charter that lord Henry of famous
memory, formerly king of England, our father, made to the burgesses of
Northampton in these words: Henry, by the grace of God, king of
England, lord of Ireland, duke of Normandy and Aquitaine and count of
Anjou to his archbishops, bishops, abbots, priors, earls, barons, justices,
sheriffs, reeves, ministers and all his bailiffs and faithful men greetings.
Know that we have granted and in our present charter have confirmed
to our burgesses of Northampton that none of them shall plead outside
the walls of the town of Northampton on any plea except in respect of
pleas relating to tenures outside the liberty of the town (de tenuris
exterioribus) apart from our moneyers and ministers. We have also granted
them immunity from the murder-fine (quietantiam murdri)' within the
borough and its portsoken and that none of them shall make judicial
combat (faciat duellum)? and that in pleas pertaining to the crown they
may justify themselves according to the custom of the city of London and
that within the walls of that town no-one shall take hospitality by force
or by the billet of the marshal (nemo capiat hospitium per vim vel per
liberationem marescalli). And that all the burgesses of Northampton shall
be free from toll and lastage® throughout the whole of England and the
ports of the sea and that none of them shall be judged of an amercement

1 A fine levied on a hundred (or other administrative area — in this case it would
have been the town) in cases of murder.

2 Judicial combat was introduced by the Normans and had largely disappeared
by the middle of the thirteenth century. It only applied in private actions. In civil
cases it was often fought between champions to decide who had the right to
disputed property. In criminal cases it would have been fought in person
between the individual bringing a criminal charge and the accused. Freedom
from judicial combat was a common feature of town charters (Plucknett 1956,
117).

3 A due taken in markets, perhaps for buying and selling goods by measure
(Ballard 1913, 263).



98 Town and Crown

of money (nullus de misericordia pecunie judicetur) except according to the
law that our citizens of London had in the time of King Henry, our
grandfather, and that there shall be miskenning in no plea in that borough
(in nullo placito sit meskeninga),* and that the court of hustings is held only
once a week. And that they shall justly hold their land, tenures and
pledges and all debts, whoever owes them, and that in respect of all their
lands and tenures that are within the borough right is owed them
according to the custom of the borough. And that pleas regarding all
debts arranged in Northampton and pledges made there shall be held in
Northampton. And if anyone anywhere in England shall take toll or
custom from men of Northampton after he has failed to redress, the reeve
of Northampton shall take distress for that at Northampton. Moreover
for the improvement of that borough we have granted them to be free of
brudtoll, childwite, year’s gift and scotale (de brudtoll et de gildwit et de
yereyeve et de scotale) so that neither the reeve of Northampton nor any
other bailiff shall make scotale.® We have granted these said customs and
all the other liberties and free customs which our citizens of London had
when they held them better or more freely in the time of the said Henry,
king, our grandfather, according to the liberties of London and the laws
of the borough of Northampton. Wherefore we wish and firmly command
that they and their heirs shall have all these said things by inheritance and
hold them from us and our heirs, rendering annually one hundred and
twenty pounds by tale from the town of Northampton with all its
appurtenances at our exchequer in the term of St Michael, through the
hand of the reeve of Northampton. And the burgesses of Northampton
every year shall make a bailiff (prepositum) of whom they wish from
themselves who is meet for us and for them, in this way namely that the
said burgesses of Northampton, through common counsel of the town,
shall choose two of the more law-worthy and discrete burgesses of their
town and present them by their letters patent to our chief justice at
Westminster; they shall well and faithfully maintain the office of bailiff
of the town of Northampton (custodiant preposituram ville Norhamt’) and
shall not be removed as long as they conduct themselves well in their
bailiwick, except through the common counsel of their town. We wish
also in the same borough of Northampton that four of the more law-
worthy and discrete men of the borough shall be chosen through common
counsel of the town to keep the pleas of our crown and other things that
pertain to us in the same borough, and to see that the reeves of that
borough treat the poor as well as the rich justly and lawfully, just as the
charter of the lord John, king, our father, which they have, reasonably

4 Miskenning was a mistake in following the formal rules of pleading.

5 Brudtoll or pontage was a due payable on crossing bridges (Ballard 1913, 264).
Childwite was a fine paid by the reputed father of an illegitimate child to the
lord of the villein mother (ibid. 261). Markham (1898, 28) suggests that heresgive
was a compulsory new year’s gift to a sovereign. Scotale was a drinking party to
which the officer invited the burgesses and where he levied contributions
(Ballard 1913, xlvii).
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attests. These are the witnesses: the venerable fathers Jocelin, bishop of
Bath, and Richard, bishop of Salisbury, Hubert de Burgh, earl of Kent, our
justice, William son of Warren, Ralph son of Nicholas and Richard de
Argentin, our stewards, Henry de Capella and others. Given by the hand
of the venerable father Ralph, bishop of Chichester, our chancellor, at
Westminster on the sixteenth day of March in the eleventh year of our
reign [16 March 1227]. We have also inspected another charter that our
father similarly made to the said burgesses in these words: Henry, by the
grace of God, king of England, lord of Ireland, duke of Normandy and
Aquitaine and count of Anjou to his archbishops, bishops, abbots, priors,
earls, barons, justices, sheriffs, reeves, ministers and all his bailiffs and
faithful men greetings. Know that we have granted and in this our present
charter have confirmed to our burgesses of Northampton that they and
their heirs in perpetuity shall have the return of all our writs, as much of
summonses of our exchequer as of other things affecting the said borough
and the liberty of the same borough.® And that they shall answer through
their own hands to our exchequer regarding all debts, summonses and
demands affecting themselves, so that no sheriff or other bailiff or
minister of ours from now on shall enter the said borough for any
distraints, summonses or any other matters that pertain to their office,
except through the default of the same burgesses or their heirs. And that
they shall have infangthief” and that none of them shall be impleaded
outside the walls of the borough of Northampton except regarding
tenures outside the liberty of the town (forinsecis), nor indeed for any
trespass committed in the same borough except in respect of a matter
affecting our rights or person. And that the said burgesses shall not be
convicted by any persons from outside the liberty of the town (forinsecis)
in respect of any appeals, rights, injuries, trespasses, charges, accusations
or demands imposed or to be imposed on them, but only by their fellow
burgesses, except regarding anything affecting the community of the said
borough and then in that case they shall be tried according to their
liberties approved and used up till now. And that no merchant with his
merchandise shall be lodged in the same town at the time of the fair
except with the licence and favour of the bailiffs of the same borough, as
ought to have happened and was customary in the times of our
predecessor kings of England and of ourselves. And that they can distrain
within the said borough for their debts as hitherto ought to have
happened and was customary. We also grant them that if any of them die
testate or intestate anywhere in the kingdom their heirs shall fully have
the goods of the same deceased, provided that the said heirs can
reasonably show that the goods belonged to the said deceased. And that
they or their goods shall not be arrested anywhere in our kingdom nor
shall they lose those goods for any trespass of their servants. And that
they can use the liberties above contained in our charter wherever they

6 See page 55.
7 Infangthief was the right to hang thieves caught within the town with the stolen
goods (see Chapter 5 above).
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wish even if at some times they will not have used them. We grant them
also that that they and their heirs shall have all the liberties previously
granted to them by our charter and by the charters of our predecessors,
kings of England, just as hitherto they have reasonably made use of them.
Wherefore we wish and firmly command for ourselves and our heirs that
the said burgesses and their heirs have the said liberties in perpetuity.
And we forbid, on pain of forfeiture to us, that anyone shall in any way
disturb or molest them contrary to this grant. These are the witnesses:
Geoffrey de Lezum’ and William de Valence, our bothers, Henry de
Bathon’, Philip Luvel, master John Mansell’, William de Grey, Walter de
Merton, Nicholas de Sancto Mauro, Walkelin de Ardern, Peter Everard,
and others. Given by our hand at Westminster on the eighth day of
January in the forty-first year of our reign [8 January 1257]. And we now,
approving the said concessions (nos autem concessiones predictas ratas
habentes et gratas) for us and our heirs insofar as it lies in our power, grant
them to the said burgesses and their heirs and other successor burgesses
of the same town in perpetuity and confirm them just as the said charters
reasonably attest. We have also granted for us and our heirs to the said
burgesses that they and their said heirs and successors every year in
perpetuity at the feast of St Michael may choose a mayor and two bailiffs
(ballivos) from themselves and present him whom they choose as mayor
at our exchequer within the octave of the same feast, who there and then
shall take an oath faithfully to execute those things that pertain to the
mayoralty of the town; and the mayor and bailiffs shall hold all pleas
touching the liberty of the town and deal with them just as the bailiffs
were accustomed to in previous times. These are the witnesses: venerable
fathers Anthony, bishop of Durham, John, bishop of Winchester, Simon,
bishop of Salisbury, Henry de Lacy, earl of Lincoln, Guy, earl of Warwick,
Otto de Grandison, Walter Beauchamp, steward of our household,
William le Brun, Peter de Tatynton” and others. Given through our hand
at Canterbury on the twenty-seventh day of May in the twenty-seventh
year of our reign [27 May 1299].
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Chapter 8
The Bailiffs” Account of 1293-4

On 26 June 1293 Northampton was taken into the hands of King Edward
I because of ‘the action of the burgesses in usurping the mayor for
themselves’ (TNA E372/138; PR1 in this volume). The town was to
remain in the king’s hands until 22 October 1294 (TNA E372/139; PR2).
During that time John Druel, sheriff of Northamptonshire, was custos and
he accounted for the farm of the town at the exchequer. A summary of
the composition of the £30 for the final quarter of the farm for 1292-3, paid
by John Druel as custos, is entered on the pipe roll for the year (PR1); that
of the full £120 for the following year is contained in the pipe roll for 1293-
4, together with that of the twenty-three days within 1294-5 before the
town was delivered back to its burgesses (PR2). In themselves these two
accounts provide an interesting insight into how the town generated the
revenue for its annual farm of £120, but three separately catalogued
manuscripts in the National Archives (5C6/1248/8 within Special Collec-
tions: Ministers’ and Receivers Accounts; SC2/195/57 within Special
Collections: Court Rolls, previously published separately in Northampton-
shire Notes & Queries NS5 (1921-3), 203-11); and SC12/13 /38 within Special
Collections: Rentals and Surveys) can be seen to be a single group of
working documents providing the basis for the accounts contained in the
pipe roll for 1293-4. The first two are individual membranes of a single
document that have become separated prior to their cataloguing within
the Public Record Office, now the National Archives. They are here
reunited into a single account, hereafter referred to as the bailiffs” account
(BA). The third document, hereafter referred to as the rental (REN), while
almost certainly part of the working accounts for the farm of 1292-3, is
considered separately in Chapter 9.

Before looking at the content of the bailiffs” account the justification for
reuniting its two sections can be rehearsed. The layout of the components
of the two membranes is set out in Table 8.1. No totals are given for Gi-iii
or for Ki, there being totals only at the ends of Giv and Kii, both of which
amount to far more than the product of these individual sections. While,
however, the total given after G255 (£10 2s. 5d.) does not directly match
the product of Gi-iv (£9 9s. 11d.) the difference between the two figures
is not inconsistent with those found in other sections of the account. There
is a similar variation between the total given after K120 (£13) and the
product of the Ki-ii entries (£11 7s. 8d.). Crucially, however, the various
totals given on the individual membranes can be equated with those
present on the pipe roll for 1293-4 (PR2) (Table 8.3). Examination of the
two membranes together provides further confirmation that we are
dealing with a single account. Stitch holes at the bottom of SC6/1248/8
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Table 8.1: The arrangement of the two membranes of the bailiffs’

account.

Membrane 1

recto

A heading

B weekly toll E agreements

C letting of F shops at

gates, markets the time of

etc. the fair

D income from

the butchers’

shambles and

stallage

Membrane 2

recto

Gi profits of the Gii profits of

court (G1-83) the court
continued
(G84-163)

Membrane 1
verso

H fishmongers’
shambles and
stallage

Ki brasagium
(K1-53)

I felteragium and
ewagium

J ustilagium

Giii profits of

the court

continued

(G164-173)

Membrane 2

verso

Giv profits of Kii brasagium

the court continued

continued (K54-120)

(G174-255)
L4
salesplaces
M toll

match those at the top of SC2/195/57 and irregular vertical cancellation
lines can be traced as being continuous across the two manuscripts (Fig
8.2). Although now treated as a single document it is possible to decon-
struct the translated text back into its component manuscripts from the
information provided with the translated text.

The various accounts list contributions to the farm from ‘rent’, from
various tolls and customs and from pleas in the town’s court. Four broad

categories can be noted:

a. income from property, including ongoing fixed rents, shorter term
payments for stallage from butchers and fishmongers and the
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renting of shops and other salesplaces at the time of the fair

b. customs relating to sales, including tolls collected at the gates and
in the markets

c. customs relating to the practice of specific trades and crafts, notably
baking, brewing, weaving, and felting, perhaps during fulling

d. profits of the town court

The pipe roll entries are described first, in that they provide a framework
within which the more detailed bailiffs’ account and rental can be
examined. The bailiffs” account and rental are then considered.

The pipe roll entries for 1292-3 and 1293-4

The pipe roll entries for 1292-3 and 1293-4 are compared, the one with the
other, in Table 8.2. Some of the headings for 1293-4 are absent in the 1292-
3 entry and, although the latter covers a quarter of a year, none of the
financial entries in it relates pro rata to a corresponding entry in the later
pipe roll. This would appear to be at least partly due to fluctuating
revenue during the course of a year; thus the high figure for rent in the
1292-3 pipe roll perhaps reflects that rent was being paid in the final
quarter of the year, on 24 August (cf REN A). One can note that the bakers’
payment is half the annual payment and the income from the
fishmongers” custom' and the pleas of the court is similarly high, while
the contribution from market tolls and brewing is low. Both the 1292-3
and 1293-4 pipe roll accounts have additional unspecified income at the
end (£7 7s.2d. and £1 18s. 1%2d.) to bring the respective totals up to the
required farm, namely £30 for the quarter year and £120 for the full year.

The relationships between the 1293-4 pipe roll account and the more
detailed bailiffs” account are tabulated in Table 8.3. In some cases the short
descriptions in the pipe roll clarify the fuller financial information given
in the bailiffs” account. Thus the income related to the gates (BA C10-13)
is shown in the pipe roll entry to be for the custody of the gates, the lease
presumably including the right to tolls collected at the gates; and the
payment of the association of bakers can be seen to be for their being free
from toll on their own bread at the time of the fair (BA C1, 19). Again the
receipts from agreements listed in BA E are defined in the pipe roll as
being related to the buying of bread in Northampton and selling it
elsewhere.

Part of the modus operandi in converting section C of the bailiffs” account
into the pipe roll entry can be inferred. In the left hand margin beside C1
there is a large lower-case ‘a’. C3-9 are bracketed by a vertical line to their
left with a further large lower-case ‘a’ further left, aligned with Cé6 (Fig
8.1). There is also a large lower-case ‘a’ to the left of C20. C1, C3-9 and

1 See BAn.10.
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Table 8.2: Comparison of the composition of Northampton’s farm in

PR1 and PR2.

PR1: 21 Edward I
Description

rent

farm of the bakers
fishmongers’ custom
custody of the gates
brewers

toll on horses, sheep
and other animals

pleas and profits of
the court
further items

Total

Value

£13 8s.

£110s.
6s.

£1

£1 8s.8d.
9s.

£4 7s.2d.

£5 7s.2d.

£30

PR2: 22 Edward 1

Description Value

rent of assize £1411s.9d.
bakers’ fixed payment ~ £3
fishmongers’ stallage 14s.
custody of the gates £5 4s.
brewers £13

toll on sheep, cattleand  £6
pigs

other petty tolls £3217s.9d.
butchers’ stallage 18s.7d.
various fines for buying £8 8s.
bread in Northampton

and selling elsewhere
shops rented during the £14 8s.1d.
fair

3 shops empty during ~ £113s.
the fair

sale of salt 12s.
felteragium and ewagium 13s. 4d.
toll on looms 11s. 6d.
pasturage of the ditch 8s.

and wall outside the
postern and garden
outside the west gate

4 plots newly rented to 14s.
bakers

toll of the men of £3 3s.3d.
Northampton while the

town was in the king’s
hands

toll during 23 days in £1 1s.5%d.
year 22

pleas and profits of the £10 2s.5d.
court
further items £118s. 1%2d.

Total £120 1d.

107
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Table 8.3: Comparison of PR2 and the bailiffs’ account.

PR2: 22 Edward I The bailiffs” account (BA)

Description Value Description Value

rent of assize £14 11s.9d.

bakers’ fixed payment £3 community of the bakers (BA C19) £3

fishmongers’ stallage 14s. fishmongers’ stallage (BA G) 14s.
north gate (BA C10) £1 10s.
east gate (BA C11) £1

custody of the gates £5 4s. south gate (BA C12) 17s.
west gate (BA C13) £1 16s.

brewers £13 brasagium (BAA K)

toll on sheep, cattle and pigs £6 toll on sheep, cattle and pigs (BAC2) £6
weekly market toll (BA B) £20 6s.1d.

(toll on bread (BA C1) £6 6s.8d.

toll on wool and skins (BA C3) £1 4s.
toll on gloves (BAC4) 8s.
toll on ashes (BA C5) 8s.

other small tolls £32175.9d.9 toll on firewood and coal (BA C6) 15s.
toll on linen cloth (BA C7) 4s.
toll of Slipton (BA C8) 6s.
toll on the sale of fish (BA C9) £1 16s.

Lstraw sold (BA C20) £1 4s.
butchers’ stallage 18s.7d.  butchers’ stallage (BA D)
various fines for buying £8 8s. agreements (BA E)

bread in Northampton
and selling elsewhere
shops rented during the fair £14 8s.11d. receipts from shops during the fair (BA F)

shop next the hostur seld (BA C16) 7s.
3 shops empty during the fair £1 13s. { shop under the seld (BA C17) 8s.
shop under the seld (BA C18) 18s.
sale of salt 12s.
felteragium and ewagium 13s.4d. felteragium and ewagium (BAT) 13s.4d.
looms 11s.6d.  ustilagium (BAJ) 11s.6d.
pasturage of the ditch and pasturage in the ditch and wall 5s.
wall outside the postern and 8s { outside the postern (BA C14)
garden outside the west gate garden outside the west gate (BAAC15)  3s.
4 plots newly rented to bakers 14s. 4 salesplaces for bread (BA L) 14s.
toll of the men of North- £3 3s.3d. toll again raised of men of North- £3 3s.3d.
ampton while town in ampton in the time of the king
king’s hands
toll during the said 23 days £1 1s.5%d.
[in year 22]
pleas and profits of the court £10 2s.5d.  pleas of court (BA G) £10 2s.5d.
further items £1 18s.1%d.
Total £120!

Sub-total

£3
14s.

£5 3s.
£13
£6

£32 17s.9d.
18s.7d.
£8 8s.

£14 8s.11d.
£1 13s.
13s.4d.

11s.6d.

8s.
14s.
£3 3s.3d.

£10 2s.5d.

1 The correct total is £120 1d. The two %ds do not seem to have been included in the total given.
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C20 add up to the total of other petty tolls in the pipe roll entry. Again
each of C16-18 has a small lower-case ‘b’ to its left; together they constitute
the ‘three shops empty during the fair’ in the pipe roll. There are,
however, no similar markings on the bailiffs’ account for the four gates
although they have also been combined in the pipe roll, nor for the
pasturage and garden outside the walls. All the entries in this section have
been at least partly underlined, perhaps at the time when they were
incorporated in the pipe roll summary. No figure is given in the bailiffs’
account for the rent of assize but the figure estimated from the incomplete
rental (Chapter 9; REN) would have tallied closely with that in PR2.

The bailiffs” acount (Figs 8.1, 8.2)
Introduction

The bailiffs” account comprises two membranes of parchment. The first
(5C6/1248/8) measures approximately 750 millimetres in length and
between 245 and 250 millimetres in width. The second (5C2/195/57) is
about 610 centimetres in length and 245 to just over 250 millimetres in
width. Both sides of each are written on. There are two hands, both
typically late thirteenth-century. The headings and individual entries in
the two documents are in a single hand, although there are variations in
respect of individual letters, variant forms occurring across the two
documents and not being restricted to a single document. The financial
sub-totals, however, are in a separate hand which is more angular than
the first hand and inclined upwards to the left, in contrast to the first hand
which is a little more rounded and upright. The account is divided into
sections relating to different revenue streams, as set out in Table 8.1 and
now considered in sequence. A section is defined here as a group of
entries for which there is a single sub-total; that dealing with brewing has
a single number sequence even though there are separate sub-headings
for the north and west quarters.

The account was almost certainly compiled, not always accurately, from
a number of other working documents. It is possible to suggest at least
two alternative sequences. In both, membrane 1 recto came first (sections
A-F). After that, in one sequence, membrane 2 recto followed (G1 - 163),
the heading of this membrane clearly referring to both columns. Then the
first column of the verso of membranes 1 and 2 was written, with the
remainder of G being added after F to J. The second column of the verso
of membranes 1 and 2 completed the record (K-M). This sequence would
seem to indicate that the two membranes were sewn together either
initially or certainly before the versos were utilised. An alternative
sequence might suggest that the recto of membrane 1 was compiled,
followed by H-] on the verso; the recto of membrane 2 was written and the
two membranes were then sewn together; G was completed using the
remaining space in column 1 of membrane 1 verso and all of column 1 of
membrane 2 verso; finally K to M filled the second column of the verso of
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Fig. 8.1. Bailiffs’ account, section C (TNA SC6/1248/8). Visible in the
photograph are not only the details of receipts from a variety of franchises
(Chapter 8, Franchises (C)) but also processing notes for summarising the
entries for inclusion in the pipe roll of 1293-4.
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Fig. 8.2. Baliliffs’ account, the join between membranes 1v and 2v (TNA
5C6/1248/8 and SC2/195/57). Note how the sewing holes on the two
membranes align with each other; also how the vertical cancellation lines
continue across the join.

both membranes. Certainly in either sequence by the time the account
entries were struck through with vertical lines the two membranes had
been sewn together; this is clearly demonstrated by the roughly vertical
lines in both columns on the verso of both membranes. In each column an
irregular freehand line can be seen to have been drawn continuously
across the two membranes (Fig 8.2). In the translation of the bailiffs’
account, in order to aid comprehension, the profits of the court (G) have
been kept together even though in either sequence above G164-255 would
appear to have been written after H-J.

The following commentary follows the sequence of the bailiffs” account
in discussing the various income sources. The specific mechanisms of the
customs relating to sales, however, are far from clear and this subject area
is discussed further under ‘customs relating to sales’.
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Heading of the bailiffs” account (A)

The bailiffs” account is headed as being the account of John Eustace and
Ellis de Thingden, bailiffs of all things pertaining to the farm of
Northampton from Michaelmas 1293 to Michaelmas 1294. Although
Northampton was in the king’s hands, bailiffs were thus still accounting
for the farm but only to the sheriff as custos rather than directly to the
exchequer. It was John Druel who presented the account at the exchequer.
John Eustace and Ellis de Thingden (alternatively referred to as ‘Ellis
Tincturar’) seem to be no different from bailiffs when Northampton was
not in the king’s hands, for example in acting as witnesses to deeds (e.g.
SJC 151v, 152r). Had the bailiffs thus been elected as usual but was their
freedom of action more than normally circumscribed by the close
supervision of the sheriff as custos?

Receipt of tolls by week for the whole year (B).

Weekly tolls, that is for the weekdays up to and including a given
Saturday, are recorded for the year, commencing with the week contain-
ing Michaelmas 1293 and ending with a part-week, the three week-days
up to and including Michaelmas 1294. The tolls range in value from
4s. 1d. to 15s. 3d., being generally higher in the autumn, the season of
Northampton fair (Fig 8.3). In 1258 it apparently lasted for eight days
from November 11, the feast of St Martin (Moore 1985, 299), but by 1334
it occupied virtually the whole of November (Cam 1930b, 23). The high
turnover in the cattle trade around the feast of St Martin could also have
been a contributory factor.

Each Saturday is dated in normal medieval practice by reference to saints’
days and other religious festivals. Thus the first Saturday (B1) is the
Saturday after the feast of St Michael, which in 1293 fell on Wednesday
September 29, and accordingly the Saturday is October 3.2 While generally
a coherent and ‘correct’ sequence is provided there are a number of errors,
presumably scribal, which occurred during the compilation of this summ-
ary from one or more original records. Thus it is necessary to correct
entries in the text as written so as to read: before the feast of St Clemens in
BS; after the birthday of the Lord in B13; before the feast of St Valentine in
B20; after the feast of St Gregory in B24; and before the feast of St Mathew
in B50. There also appears to be a week missing in mid-May (between
B33 and B34) and this again is probably a scribal error; the total given for
the year is 5s. 11%d in excess of the product for the weekly entries listed
and this is perhaps the amount for the missing week, 5s. 11%2d falling well
within the range of individual weekly receipts.

Although weekly sums are given for tolls collected it is not specified what

2 The chronology for the year has been checked with reference to the ‘Saints’ Days
and Festivals Used in Dating’ and Tables 8 and 28 (for 1293 and 1294 respectively)
contained in Cheney 1978 (40ff, 98, 138).
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transactions generated the toll. It is best, however, to consider this further
below under ‘customs relating to sales’, after consideration of franchises
relating to the farming of tolls on specific categories of goods, which thus
presumably fell outside the ambit of the tolls listed here.

Franchises (C)

Section C brings together a variety of receipts, some involving the appar-
ent letting out, or farming for an agreed sum, of franchises. There was the
collection of the toll on bread (C1), sheep, cattle and pigs (C2), wool and
skins (C3), gloves (C4), ashes® (C5), firewood and coal (C6), linen cloth
(C7) and fish (C9), the toll of Slipton (C8), the keeping of the four town
gates (C10-13), grazing in the town ditch (C14), a garden outside the walls
(C15), a yearly payment from the bakers (C19) and revenue from the sale
of straw (C20). Various markets are indicated. In the heading the markets
(mercatorum, plural) of horses, pigs, cattle and sheep are listed but below
(C2) there is a single market (fori) for sheep, cattle and pigs and there is
no mention of horses. Was there a separate market at this time for horses?
Certainly in 1288-9 there was a market in Northampton where horses
were sold (in mercato Norht” ubi venduntur equi: BL Add Ch 22348), perhaps
the later Horsemarket, although it was probably still referred to as St
Martin’s Street. Shepcheping (sheep market), presumably Sheep Street,
occurs in the St James’ abbey rental (BL add ch 6117). An entry in the 1504
rental, missing from that of Edward I possibly because of damage to that
rental, seems to indicate that at some time prior to 1504 Cow Mede was
the site of a market, presumably the cattle market (REN AE4 and n. 63).
Since Cow Lane, which leads to Cow Mede is referred to in the earlier
rental it is reasonable to believe that the cattle market was located there
in the thirteenth century. Further separate markets are indicated for fish,
linen and for wool and skins (C0, 9). Straw apparently had its own market
in the thirteenth century, evidenced by the name Strawechepyng (Gover et
al. 1975, 8; Hist Mss Comm Rep 15, App. x, 73). A Cornchepinge is mentioned
in 1265 (CChartR 1257-1300, 53). Whether the other goods appearing in
this part of the bailiffs” account had their own markets is not indicated,
although it is likely that traders in similar merchandise had their specific
selling areas, an hypothesis perhaps reinforced by Northampton’s various
trade-related street names (see the rental, REN). Clause 31 of North-
ampton’s thirteenth-century custumal required all bakers and others to
sit in one place. Eight separate markets can be noted at Ipswich in the
1270s, specialising in cloth, fish, wool, cheese, timber, bread, meat and
animals (Masschaele 2007, 147).

The keeping of the town gates (C10-13) almost certainly included the right
to collect certain specified tolls on goods passing through the gates. The
3 Ash, commonly produced from wood ashes by leaching was the commonest and

most easily applied fixing-agent for use with woad for dyeing. Ash was
produced in England but could also be imported (Carus-Wilson 1967, 216, 221).
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letting of the town ditch presumably enabled the lessee to charge
individuals for grazing their animals there (C14). The ‘community’ of
bakers, presumably a guild or trade association, was paying an annual
sum, equivalent to almost half the toll on bread, in exchange for not
paying toll on their own bread at the time of the fair. No individual
payments making up any of the totals recorded are listed, unlike for the
stallage of the butchers (D) and the fishmongers (G), even though the
sums raised are similar.

All the entries in this section (C) are in round sums, the first entry utilising
the mark with all the rest being in round pounds sterling or shillings.
Locatio (meaning letting or leasing) occurs in the heading three times in
the ablative in the phrase de locatione (from the letting) and everything
else (apart from straw sold, the final entry), such as the gates and the
various markets and tolls, is in the genitive: thus there is the letting of the
gates and the letting of the markets of horses etc. Everything here is being
let. There seems to be a grouping together of streams of income that had
been let out for a fixed sum for the year with the lessee taking the
‘business risk” of making a profit or loss and accordingly there was no
need, unlike with other sections of the bailiffs” account, to show how the
individual sums listed were generated. What mattered was the payment
of the agreed sum for the franchise.

Walter de Licheberwe is recorded (C2) as accounting for the toll of the
market of sheep, cattle and pigs. Almost twenty years earlier perhaps the
same Walter, de Lichebarwe, was named as custos of the toll of sheep in
Northampton (HR X20). With such a title Walter might seem to be marked
out as a town official rather than being a lessee. Some or all of the named
individuals may thus not be lessees but rather, as at Colchester, town
officers, collecting on behalf of the lessee yet subject to the oversight of
the mayor and bailiffs —a form of medieval outsourcing, presumably
reducing financial risk and possibly administration costs. The men listed
do not appear to have been prominent in town affairs. A Roger Toht,
however, was bailiff in 1291-2; perhaps the qualification ‘junior” given to
Roger Toth in relation to the collection of the tolls of the fish market marks
him out as the son of the bailiff. Roger Toth junior was presumably a
fishmonger in that he paid the fishmongers’ shambles’ custom (H 39).
The payment for the toll on the sale of fish (C9) is discussed below in
relation to the shambles’ custom and stallage of the fishmongers (BA H).

Toll was taken at Slipton (twenty miles from Northampton, near Thrap-
ston) from carts and packhorses bypassing Northampton and thus
avoiding toll being taken there (C8). In 1330 the practice was challenged
before the king’s justices, with the jury presenting that it was a new
custom. The bailiffs and others of the town, however, maintained that ‘the
custom is a toll pertaining to the farm of the king’s town of Northampton
and that the lord the king, Henry, great grandfather of the lord the present



116 Town and Crown

king, during the time whilst the town of Northampton was in his hands,
was seised of such like toll to be there taken and likewise the said bailiffs
from the time when they took the aforesaid town’. The right to take tolls
was upheld but only from those who went round Northampton in order
to avoid paying tolls there (Markham 1898, 62-3; Cox 1898, 197ff;
Sutherland 1983, 241ff). The general right to throughtoll is claimed in
Northampton's thirteenth-century custumal (CUS 20) although the places
where the toll should be taken are not named. In 1274 the Northampton
jurors complained that the throughtoll that the town had been accus-
tomed to take at Billing Bridge had been usurped by the bailiff of the earl
of Cornwall (HR 7.12; Cox 1898, 198); by the time of the fifteenth-century
custumal Slipton, Billing Bridge and Syresham near Brackley were all
specified as collecting places. Throughtoll was not unusual and the
example of York can be cited as a parallel. When the city was in the king’s
hands in the 1290s the pipe rolls account for it on traffic at Malton fifteen
miles to the east of the city and, remarkably, at Doncaster some thirty
miles to the south, as well as through York itself (TNA E372/139 aalt
2230).

C16-18 refer to income from three shops adjacent to or under the seld,
which had been empty beyond the time of the fair. These shops are best
considered in relation to the discussion on section F, ‘receipts from shops
at the time of the fair’ (below). The seld was the commercial and
administrative hub of the town (see Chapter 4, The seld).

The overall total given for C, again in the second more angular hand, is
6s. 6d. short of the product of the entries listed. Possibly the half mark
(6s. 8d.) of C1 was missed and there was then an error of calculation of
2d., although the absence of pence in entries C1 to C20 would render this
surprising.

Customs relating to sales

The bailiffs’ account sets out market tolls collected at a variety of
locations. Firstly there is the weekly toll amounting to just over £20. Then
there are tolls relating to specific products, some with their own markets:
bread; horses, sheep, cattle and pigs; wool and skins; gloves; ashes;
firewood and coal; linen; and fish, amounting to a further £20. There are
also the tolls of the gates, coming to just over £5. While the goods being
taxed can be noted in the second group, it is not clear what was giving
rise to the weekly toll or to toll exacted at the gates. In the pipe rolls (PR2)
the weekly toll is grouped with bread, wool and skins, gloves, ashes,
firewood and coal, linen, fish, straw and the toll of Slipton under the
heading ‘other petty tolls” and kept separate from the toll on sheep, cattle
and pigs, stallage of the butchers and fishmongers, and toll collected at
the gates. Furley distinguishes at Winchester between tolls at the gates
and ‘petty customs’ where weighing, either ‘pesage” or ‘tronage’, was
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involved; indeed the receivers of pesage there account for tolls that are
grouped under ‘petty customs’ in the late thirteenth-century Winchester
custumal (1923, 98, 180; 1927, 17, 37). In the accounts for Lincoln for 1297-
8 (TNA E101/505/24; E 372 /138 aalt 2128) the weekly toll is defined as
the ‘toll coming from wool, corn and other issues of the Tolbothe’,
indicating the validation of quantities by weight or other measure. At
York in 1298-9 there is a heading ‘the toll of corn and other things for sale
by measure’ (TNA E372/139 aalt 2230). Clause 37 of the Northampton
custumal deals with tronage. It specifies that the sales of meat are subject
to tronage and indicates that wool, oil, grease, nuts, lead and cheese, and
all such goods that are sold by weight, must be brought to the common
seld for sale. Were the weekly tolls, therefore, the tolls on goods not traded
in the other specific markets listed in C and that had to be weighed or
measured? Assuming that it is the case the high value of the income from
this source relative to other market dues can be noted.

With respect to the weekly market tolls and also the custom at the gates,
the schedules of charges for the 1224, 1252 and 1301 grants of murage and
the 1284 grant of pavage to Northampton are perhaps helpful (See
Chapter 10). These grants allowed a levy of a toll on goods for sale coming
into Northampton for a fixed period of between two and five years. It is
unclear whether the charges were additional to those already made at the
gates or in the market-places or whether the grants allowed the diversion
of all or part of existing tolls to financing work on Northampton’s town
walls or streets. Perhaps the latter is unlikely as that would be of no
benefit to the townspeople of Northampton who would have had to
‘backfill’ the revenue normally assigned to the town’s farm and it is not
unknown in some parts of the world today to have to pay several
different taxes on a single transaction. Again if murage and pavage
merely generated the £5 4s. raised through gate custom in 1293-4 only
very little building work could have been funded through this means, a
point raised by Turner more generally (1971, 48) but not supported by
Masschaele (2007, 154).

Receipts from the stalls of the butchers (D) and from the shambles’
custom of the fishmongers and their stallage (H)

Twenty-nine butchers and fifty fishmongers paid 18s. 7d. and 24s. respect-
ively for their stalls?; it is perhaps surprising that there are so many more
fishmongers than butchers but in Winchester in the first half of the
fourteenth century three times as many fishmongers as butchers were
recorded holding property (Keene 1985, 259). Both the butchers and the
fishmongers paid stallage in multiples of 3d., the single exception being
the 4d. paid by Agatha la Cintour (D12), but many more fishmongers paid

4 The total in the bailiffs” account is wrongly given as 14s., a total carried forward
into the pipe rolls.
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Table 8.4: Stallage payments.

3d./4d. 6d. 9d. 12d.  15d. 184. 21d. 27d.
Butchers 8 7 10 3 1

Fishmongers 29 8 8 3 1 1

just 3d. (see Table 8.4). The reason for this is unclear. The fishmongers
paid stallage and also perhaps contributed to farmed tolls on the sale of
fish (C9; see also BA n.10) whereas the butchers are only recorded as
paying stallage. From the rental it would appear that Butchers Row was
in the main market and the weekly toll (B) may well then have included
toll on meat.

Among the butchers there would appear to be some family connections;
six butchers had the surname Witeny, and there were three Passelewes,
two Canons and two Cappes. Family connections among the fishmongers
are less clear although Nigel de Gayton and his wife and Robert Neel and
his son all had stalls. Jordan Canun paid stallage both as a butcher and a
fishmonger. Among the butchers Thomas son of Alexander, William
Mount, Henry Passelewe and Arnold Medisprot all occur in the rental;
William Mount, who was a bailiff,> paid rent for his capital tenement in
the Parmentry and the other three paid rent for stalls in Butchers Row.
Among the fishmongers, John le Minsmyth and John de la Porte were
both at some time bailiffs.

Receipts from agreements (E)

Receipts from agreements (E) are explained in the pipe roll as sums
allowing people from outside Northampton freely to buy bread in the
town and take it anywhere outside the town, although in the bailiffs’
account there are entries where skins, robes and garlic are mentioned.
Seven out of the fifty-eight named individuals were women. Business was
conducted on foot, by horse or with a cart. It is not possible, given the
way the phrase ‘for the same’ occurs in the text, accurately to assess how
many were in each category, either of goods taken or method of transport
used, nor do we know the duration of the licences. One wonders if more
of the agreements than explicitly stated could relate to produce and
products other than bread, given the distances involved, the cost of the
licences and the fact that production of bread was a relatively cheap and
easy operation. The villages, or in the case of Towcester the town, where
the individuals lived are given, and presumably they were conveying
bread or other goods back home for resale. The various locations are

5 Perhaps either William Mount, bailiff in 1288-9, or William Mount junior, bailiff
in 1307-8.
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spread around Northampton although there is a concentration to the
north and north-west (Fig 3.1; See also Chapter 3, Northampton as a
market centre). None is nearer than five miles from Northampton and
over sixty per cent are between five and nine miles away, including
Brixworth, with nine traders, and Towcester, with six. Theddingworth,
Middleton and Arnesby are all more than twenty miles away. Luton is
thirty-five miles away, but it is not clear whether the ‘de Luton” of Amice
(E57) is a record of place of residence, as in the other entries, or rather a
byname.

Similar agreements were apparently in place at Winchester in 1275-6 (cf
de consuetudinibus convencionarum extraneorum: TNA E372 /120 aalt 6846).
In the bailiffs” account for 1354-5 there are receipts of 19s. 10d. for fines
and agreements of men from outside the liberty, which Furley equates
with clause 41 of the city’s Anglo-Norman custumal which stated that ‘no
man out of franchise, of whatever mistery he be, may keep shop, sell, or
buy within the jurisdiction of the city without satisfying the bailiffs of the
city’ (1923, 180; 1927, 36)

Masschaele (1997, 156), presumably without the benefit of the pipe roll
explanation, interprets the conventions in the Northampton bailiffs’
account as giving bakers from more than two dozen places access to
Northampton’s markets, citing this as an example of rural supply to a
town by victuallers and those involved in the hide and leather industries
(Masschaele 1997, 156).¢ While the flow of supply may in this case have
been wrongly identified the basic argument of symbiosis between town
and countryside is maintained. In respect of bread one can note in Suffolk
at the end of the fourteenth century bakers from outside Newmarket
selling bread there, with bread being delivered regularly to Saxted and
Framlingham from outside, and bakers from Ipswich selling bread in
Walton (Davis 2012, 313).

Receipts from shops at the time of the fair (F)

The entries in this section can be divided into three categories:

¢ payment for the hire of a shop, a stall or a sales-place (F1-24, 51-56)
* payment for the moiety of a shop or house or its rental (F25- 47)
* payment for licences (F48-50)

Most of the payments in the first category relate to a salesplace, with only
two payments for a stall and five for a shop. These entries presumably
relate to the rental of space by the town authorities for selling goods
during the fair. The payments for the moieties are more difficult to
interpret. For the most part the shops can be identified as belonging to

6 The document is mistakenly dated by Masschaele to 1274.
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residents of Northampton. Those acquiring the moieties, however,
comprise a mixture of local people, including leading men such as Robert
son of Henry (F26), Osbert de Crouthorpe (F28), Philip le Rous (F29) and
Philip de Horton (F31), and also merchants and traders from further afield
such as William de Parys, a citizen of Lincoln (F25), Walter Hereman of
Guildford (F33) and John May and William of St Brevell’, potters of
London (F42-3). It would appear that during the time of the fair the town
had the right to let out certain properties to those trading at the fair with
the income so generated going to the town. The arrangements are
discussed in Chapter 3 in relation to Northampton’s role as a centre of
commerce and similar provisions are noted at St Ives and Bury St
Edmunds (for the location of the fair see Chapter 4, Locating the markets
and fair).

The five shops let out directly (F1-3 and F23-24) should perhaps be
considered alongside the three shops ‘under the seld” or ‘next to the
hostur seld’ (C16-18). The one or more selds would appear to have been
corporate property of the town, with shops underneath and probably a
large room above, which seems to have been used as a court and for other
official business of the town (see Chapter 4, The seld). The seld or selds
would appear to have been the commercial and administrative hub of the
town and the shops listed in C and F would have been a source of income
to the town both during the fair and at other times during the year.

Profits of the court (G)

This section, dealing with business of the town court, needs to be read in
conjunction with the general discussion on administering justice and the
section on the visitations of the justices in eyre (Chapter 12). The various
payments contributing to pleas and perquisites of the court are tabulated
in Table 8.5, although unfortunately the descriptions given in the bailiffs’
account are somewhat summary. In addition to the charges for entering
a tithing the entries fall into two broad categories. There are what could
be called procedural payments, relating to the adherence to or failure to
follow the correct legal processes and there are also fines for offences
committed. Unfortunately little significant information is provided on the
details of individual cases, although reference to the later memoranda roll
of 1378-79 (NRO NBR 1.28) provides some clarification. Both criminal and
civil matters are being dealt with.

The town court was apparently able to deal with what we would term
minor criminal offences, trespasses as opposed to felonies; it also had the
power, through its franchise of infangthief, to hang those caught red-
handed within the liberty of the town in possession of the property that
had been stolen. Again it had a role in respect of civil disputes although
the purchase of a royal writ elevated a case to consideration by the royal
justices. Both criminal and civil proceedings could be initiated in the court
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Table 8.5: Summary of pleas and perquisites of the court.

No. 0{[ Vu?ue Comments
cases of fines
to enter a tithing 6 4s.2d. part - 6d.
for raising unjust hue 16 8s. 8d. includes ‘hue etc.’
for not pursuing a claim 30 £1 1s.9d. part-2s.
for not coming to court 3 1s. 2d.
for default 17 7s.7d. part-1d.
for false claim 36 £1 4s.3d.
for licence to agree 9 9s.2d. 2 just concordia and 1
agreement without
licence
for receiving aid of court 2 2s.
for trespass 72 £2 7s.4d. part-6d.
for trespass and contempt 1 6s. 8d.
for contempt 1 6d.
for forestalling 3 2s.
for offences re. food 6 4s.
for unjust detention 49  £2 5s. 8d.
other 4 4s.
Total 255 £9 8s.11d. Total given is
£10 2s. 5d.

1 Where there are two offences under one entry, the entry has been divided for the purposes of the table.
Where two people are being fined for a single offence with a single fine, it is treated as a single entry.

by means of ‘appeals’, with them then possibly being referred to the royal
justices for judgement.

In order to eliminate malevolent and unjustified accusations the party
prosecuting a case needed to provide pledges for continuing with the
case, and the defendant for appearance in court. Certainly in respect of
the eyre either party might postpone judgement for a limited number of
times through the use of essoins, that is formally sending an excuse to
court for non-appearance, but non-pursuance of a case, or failure to come
to court without essoin, would be fined and in some cases the offender
would be committed to prison to await the judgement of the justices.
Three types of non-attendance at the town court are noted: default, ‘not
coming’, and non pursuance of a claim, which could either relate to an
action for trespass or to a civil dispute. There are thirty instances of an
appellant not pursuing a claim, which raised 18s. in fines, with individual
fines ranging from 2d. to 2s. 6d. (e.g. G13, 20, 49). Default could include
absence from court as a defendant, warrantor, juror or similar. There are
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seventeen instances listed, with fines from 2d. to 1s. 0d. (e.g. G104, 123,
157). ‘Not coming’ would not seem to have been a separate category, but
rather a variation of language. One case (G155) would appear to involve
non-prosecution of a case, while another (G229) perhaps relates to a
defendant, in that an essoin had not been requested; no explanation is
given for the other (G80). G160 and 252 probably concern pledges
forfeited.

Once a case was initiated, the loser, whether the plaintiff or the defendant,
would be considered to have made a false claim and would be fined.
Thirty-six instances of ‘false claim’ are noted with fines of between 4d.
and 18d., the majority being either 6d. or 12d. (e.g. G7, 22, 35).

In cases of debt where proceedings had already been commenced the
plaintiff and defendant could agree to stop the action and settle privately
by means of a licence of concord, granted for a small fee, both parties
presumably believing that there would be cost and other benefits in
avoiding the full legal process (e.g. G52, 142, 203). It is quite possible that
some pleas were initiated in the first place to pressure a defendant into
agreeing to proceed to a licence of concord (Davis 2012, 210, 356). There
are nine examples listed with payments of between 4d. and 3s. One case
involved a fine for reaching an agreement without obtaining a licence
(G52). Similarly a litigant might pay the court for assistance in sorting a
dispute out (G109, 181).

Trespass (transgressio) forms the largest category of entry in the profits of
the court. The term covered a wide range of wrongful acts and defaults,
including offences in the course of a civil action and also acts of violence,
brawls, affrays, bloodshed, minor acts of dishonesty, knowingly buying
stolen meat and clothes and nuisance (Pollock and Maitland 1968, 11
511ff). Seventy-two instances of trespass are recorded raising £2 7s. 4d.,
individual fines falling between 3d. and 3s. 4d.; all except four were 1s.
0d. and below (e.g. G55, 86, 114). It is regrettable that more details are not
given but it would be reasonable to suppose that some of the offences
related to the breaking of laws and regulations set out in the custumal,
(cf for example forestalling; see below). In 1379 there are a number of
cases of false measure and breaking the assize of ale and one instance of
mussels being sold that were bad. In the present schedule of payments,
but not listed as trespasses, are six offences relating to flour and the
baking of bread.

In financial disputes, perhaps over a debt or unpaid rent, a common
practice was for a creditor to distrain, that is seize, goods from a debtor
against the payment of what was due. In the thirteenth century this extra-
judicial process was freely used (Pollock and Maitland 1968, II 575).
Excessive or wrongful detention of goods, however, would end in a fine
for the plaintiff. In the present schedule this was, after trespass, the most
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common entry, with forty-nine cases; the fines, ranging from 4d. to 3s.
4d., were relatively high, with twenty-eight being 1s. 0d. or above (e.g.
G15, 40, 71).

During the later thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, forestalling, origin-
ally signifying an ambush on the king’s highway, acquired the sense of a
consensual but illegitimate bargain and in particular the interception and
buying up of produce on its way to market in order to create a monopoly
situation, thereby raising prices and profits (Britnell 1987; 1996, 92ff;
Seabourne 2003, 125ff). Forestalling would appear to have been penalised
by royal measures from at least the time of Henry III; certainly in the
second half of the thirteenth century rules were gradually incorporated
in the regulations of merchant guilds and royal charters. In 1307 Edward
I required that a statute of forestallers should be enforced in all market
towns and the commissioners appointed to oversee this were empowered
to appoint two persons in each borough and market town to help
enforcement (Britnell 1987, 100f). Clause 29 of Northampton’s custumal
relates to forestalling in the case of fish. Three fines for forestalling are to
be found among the fines of the profits of the court (G17, 83, 128). Michael
Piscator, unsurprisingly given his surname, paid shambles custom and
stallage of the fishmongers (BA H40), while Hugh Whiteney paid
butchers’stallage (BA D18) and was possibly a part of a family of butchers
(cf BADI1, 4,5, 25, 26).

Other offences specifically mentioned were hamsoken (breaking and
entering, normally with some element of violence (G253) and deforce-
ment, the wrongful possession of property (fortiamentum; G102).

Fishmongers’ shambles (H)

Receipts from the fishmongers’ shambles are discussed above with
butchers’ stallage (D).

Receipts from felteragium and ewagium (I)

Section I is headed Recepta de felteragio & ewagio. Some twenty-eight
properties (rather than individuals) are recorded paying felteragium and
four men paid ewagium. The term felteragium has not been encountered
outside the Northampton bailiffs” account and the associated pipe roll
entry (PR2) and one has to speculate, therefore, as to what it covers,
although the -gium element would clearly indicate some form of custom
being paid and feltr- or more commonly filtr- normally refers to felt and
felt-making (cf DMLBS 1V, 944).

Felt-making has been considered to have been negligible before the reign
of Henry VIII (Walton 1991, 343) and yet it was a sufficiently active trade
in Winchester to give rise to the street name Felterstreet by the early
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fourteenth century, notwithstanding that only three felterers are recorded
as property holders before 1300, two between 1300 and 1329 and none
afterwards (Keene 1985, 55, 354). There is no recorded tradition of medi-
eval felt-making in Northampton and given the number of properties
subject to felteragium some other explanation for the term should possibly
be sought. Felt-making as such involves the compacting of unwoven wool
fibres with the aid of heat and moisture but the fibres of woven cloth also
need to be felted together through the fulling process thereby helping to
produce a smoother finish (cf Spufford 2002, 244). Perhaps we should be
looking at felteragium being linked to woven cloth processing and felting
during fulling, given the importance of cloth-making in Northampton in
the thirteenth century and the number of properties subject to the due,
and it is tentatively interpreted as such here. A further possible option,
but perhaps rather less likely, is that felteragium should be read as
pelteragium, a custom related to the processing of skins. In the thirteenth
century, when maiuscule F was emerging as a letter distinct from its
minuscule version, some examples of a capital F could be similar to a
capital P, yet the ‘f’ of both Northampton documents seems very much
to be an ‘f’; one can, however, note also the related felparia and pheliperia
meaning peltry (Latham 1965, 339). At Guildford tangavel was a custom
of 12d. for each tanner (Pipe Roll 1295 Surrey, 29).

The relevant entries in this section of the bailiffs” account can be clearly
cross-referenced to the rental (REN) not only by names but also by type
of property, and for the most part the sequence of properties is the same
in both manuscripts. Although the sum payable for felteragium tallies in
all instances with the charge in the rental for the same property, two
separate charges may well have been involved and both would have had
to be paid. In all bar two cases (H14 and 15) watch is also recorded as due
in the rental. Seven entries in the bailiffs” account record that the property
was ‘once of ...” as does one in the rental. The relationship between the
entries in the bailiffs” account and the rental is set out immediately below.
The properties are listed by location and the references are then given to
the bailiffs” account and rental entries.

In the south quarter: house of Simon Grilly (HI; REN AA5); house of Ellis
le Cuureur (rental = Coupeur) (I12; REN AA6); house of William Lanator
(I3; REN AA7); moiety of tenement of William Lanator (I4; REN AAS8);
moiety of tenement of John de Monseerle (rental = Monsle) (I5; REN
AAD9); plot of Robert de Derby (rental = house once of ...) (I6; REN AA13);
gutter of Robert de Derby (rental = gutter next the said house) (17; REN
AA14); plot of Simon de Houghton (rental = curtilage once of Simon de
Howton towards the mill Mervyn) (I8; REN AA 16); gate and chamber of
William de Maydewell (rental = two entries, gate and then chamber of
capital tenement) (I9; REN AA2 and 3).

Bridge Street: tenement of Robert de Ardern (I9; REN AC2); tenement of
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John le Fixden (rental = tenement once of John F...den) (I10; REN AC3);
tenement of Walter le Lord (I11; REN AC4); tenement of Hawise la Juvene
(rental = once of) (I12; REN AC7); tenement of Skyfe...on (house once of
...kifeniton) (113; REN AC9); tenement of Geoffrey le Blak (rental = once
of ...) (I14; REN AC10); house of Gilbert ad Portam (I15; REN AC11);
house of Henry de Gloucester (rental = once of ...) (I16; REN AC13).

Parish of St Mary: mill of Walter de Pydinton’ (who in the rental also
occupies a waste tenement next the wall of the town towards the water:
S1) (I17; REN Q1).

Parish of St Peter: plot of Lettice de Dunstaple (I18; REN S6).

Next Northampton castle: tenement of Walter Burgeyse (I19; REN T2);
tenement of Roger de Kyselingbury (I120; REN T4); curtilage of Gilbert de
Blisewrth (I128; REN T5).

Next the Friars Preachers: tenement of Guy Batayle (rental = used to hold)
(I21; REN U1); gate of Stephen Cappe (122; REN U3).

At Alnoth Cross: house of Thomas de Pipwell (I123; REN Y1); three houses
once of Richard le Marchal (rental = tenement of Richard le Maresch[all,
but the same charge of 12d, three times the norm) (I124; REN Y2); house
of Robert de Burgo (rental = capital house) (I125; REN Y4); house of Walter
de Pelevill (I27; REN Y3).

There was thus a concentration of properties in Bridge Street and the
south quarter, the areas where one would expect fulling or indeed felting,
skin processing and tanning to have taken place, on account of the ready
water supply there. St Peter’s parish was also an area where tanning
certainly took place in later times (Shaw 1996, 108). Walter de Pydinton’,
identified in the rental as living in St Mary’s parish, occupied a waste
tenement by the river.

Ewagium is normally translated as a toll for passage by water (cf DMLBS,
821) but if the Anglo-Norman ew- element (cf the modern French I'eau =
water) is replaced by the Latin aqua- to form aquagium one then has a term
for a water channel or indeed the charge for it. Such a small due was
charged by the bishop of Winchester for a stream drawn off the main
river, sometimes to power a mill but perhaps also for a smaller stream for
other purposes (pers. comm. D Keene). Felteragium and ewagium may thus
be seen as related charges both involving the drawing off of water
probably for industrial purposes.

Receipts from ustilagium (J)

Ustilagium, as is clear from both the bailiffs” account and the pipe roll
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summary, was a custom due from each weaver at the rate of 6d. per year.
Twenty-three weavers paid it. In 1334 the burgesses of Northampton
claimed that in the time of King Henry, ancestor of Edward III, who was
then king, there were three hundred cloth workers in the town who
contributed to the farm of the town through a levy on each cloth as well
as a fixed rent for the houses where they lived (Parl R ii, 85). The money
thus raised amounted, ‘together with other customs, to half the said farm’.
Half the farm at this time would have been £60, a contrast with the 11s.
6d. raised here from ustilagium. There is, however, an issue in correlating
a charge on weavers with a levy per cloth or with a fixed house-rent.
Again the three hundred cloth workers would have included other trades
than just weavers, fullers being an obvious example. While the burgesses
may have exaggerated the poor state of Northampton'’s cloth industry in
the later thirteenth and early fourteenth centuries, it is clear that there
had been a substantial decline in its fortunes. An account for a third of
the year 1274-5 at Winchester totalled £3 4s. 6d. from burellers’ looms
and 21s. from those of tapeners. According to clauses 13 and 15 of the
city’s custumal, every great loom working burels owed the farm of the
city 5s. a year, while double looms working chaluns owed 1s. and single
looms 6d., looms in all cases being exempt that worked no more than a
single cloth in a year. This would suggest around forty burellers and
perhaps ninety tapeners (Furley 1923, 102; 1927, 28f). In contrast, in the
Winchester bailiffs” account of 1354-5 only 37s. was raised from the
custom on weavers’ looms and receipts (Furley 1923, 180), paralleling the
downturn at Northampton.

Receipts from brasagium K

In medieval England ale formed a significant part of the diet, being less
prone to carrying disease than water yet relatively cheap, and
considerable quantities were drunk. Various assizes of bread and ale were
introduced in the latter part of the thirteenth century both as a check on
quality and also as a significant revenue generator for the crown or the
holder of a lordship benefitting from licensing payments or amercements.
There has been considerable discussion as to whether, given their
frequency, amercements actually related to breaches of the regulations or
whether they were imposed almost universally as a licensing fee, without
any stigma being applied to those fined. Clear evidence for licensing
brewing has been thought to be less forthcoming (Britnell 1986, 89; Cam
1930a, 211; Davis 2012, 241ff, 391ff; Seabourne 2003, 107ff).

Brasagium is clearly defined in both pipe roll entries not as a fine but
rather as an annual payment, ‘namely 2s. per year for anyone brewing’.
In this respect the ...agium suffix is consistent with the schamellagium,
stallagium, ustilagium, felteragium and ewagium found elsewhere in the
bailiffs” account. There is no indication whether payments related solely
to ale produced for home consumption, to commercial sales or to a
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combination of the two. Of the 120 entries in the bailiffs” account, 106 are
for 2s., three for 18d., eight for 12d., one each for 8d. and 6d., and payment
details for one are absent. Were the lesser amounts part-payments of the
full amount or just for a portion of the year? It can be noted that there are
no amercements in the court roll (BA G) for breach of the assize of ale
although there are a number of instances some hundred years later in the
memoranda roll (NRO NBR 1.28). A little under ninety individuals
supplied ale for the 1300-1 royal prise (Chapter 13).

In 1286 there were 116 brewers in Leicester, in the early fourteenth century
there were 115 brewers in Oxford for a population of perhaps 10,000, and
in Norwich 250 brewers for around 17,000 inhabitants (Bennett 1996, 19,
31). A few more than those paying brasagium at Northampton paid the
custom of the brewers (consuetudo bracciatorum) at Lincoln when the city
was in the king’s hands at the turn of the thirteenth and fourteenth
centuries (TNA E372/137-140; E101/505/24). One can note brewgable at
Winchester in the early twelfth century (Biddle 1976, 14) which soon
became a fixed charge on certain properties (pers. comm. D Keene), and
at Exeter brithgavel, a toll for brewing, is referred to in the mid-thirteenth-
century custumal and appears in the receivers’ accounts of the first half
of the fourteenth century?; brithgavel is included within the issues and
rents of the city between 1304 and 1348 and in 1352-3, although between
1348 and 1352 it was included within the profits of the court. At Lincoln
the custom of the brewers (consuetudo bracciatorum) and amercements of
the brewers together contributed from £36 to £44 to the farm of the city
when it was in the king’s hands, that is between twenty and thirty per
cent of the farm (refs above). Initial licensing fees of 12d. for St Martin’s
term and of 8d. for Pentecost term were followed by variable first and
second amercements, the amercements totalling three times or more the
original custom (TNA E372/137-140; E101/505/24). Essentially the same
individuals contributed to the custom and paid the amercements. Ale
rents appear under a variety of names in urban and rural contexts
(Neilson 1910, 35). It would appear that a number of alternative strategies
were in play across the country to maintain quality in brewing and at the
same time generate revenue, involving both the paying of custom for
brewing and of amercements, whether or not these were always for
offences committed. Brasagium was clearly a customary payment.

Bennett has shown that in the early fourteenth century women dominated
brewing in both towns and the countryside, with many early regulations
regarding brewers as being exclusively female (1996, 24ff). At Northamp-

7 Although brithgavel has been interpreted as a ‘tax paid by those who did not have
the freedom of the city for selling ale’ (Rowe and Draisey 1989, xiii) it more
probably relates to brewing (Schopp 1925, 30) and may be equated with the later
fourteenth century brewgavel, a quasi-tax on brewing (cf Seabourne 2003, 110);
both brithgavel and brewgavel occur in immediate association with bagavel , which
relates to bread.



128 Town and Crown

ton, however, ninety-six of the names listed are male, fourteen are female,
with six forenames unclear, although it can be noted that in the first pipe
roll summary, if not the second, the toll is de qualibet braciante, that is from
any female brewing (PR1). Was this a subconscious action on the part of
the clerk or just an error? At Lincoln there is a high percentage of males
as opposed to females paying brewer’s custom. It has been suggested that
although brewing was essentially a woman’s work, supplementing the
household income, in view of the control men had over all aspects of
women'’s lives, records of economic activity, such as lists of those paying
brewing custom, or court rolls might utilise the name of the husband as
the legal head of a multi-occupational household rather than that of his
wife who might in fact actually be doing the brewing (Davis 2012, 305).
This was certainly the case at Winchester where in a number of cases the
woman listed as paying the fine had been recently widowed; sometimes
when she remarried her new husband replaced her in the list (pers.
comm. D Keene). Twenty of those listed at Northampton would appear
to have held public office as bailiff or mayor or keeper of the king’s park
and thus brewing was certainly not confined to the town’s lower classes.
A similar pattern of brewing being undertaken by high-status families
has been noted at Newmarket and Clare a hundred years later (Davis
2012, 308); Bennett suggests that brewing involved all strata of urban
society (1996, 31).

4 plots (L)

The pipe roll entry (PR 2) explains that these four levies are for plots
recently rented to bakers for selling bread.

Tolnetum, etc. (M)

It would appear, taking the bailiffs” account and pipe roll entries together,
that some toll was again taken from the men of Northampton while the
town was in the king’s hands.

The rental

The rental, which is most probably a roll of land-gable charges, is
discussed in Chapter 9. In the pipe roll for 1293-4 a sum of £14 11s. 9d. is
given for ‘the rent of assize of the same town from the term-day of St
Michael during the same time excepting the waste plots from which
nothing can be raised as is contained in the roll of particulars which the
same sheriff delivered to the exchequer.’
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The Bailiffs’ Account
(TNASC6/1248/8 and SC12/13/38)
MEMBRANE 1r, COLUMN 1,

[A] The account of John Eustace and Ellis de Thingden bailiffs of North-
ampton of all receipts of all things pertaining to the farm of the said town
from the ninth hour of the day of the Blessed Michael the archangel, year
21,' up to the ninth hour of the day of the Blessed Michael, year 22

[BO] Receipt of tolls by week for the whole year

(There is a small ‘a” in the LH margin between B4 and B5, bracketing from B1
to B11 before fading)

[B1] Saturday next after the feast of St Michael, the account
reckoned through that week (facto computo per septimam illam)

[3 October 1293] 6s. 6d.
[B2] Saturday next after the feast of St Denys, the account

reckoned through that week [10 October 1293] 7s. 11%d.
[B3] Saturday next before the feast of St Luke the Evangelist,

the account reckoned etc. [17 October 1293] 11s. 2ld.
[B4] Saturday next before the feast of the apostles Simon and Jude,

the account reckoned etc. [24 October 1293] 12s. 2%Ad.
[B5] Saturday the eve of All Saints, the account reckoned etc.

[31 October 1293] 12s. 2d.
[B6] Saturday next after the feast of the Blessed Leonard,

the account reckoned etc. [7 November 1293] 7s. 2d.
[B7] Saturday next after the feast of St Martin, the account

reckoned etc. [14 November 1293] 10s. 1%d.
[B8] Saturday next after? the feast of St Clemens, the account

reckoned etc. [21 November 1293] 13s. 1d.
[B9] Saturday next before the feast of St Andrew the apostle,

the account reckoned etc. [28 November 1293] 14s. 3d.
[B10] Saturday next before the feast of St Nicholas, the account

reckoned etc. [5 December 1293] 15s. 3d.
[B11] Saturday next before the feast of the Blessed Lucy, virgin,

the account reckoned etc. [12 December 1293] 10s. 6d.
[B12] Saturday next before the feast of the Blessed Thomas

the apostle, the account reckoned etc. [19 December 1293] 12s. 3d.
[B13] Saturday before® Christmas, the account reckoned

etc. [26 December 1293] 15s. 1%d.
[B14] Saturday next before Epiphany, the account reckoned

etc. [2 January 1294] 3s. 5d.
[B15] Saturday before the feast of St Hilary, etc. the account

reckoned etc. [9 January 1294] 6s. 8d.

1 Of Edward I: 29 September 1293.
2 Recte ‘before’.
3 Recte “after’.
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[B16] Saturday next after the feast of St Hilary, the account

reckoned etc. [16 January 1294] 4s.
[B17] Saturday before the feast of the conversion of St Paul,

the account reckoned etc. [23 January 1294] 10s.
[B18] Saturday next before the feast of the Purification of the

Blessed Mary, the account reckoned etc. [30 January 1294] 7s.
[B19] Saturday next after the Purification of the Blessed Mary,

the account reckoned etc. [6 February 1294] 7s.
[B20] Saturday next after* the feast of St Valentine, the account
reckoned etc. [13 February 1294] 6s.
[B21] Saturday next before the feast of St Peter’s Chair, the account
reckoned etc. [20 February 1294] 5s.
[B22] Saturday next before Shrove Tuesday (Carniprivium),

the account reckoned etc. [27 February 1294] 8s.
[B23] Saturday next before the first Sunday of Lent, the account
reckoned etc. [6 March 1294] 8s.
[B24] Saturday next before® the feast of St Gregory the pope,

the account reckoned etc. [13 March 1294] 5s.
[B25] Saturday before the Annunciation of the Blessed Mary,

the account reckoned etc. [20 March 1294] 6s.
[B26] Saturday next before the middle of Quadragesima,

the account reckoned etc. [27 March 1294] 4s.
[B27] Saturday next after the middle of Quadragesima,

the account reckoned etc. [3 April 1294] 5s.
[B28] Saturday, the eve of Palm Sunday, the account

reckoned etc. [10 April 1294] 6s.
[B29] Saturday, the eve of Easter, the account reckoned

etc. [17 April 1294] 7s.
[B30] Saturday next after Easter, the account reckoned etc.

[24 April 1294] 4s.
[B31] Saturday, the feast of Sts Philip and Jacob, the account

reckoned etc. [1 May 1294] 5s.
[B32] Saturday next after the feast of St John before the gate,

the account reckoned etc. [8 May 1294] 7s.
[B33] Saturday next before the feast of St Dunstan, the account
reckoned etc. [15 May 1294]° 6s.
[B34] Saturday next after Ascension Day, the account reckoned

etc. [29 May 1294] 7s.
[B35] Saturday, the eve of Pentecost, the account reckoned etc.

[5 June 1294] 8s.

4 Recte ‘before’.
5 Recte ‘after’.
6 The week ending May 22 (between B33 and B34) appears to be missing.

2d.

6Y4d.

6d.

4Y5d.

5d.

6d.

3d.

3d.

3lad.

1%d.

9d.

2d.

8d.

6d.

2d.

7d.

2V4d.

2d.

2d.

3d.
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[B36] Saturday, the eve of Trinity Sunday, the account reckoned

etc. [12 June 1294] 5s. 2d.
[B37] Saturday next after Trinity Sunday, the account reckoned

etc. [19 June 1294] 8s. 2ld.
[B38] Saturday next after the Nativity of John the Baptist, the

account reckoned etc. [16 June 1294] 7s. 3d.
[B39] Saturday next after the feast of the apostles Peter and Paul,

the account reckoned etc. [3 July 1294] 8s. 2lAd.
[B40] Saturday next after the Translation of St Thomas, the

account reckoned etc. [10 July 1294] 6s. 4d.
[B41] Saturday next before the feast of St Margaret, the account

reckoned etc. [17 July 1294] 6s. 4d.
[B42] Saturday, the eve of St Jacob, the account reckoned etc.

[24 July 1294] 6s. 2d.
[B43] Saturday next before the Gules of August, the account

reckoned etc. [31 July 1294] 8s. 3ld.
[B44] Saturday next before the feast of the Blessed Laurence,

the account reckoned etc. [7 August 1294] 7s. 2d.
[B45] Saturday, the eve of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary,

the account reckoned etc. [14 August 1294] 5s. 6d.
[B46] Saturday next after the Assumption of the Blessed Mary,

the account reckoned etc. [21 August 1294] 6s. 1d.
[B47] Saturday next after the feast of St Bartholomew, the

account reckoned etc. [28 August 1294] 6s. 2d.
[B48] Saturday next after the feast of St Giles, the account

reckoned etc. [4 September 1294] 4s. 1d.
[B49] Saturday next after the feast of the Nativity of the

Blessed Mary, the account reckoned etc. [11 September 1294] 4s. 11d.
[B50] Saturday next after” the feast of St Mathew, the account

reckoned etc. [18 September 1294] 4s. 8d.

[B51] Saturday next before the feast of St Michael, the account
reckoned for that week and for the next three days following

[25 September 1294] 6s. 4d.
[B52] Michaelmas, the account of toll reckoned for the three
days preceding 9s. 4d.

Total £20 6s. 1d.8

[CO] Receipts from the lease of gates; the markets of horses, pigs, cattle,
sheep; the toll of bread, ashes; the toll of gloves; the market of linen; the toll
of the market of wool and skins; the lease of shops under the seld; the lease
of the wall and ditch outside the postern of Northampton; the toll of
firewood and coal; the garden outside the west gate; the farm of the bakers;

7 Recte ‘before’.
8 The correct total is £20 0s. 1%d.
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the toll on the sale of fish; the toll of Slipton; straw sold; namely (Recepta de
locatione portarum. mercatorum equorum. porcorum. bovium. bidentium. tholneti
panis cinterie. tholneti cirotecarum. linei mercati. tholneti mercati lane & pellium.
locatione shopparum subter seldam. locatione muri & fossati extra posternam Norht.
tholneti buss’” & carbon’. gardini extra portam occidentalem. firma pistatorum.’
piscaria.'0 tholneti de Slipton” & stramine vendito videlicet)

(There is a small ‘a” in the LH margin alongside C1, a similar ‘a’ in the LH
margin opposite C6 but with a bracket from C3 to C9, and a further ‘a’ in the
LH margin alongside C20. There are what might be small, simple ‘b’s in the LH
margin alongside C16-18. See Fig 8.1)

[C1] William de Wahull and Robert del Abbeye for the toll of bread £6 “2m.
[C2] Walter de Licheberwe for the toll of the market of sheep,

cattle and pigs £6
[C3] Walter de Folewsl for the toll of wool and skins for all the

time said 24s.
[C4] Alan le Burser for the toll of gloves 8s.
[C5] Henry Charles for the toll of ashes 8s.
[C6] Simon Grey for the toll of firewood and coal 15s.
[C7] John Cauddron for the toll of linen cloth 4s.
[C8] Roger Wayteskathe of Slipton for the toll of Slipton 6s.
[C9] Roger Toth junior for the toll on the sale of fish (piscaria) 36s.
[C10] John de Horwode for the north gate 30s.
[C11] John de Abindon for the east gate 20s.1
[C12] Hugh Mons for the south gate 17s.
[C13] William de Houghton for the west gate 26s.
[C14] Randal de Boughton and the ditch and the wall outside

the postern pasturage!? 5s.
[C15] William de Buckebroke for the garden outside the west gate 3s.

[C16] Lettice de la Porte for the shop next the hostur seld (hostur selde)’®* 7s.

9 Confirmation that this is pistatorum (bakers) rather than piscatorum (fishmongers) is
provided in the text below (C19) and also in the pipe roll summary.

10 Piscaria most frequently means fishery although it can also possibly refer to the toll on the
sale of fish (cf Latham 1965, 353). There is a separate section in the bailiffs’ account relating
to shambles custom and stallage of the fishmongers (H) but the revenue from piscaria (here
and C9) is included in the pipe roll summary for 22 Edward I under other petty tolls, the
rest of which are all market tolls, and it would thus perhaps seem best to regard it here
also as a market toll (see Table 8.3). Comparison of the pipe roll entries for 21 and 22
Edward I, where the various revenue streams are listed in the same sequence appears to
suggest a correlation between piscaria and stallagium piscatorum. All that one can be certain
about is that piscaria relates to some form of revenue relating to fish. Roger Toth junior
(C9) was a fishmonger (see below H39).

11 First x of xx just visible; xx confirmed by cross reference to the pipe rolls.

12 ‘pasturage’ added.

13 ‘hostur’ is probably linked to hostorium, the rod for levelling measures (cf DMLBS 1V, 1180)
and the hostur seld was probably where the weighing and measuring of corn and other
goods sold took place. See also the discussion on selds in Chapter 4.
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[C17] Henry de Pisseford for the shop which is the corner under
the seld 8s.

[C18] William Chapman for a shop under the seld at the time of Lent  18s.

[C19] The association of bakers (communitate pistorum) of Northampton
for their payment for the year 60s.

[C20] Straw sold 24s.
Total £27 19s. 2d.14

[DO0] Receipts from the stalls of the butchers and the stallage of the same

[D1] Geoffrey Wynteny 9d.
[D2] The stall of Nicholas de Wytmale 6d.
[D3] William Cappe 15d.
[D4] Simon Wyteny 9d.
[D5] Thomas Wyteny 9d.
[D6] Michael de Quenton 9d.
[D7] Simon Canun 9d.
[D8] John Ediman 9d.
[D9] Simon Coleman 15d.
[D10] Thomas son of Alexander 6d.
[D11] The stall of Hugh de Duston 9d.
[D12] The stall of Agatha la Cintour 4d.
[D13] Augustine le Baker 15d.
[D14] The stall of William Mount 6d.
[D15] The stall of St John' 6d.
[D16] The stall of Richard de Pydinton 6d.
[D17] The stall of Walter Passelewe 9d.
[D18] The stall of Hugh Wyteny 9d.
[D19] The stall of Henry Passelewe 9d.
[D20] The stall of John le Rous 6d.
[D21] The stall of Nicholas Ca... 21d.
[D22] John Batayle 2..d.v
[D23] Roger Passelewe 2..d.m®
[D24] John de Pydinton 3d.
[D25] Richard Wyteny 3d.
[D26] William Wyteny 3d.

14 The correct total is £28 5s. 8d.
15 Probably St John's hospital.
16 Probably ‘Cappe’.

17 ii...d is probably iijd. : 3d.

18 ii...d is probably iijd. : 3d.
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[D27] Geoffrey Busard 3d.
[D28] Jordan Canun 3d.
[D29] Arnold Medisprot 6d.

Total 18s. 7d.

MEMBRANE 1r, COLUMN 1 END/MEMBRANE 1r, COLUMN 2

[EO] Receipts from agreements (Recepta conventionariorum) during the same
time®

[E1] Simon Baroun of Brixworth (Bricleswrth) for carrying bread

by horse 5s.
[E2] Bartholomew? in Venella from the same place for the same 5s.
[E3] Hugh of Brixworth (Brichswrth) for the same without a horse 2s.
[E4] Alice of Mears Ashby (Nort Esseby) for the same without a horse  18d.
[E5] Agnes Bullok of Middleton (Middilton) for the same 18d.
[E6] Margery of Ecton (Eketon) for the same 18d.
[E7] John Bisshop of Brixworth (Brichiswrth) for the same 2s. 6d.
[E8] Henry of Welford (Welleford) for the same without a horse 5s.
[E9] Walter Kas of Cottesbrooke (Cotisbroke) for the same 5s.
[E10] Ralph son of Amice of East Haddon (Esthaddon) for the same 5s.
[E11] William Bathe of Holcot (Holcote) for the same 28d.
[E12] William son of Hugh Schapman of Brixworth (Brichswrith) 28d.
[E13] Mabel of Barton for the same 13d.
[E14] Juliana wife of Hugh Flaxemongere of Barton 13d.
[E15] Henry Avale of Towcester (Touc’) for the same 18d.
[E16] John Jow of Brixworth (Brichswrith) for the same 3s.
[E17] John Bacheler of Towcester (Touc’) for the same 3s.
[E18] Geoffrey Gosse for the same 2s. 6d.
[E19] Walter Man of Brampton 2s.
[E20] Simon Jour of Brixworth (Bricliswrth) for the same 18d.
[E21] Robert Mandeville for the same 3s.
[E22] John de Muro of Bedford (Bedeford) for carrying skins 2s.
[E23] William de Arches in Towcester (Touc’) for carrying bread 4s. 6d.
[E24] Hugh Germin of Stratford for the same 4s.
[E25] Henry Fraunceys of Towcester (Touc’) for the same 16d.
[E26] Thomas Wysmon of Cottesbrooke (Cotisbroke) for the same 4s.

19 Place names here (as in Margery de Eketon) do not seem to be locational bynames but rather
identification of the home of the people identified in a place away from their home.
Accordingly they have been given their modern spelling with the manuscript spelling
being given in brackets after the name.

20 Bate
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[E27] Robert Julian of Hanslope (Hamslape) for the same

[E28] Robert Broun of Hackleton (Haclington) for the same

[E29] Walter of Lindsey (Lindeseye) for robes for sale

[E30] Gilbert Child of Naseby (Navisby) for carrying bread

[E31] Adam of Welford (Welleford) for carrying bread with a cart
[E32] Hugh Mabely of Old (Wolde) for the same

[E33] William Pegg of Lilbourne (Lilleburn) for the same with a cart

[E34] Adam son of Walter de Thiringham of Cold Ashby
(Colde Esseby) for the same

[E35] Hugh Campiun of Walgrave (Waldegrave) for the same
[E36] Alan Julian of Bosworth (Bouswrth) for the same

[E37] William le Mey of Brixworth (Bricliswrth) for the same
[E38] William de Bacur of Maidwell (Maydewell) for the same
[E39] Lettice daughter of Walter Broun of Brampton for the same

[E40] John son of Robert of Ravensthorpe (Ravernsthorp) for the same

[E41] Richard Pelk of Holdenby (Haldenby) for the same
[E42] William of Sibbertoft (Sibertoft) for the same
[E43] John son of Roger Brayn of Gayton for the same

[E44] Adam of Theddingworth in Harborough (Theddigwrth in
Hareberge) for the same

[E45] John Lucas of Buckby (Buckeby) for the same

[E46] Roger Sampson of Lilbourne (Lilleburne) for the same
[E47]1 Hugh of Litchborough (Lichebarwe) for carrying garlic
[E48] John de Holcote of Towcester (Touc’) for carrying bread
[E49] Hugh of Towcester (Touc”) son of Robin for the same
[E50] Ralph of Thornby (Thurneby) for the same

[E51] Robert and Richard sons of Roger Peres of Arnesby (Ernisby)
for the same

[E52] Robert Talkot of East Haddon (Esthaddon) for the same
[E53] Ralph le Palmer of Scaldwell (Schaldewell) for the same
[E54] Thomas Ned of Crick (Creke) for bread

[E55] Richard of Stamford Uppernene (Staunford Uppenanene)
for the same

[E56] Alice Bene of Gayton for bread

[E57] Amice of Luton for the same

[E58] Simon of Kilsby (Kyldesby) for the same
Total £8 8s.2!

21 Correct total is £7 11s. 1d.
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[FO] Receipts from shops at the time of Northampton fair in the said year?

[F1] William Parson of Rothwell (Rowell) for his shop 6s.
[F2] Simon de Kesewyk for the same 6d.
[F3] Robert de Thorp of Rothwell (Rowell) for the same 6s. 6d.
[F4] Robert de Brochole, mercer, for his salesplace (placea) 2s.
[F5] Sekatur for his salesplace 2s.
[F6] Henry de Yerdele for his salesplace 10d.
[F7] Roger de Geytington, William de Barton and Thomas de

Lodington for their salesplaces 14s.
[F8] William de Cranisle for his salesplace 4s.
[F9] Richard Povery of Winchester (Wynton) for his salesplace 4s.
[F10] Richard, servant of Robert Chat of Winchester (Wynton),

for the same 2s. 6d.
[F11] Robert Granntpe of Coventry (Coventre) for his salesplace 7s.
[F12] Adam de Harne, hatter of London, for his salesplace 12s.
[F13] Adam le Blak, hatter, for his salesplace 10s.
[F14] John de Stafford for his salesplace 3s.
[F15] Robert de Bedeford for his salesplace 34d.
[F16] Richard le Euneyse for his salesplace 5s. 6d.
[F17] William de Byry for his salesplace 6s. 4d.
[F18] John son of John de Leyc’ for a stall 18d.
[F19] Ralph de Grimeston for a stall 9d.
[F20] Adam Morice for his salesplace 2s.
[F21] Thomas Curteyse for his salesplace 2s.
[F22] Henry de Lincoln for his salesplace 4s.
[F23] Godduskalk, merchant, for his shop 4s.
[F24] Baldwin Laman for his shop 4s.
[F25] William de Parys for the moiety of the shop of Adam le
Garlecksmonger 3s.
[F26] Robert son of Henry for the moiety of four shops (medietate

shoppagii quatuor shopparum) of Robert de Catwrth 12s.
[F27] Adam de la Porte for the moiety of the house of Giles de

Esseby 23s. 4d.
[F28] Osbert de Crouthorp for the moiety of the house of William de
Langetost 2m.

[F29] John de Stanford for the moiety of four shops and the gate
of John de la Porte 2m.

22 Some place names here do not seem to be locational bynames but rather identify the home
of the merchants and traders concerned. Accordingly they have been given their modern
spelling with the manuscript spelling being given in brackets after the name.
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[F30] Philip le Rous for the moiety of the shop of Nicholas Selch 10s.
[F31] Philip de Horton and Henry de Leyc’ for the moiety of the

house of Pentecust 23s. 4d.
[F32] Peter de Leyc’ for the moiety of the rental of the shop next the

house of Pentecust 7s. 6d.
[F33] Walter Hereman of Guildford (Gildeford) for the moiety of the

rental of the shop of John Eustace 10s.
[F34] William de Hereford for the moiety of the shop beneath the

house of Emma de Leyc’ 2s. 6d.
[F35] John de Arat’ for the moiety of the rental of a shop under

John le Megre The moiety of one pair of stockings?
[F36] John Heyrun for the moiety of the rental of a second shop

under John le Megre 20d.
[F37] Roger de Amyas for the moiety of the rental of a third shop

under John le Megre 40d.
[F38] William de Asshewell for the moiety of the rental of the shop

of Robert de Bed’? 3s. 6d.
[F39] William de London, mercer, for the moiety of the rental of a

shop of Robert son of Henry 2s. 6d.
[F40] Thomas de Folisham for the moiety of the rental of a second

shop of the said Robert 40d.
[F41] Paul le Potter of London? for the moiety of the rental of the

shop of William de Cancell 2s.

[F42] John May, potter of London, for the moiety of the rental of the
shop of Isabel* la Pessoner

[F43] William de Sancto Brevell’, potter of London, for the moiety
of the rental of the shop of William Dachet 2s. 6d.

[F44] Gilbert de la March for the moiety of the rental of the shop
of John Broun, saddler (celer)?

[F45] Walter the servant of Adam de Bukingham for the moiety of

the rental of John Gerveyse 2s.
[F46] Richard de Oxinford for the moiety of the rental of the shop

of Hugh de Staunford 2s. 6d.
[F47] Juliana de Parys for the moiety of the rental of a third shop

of Robert son of Henry 2s. 6d.
[F48] Roger de Wyleby for a licence to sell four of his cloths 12d.
[F49] William de Asshewell for a licence for standing with his

merchandise in the shop of Robert de Bed? 6d.

23 Set below the main entry and not in the right hand column.
24 Presumably Bedford.

25 Dondon probably = de London.

26 Is probably = Isabel.

27 For cellarius or sellarius.

28 Presumably Bedford.
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[F50] The brother of the same William for a licence to carry

boards (tabulas) 4d.
[F51] Roger Toth junior for his salesplace 18d.
[F52] Michael Piscator for his salesplace 10...d.»
[F53] [Nilgel*® de Gayton for his salesplace 10...d.%
[F54] [Ro]blert]*> Tholous for ground rent for a salesplace (pro terragio)  4d.
[F55] Adam® le Garlecmonger for the same 4d.
[F56] John Granby for the same 4d.

Total £14 8s. 11d.3

MEMBRANE 1r, COLUMN 2 END/MEMBRANE 2r

[GO] Receipt of pleas and perquisites of the court of the town of Northampton
during the whole year®

MEMBRANE 2r, COLUMN 1
[G1] Gilbert le Taverner for trespass 12d.
[G2] John de Ryslee for the same 7d.
[G3] Simon de Cattworth for the same 7d.
[G4] Gilbert de Somersete for the same 7d.
[G5] The wife of Richard le Couper for the same 12d.
[Gé6] Nicholas de Harwol for hue unjustly raised 7d.
[G7] William de Corlee for false claim 7d.
[G8] William Pikke and Agnes his wife for trespass 7d.
[G9] John de Billingge for entering a tithing 12d.
[G10] John Edman for unjust detention 12d.
[G11] Henry le Mareschal for trespass 4d.
[G12] Thomas de Gayton for the same 4d.
[G13] Robert de Wolle for not prosecuting a claim 6d.
[G14] John Broun for default 6d.
[G15] Richard de Brampton for unjust detention 12d.
[G16] William Carpenter of St James’ for false claim 2s.
[G17] Michael Piscator for forestalling 12d.
[G18] Matilda daughter of Roger de Arderne for hue unjustly raised 3d.
[G19] Robert Austyn for trespass 6d.
[G20] Robert de Grendon for not pursuing a claim 2s.

29 x...d. perhaps xijd. = 12d.

30 ...ello probably is Nigello.

31 «x...d. perhaps xijd. = 12d.

32 ..bo

33 Probably Adam.

34 Correct total is £10 17s. 11d.
35 Heading across both columns.
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[G21] Edith daughter of Sarah Belond for default 3d.
[G22] Jordan de Thurveye and his wife for false claim 6d.
[G23] Gilbert le Taverner for contempt and trespass done to the bailiffs

and their serjeants Yom.
[G24] Nicholas son of Annabel Rote for trespass led.
[G25] Robert de Heccham for false claim 6d.
[G26] Nicholas de Harwold for unjust detention 6d.
[G27] A certain unknown smith for trespass 4d.
[G28] Robert de Esseby for false claim 6d.
[G29] Robert son of Nigel and Alice his wife for not pursuing a claim  12d.
[G30] Thomas de Redburne for default 7d.
[G31] Simon de Wolaston for not pursuing a claim 20d.
[G32] Matilda daughter of Roger de Arderne for trespass 3d.
[G33] Isabella daughter of Ralph le Furner for trespass and Robert son

of Ralph le Furner for the same 6d.
[G34] Simon Perleben® for trespass 4d.
[G35] Nicholas le Maltmongere for false claim 12d.
[G36] Geoffrey de Oveston for unjust detention 12d.
[G37] Edgar Molendarius for trespass 6d.
[G38] Cok de Howton for trespass 2s. 6d.
[G39] William de Rokeby for the same 6d.
[G40] Hugh de Cloppham for unjust detention 2s.
[G41] John son of Henry Scot for trespass 40d.
[G42] Geoffrey le Knyfsmith for false claim 6d.
[G43] Peter de Eketon for unjust claim 12d.
[G44] John Godhose for the same 6d.
[G45] Robert de Howton for the same 6d.
[G46] Walter de Scaldewelle for hue etc. 4d.
[G47] Geoffrey son of Nicholas de Stok for unjust detention 12d.
[G48] John de Wardon of Farthingstone (Fardinastorn) for trespass 12d.
[G49] Roger de Amias for not pursuing a claim 12d.
[G50] Gilbert de la Marche for trespass 12d.
[G51] Thomas de Acton carter for entering an agreement with the

son of John Wildegris without licence 3s.
[G52] Brother Richard, master of the hospital of St John, Northampton

for licence to agree with Ralph de Nor’ 2s.
[G53] John de Gitlee for hue unjustly raised 6d.

36 Or Parleben.
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[G54] The wife of Nicholas le Maltmongere for the same
[G55] John de Loddinton for trespass
[G56] William Thappman® for not pursuing a claim

[G57] Adam Athelyn and his wife, and John Scot and
his mother for hue

[G58] Walter de Billingge and his associates for trespass

[G59] Philip Gaugy for unjust detention

[G60] Sarah le Mareschal for hue etc.

[G61] John le Lorimer for trespass

[G62] Thomas Trille of Daventry (Daventre) for unjust detention
[G63] Roger de Gayton for unjust detention

[G64] Robert de Wolaston for trespass

[G65] John de Catesby for unjust detention

[G66] Luke de Harwdon for entering a tithing

[G67] Hugh de Newton for trespasss

[G68] Adam de Oxindon for false claim

[G69] Adam de la Fermerie for unjust detention

[G70] John Russel of Broughton (Browton) for entering a tithing
[G71] William le Fleming of Heyford for unjust detention
[G72] Makke?® de Wotton for hue etc.

[G73] Sarah de Belond for false claim

[G74] Thomas de Reddburne for unjust detention

[G75] Henry le Brewster of East Haddon (Esthaddon) for trespass
against John Vitor

[G76] Norman de Bretford for trespass

[G77] Walter le Forrur and Christiana his wife for unjust detention
[G78] Robert son of Ralph le Furner and his wife for trespass
[G79] A certain man of Esseby for trespass

[G80] John le Peyntour for not coming [to court]

[G81] The same John for trespass

[G82] Adam Lumbard for the same

[G83] Ellen the wife of Richard le Skinner for forestalling

MEMBRANE 2r, COLUMN 1 END/MEMBRANE 2r, COLUMN 2

[G84] Felicia Bassett of Pytchley (Pyteslee) for unjust detention
[G85] John Batallee for false claim
[G86] Adam de Waltham for trespass

37 Probably William Chapman with the C being wrongly copied toa T.
38 Possibly = Mace, the French diminutive of Thomas.

6d.
6d.
2d.

18d.
6d.
40d.
9d.
6d.
18d.
12d.
6d.
6d.
8d.
6d.
6d.
8d.
6d.
12d.
12d.
6d.
12d.

12d.
12d.
12d.
6d.
12d.
6d.
6d.
6d.
6d.

2s.
8d.
6d.
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[G87] The same Adam for false claim

[G88] Martin servant of Nicholas de Bassingburne for false claim
[G89] Robert Nel and Alice his wife for false claim

[G90] Stephen de Eketon for unjust detention

[G91] Alice wife of William de Overton for trespass

[G92] William de Overton for bread badly baked

[G93] William de Billingge for false claim

[G94] John le Mercer for unjust detention

[G95] Peter le Sherman for not pursuing a claim

[G96] Emma cordmaker (factitatrix cordarum) for trespass

[G97] Philip Bowde of Fenny Stratford (Fennistafford) for the same
[G98] Henry de Lungevile for unjust detention

[G99] John de Newport for entering a tithing

[G100] Robert de Botilbrigge for bread not sealed

[G101] William Baroum for false claim

[G102] Geoffrey de Browton and Alice his wife for unjust deforcement
[G103] John de Lestr’ for trespass

[G104] Robert de Irtillingburg for default

[G105] John de Ayleston for flour to be sold

[G106] Robert le Bowyer for trespass

[G107] Henry de Shakelaunce for the same

[G108] Richard de Harwold for unjust detention

[G109] Hugh de Newton for having aid [of court]

[G110] Reginald Capellanus for default

[G111] William Barun for default

[G112] Simon le Laner for unjust detention

[G113] Robert de Dyve for not pursuing a claim

[G114] Henry le Parcheminer for trespass

[G115] Nicholas de Benifeld for the same

[G116] Henry Lomb of Lynn (Leune*) for not pursuing a claim
[G117] William Miller of Belond mill for trespass

[G118] Robert son of Robert Rote and William his brother for trespass
[G119] Robert son of Osbert de Crowthorp for the same

[G120] John Eustace for false claim

[G121] The same John for trespass

39 Probably 4d. - over a rubbing out.
40 Taken to be Lynn, Leune perhaps copied from Lenne.
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[G122] Thomas de Gayton for the same 6d. part 4d.
[G123] Philip le Rous for default 12d.
[G124] Edith daughter of Sarah Belond for default 4d. part 3d.
[G125] Geoffrey de Pisseford for unjust detention 12d.
[G126] Simon son of Daniel for not pursuing a claim 12d.
[G127] Geoffrey de Pisseford for unjust detention against

Hugh de Baketon 6d.
[G128] Hugh Whiteney for forestalling 6d.
[G129] The same Hugh for unjust detention 6d.
[G130] Osbert de Wardinton for not pursuing a claim 12d. part 6d.

[G131] Roger son of Thomas Daffe for trespass
6d.; and 4d. added in margin to right

[G132] John Capello™! for the same 6d.
[G133] Pentcust for not pursuing a claim 12d.
[G134] Osbert de Crowthorp for licence to agree with William

Mount senior 12d.
[G135] William Mount for the same with the said Osbert 12d.
[G136] William le Catour for unjust detention 12d.
[G137] Simon de Hadden for trespass 6d.
[G138] Robert de Hadden for hue unjustly etc. 6d.
[G139] William Wylde for trespass 6d.
[G140] Adam Athelyn for unjust detention 6d.
[G141] The same Adam for false claim 6d.
[G142] Welond Smith of Weston for trespass 18d. part 14d.
[G143] Nicholas de Howton for trespass 6d.
[G144] John Haliday for unjust detention 12d.
[G145] Peter de Harwdon for the same 12d.
[G146] Matilda Wayteskathe for trespass 4d.
[G147] Beatrice de Stoteston for licence to agree with Thomas del Parlur 4d.
[G148] John Corp for trespass 6d.
[G149] Nicholas de Welleford and Ottilia* his wife for trespass 4d.
[G150] John de Piddinton for the same 4d.
[G151] Robert de Melcheburne for the same 6d.
[G152] William Mount junior for false claim in not pursuing

a claim 2s. 6d. part 12d.
[G153] Roger de Lavendene for not pursuing a claim 3d.

41 Perhaps Capellano.
42 Perhaps a scribal miscopying of Cicelia. Cf G253.
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[G154] Simon de Wolaston for the same 18d.
[G155] John de Piddinton for not coming against William le Mareschal  4d.
[G156] Gilbert le Sherman for unjust detention 6d.
[G157] Nicholas de Cattworth for default 3d.
[G158] Thomas de Haldeby for false claim 12d.
[G159] Thomas de Reddburne for trespass 6d.
[G160] Ralph de Botilbrigge for the pledge of a man of Barton.
For the pledge of William de Overton 12d.
[G161] Geoffrey de Pisseford for unjust detention 2s.
[G162] Walter de Hechelere for entering a tithing 12d. part 6d.
[G163] Thomas de Horpol and his wife for trespass 12d.
MEMBRANE 2r, COLUMN 2 END/MEMBRANE 1v TOWARDS END OF
COLUMN 2
[GDb] Still from pleas and perquisites of the court
[G164] William de Overton for bread badly baked 6d.
[G165] Richard de Catisby for the same 6d.
[G166] Robert Foston for the same 6d.
[G167] Richard Basset for default 12d.#
[G168] Ellis son of Nicholas, servant, for not prosecuting a claim 4d.
[G169] William le Catur for unjust detention 6d.
[G170] Hugh de Staunford and Matilda his wife for unjust
seizing of chattels 12d.
[G171] Nicholas de Catwrth and Cecilia his wife for unjust detention ~ 6d.
[G172] Robert Shayl for not prosecuting a claim 6d.
[G173] Gervase le Fleming, servant, for contempt 6d.

MEMBRANE 1v, COLUMN 2 END/MEMBRANE 2v, COLUMN 1

[G174] The wife of Robert le Latoner for hue unjustly raised 3d.
[G175] Robert Jack of Thrapston (Thrapiston) for default and

Henry his son for not pursuing a claim 6d.
[G176] Matilda la Carter for hue unjustly raised etc. 4d.
[G177] Walter de Harudon for unjust detention 12d.
[G178] Ralph de Matkere, his mother and sister for trespass 3d.
[G179] Robert le Latoner for trespass 3d.
[G180] John de Eboraco and his wife for hue etc. 4d.
[G181] John de Boudon for having aid [of court] 12d.
[G182] William de Dorsete for unjust seizing of draught animals 6d.

43 Manuscript damaged but probably 12d.



148 Town and Crown

[G183] Simon de Keylmers, weaver, for entering a tithing

[G184] William de Buckebroke for agreement (pro concordia)
[G185] Randal de Bucketon for the same

[G186] The wife of Alan le Wykener for trespass

[G187] John Haliday for unjust detention

[G188] John de Risseleye for the same

[G189] Robert le Vause of Holcot for not pursuing a claim
[G190] Thomas de Rodburn for not pursuing a claim and for default
[G191] Henry de Holewell for unjust detention

[G192] Simon de Catwrth for the same

[G193] Walter de Pelevill for trespass

[G194] The wife of Richard le Couper for hue unjustly raised
[G195] Thomas Alrey of Brixworth (Bricliswrth) for false claim
[G196] Robert de Creton and Agnes his wife for unjust detention
[G197] Richard de Brampton for false claim

[G198] Robert le Coppedeclerke and Felicia his wife for the same
[G199] Alice Barun for unjust detention

[G200] Walter de Lysurs for trespass

[G201] Geoffrey de Sandiakyr for false claim

[G202] Roger de Holewell for unjust detention

[G203] Robert son of Henry for licence to agree

[G204] John* for not pursuing a claim

[G205] John de Wisele for unjust detention

[G206] Ralph de Botilbrigge for the same

[G207] Thomas de Rodburn for the same

[G208] Hugh de Lodington for false claim

[G209] William de Wolde for trespass

[G210] John Blachele Won* for trespass

[G211] Osbert de Crouthorp for trespass

[G212] Hugh Whyteny for not pursuing a claim

[G213] Thomas de Rodburn for unjust detention

[G214] William Hendeman of Brixworth (Bricliswrth) for false claim
[G215] John Halyday for unjust detention

[G216] Thomas de London for false claim through the pledge
of William le Plomer

[G217] The same Thomas for the same

44 Surname erased.
45 Perhaps should be read as Blachelewon.
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[G218] Richard le Couper for trespass

[G219] John de Watleye for trespass

[G220] William son of Hugh Whyteny for the same
[G221] The wife of William de Sancto Johanne for hue etc.
[G222] Robert de Melcheburn for unjust detention
[G223] William de Corle for the same

[G224] William le Cathur for not pursuing a claim
[G225] Margery, wife of Philip le Regrater, for trespass
[G226] Richard de Catisby for false claim

[G227] Thomas de Rodburn for the same

[G228] John de Pydinton for not pursuing a claim

[G229] Nicholas de Welleford for not coming [to court] and not
giving an essoin (quia non venit sine essonio)

[G230] Walter de Leycestria for unjust detention

[G231] John son of Peter for default

[G232] William son of Philip le Rous for not pursuing a claim
[G233] The same William for the same

[G234] Philip le Rous for false claim

[G235] Hugh de Baketon for licence to agree

[G236] John de Reymerston for default

[G237] Roger Launcelyn for not pursuing a claim

[G238] Hugh Whyteny for unjust detention against Thomas le Blound
of Hollowell (Holwell)

[G239] William son of Robert de Maydeford for not pursuing a claim
[G240] The same William for default

[G241] John le Mire for false claim

[G242] John Scot for not pursuing a claim

[G243] Adam Aurey for false claim

[G244] Thomas de Rodburn for false claim

[G245] Pentecust de Kershalton for not pursuing a claim
[G246] The same Pentecust for default

[G247] Hugh de Thorp for default

[G248] Hugh de Newenton for trespass

[G249] William ad Capellam for hue etc.

[G250] John de Loddington for a pledge

[G251] Adam de Thurveye for hamsoken committed on (pro
hamsokin facto super) Robert de Radewell

[G252] John le Sauvage for false claim
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[G253] Cecilia wife of Nicholas de Welleford for hue etc. 4d.
Total £10 2s. 5d.%6

MEMBRANE 2V, COLUMN 1 END/MEMBRANE 1V COLUMN 1

[HO] Receipts from the shambles custom of the fishmongers and their stallage
(Recepta de schamellagio piscatorum & stallagio eorundeimn)

[H1] Daniel le Ferme 3d.
[H2] John le Fre ad.
[H3] The wife of William de London 3d.
[H4] Matilda de London 3d.
[H5] Agnes de Welton 3d.
[H6] The stall of John le Minsmyth 6d.
[H7] John de Briggewater 3d.
[H8] William Chapman for the stall of ] de la Porte? 9d.
[H9] Henry de Flore 6d.
[H10] William de Lodyngton 3d.
H11] Robert Burgeys 3d.
[H12] Henry de Flore 9d.
[H13] Robert Neel 6d.
[H14] The son of Robert Snel* 9d.
[H15] William de Benifeld 9d.
[H16] The stall of Isabel la Pessoner 6d.
[H17] Sara Belond 9d.
[H18] Richard Hert 3d.
[H19] Gilbert de Carlel for four stalls 2s. 3d.
[H20] Geoffrey de Stratford 3d.
[H21] Robert Hyne 9d.
[H22] Thomas le Hare 3d.
[H23] The stall of Joanna, wife of John 6d.
[H24] Laurence de Dalington 3d.
[H25] Hugh le Couper 3d.
[H26] Thomas Balle 3d.
[H27] Balle fishmonger 3d.
[H28] Henry de Wynchecumbe for his stalls 12d.
[H29] The stall of Augustine le Baker 6d.

46 Correct total is £9 9s. 11d. or £9 6s. 8d. if “part payments’ rather than full payments are
used as in G130.

47 Perhaps = John de la Porte.

48 Does Robert Neel in H13 = Robert Snel here?
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[H30] William de Corbe 3d.
[H31] John de Reymerston 3d.
[H32] Joss* Piscator 3d.
[H33] Jacob le Pessoner 12d.
[H34] William de Dorsete 9d.
[H35] John de Querendon 12d.
[H36] Jordan le B...dere 3d.
[H37] John Godhose 3d.
[H38] Amice de Ro...des 3d.
[H39] Roger Toth junior 3d.
[H40] Michael Piscator 3d.
[H41] Ellis le Bere 3d.
[H42] The stall of John le Marshal 6d.
[H43] Augustine Cypun 3d.
[H44] The stall of Lettice de Cugeho 6d.
[H45] The wife of Nigel de Gayton 18d.
[H46] Robert Balle 3d.
[H47] Nigel de Gayton 3d.
[H48] Nicholas de Brampton 3d.
[H49] Richard de Brampton 3d.
[H50] Jordan Canun 3d.
Total 14s.50

[10] Receipts from the custom for fulling and water (Recepta de felteragio &
ewagio)

[I1] The house of Simon Grilly 4d.
[12] The house of Ellis le Cuureur 4d.
[13] The house of William Lanator 4d.
[14] The moiety of the tenement of the said William 2d.
[I5] The moiety of the tenement of John de Monseerle 2d.
[I6] A certain plot of Robert de Derby 4d.
[17] The gutter of the same Robert 4d.
[I8] A certain plot of Simon de Houghton 4d.
[19] The tenement of Thomas de Ardern 10d.
[110] The tenement of John Fraden 10d.
[111] The tenement of Walter le Lord 4d.
49 ‘Joce’

50 Correct total is £1 4s.
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[112] The tenement of Hawise la Juvene 4d.
[I13] The tenement of Skyfe...on* 4d.
[I14] The tenement of Geoffrey le Blak 4d.
[115] The house of Gilbert ad Portam 4d.
[I16] The house of Henry de Glouc'> 4d.
[117] The mill of Walter de Pydinton 4d.
[I18] A certain plot of Lettice de Dunstaple 4d.
[119] The tenement of Walter Burgeyse 4d.
[120] The tenement of Roger de Kyselingbury 4d.
[121] The tenement of Guy Batayle 4d.
[122] The gate of Stephen Cappe 4d.
[123] The house of Thomas de Pipwell 4d.
[124] The house once of Richard le Marchal 12d.
[125] The house of Robert de Burgo 4d.
[126] The gate and chamber of William de Maydewell 8d.
[127] The house of Walter de Pelevill 4d.
[128] The curtilage of Gilbert de Blisewrth 4d.
[129] A certain man outside the west gate for water custom (ewagio) 6d.
[I30] Roger de Thorp for the same 6d.
[I31] Richard de Sancto Neoto for the same 6d.
[131] Walter le Sherman for the same 6d.

Total 14s. 4d.%

[JO] Receipts of the custom on looms namely (Recepta de ustilagio scilicet)
[J1] Twenty-three weavers, namely any weaver 6d. once per year  11s. 6d.
Total 11s. 6d.

MEMBRANE 1v, TOWARDS END OF COLUMN 1/MEMBRANE 1y,

COLUMN 2
[KOa] Receipts from brewing custom (Recepta de brasagio) during the said time
[K1] Richard le Moun’ 2s.
[K2] William Mendesoule 2s.
[K3] John Plumber 2s.
[K4] Gervase de Howton 2s.
[K5] Honor de Duston 2s.
[K6] Alice de Kyrkeby 2s.

51 Probably Skifeniton, cf Rental AC9.
52 Glouc’; cf Rental AC13 Henry de Glowcestr’.
53 Correct total is 13s.
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[K7] Alan le Bourser

[K8] Alice de Catwrth

[K9] The wife of Robert de Wychenomere
[K10] Thomas de Haddon
[K11] William de Stratford
[K12] Isabel>* de Barton
[K13] Robert Molendarius
[K14] Roger de Weston
[K15] Henry de Pisseford
[K16] Ralph de Abindon
[K17] Ralph le Roer

[K18] Alice Ethewell

[K19] Peter de Leyton
[K20] Thomas Patrick
[K21] Robert de Catwrth
[K22] Matilda de Pertinhale
[K23] Robert Scote

[K24] Alan le Pechere
[K25] Thomas de Rodburn
[K26] Geoffrey de Oviston
[K27] Hugh de Thorp
[K28] Ralph Trull

[K29] William de Eboraco
[K30] William de Langetoft
[K31] John de la Porte
[K32] John Bonavente
[K33] John Eustace

[K34] Pentecost de Kershalton
[K35] Emma de Leyc’
[K36] Joanna Ecewell
[K37] William Mount
[K38] William Dachet
[K39] Margaret Rote

[K40] Joanna la Cordere
[K41] William de Howton
[K42] Robert de Burgo

54 Is’ probably = Isabel.
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2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
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[K43] Robert Sauce

[K44] Robert de Stormewrth
[K45] Richard le Cuuer
[K46] Alice de Attemscon’
[K47] Walter de Leyc’

[K48] John de Querendon’
[K49] Clement de Sickiston’
[K50] Robert de Maydeford
[K51] Richard de Grafham
[K52] Jordan de Turveye

Town and Crown

[K53] The wife of Robert le Megre
[KOb] In the south quarter (In quartione boriali)

[K54] John le Laster

[K55] William Dyrvasa
[K56] Thomas Golaffre
[K57] Martin le Waydur
[K58] Malin% de Preston
[K59] William Cappe
[K60] William le Pessoner

[K61] Richard de Sancto Neoto

[K62] Matilda la Wayte
[K63] William le Euneyse
[K64] John le Lorimer

[K65] John le Minsmyth
[K66] Jordan de Luda

[K67] Richard Blaunche
[K68] William de Pyrye
[K69] Hugh de Staunford
[K70] Hugh de Horton
[K71] Christiana de Lysours
[K72] Osbert de Crouthorpe
[K73] John le Taylur

[K74] Adam® Wytman
[K75] ... de Horpal

[K76] ...

55 A pet name of Mary.
56 ...d" probably = Adam.

2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
18d.
18d.
6d.
12d.
12d.

2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.



The Bailiffs” Account of 1293-4

[K77] John de Dodeford
[K78] Michael le Marchal
[K79] John de ...

[K80] John Dura...

[K81] Gilbert de Blisewrth
[K82] Thomas del Par...
[K83] Richard Pycard

[KOc] In the west quarter (In quartione occidentali)
[K84] Adam de Waltham
[K85] Nicholas Selche
[K86] John de Staunford
[K87] Lettice de Warwyk
[K88] John de Houton
[K89] John de Bernnyd>”
[K90] Roger Toth seniore
[K91] Alice de Alkynbury
[K92] Adam de la Fermerie
[K93] William Fraunceys
[K94] William Cuureur
[K95] William de By...
[K96] Adam de Wollaston
[K97] Ellis Pucel

[K98] Gilbert de S. . .cete5®
[K99] Simon de Catwrth
[K100] Thomas de Lodiggton>
[K101] William de Ba...kbrok®®
[K102] Alice de ...eer
[K103] Lettice de Dunstable
[K104] John Liks

[K105] Walter le Ferm
[K106] Emma de Morton
[K107] Simon Tulle

[K108] John le Carpenter
[K109] Hugh de Baketon’

57 Reading uncertain
58 Possibly ‘Salcete’

59 Reading uncertain
60 Reading uncertain
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2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
12d.
12d.
8d.

2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
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2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
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2s.
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2s.
2s.
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[K110] Roger le Plomer

12d.

MEMBRANE 1v COLUMN 2 END/MEMBRANE 2v, COLUMN 2

[K111] Richard de Boudon
[K112] John de Lodinton
[K113] Roger Ro...%!
[K114] Thomas le Ster
[K115] Ralph de Spalwyk’
[K116] Beatrice de Stotiston
[K117] William de Sancto Johanne
[K118] William de Siberford
[K119] Gilbert le Plomer
[K120] Matilda de Bedeford
Total £1362

[L1] Thomas de Raveniston for having a selling place for bread
[L2] Nicholas le Maltmongere for the same
[L3] Robert de Foston for the same
[L4] The wife of Robert le Euneyse for the same
Total 14s.

[MO0] Toll again raised (de novo levato) from the men of
Northampton in the time of the king®

61 Possibly ‘Rokes’.
62 Correct total is £11 7s. 8d.
63 ‘in the time of the king’ added.

2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
2s.
12d.
18d.
12d.
12d.

3s.
18d.
8s.
18d.

63s. 3d.



Chapter 9
The Edward I Rental and the Inquisition Post
Mortem of Sir Richard Gobion

This chapter considers a rental of Edward I, in effect a schedule of
landgable charges, together with the inquisition post mortem of Sir Richard
Gobion dating to 1301, which throws further light on what the schedule
represents. Landgable was essentially the annual customary burgage rent
paid to the lord of a town, who in many cases would be the king
(Hemmeon 1914, 62; Tait 1936, 90). The rental would appear to be a rare
early survivor of such a document for a major town. Winchester is
fortunate in its surveys of 1110 and 1148, the first of which is stated to be
a ‘record of the lands of the king which pay landgable and brewgable in
Winchester ...” (Biddle 1976, 32, 69) and there is a further list of landgable
charges contained within the Winchester survey of 1285 (ibid, 511ff). There
is a series of rentals of fee-farm rents for Wallingford commencing in 1229
for all the properties in the town, the earl of Cornwall probably being the
recipient of the rent (Hist Mss Comm Rep 6, Appendix pt 1, 579). A
significant part of a husgabel roll for York dates to c.1284 (Palliser 1978).
There are three landgable lists for Bristol, the earliest dating from 1295
and latest from 1438 (Veale 1931, 137-40; 296-311) and somewhat later are
four hagable rent rolls for Cambridge, from between 1483 and 1524
(Palmer 1931, 57), and the Norwich landgable assessment of 1568-70
(Rodgers and Wallace 1999).

The Northampton rental survives in two versions. The earlier, presented
here and dating from the time of Edward I, is in the National Archives
(5C12/13/38) while the later, dating to 1504, is in Northamptonshire
Record Office (NBR Northampton rental of 1504). Although separated
from it by a period of over two hundred years, the early sixteenth-century
rental can be seen to be a direct descendant of the late thirteenth-century
one, notwithstanding that there were clearly a number of intermediate
versions that have not survived. The Edward I rental notes that it
describes the charges made as annual contributions pertaining to the farm
of the town and the schedule would appear to have been used in
generating the rent of assize of £14 11s. 9d. recorded in the pipe rolls (PR2)
as part of the farm. The 1504 rental is headed the rental of the lord king.

The form and content of the Edward I rental are examined first, drawing
where appropriate on additional material contained in the later rental.
The topography of the rental and the chronology of its composition are
then considered, before rents of assize and landgable charges at North-
ampton and elsewhere are examined. Finally the inquisition post mortem
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The Edward I Rental and Inquisition of Sir Richard Gobion 161

of Sir Richard Gobion is looked at in relation to the light that it throws on
both the apparent scale of charges in the rental and also the organisation
of the collection of the monies due.

The form and content of the Edward I rental

The Edward I rental comprises a single roll of two membranes sewn
together head to toe; both sides were written on. The end of the roll is
damaged, with part of the roll missing. Comparison with the 1504 rental
allows a tentative reconstruction of the missing portions at the ends of
both sides of the earlier rental (BA-BF). The 1504 rental covers both sides
of a single roll of three membranes sewn together head to toe, and there
is a heading sewn on at the beginning which looks as though it has been
removed from the top of another document; the very top of a line of
writing survives immediately below the main heading, although the
bottom has been cut away. This main heading is in the same hand as the
rest of the headings on the roll.

The structural framework of the two rentals is compared in Table 9.1. The
rentals essentially refer to the same properties although, as a result of the
damage to the earlier rental, noted above, the 1504 rental has the
following additional sections containing forty-five entries: ‘Hosiers Row’,
‘opposite the west gable of All Saints’, ‘Fishmongers Row’, ‘the rent of
the fishmongers’ and ‘Barbers Row’ (BA-BF). It can be noted also that
Butchers Row in the earlier rental is divided into two in the later rental
and part of ‘Bridge Street’” in the earlier version comes under ‘outside the
south gate” in the 1504 version. The headings used in the two rentals are
essentially the same although earlier headings are sometimes expanded
in the later rental. Thus ‘The new land’ becomes ‘The new land in the
parish of St Michael” and ‘The south quarter’ becomes “The south quarter
etc. and the parish of St Gregory’. Within the individual areas the number
of properties is generally consistent between the two rentals, for the most
part being the same or varying by one or two. The income arising from
the various areas is again virtually identical in the two rentals. It is
possible to match sequences of large numbers of properties in the two
rentals, based on the type of property, the rental value of the property and
the ownership of the property. Indeed in the 1504 rental a property is
frequently identified as being ‘once of’ someone who appears in the
Edward I rental as the holder or former holder of that property. In getting
on for a hundred cases such a person might also appear as ‘once of” in
the earlier rental, this having remained as the identifier of a property for
more than two hundred years. Names, however, may have become
corrupted with copying during the passage of time. One can take as an
example the opening four entries in the New Land but similar patterns
are to be found throughout the rentals.
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Edward I Rental

[E1] The tenement once of William
Dod ...: 6d.

[E2] The tenement once of John
Sampson next the tenement of
Isolda Matte ...: 1d.

[E3] A certain tenement once of
Albrich de Sopton’ ...: 6d.

[E4] A certain tenement which the
Friars of Mount Carmel appropri-
ated, which was once of William de

Town and Crown

1504 Rental

The tenement once of William
Dodd ...: 6d.

The tenement once of John Samp-
son, next Isolda Matte ...: 1d.

The tenement once of Albert de
Upton ...: 6d.

The tenement which the Friars of
Carmel appropriated, once of Will-
iam de Burghe ...: 12d.

Bray: 12d.

In the course of transmission across the centuries the sequence of the
various streets or groups of properties has been modified. Thus, with
reference to the Edward I rental, the sequence of the sections of the 1504
rental is A-D, X-AD, J-M + additional sections (BA-BB), P-W, E-1 +
additional sections (BC-BF) and finally N-O.! Presumably at some time
during the fourteenth or fifteenth century portions of the rental were
contained on separate membranes rather than on a continuous roll and
then, in producing a single roll, a new order was created. The information
contained in the additional sections BA-BF that was quite probably
present in the Edward I rental (i.e. references to ‘once of’) is provided after
AE, the end of the surviving Edward I rental text. In the few cases where
such text was not present the beginning of the appropriate 1504 rental has
been provided to enable cross reference. Additional topographical detail
in the 1504 rental for any entry is provided as footnotes.

An analysis of the Edward I rental is to be found in Table 9.2. There are
293 entries. Assuming that all or most of the forty-five properties recorded
in 1504 but missing from the earlier rental (Hosiers Row etc.) would have
been present in the earlier rental, it would originally have contained
approximately 338 entries. Some support for this, and confirmation of the
link between this rental and the bailiffs” account is provided by an
analysis of the sums recorded in the rental. A number of entries are ‘not
clear’ or ‘waste’. The meaning of ‘clear’ is not immediately obvious. It can
mean rent received after charges due (including repairs) were deducted
but that does not seem to be the case here. B9 is ‘not clear because it is
waste’” and the rent for D6 was “16d., of which 8[d.] are clear and the rest
are deducted’. It would appear that, where a property was waste, rent
was not paid and that ‘not clear’ meant that, for whatever reason, rent

1 Itis assumed here that ‘Hosiers Row’ and ‘Opposite the west gable of All Saints’
would have come after “The row opposite the bakers” on the earlier rental and
similarly that ‘Fishmongers Row’, The rent of the fishmongers’ and ‘Barbers
Row’ would have followed ‘Butchers Row’.
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was not charged. In the pipe roll entry (PR2) £14 11s. 9d. is recorded as
the rent of assize ‘excepting the waste plots from which nothing can be
raised as is contained in the roll of particulars which the same sheriff
delivered to the treasury’. If one takes the product of the entries on the
Edward I rental (£14 Os. 11%2d.), deducts the ‘waste’ and ‘not clear’ values
(£1 3s.4d.) and adds the value of the 1504 entries for the locations missing
in the earlier rental (just over £2)2 one arrives at a total which is a few
shillings more than the £14 11s. 9d. of the bailiffs” account as listed in the
pipe roll entry. The rental could well be the ‘roll of particulars’ referred
to in the pipe roll, the custos of Northampton, John Druel, also being the
sheriff; this is discussed further below in considering the date of the
rental.

Capital tenements and capital houses (38) and tenements and houses
(118)% comprise almost half the properties listed. There are almost as many
stalls (98) and shops (18). Other holdings include cellars, gates, chambers,
waste plots and three ‘fine frontages’. Rental values range from 1d. to Im.
with the most frequent being 1d. (13 instances), 2d. (33), 4d. (49), 6d. (42),
8d. (29), 12d. (33), 16d. (26) and 24d. (21). Thirty-six properties, in addition
to a financial rent, had to contribute the service of watch and two paid
no money but a horn for blowing at watch. The nightly duty of watch
could relate to the streets, the gates, the town wall or other areas where
there was a need for policing but the exact nature of the duties at
Northampton is not specified (cf Neilson 1910, 131 ff; Furley 1923, 146).
Of the thirty-six Northampton properties thirty paid 4d, two moieties of
a property contributed 2d. each and then there was one property paying
8d., two paying 10d. and one paying 12d., perhaps suggesting an original
charge of 4d. and watch.

While the other values are distributed across the rental, the shops in
Regrators Row (14 instances) and the stalls in Butchers Row (17 instances)
have a uniform rent of 6d. and many of the shops in Glovers Row (13
instances) and the Parmentry (12 instances) have a rent of 2d. As might
be expected, capital tenements and houses attract a higher rental value,
with one at 6s. 8d., eleven more above 2s., seventeen above 1s. and only
nine with a lesser value. The capital properties are concentrated in certain
areas: in the east part of the town — in Swynewellestrete (7 properties), St
Giles’ Street (7), Abyndonestrete (4) and the New Land (4); in the centre
of the town — Next the Friars Minor (3), in The row where corn is sold (2)
and in the Parmentry (3); and in Gold Street (5). Although a single charge
is made against each entry, that charge may well relate to more than one
property. In Gold Street Robert son of Henry pays 6s. 8d. for his ‘capital

2 Itis difficult to be precise here for two properties included in Woolmonger Street
in the Edward I rental are listed under Kingswell Street and elsewhere in the
1504 rental and there may be other similar anomalies.

3 Including information taken from the 1504 rental for the missing sections of the
Edward I rental.
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tenement and other tenements’ (P2) and the prior of Tickford is charged
3s. for three properties across the town (F11); although they are separate
entries, various properties of the abbot of St James’ are grouped together
under Kingswell Street (AD4-9). Perhaps of most interest is the 1m. paid
by Sir Richard Gobion ‘for all his tenements contributing to the farm of
the town of Northampton’ (B2). Sir Richard died at the end of 1300 and
an inquisition post mortem was held on 24 January 1301 (GOB at the end
of this chapter). Over fifty messuages and other properties brought
annual rent to Sir Richard of £8 6s. 9d. and in kind and were the reason
for the 13s. 4d. contribution to the farm of the town. It is probable that
other high rents in the rental conceal estates of properties spread across
the town and not listed individually where they were actually located.

There is, however, a measure of topographical system in the rental. It is
organised under streets and areas and a number of properties are
recorded in the rental as being adjacent to the one next to it in the rental
(B8-11, B12-13, AA4-5, AA7-9, AC6-7). There are also a number of cases
where it can be demonstrated from other documentary evidence that
neighbouring properties were listed in sequence. For example Frank Lee
noted that deeds dating to 1286, 1392 and 1475, which were ‘formerly in
the collection of Major Markham’, confirmed the sequence C4-6 going
from west to east for the 1504 rental (NRO Lee collection X1055, box 5,
Streets).* Again, although no precise location is given, Leo, son of master
Ellis Bagard is recorded in 1285 as selling a tenement situated between
those of Joan la Cordere and Henry de Longevile, a sequence the same as
G1-3 (CPR 1281-92,214). There is also, under the heading ‘Next the Friars
Minor’, a sequence of properties running north to south down the east
side of the Market Square (Williams 1978, 99). The rental cannot, however,
be used to map late thirteenth century Northampton property by
property. It is noticeable that many entries are located as being ‘in the
same street” or ‘in the said street’ (cf for example "In the west quarter in
the Gold Street’: P) wording that would be unnecessary (but nonetheless
might occur) if a sequence of properties was being listed. Again, under
Masters Street one has entries relating to Fullers Street (Z5) and Weavers
Street (Z6), and some of the other headings may well relate to more than
one street. There are also cases where properties are recorded as opposite
another listed property, thereby breaking up any sequence down one side
of a street. The biggest problem, however, is in knowing what properties
are not actually listed. The way that the entries for Sir Richard Gobion
(B2-3) hide extensive holdings both within the town itself and also in the
town fields has been noted above. Bearing in mind that the built
properties listed there contributed, on average, about 3d. to the farm of
the town, it is more than likely that the higher value charges found
elsewhere in the rental, particularly those relating to capital tenements or
houses, also accounted for similar, if considerably less extensive, urban

4 The original deeds have not been located.
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estates. There is an additional issue as to the urban property of the
religious houses. The abbot of St James’ contributed a small amount of
rent (AD4-9), as did the various orders of friars (e.g. E4, E17, U2), but
certainly St James’' abbey and St Andrews’ priory had considerable
holdings in the town by the time of the dissolution of the monasteries (Cal
L&P Hen VIII 20 ptl. 307f). Much of this property will have been acquired
before the end of the thirteenth century, as is evidenced by the fire-
damaged cartulary and the incomplete late thirteenth- and early
fourteenth-century rental of St James” abbey (BL Cotton Tiberius E.V; BL
Add Ch 6117) and the cartularies of St Andrews’ priory (BL Cott
Vespasian E xvii; BL Royal II B ix). Although they do not appear on the
surviving section of the abbey’s rental from the time of Edward I, AD5, 7
and 9 can be identified in the portion dating to 1328-9 among rents paid
to the king; there is a much longer list of rents being received by the abbey.
According to the hundred rolls, St Andrew’s priory, St James” abbey and
the Dominican, Franciscan and Carmelite friaries had all received rents
as alms, thereby depriving the town of contributions to the farm, apart
from in the case of St James’ abbey, which was said to be continuing to
pay its full dues (HR 7.1-5)

The more one looks at the rentals the more one gets the feeling that, while
general locational headings were utilised, there was less concern regard-
ing the precise position or ordering of properties under those headings
in a strict topographical sense. The order of the rental was probably
dictated by the most straightforward route for the collector of the rent,
and the charging of a single rent for an urban estate of many properties
was also administratively convenient: the income rather than the
bureaucratic detail was important. With this in mind are we to believe
from the consistency of rental values between the late thirteenth and the
early fifteenth century that there was no change in the composition of
individual urban estates during that time? Rents once fixed would appear
to have been difficult to change; indeed, since landgable rents were a type
of rent of assize, they would not change unless they lapsed and the owner
of the rent recovered possession. We can also note that at Winchester some
small fixed rents were collected unchanged between the twelfth and the
twentieth century, yet the boundaries of the land containing the site from
which the rent was due may have changed during that period (pers.
comm. D Keene).

The topography of the rental

In spite of the difficulties with the evidence just noted it is possible to plot
an approximate route through Northampton following the sequence of
the properties in the rental (Fig 9.1). The rental begins with the holdings
of the largest single estate in Northampton, that of Sir Richard Gobion,
who had extensive property in the town and the town fields, and whose
main residence lay between Abington Street and St Giles’ Street (Williams
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Fig. 9.1. A possible route for the Edward I rental. The letters assigned to the
various parts of the route relate to the different sections of the rental (REN).
The locations of Laryes Twichene (O) and Alnoth Cross (Y) are not known. The
map is based on John Speed’s map of 1610 (Fig 2.2).

and Farwell 1984, 83f; see also SG, no 138). Although in the 1504 rental
the Gobion entries come under the heading of Swynewellestrete there is
no such heading in the Edward I rental and the Swynewellestrete entries
in both rentals in fact begin with B3. The Gobion property was presum-
ably spread throughout Northampton although perhaps concentrated in
the east of the town around the capital residence.’ The rental seems to
proceed from the town walls north-west up Swynewellestrete, passing
Cow Lane on the way before returning to the town walls along St Giles’

5 See also the section of this chapter on the inquisition post mortem of Sir Richard
Gobion (below).
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Street (C). Abington Street (D) follows; there are only a few entries but it
would seem that the properties are listed west to east ending up at the
east gate. The rental then moves north of Abington Street into the New
Land (E). The street Newland, which led north from the north-east corner
of the Market Square can be seen on Noble and Butlin’s map of 1746
(RCHM 1985, Plate 9) and subsequent maps but the New Land (nova terra)
may perhaps originally have been an area, there being references to ‘in
nova terra in the district of St Michael’ (SG, no 5: early C14) and ‘in nova
terra, in Whitefrere Lane’ (ibid. no 14; 1475). By the early eighteenth
century ‘Whitefryerlane’ was ‘now called Cock Lane’ (ibid. nos 103, 105),
which can be identified on Noble and Butlin’s map as the later Wood
Street. Perhaps then New Land was originally all the area north of
Abington Street going east from All Saints’ church including Wood Street.

The rental then moves to the area ‘Next the Friars Minor’ (F). Reference
to later deeds shows that we are dealing here with a series of properties
running north to south down the north end of the east side of Market
Square (Williams 1978, 99). There then follows a series of rows: the row
in which corn is sold (G), the row in which barley, oats and dredge are
sold (H), the row opposite the bakers (I) (which is now called Potters Hill),®
(Hosiers Row), (Opposite the west gable of All Saints’), Glovers Row (]),
Mercers Row (K), Regrators Row (L), Butchers Row (M), (Fishmongers
Row), and (Barbers Row in the Old Drapery in the west row there etc.). It is
noticeable that tenements and capital tenements have disappeared from
the record, to be replaced by shops and stalls, indicating that we are now
in the commercial market area of the town. There are, however, few fixed
topographical reference points. ‘Opposite the west gable of All Saints’ is
clear enough and one would have expected Mercers Row to have been in
roughly the same location as later, to the north of All Saints’ church but
there is a mention of a Mercers Row (or Merchants Row) in Bridge Street
dating to about 1200 (SJC 176v). Cox identifies the north side of the
Market Square, now known as the Parade, as Cornhill and the north-east
corner of the Market Square as Rye Hill (1898, 518). Deeds from the late
tifteenth century onwards, relating to ‘Next the Friars Minor’ (see above)
identify Ote or Oote Row (oats?) and Malte Rowe and Malt Hill as being
in this area (Paget 1934, 75ff). A deed of 1740 refers to a ‘messuage or
tenement ... on the west side of the Market Place over against the Barley
Hill’ NRO A1253). A tenement is located in a charter in St James’
cartulary as being in the Grateria towards the church of All [Saints] (SJC
177v). Potters Hill can be shown to have been in the south-west corner of
the Market Square (McCarthy and Williams 1978, 169). A tenement
situated before the great gable of All Saints’ was described as being
adjacent to a tenement in the Cordwaneria (SJC 182R). While it is not
possible presently to position accurately the various rows, we can picture
a market place extending northwards from All Saints” church, filled with

6 In this list additional entries or supplementary qualifying text in the 1504 Rental
are shown in brackets in italics
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semi-permanent shops and stalls, to which would be added more
temporary selling places on market days. Butchers Row would seem to
have been a free-standing double row of shops or stalls but other rows
may have been arranged around the periphery of the market place. The
ranges of buildings we see today between the Market Square and the
Drapery and Mercers Row would appear to be infilling of an original open
area but we can only speculate on the date when that occurred. The
additional sections in the 1504 rental (BA-BF) belong in this general area.

It is perhaps best to consider the following few sections of the rental
together. In the 1504 rental the next location is the Old Drapery; whether
or not it was so referred to in the Edward I rental will probably remain
unknown. Cox writes that what is now called Mercers Row was often
referred to as the Old Drapery as late as Stuart times and that what is now
just the Drapery was known as the New Drapery in the reign of Edward
IT (1898, 519). The presence only of shops under this heading in 1504
perhaps suggests that we are still within the area of the Market Square
though it is possible, of course, that the present Drapery did not acquire
larger, residential properties until some time later. The Parmentry (N)
seems to represent a transition from the commercial area into one which
was more residential. The shops here, however, were only paying 2d.
each, as opposed to 8d. in the Old Drapery. N7 in the 1504 rental is called
the Swanne; the Signe of the Swanne is recorded in the Fire Court Register
in 1677 (NRO FRC 83) as lying on the west side of the Drapery and the
Swan was one of the twelve ancient inns of the assembly orders of 1585
(Cox 1898, 306). The synagogue of the Jews (NB8) is recorded in the early
seventeenth century as having been situated in Silver Street (TNA
5C12/26/12; see also Cox and Serjeantson 1897, 26)”. N13, described in
the Edward I rental as the chamber of the capital tenement once of
Thomas Kyn and lying on the corner which leads to the Friars Preachers,
in 1504 had become the corner of their garden and was presumably
within their precinct.® In the 1270s Thomas Kinne had a house (domus)
that was the most northerly of three properties in the street (vicus) called
Lariestwichene (SJC 153v), the next street on the itinerary (O). While there
can be no certainty, it can be suggested that under the Parmentry were
included at least part of the present Drapery and also Silver Street, and
that the corner leading to the Friars Preachers was the corner between
College Street and King Street. Laryes Twichene presents more of a
problem. The direct route was now along College Street to Gold Street
but College Street is generally considered to have been Masters Street (Z)
and certainly in 1504 two properties there were held by the college of All
Saints’. Perhaps Laryes Twichene was in fact King Street. The entry in the

7 N11 may well relate to the purchase of Jewish property. The site of the
synagogue of the Jews and the site of houses demolished adjacent to the
synagogue were granted to the abbot and convent of St James’ in 1291, similarly
subject to an annual payment of 1d. (CPR 1313-17, 199).

8 For the Friars Preachers see below.
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hundred rolls relating to the enclosure of a common way between the
Drapery and the way of Larye (HR 13.3) would not be inconsistent with
Laryes Twichene being either College Street or King Street.

Gold Street (P), the next location in the rental, can be shown to have
embraced what is now Marefair from as early as the early thirteenth
century (cf SJC 183v) to the beginning of the nineteenth century (RCHM
1985, plate 10). It is possible that some properties were included under
this heading that were not actually in Gold Street itself. In the Edward I
rental the heading is ‘In the west quarter in the Gold Street” and in the
1504 rental the heading is ‘In the Gold Street etc.”. The opening entry in
the Edward I rental is said to lie ‘in the Gold Street’ with the majority of
the other entries being ‘in the same (or said) street’. The section begins in
the east. The capital tenement of Robert son of Henry (P2) is identified in
the 1504 rental as ‘le Cardinall Hatte” and its gate, an additional entry in
the 1504 rental, is described as lying at the end of Woolmonger Street,
which would be slightly to the south of Gold Street. By the time of the
1504 rental P12 and 13 had been acquired by the Blackfriars. There are
two additional entries at the end of the Gold Street section of the 1504
rental, the first of which refers to a tenement opposite the ‘church’ of St
Martin where there were two barns. There is little reason to doubt that St
Martin’s church, or rather chapel, lay somewhere in Horsemarket,
identified by Henry Lee as St Martin’s Street (1931-2, 69) and the cemetery
excavated on the west side of Horsemarket just north of Marefair in 1998-
2002 may well have belonged to St Martin’s (Miller et al 2005, 68).°

St Mary’s parish (Q) is next. The mill of Walter de Pydinton (Q1) is

9 In 1431 Northampton obtained the right to compel any freeholder of property
in the town adjoining the king’s highway to pave and then repair the said
highway (Markham 1898, 287). The following streets are named in connection
with this: from the north gate to St Thomas’ bridge (Sheep Street, the Drapery
and Bridge Street), from the west gate to the east gate (Marefair, Gold Street and
Abington Street), Bearward Street, St Giles” Street, Swynewellstrete (Derngate),
Kingswell Street, St Mary’s Street, St Martin’s Street and the Market Square. This
would tend to confirm St Martin’s Street as Horsemarket, with it being a missing
link in the main street grid of the town and providing access to St Mary’s Street
and the castle. The positioning of St Martin’s chapel in College Street (Welsh
1999) does not seem to be based on any hard evidence, but rather on the fact
that a property there, one of many in the town held by St Andrews’ priory, was
still in the same ownership as the main priory site in the eighteenth century. The
case presented by Miller et al (2005, 69) is more convincing although the
documentary evidence presented does not clearly position the chapel to one
side or the other of St Martin’s Street. Charters refer to a messuage opposite the
chapel of the Blessed Martin towards the east, leaving a certain ambiguity as to
whether the tenement or the chapel was to the east (SJC 169v — 170r). One can
add that a messuage held by William de Morton, is described as being in the
parish of the Blessed Mary next the castle and then what appears to be the same
property is said to be in St Martin’s Street, adding credence to St Martin’s Street
being in this area.
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qualified in the 1504 rental as being towards (versus) St Mary’s church.
There are four entries for beyond the west gate (R), listing three gardens,
a water meadow and a single tenement. Presumably they were all close
to the west bridge; the extensive suburbs across the bridge which
stretched down to St James’ abbey were in the parishes of Duston and
Dallington. ‘The parish of St Peter’ (S), which follows, takes in the area
down to the river to the south of Marefair (then Gold Street) and as far
east as St Gregory’s church. The gate of John de Catesby (S5) is described
in the 1504 rental as being just north of St Gregory’s church. Some of the
properties seem to have been near the river and Mervyn’s mill, which in
the 1504 rental is said to be adjacent to the wall and the ditch of the town.
The rental returns to an area close to Northampton castle (T).1° There are
eight properties but it can only be surmised where these properties were;
presumably they were nestling at the foot of the castle, perhaps to the
north of Marefair and to the south-west of St Mary’s church.

There is then a group of four properties ‘Next the Friars Preachers’ (U).
Leland recorded that the Blackfriars” house was in the Horsemarket
(Serjeantson 1911-12, 22) and Lee noted that one of Northampton’s friaries
lay between the Horsemarket and College Lane (1931-2, 69). The
Dominican friary can now be demonstrated to lie between Horsemarket
and Silver Street, the continuation of College Street, and probably to
extend down to the south of King Street (Welsh 1999).1 The next section
of the rental , ‘In the north quarter” (V) stays in the same general area,
part of which seems to have been within the Jewish quarter (cf V1-3)
which apparently lay between Bearward Street and Silver Street. The final
entry (V7) is described in the 1504 rental as being at the junction of
Bearward Street and Sheep Street (‘Sepulcrestrete’) and earlier entries in
both rentals were sited ‘at the head of” Bearward Street. Perhaps this
section is progressing west to east along Bearward Street. The rental now
goes north along Sheep Street (W: The street of St Sepulchre) to the north
gate before returning to a single property in what was probably Church
Lane (X: The lane of St Sepulchre).

From here the rental makes its way to the south quarter via Alnoth Cross
(Y) and Masters Street (Z). Alnoth, a little known saint, was a cowherd at
Wedburga’s monastery of Weedon, who became a hermit before being
murdered by robbers in about AD 700 (Farmer 1978, 13). The location of
Alnoth Cross is unknown. Masters Street has generally been considered

10 in the 1504 rental ‘etc.” is added to the heading

11 This corrects earlier views (RCHM 1985, 49) that the friary was further to the
south, extending as far as Gold Street. The appropriation of property by the
friars in St Martin’s Street (SJC 167r — 168r) also appears to confirm the location.
The enclosure by the Friars Preachers in the 1260s of a common way between
the new cemetery (later St Katherine’s churchyard) and St Martin’s Street (HR
13.2) perhaps suggests the acquisition of a substantial landholding to the south
of King Street.
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to be College Street and in the 1504 rental two properties in the street are
held by the college (Edward I rental = Z1 and Z2), but the identification
remains tentative.'? Listed under these two streets are a water meadow
(Y5), properties in Fullers Street (Z5) and Weavers Street (Z6) and walls
closed against the priory of St Andrew (Z7). One would expect the water
meadow and Fullers Street to have been close to a water source and Z7
to have been adjacent to St Andrew’s priory, and perhaps these various
entries were tacked on here for convenience rather than indicating
proximity to Masters Street (cf AD4-9).

The rental now reaches the south quarter (AA), which in the 1504 rental
becomes ‘the south quarter etc. and the parish of St Gregory’. There are
additional topographical details for a number of the properties in the 1504
rental. The house once of Roger the clerk (AA1) is located next to St
Gregory’s church; the gate of William de Maydewell (AA2) is on the north
corner that leads to St Gregory’s church, opposite Stockwell Hall; the
house of the parson of St Gregory’s church is on the other corner of the
same lane. Four properties are located in the Roya, which has been
identified as Horseshoe Street (Welsh 1996-7, 173)%. The properties listed
in this section are clearly close to those in the parish of St Peter’s (S), with
references in both to the proximity of St Gregory’s church and Mervyn'’s
mill.

On the other side of Horseshoe Street is Woolmonger Street (AB). Five
properties are listed here as opposed to two in the 1504 rental but the two
entries for moieties of the lane next to the house once of Lewelin (AB4, 5)
appear in the 1504 rental under ‘Kyngewell strete and elsewhere’. By then
one moiety, behind a capital messuage in Kingswell Street, seems to have
been enclosed and the other moiety was still open towards Woolmonger
Street. The lane would seem to have been a back way connecting
Woolmonger Street and Kingswell Street (Soden 1998-9, 66).

We now go beyond Kingswell Street to Bridge Street (AC). Properties
inside and outside the south gate are included in the Edward I rental
under the heading ‘Bridge Street’ although in the 1504 rental those outside
the south gate (here AC18-24) are under a separate heading ‘Outside the

12 See also re Lariestwichene (O) above.

13 The Latin ‘Roya’ should be rendered as ‘The Roye’: cf ‘le Roye’ and ‘la Roye’
(SJC 176r) and ‘le Rye’ (Shaw 2005, no 26), all with the definite article. A deed of
1684 confirms that the ‘ye Rye’ was in fact Horseshoe Street (NRO NPL 107). A
lane is recorded as leading from the Kingswell towards ‘le Roye’ (SJC 176r). It
would appear that the late medieval ‘The Rye’ is a corruption of the earlier
‘Roya’ rather than having any association with cereal. While ‘The Rye’ is clearly
a street or lane one can speculate whether originally it was rather an area
designation with a royal connection (cf the Anglo-Norman realté and reauté and
the modern English royal), particularly bearing in mind the proximity of the
Kingswell and Kingswell Street.
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south gate’. There are a few minor variations between the Edward I and
1504 rentals, some of them probably clerical, and there is some additional
detail in the 1504 rental: the house of Romyn (AC 6) is described as being
on the south corner of the narrow lane leading to Kingswell; the house of
Alice Colbeyne (AC 14) as being on the corner opposite the hospital of St
John; the gate once of Adam de Staunford (AC15) as being next to the
south gate towards the west; and the house of Alice de Kaysho (AC17) as
being in the angle next to the brothers (fratres), that is the Augustinian
friars.

The Edward I rental comes back within the walls and finishes with
Kingswell Street (AD) and a separate section listing various tenements
(AE) while the 1504 rental ends with ‘In Kingswell Street and elsewhere’.
Given the fragmentary state of AE it is difficult to be certain but it would
appear that AD and AE are combined for the later rental with the addition
there also of the two Woolmonger Street entries previously noted. The AE
heading includes ‘from William de ...", AE1 refers to a capital messuage
and the first additional entry in the 1504 rental, after one of those from
Woolmonger Street, lists the capital tenement once of William son of
Michael. Only four entries in fact seem to relate to Kingswell Street . The
additional sections present in the 1504 rental which are missing from the
Edward I rental (BA-BF) are all located in the area of All Saints” and the
Market Square.

The chronology of the rental

No specific date is given within the Edward I rental as to when it was
written and it is therefore necessary to search for evidence in its contents.
It would appear that the version we have is one of a series of such rentals
relating to the annual collection of rent although the 1504 rental is its only
other incarnation to have survived. Can we then establish when the
document we have was made? Are there also any clues as to when its
original forerunner, from which it was derived, was created?

The presence of Sir Richard Gobion at the beginning of the rental (B1, 2)
places it after 1275, when he succeeded Hugh Gobion, and before 1300,
when he died (Farrer 1923, 86). A number of those who would appear to
have held property contemporaneously with the rental (i.e. those not
identified by ‘once of” as being former holders) were borough officials at
the end of the thirteenth and beginning of the fourteenth century: Richard
de Sancto Neoto, Robert son of Henry, Robert de Burgo, Pentecost de
Kershalton, Ellis de Thingden, Peter de Leicestr’, Nicholas de Stok, Robert
de Bedford, Ralph de Selveston and Robert de Howton.

Northampton once had a sizeable Jewish population, although it had
been much reduced by 1290, when the Jews were expelled from England
(Cam 1930b, 27). The references in the rental are not inconsistent with a
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date after the expulsion. The main area inhabited by Northampton'’s Jews
would appear to have centred on Silver Street and perhaps Bereward
Street. Entries relating to a group of properties in the north quarter (V1-
3) at some time held by Jews seem to refer to the past and the rent for V1
and V2 was ‘not clear’, perhaps because the properties were then derelict.
It would also appear that the synagogue of the Jews was waste by the
time of the rental (N8n.). The demolition of houses next to the school of
the Jews is recorded in 1291 (CPR 1313-17, 199). G2 concerns the house of
Leo son of master Ellis, who was a Jew (cf CPR 1281-92, 214), but perhaps
that entry in the rental was not updated. A further link between the rental
and the bailiffs” account is provided by those paying felteragium in the
bailiffs” account (BA H); the names also appear in the rental, for the most
part in the same sequence (see page 123). The rental would thus seem to
date from the 1290s and it would seem reasonable to suggest that it was
in fact the very ‘roll of particulars’ referred to in the pipe roll as providing
information for the farm of the town in 1293-4 (PR2). The presence of the
rental in the National Archives would be explained by the roll, along with
the bailiffs” account, being handed in to the exchequer by the sheriff as
custos, rather than being retained locally as part of the borough archives.

There are about a hundred instances in the rental of properties being
identified as being ‘once of’ (quondam) a particular individual. In many
cases the current holder is not named, as for example with a sequence of
tenements and capital tenements probably at the upper end of Swyne-
wellestrete (B18-23). Can these names then be used to suggest a date when
the rental, at least in the framework presented, was originally compiled?
None of the forty men responsible for initiating Northampton’s custumal,
probably ¢.1185-90 (Williams 1986-7), appears in the rental. Eight of the
twenty-four jurors recorded adding further ordinances to it (CUS 0B),
perhaps in the 1230s, are mentioned, all preceded by ‘once of": Roger son
of Theobald (mayor 1249-50), Robert le Blund, Thomas Kynne (mayor
1255-6), William de Hetheryngton, William son of John (bailiff 1243-5),
William le Mercer (bailiff 1220s?), William Hogelyn (bailiff 1224-5) and
Adam de Staunford (bailiff c.1250). Nine are among the twenty-four
designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320): Thomas Kynn
and Adam de Staunford again, Ralph son of Ralph (bailiff c.1250), William
son of Michael, John Sampson (bailiff ¢.1220, 1251-2, 1253-4, 1265-6), John
Eustace (active in the 1260s and bailiff 1293-4), Peter le Vyneter, Robert
son of Henry (bailiff in the late 1240s and mayor several times in the
1280s) and William de Stormeworth. The names John Sampson, John
Eustace and Robert son of Henry, however, may refer to more than one
person and so are not the most helpful in refining a date.

Two headings in the rental are ‘Next the Friars Minor’ (F) and ‘Next the
Friars Preachers’. Northampton’s market and fair were transferred from
the area around All Saints’ church to the site of the present Market Square
in 1235 following the intervention of Henry III. Previously it had been an



The Edward I Rental and Inquisition of Sir Richard Gobion 177

area referred to as waste. The Friars Minor came to Northampton in 1226,
moving in the late 1230s to their site between New Land and what was
to become the Market Square. It is unlikely, therefore that the buildings
on the north-east side of the Market Square, ‘Next the Friars Minor’,
would have constituted a range of properties identifiable for the rental
before about 1240. The Friars Preachers arrived in Northampton ¢.1230
and much building work is recorded in the 1230s and 1240s. Accordingly
a rental heading ‘Next the Friars Preachers’ would not seem appropriate
before about 1240. There are other references in the rental to the friars,
including to the White Friars who established a house in Northampton
about 1270, but these would appear to be modifications to an existing
rental. Based, therefore, on the internal evidence, the Edward I rental, in
the form that we have it, would seem to have begun life around 1240 or
perhaps shortly afterwards. This does not, however, exclude rent having
previously been charged and indeed recorded on a written document that
has not survived.

The thirty-eight entries providing watch or a horn for blowing at watch
perhaps indicate the antiquity of the landgable charges at Northampton,
if not the rental itself. Firstly such service had often been commuted into
a payment for ward by the thirteenth century (Neilson 1910, 131).
Secondly it is interesting to note that if we exclude the four entries for
Alnoth Cross, the location of which we do not know, twenty-five of the
remaining thirty-four entries relate to properties within Lee’s postulated
late Saxon defensive circuit (N13, Q1, S6-7, T1-5, U1-4, AA2-3, 5-13, 16)
with the remaining nine lying immediately outside in Bridge Street (AC2-
4,7,9-11, 13, 17). The watch element of the rental would thus seem to
relate to a time before or immediately after the Norman Conquest, prior
to the postulated expansion of the town to the north and the east.

Landgable and rent of assize

What then was the rent that was being collected? In the pipe rolls it is
termed rent of assize (redditus assise) (PR 1 & 2), while in the rental itself
it is described as the annual rent pertaining to the farm of the town
(redditus annuus pertinens ad firmam ville). The jurors of the inquisition
post mortem of Sir Richard Gobion said that he held his Northampton
property of the king through burgage tenure, paying 15s. 4d. annually
to the office of the bailiffs of the town of Northampton (per burgagium
reddendo 15s. 4d. prepositure ville Norht” per annum ad firmam dicte ville)
(GOB). This is the 15s. 4d. to be found at the beginning of the rental (B1
and B2). A rent of assize was a fixed rent which continued to be paid to
a lord even when he granted away the property concerned in perpetuity
(Keene 1985, 186) and here at Northampton it appears to have been part
of the continuing custom of the town due to the king. Such a payment
was a common feature of towns, where it was often referred to as
landgable and the Northampton rental clearly relates it to burgage
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tenure.’ One can note, however, that at Lincoln in 1292-3 the pipe roll
separately records £9 11s. for rent of assize and 50s. for landtol, which is
explained as an annual charge of 1d. for any house held from the king.
The associated bailiffs” account does not provide a breakdown of the
landtol; the rent of assize is described as fixed rent (certus redditus), with
thirty-two individuals contributing individual sums ranging from 6d. to
20s., but no property details are given (TNA E372/138 aalt 2128; E101 505
24). At York in the following year there is similarly a distinction between
the rent of assize contributing £3 9s. 2d. and the fixed rent called housgavel
(certus redditus qui vocatur housgavel) which produced 60s.and was charged
at three rates (%4d., ¥2d. and 1d.) (TNA E372/139 aalt 2230).

Hemmeon, although accepting significant variations, noted that in the
older boroughs burgage rent was often 1d., as at Lincoln, and this was
the rate he assigned to Northampton on the basis of a single example
(1914, 61, 69; see also Hill 1948, 56ff). Tait notes two rates (7%4d. and 3'%4d.)
at Hereford and three rates at Southampton (6d., 8d. and 12d.) (1936, 90).
At York the pipe rolls similarly record three rates (}4d., Y2d. and 1d.),
although these rates do not seem to be borne out by the husgabel roll
itself, where somewhat higher rates are present (Palliser 1978). There was
in reality a lack of consistency across the country as is further exemplified
by Hemmeon (1914 67ff) and Tait (1936, 90). A similar variety of rates to
that found at Northampton can be noted in the Winchester survey of 1285,
where the rent of assize of landgable from just under two hundred
properties realised a total of 39s. 2d., with individual rents ranging from
2d. to 5s. 5d (Biddle 1976, 511). The landgable rents appear originally,
perhaps in the ninth century, to have been fixed at 6d. (High Street), 5d.
(side streets) and 4d. (the western suburbs), although over time they were
subject to divisions and amalgamations as the properties themselves were
divided and amalgamated (pers. comm. D Keene).

In Domesday Book the term landgable is constantly employed for fixed
rents in the boroughs, such rents being part of the customs due from the
boroughs to the Anglo-Saxon kings (Hemmeon 1914, 61; Tait 1936, 86). In
many cases it was still paid to the king but other lords might also receive
such a payment, presumably after the king had granted or conceded a
right away, or had had it usurped, or after the urban area had been
extended. Such appears to have been the situation in Winchester and also
in Canterbury, where the king received landgable from only a small
number of householders (Tait 1936, 89; Urry 1967 41). Landgable is not
specifically mentioned in Domesday Book in relation to Northampton
but such a due could well have formed a part of the town’s pre-conquest

14 Cam (1930b, 19) was concerned that it was not always clear whether the rents
of assize were included in the farm or collected separately but it would appear
from the evidence presented in this chapter that, apart from the 2s. relating to
the Gobion holdings in the town fields, rents of assize, perhaps with an odd
exception, were included within the town farm.
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royal custom. Landgable charges to other lords are not recorded at
Northampton at that time or later, although the comparative absence of
the religious houses from both rentals suggests possible exemptions.
Regular, or indeed irregular, updating of any schedule of properties
subject to the charge would have been necessary, for the extent of
Domesday Northampton was significantly less than that of Edward I and
many of the properties included in the rental lay in areas which are
unlikely to have been occupied at the earlier date. Removal from a
schedule, however, or indeed inclusion on it would appear to have been
more difficult after the middle of the thirteenth century, for it is hard to
imagine that the differences between the Edward I rental and that of 1504
fairly reflect changes of topography and the composition of urban estates
over a period of more than two hundred years. Perhaps the committing
of the schedule to a written form in the thirteenth century helped to
fossilise its structural framework and indeed its content.

The rental thus provides a relatively early breakdown for a town of the
assessment of rents of assize going under the name of landgable and
similar. Its considerable added value, however, is as part of a group of
associated documents dealing with the finances of a major town at a time
when similar records are somewhat rare and it also both answers and yet
poses more questions about the topography of medieval Northampton.

The inquisition post mortem of Sir Richard Gobion

The Gobion family, which seems to have emerged in the first half of the
twelfth century, held extensive estates throughout the Midlands (Cam
1930b; Farrer 1923, 83ff; Serjeantson 1911, 2591f). An important part of the
estate was in Northampton but it is not clear how the estate was acquired.
Nor was its history without incident, for it was confiscated by the crown
and recovered on more than one occasion. Gobion Manor, situated
between Abington Street and St Giles” Street in the east of the town
(Williams and Farwell 1984, 83ff), was the centre of the Northampton
estate.

The inquisition was undertaken following the death of Sir Richard
Gobion in 1301 when his estate was taken into the hands of the king. The
inquisition is listed in the Calendar of Inquisitions post mortem (CIngPM
1300-7, 17) but without the full text. A partial translation was provided
by Serjeantson (1911, 273). The jurors said on oath that Sir Richard held
his property in Northampton and in the town fields through burgage
tenure from the king, paying 15s. 4d. annually to the office of the bailiffs
of Northampton as a contribution to the farm of the town. The rental,
however distinguishes 13s. 4d. contributed through the bailiffs (B1) and
2s. paid directly at the exchequer (B3).

In this context one can note that Welsh (1999, 6) has reopened the debate
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about the Portland holding of the king in Domesday Book (Domesday Book
1.5), which comprised two carucates and two parts of a third carucate of
arable and twelve acres of meadow. Round (1906, 277), followed by Cam
(1930b, 2), suggested that this holding was perhaps appurtenant to the
king’s manor of Casterton, believing that if it belonged to Northampton
it would have been included with the entry for the town which was
‘separate and complete’. Round drew support for his thesis from the land
being described in carucates (1906, 277), yet holdings in Northampton’s
fields were regularly described in carucates (cf GOB); additionally the
two churches mentioned in the entry, St Peter’s and All Saints’, were
Northampton’s leading churches, in 1010 Northampton is referred to as
a ‘port’ (market centre) (Cam 1930b, 1) and at a later date there was
meadow at Northampton referred to as ‘portmede’ (Serjeantson 1911,
277f.; Cam 1930b, 22). Welsh has quite reasonably suggested that the entry
really relates to Northampton and then proposed that Portland represents
the three carucates and three doles of meadow given by Simon de Senlis
to St Andrew’s priory in the late eleventh century. It is tempting rather to
equate Portland with the Gobion holding in Northampton, namely the
two carucates of land in the rental, which the inquisition extends to three
hundred acres of arable and 14 acres of meadow. A carucate could vary
in size but is generally held to have been about 120 acres, 300 acres thus
being about 2%z carucates. The separation of the king’s Portland land in
Domesday from the king’s and others’ holdings in the town would then
be reflected in the separate payment of 2s. recorded in the rental as being
made directly to the exchequer and not through the bailiffs.’

Over fifty properties are listed (Table 9.3), mainly messuages, but there
are also shops and a workshop. Unfortunately the locations of the
properties are for the most part not recorded. A number of the tenants
had held office including William Grilli, John Trank, Robert son of Henry,
Richard de Hul, Walter de Lichebarwe, William Mount, Osbert de
Crowethorpe and Jordan de Turveye. It can be clearly seen that rent was
due to the Gobions but that landgable was also owed to the king as part
of the town farm.

15 See also Chapter 4, n.1.
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Table 9.3: Analysis of Sir Richard Gobion’s inquisition post mortem.

Demesne land/tenants
Capital messuage

300 acres of arable

14 acres of meadow

Master of St John's hospital

John de Houhgton
William Grillo

Osbert de Newenham
William le Fisschere
Nicholas le Peyntour
Robert de Rode

John Trank

Robert son of Henry
William Eweyn
Robert de Wisle senior
Robert de Wisle junior
Richard de Hul

Walter de Lichebarwe
Juliana Ster

Geoffrey le Garlekmongere
Henry de Harewold
William Mount senior
John de Staunford
Rector of St Bartholomew’s
John Sutor

Alice la Mounere
Walter son of Stephen
Agnes le Megre

Peter de Evesham
Philip son of John G...
Isabel son of Peter de Leycestr’
John le Vyneter
Robert son of Henry
John le Bourser

John Luk

Thomas del Parlour

Cristiana, once wife of Robert
de Lianer

Thomas Molendarius
Osbert de Crowethorp
Richard de Harewold
Jordan de Turveye

Roger de Abynton’

Thomas Cok

Robert de Catteworth
Ralph ...

Robert de Bray of Wollaston

Total
Less — to farm

Net

Property

4 messuages
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
4 messuages
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
4 tenements
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 croft

1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
divers tenements
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 kitchen

1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage
1 messuage

1 messuage
2 messuages
1 messuage
1 shop

?

1 messuage
divers shops

1 workshop
?

Rent

10s.
100s.

70s.

4s. 4d.
8d.
12d.
4s. 8d.
16d.
4s. 8d.
8d.
10d.

6s.
2s.

8s. 3d.

2s.

14d.
22d.
22d.

2s.
3s.

9d.
18d.

3s.
2s.

8d.
8d.
20d.

21s.
3s.
3s.

12d.

4s.

2s.

3s. 4d.
4d.
3d.

6d.
16d.
8d.

2s.
3s.

12d.

50s.
12s.
2s.

Rent in kind Total

10s.
£5
£3 10s.
3 geese @ 2d. 4s.

2 capons @ 2d. 1s.
4s.
1s.

2 capons @ 2d. 5s.

Y5 capon @ 2d.

4 capons @ 2d. 6s.

2 capons @ 2d. 2s.
8s.
2s.
1s.
1s.

2 days @1d 2s.
2s.
3s.

1s.
3s.
2s.
2 capons @ 2d. 1s.

1s.
11b cumin @ 1d. £1 1s.
3s.
3s.
1s.
4s.
2 capons @ 2d.
2s.
3s.
4 capons @ 2d. 1s.
2 capons @ 2d.

1s.

2 pairs gloves @ 3d. 1s.
2s.

3s.

1s.

£1 10s.

12s.

2 capons @ 2d. 2s.

£17 6s.
15s.

£16 16s.

10d.
8d.
4d.
8d.
4d.

8d.
11d.
8d.
4d.
3d.

2d.
10d.

9d.
6d.

8d.
8d.
1d.

4d.

4d.

7d.

6d.
4d.
2d.

4d.
9d.

4d.

5d.
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The Texts
The Edward I Rental (TNA, SC12/13/38)

[A] The annual rent pertaining to the farm of the town of Northampton which
was accustomed to be rendered each year at the feast of St Michael [29
September] and now with difficulty is rendered on the feast of Bartholomew
[24 August] because of the excessive poverty of the aforesaid town. And a part
of the same said rent is clear! and a part is not.

[B1] Richard Gobyun for two carucates of land which he

holds in the fields of Northampton 2s. but those 2s.
are rendered to
the exchequer
and not through
the office of the
bailiffs (Set illi
duo solidi
redduntur ad
scaccarium et non
prepositure)

[B2] The same Sir Richard for all his tenements contributing
to the office of the baliliffs of the town of Northampton

(in ville Norht’ prepositure) 1m.
[B3] Hugh de Cancell’ for his grange which he holds in

Swynewellestrete 16d.
[B4] The tenement which John Eustach’ holds next the postern

of Northampton? 3s.
[B5] Geoffrey de Oveston’ for a curtilage opposite the said postern 16d.
[B6] Juliana a la Fontagne for the tenement once of Martin

le Waterledere 16d.
[B7] Alexander le Clerk for an oven at the corner of Cow

Lane (venella vaccarum), which was once of Robert le Blund 18d.
[B8] The waste tenement of Walter de Pydinton’ in the said street 16d.

[B9] The tenement once of William de Hetheryngton’

between the tenement of the said Walter and the capital

dwelling of the same William 16d. which is not
clear (clar’) bec-
ause it is waste

[B10] The capital tenement once of William de
Hetheryngton” with oven and other tenements pertaining 5s. 4d.

[B11] The tenement once of Ralph son of Ralph next the oven
of the said William de Hetheryngton’ l6d.

1 clara = ‘clear’ often means rent received after charges due (including repairs) have been
deducted. In the rental it is taken to mean more generally ‘able to be paid’. In B9 below
there is the entry ‘It is not clear because it is waste’.

2 1504 ‘The tenement next to Dernyate ...’
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[B12] The tenement of mistress Fyne, once the wife of the said

Ralph next the capital tenement once of John le Rous 2s.
[B13] The capital tenement of John le Rous and his gate next the

said tenement 2s. 8d.
[B14] the tenement once of John son of Gervase which was once

Pany? 5s. 4d.
[B15] The tenement of Jake le Rede 2s.
[B16] The capital house of John de la Porte 4s. 2d.
[B17] The house once of Robert le Megeter which Joanna la

Bachelere held 1d.
[B18] The tenement of Pentecust which was once of Robert de Aula 12d.
[B19] The tenement once of Richard de Cunham 2s.
[B20] The capital tenement once of John Eustach’ 2s.
[B21] The capital tenement once of Walter de Rowell’ 2s.
[B22] The capital tenement once of Robert de Sancto Paulo 2s.
[B23] The capital tenement once of Peter le Vyneter 2s.

[CO] In St Giles’ Street (In vico Sancti Egidii)

[C1] The capital tenement of William de Beauver 12d.
[C2] The capital tenement of Robert le Megre 12d.
[C3] Master Henry le Megre for the fine frontage (pro bello fronte) 16d.
[C4] The capital tenement once of William le Myre 12d.
[C5] The capital tenement of John son of Robert 12d.
[C6] The house once of Simon Dod 6d.
[C7] The capital house once of Adam de Catteworth’ 6d.
[C8] The house of Robert Rote in St Giles” Street 8d.
[C9] The house once of Adam Markaunt 8d.
[C10] Lord William de Bray for the cellar once of Hugh de Luton’ 8d.
[C11] The same lord William for the gate once of the said Hugh 8d.
[C12] The same lord William for the hall once of the said Hugh 8d.
[C13] The capital house once of Richard Morice opposite the house

of the vicar of St Giles’ 12d.
[C14] The capital house of Hugh le Teyngturer 12d.
[C15] The tenement of master William de Foderby once of

Hugh le Bakere 12d. it is not clear
[C16] A waste plot next the wall of the town which was once

of Richard Morice 12d. it is waste
[C17] Two tenements of Robert de Stormeworth’ opposite

the wall of the town 32d.

3 orPavy
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[C18] A waste plot next the wall of the town which once
was of William le Vyneter 8d. waste

[D0] In Abyndon Street (I vico de Abyndon’)
[D1] A certain staircase (gradu) opposite the stall* which William

son of Michael held 4d.
[D2] The capital tenement of Peter de Leycestr’ in the said street 12d.
[D3] The capital tenement of William de Billyng’ l6d.
[D4] The tenement with oven once of John Eustach’ 32d.
[D5] The capital tenement once of William de Kyrkeby 20d.
[D6] The capital tenement once® of Philip de Horton’ 16d. of which 8d.

are clear and the
rest are deducted
(deducuntur)

[D7] John Scote for the quarry opposite the capital tenement
of the said Philip 1d.

[D8] The tenement once of William de Newport next the east

gate and the waste plot outside the said gate in the possession

of Iwea (portam manus Iweae) de Grendon’, daughter of

Matilda in ye Slade 8d. rent

E In the New Land (In nova terra)
[E1] The tenement once of William Dod which Robert le

Baud holds 6d. it is not clear

[E2] The tenement once of John Sampson next the tenement

of Isolda Matte in the New Land 1d.

[E3] A certain tenement once of Albrich de Sopton” in the New

Land which was once of William son of John 6d.

[E4] A certain tenement which the Friars of Mount Carmel

appropriated, which was once of William de Bray 12d. The Friars
of Mount Carmel
hold®

[E5] A certain tenement which the same friars appropriated,

which was once of Simon de Pateshull’ 12d.

[E6] A plot which was once of Robert Eustach’ 2s.

[E7] A certain oven in the New Land which was once of

William le Mercer 8d.

[E8] The capital tenement of mistress Alice de Preston’ 14d.

[E9] A tenement next the stile of the cemetery of St Michael's,
which was once of William le Mercer, which the Friars Minor hold?” 10d.

4 1504:"... opposite the corner shop ...”

5 te[nemento qulondam

6 bracket indicates ‘The ... hold” applies to E4 and E5

7 1504: = ‘which the Friars Minor enclosed almost opposite the rectory of St Michael’
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[E10] The tenement once of Ralph Powel and the tenements

next that tenement which Henry Longevill’ holds 17d.

[E11] The capital tenement once of John Vytor 2s.

[E12] The capital tenement once of John de Clatercote 12d.

[E13] The capital tenement once of William le Mercer 12d.

[E14] The gate of Pagan le Spicer 12d.

[E15] The chamber of William le Rows which the Friars

Minor appropriated 2s. The Friars
Minor hold

[E16] The tenement once of the parson of Pisseford

in the New Land 12d.

[E17] The tenement once of Robert Toll which the Friars

Minor made their gate 16d. The Friars
Minor hold

[F0] Next the Friars Minor (Juxta fratres minores)
[F1] The capital dwelling of master Henry le Megre next the

Friars Minor 8d.

[F2] The capital house of Annora which was once of master Henry 8d.

[F3] The house of Randal® Cappe 8d.

[F4] The tenement of Joanna la Cordere 16d.

[F5] The tenement once of Samuel le Carpenter® 8d.

[F6] The tenement once of Thomas d[e] ...or with cellar next

the said tenement 16d. of which 8
are clear

[F7] The capital tenement of Adam le Corder 8d.

[F8] The tenement once of Ralph Chaumpeneys 16d.

[F9] The tenement once of Henry del Marche 8d.

[F10] The tenement of Sarah Boland and the tenement of

Emma de Brouhton’ 8d.

[F11] The Prior of Tykeford for the tenement of Thomas

de Horpol in St Sepulchre’s Street and the tenement of

Richard de Herliston” in the New Land and the house of the

vicar of St Sepulchre’s in which he resides 3s.

[GO] In the row in which corn is sold (In rengo in quo venditur frumentum)

[G1] The chamber of Henry de Longevill’ next his capital tenement' 20d.

[G2] The house of Leo son of master Ellis in the said row 8d.

[G3] Two houses of Joanna la Cordere in the said row 20d.

[G4] The house once of Thomas Kyn in the said row 8d.
8 Ranlullphi

9 De te[nemento quonldlam] Samuelli le] Carpenter
10 1504: ... which is a chamber opposite the Friars Minor ...’
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[G5] The capital tenement once of William de Westgate
and Ellen his wife in the said row 8d.

[G6] The capital tenement of Robert Rote and the tenement
of the same Robert next his capital tenement 16d.

[HO] In the row in which [barley], oats and dredge are sold (In rengo in quo
venditur ...geum avena et dragetum)"

[H1] The fine frontage Cokkes drit (De bello fronte Cokkes drit)

in the said row 16d.
[H2] The whole tenement once of John le Rows in the said row 2s.
[H3] The whole tenement of Roger le Loker before and behind

in the said row 2s.
[H4] John le Scot the mercer for a staircase between his shops 6d.
[H5] The shop of Adam Lumbard in the said row 6d.
[H6] A shop of William de Stormeworth’ in the said row, which is waste ~ 6d.
[H7] The shop once of Adam de Cogeho in the said row 6d.

[H8] Two shops of William Grylli with a plot in the said row  18d. It is waste

[10] In the row opposite the bakers (In rengo ex opposito pistorum)
[I1] The shop of William de Westgate and Ellen his wife which

were [sic]'? of Osbert Lely 2s.13

[12] The four shops of Hugh de Lyndeseye there 8d.

[13] The two shops of Thomas son of Ralph' which once were

of Ralph le Roper 2d.

[14] The tenement of John Vytor and Walter de Barwell*®

there for two gardens 6d. They are not
clear

[Jo] In Glovers Row (In rengo ciroticariorum)

[J1] The shop once of Norman le Gaunt’ which Roger de

Wlo]laston” holds 1d.
[J2] The shop of Gilbert de Toucestr’ in the said row 18d.
[J3]1 The shop which Robert Lemteyse holds 6d.
....................................... END OF SHEET.........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieinn,
[J4] The shop of Joanna la Bachelere there 6d.
[J51 The shop once of William (Gylemi) le Gaunter there 6d.
[J6] The shop of Adam le Bourser there 2d.

11 “...geum’ is probably the erdum of the 1504 rental = hordeum.
12 fuerunt

13 oblique line before, 2s. lightly struck through

14 1504: ... at the corner towards the east ...’

15 1504: ‘... opposite Potters Hill ..."
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[J7]1 The five shops once of Thomas ... in the said row'®
[J8]1 The shop of John de Lungyville’ in the said row

[J91 The shop of John Vytor in the said row

[J10] The shop of W... le Megre there

[J11] The shop of the master of the hospital of St John of Northampton

[J12] The shop of Thomas de Saturno there
[J13] The shop of Adam le Orfevere there
[J14] The shop of the parson of Langeport there

K In Mercers Row (In rengo mercerorum)
[K1] The shop of John le Scot le mercer!®
[K2] The shop of Adam Morice there

[K3] The shop of John le Scot next the shop of Adam
Morice ... the south?

[K4] The shop of John de Thorp there

[K5] The shop of the said John le ... on the corner towards the south
[K6] The shop of Simon le Mercer which Geoffrey ... holds

[K7] The shop of Hugh de ...rp there

[K8] The shop once of ... le Vyneter in the Drapery (Draperia)
Peltry (Peletria)*

[LO0] In Regrators Row (In rengo regratorum)
[L1] The shop of Alice Bar...?

[L2] The shop of Philip Malerham, clerk, there
[L3] The shop of Alan le Wykener there

[L4] Two shops of Robert Kyn

[L5] Two shops of Walter Burgeys there

[L6] Another shop of John Gerveys there

[L7] Another shop of the same John there

[L8] The shop? of John le Scot there

[L9] The shop of John de Pyrie

16 [ren]glo]

17 2d. in the 1504 rental

18 1504: ‘... and is the corner to the north ...
19 presumably versus

20 aust[rum]

21 Draperia (struck through) Peletria

22 perhaps Baron

23 ... is probably 6d. as in the 1504 rental
24 12d. in the 1504 rental

25 ...jd. 6d. in the 1504 rental

26 schloppal
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10d.
2d.
2d.
.. .17
2d.
2d.
2d.
2d.

7d.
2d.

2d.
2d.
2d.
3d.
2d.

2s.

6d.
6d.

5.8

12d.

.d

6d.

.1d»

6d.
6d.
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[L10] The shop of Gunilda (Gunuld) le [R]egratere 6d.
[L11] The waste shop once of Thomas Kyn there 6d.
[L12] A waste [plot]?” once of master Nicholas de ... there 6d.

[MO] In Butchers Row (In rengo carniflicum])?

[M1] The shop of Arnold Medispret in Butchers Row 6d.
[M2] The stall of William Dachet in the said row 6d.
[M3] The stall of Robert le Megre there 6d.
[M4] The two stalls of Henry Passelewe there
[M5] The stall of Henry Wytene there 6d.
[M6] The stall of Walkelin le Masce... there 6d.
[M7] The stall of Randal Cappe there 6d.
[M8] The stall? of the lazar-house of St Leonard there 6d.
[M9] The stall® of Richard de Scharnbrok there 6d.
[M10] The stall of Stephen Cappe there 6d.
[M11] The stall once of Thomas son of Alexander 6d.
[M12] The stall of Ellis William de ...%! 6d.
[M13] The ... stall of Thomas son of Al...32 6d.
[M14] The stall of Gilbert son of Adam [butcher?]3 6d.
[M15] The ... stall of the same Adam there3* 6d.
[M16] The ... ...S.
[M17] The ... 6d.
[M18] ... ...d.
[M19] The ... 6d.
[M20] The ... 6d.
[M21] The ...

[M22] ...

....................................... ENDOFSIDE T....ccoviiiiiiiiiiiieiieeeeen,

Roll of the rent of the town of Northampton (Rotulus de redditus ville Norht")
[NO] In the Parmentry (In parmentario)
[N1] Four shops of John le Megre there 8d.

27 p... presumably placea

28 1504: ‘In Butchers Row on the north side beginning at the corner and is rendered at
Christmas’

29 schlamello]

30 [scham]ello

31 De schlam]ello Elei Willelmi de ...

32 De ... alio schamello Thome filii Al... Perhaps Thomas son of Alexander’; cf. M11 above

33 [De sclhalmelllo Gilberti filii Ade ca... Perhaps ca... = carnificis

34 De ... [sclhamello euisdem Ade ibidem
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[N2] Two shops once of Simon Kyde there 8d.

[N3] Four shops of Geoffrey le Baud 8d.

[N4] Four shops of John le Megre next the shops of the

said Geoffrey 8d. They are not
clear

[N5] A certain solar and cellar of John le Megre next the

tenement of William Otewel 12d.

[N6] The capital tenement of William Munt 8d.

[N7] The tenement once of Dulcie de Huntedon” which

was once of William Peryn 32d.

[N8] The capital tenement of John de Torp’ 8d. The synag-

ogue of the Jews.
8d. They are not

clear®
[N9] The two houses of John son of Nigel Aurifabry 16d.
[N10] The gate of Ralph de Selveston’ 8d.
[N11] A certain plot which® the said Ralph bought from
the King 1d. being render-
ed to the
exchequer
[N12] The capital tenement of the said Ralph 5s. 4d.
[N13] The chamber of the capital tenement once of Thomas
Kyn on the corner which leads to the Friars Preachers® 4d. and watch

[O0] In Laryes Twichene

[O1] The house once of Robert Lemese in laries twychene
which Nicholas Selche holds 16d.

[O2] A certain staircase (gradu) of William le Pessoner in the said street ~ 4d.

[O3] A certain staircase (gradu) of Amice de Gayton’ in the said street 2d.

[PO] In the west quarter in the Gold Street (In quarterio occidentali in le gold
strete)

[P1] The capital tenement of Robert de Bedeford in the Gold Street 2s.

35

36
37

The entry ‘The synagogue ... clear’ is spread across two lines opposite N8 and N9 (De
synagog’ Jud’ | viijd. non sunt clari). It is best read as a single entry. In the 1504 rental the
entry relating to the synagogue is a separate entry after N12, with N11 being the last entry
for the Parmentry. It reads ‘Of the synagogue of the Jews, lately of Alice Dafforne, now in
the tenure of Thomas Parker, yeoman, yearly 8d.". The marginal entry here is introduced
by De = ‘Of’ as are the other entries in the rental. Reading it as a single entry indicates that
there is no rent coming from the synagogue, presumably because the site is waste. To take
‘8d. are not clear’ as referring to the 16d. of N9 is not consistent with the rest of the rental.
There are three instances where rent is partially ‘clear’, namely D6, F6 and AC?7. In all
these examples the ‘not clear’ element is introduced by ‘of which’ (quorum), relating back
to the total amount of rent, as in F6: “16d. of which 8 are clear’.

De quam (sic) placea quam...

1504: ... which is the corner of that street, now of the Friars Preachers, and is the corner
of their garden ...”
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[P2] The capital tenement and other tenements of Robert

son of Henry® Yom.
[P3] The tenement which master William de Foderby holds

opposite the capital tenement of Robert son of Henry 28d.
[P4] The tenement once of John Sampson in the same street 4d.
[P5] The tavern of Eustace de Pelemoll’ with appurtenances 2s.
[P6] The tenement of Alice Barun in the said street 40d.
[P7] The tenement once of William le Orpher in the said street 1d.
[P8] The tenement once of John le Megre in the same street 12d. They are not

clear

[P9] The tenement once of Simon de Howton’ in the same street 2s.
[P10] The tenement once of Amice Pucele in the same street 16d.
[P11] The capital dwelling of Nicholas de Stoke ...16d.%°
[P12] The tenement of Henry de Lungevill’ in the same street 8d.
[P13] The capital tenement of Henry le Blund in the same street l6d.
[P14] The capital tenement of Ralph Powel* 16d.

[QO0] In the Parish of St Mary next the Castle (In parochia Beate Marie juxta
castrum)

[Q1] The mill of Walter de Pydinton’#! 4d. and watch
[Q2] The gate of Geoffrey de Thingden’ 4d.

[RO] Outside the West Gate (Extra portam occidentalem)
[R1] The garden once of John Eustace outside the west gate 5s.

[R2] A certain part of the said garden which once was of
Simon de Merinton’ 3d.

[R3] A certain river-meadow of John de Camnpeden’ outside
the said gate®? 2s.

[R4] The tenement and garden of Henry de Upton’ outside
the said gate* 8d.

[S0] In the Parish of St Peter (In parochia Sancti Petri)

[S1] The waste tenement of Walter de Pydinton’ next the wall
of the town towards the water 4d.

[S2] The tenement of Thomas de Tame in the street of the
tanners (in vico tannatorum) 12d.

38 1504: there is an additional entry for a property ‘... which is now the gate of [P2] at the
end of Wolmongerstrete ..."

39 ‘De ... xvjd. marginated with arrow to interline

40 1504: The first of two additional entries relates to a tenement ... opposite the church of St
Martin ... and there are two barns ...”

41 1504: ... towards the church of St Mary ...”

42 1504:°... and is on the east side of the road that leads to Dalyngton ..."

43 1504: ... and is on the west side of the road that leads to Dalyngton ..."
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[S3] Robert Rote for the entry to his fish-pond in the said parish 1d.
[S4] The tenement of John de Catesby 12d.
[S5] The same John for his gate* 2d.
[S6] Lettice de Donestaple for a curtilage 4d. and watch

[S7] Robert son of Thomas for a house towards the mill
Mervyn 4d. and watch

[S8] Miles de Wymale for a long curtilage next the mill

Mervyn# 16d.
[T0] Next Northampton Castle (Juxta castrum Norht’)

[T1] The tenement once of Alice en le Boure which the

parson of Horpol holds 4d. and watch. It
is waste

[T2] The tenement of Walter Burgeys there 4d. and watch
[T3] The tenement of Robert de Torp’ 4d. and watch
[T4] The tenement of Roger de Kyslyngbir’ 4d. and watch
[T5] The curtilage of Gilbert de Blisseworth’ 4d. and watch
[T6] The tenement once of Simon le Novelmester 8d.
[T7] The tenement of Robert son of Thomas opposite

the said Simon 4d.
[T8] The plot once of Thomas de Schelton” which Roger de

Coweye and Amabel his wife hold 4d.

[UO] Next the Friars Preachers (Juxta fratres predicatores)
[U1] The tenement of Agnes le Orfevere which Guy

Bataylle used to hold 4d. and watch

[U2] The tenement which the Friars Preachers hold

opposite the tenement of Guy one horn for
blowing at watch

[U3] The gate of Stephen Cappe 4d. and watch

[U4] The gate of Richard de Sancto Neoto behind his

capital tenement 4d. and watch.
They are not
clear

[VO0] In the north quarter (In quarterio boriali)

[V1] The house once of William Hogelyn next the
tenement of Jordan the Jew 26d. They are not
clear

44 1504: ‘... near the church of St Gregory on the north side of the same church ...”
45 1504: “... next the wall of the town and the ditch there opposite Crekesmede ..."
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[V2] The house once of Gilbert Passelewe which
afterwards was of Dulcie the Jewess and now of Ralph de
Dyve at the head of Berewardestrete

[V3] The tenement of Peytemin the Jew opposite the gate
of William

[V4] The gate once of Roger son of Theobald at the head
of Berewardstrete

[V5] The house next the said gate on the west side

[V6] A certain house of Idonea Hogelyn in which Richard
Cobbe stays

[V7] The fine front (bello fronte) opposite the garden of
Roger son of Theobald*

W In the Street of St Sepulchre (In vico Sancti Sepulchri)
[W1] The tenement of Philip ad Fontem in the said street
[W2] The tenement of Matilda Duraunt in the said street
[W3] The house once of Michael de London’

[W4] The house of Isolda Belehoste

[W5] The house of Osbert de Crowthorp” next the north gate

[W6] A ditch* outside the north gate once of Ediopy le Plom...

6d. They are not
clear

2s.

3d.
3d.

12d.

8d.

26d.
12d.
6d.
2s.
1d.
1d.

[X0] In the Lane of Saint Sepulchre (In venello Sancti Sepulchri)

[X1] The house once of William le Catour in the lane® of Saint

Sepulchre

[Y0] At Alnoth Cross (Ad crucem Alnoth)

[Y1] The house of Thomas de Pippewell’ opposite the
said cross

[Y2] The tenement of Richard le Maresch[a]l

[Y3] The house of Walter de Pelevill” there

[Y4] The capital house of Robert de Burgo

[Y5] John Gaugy for a water-meadow next Crowthorp’

[Z0] In Masters Street (In vico magistrorum)
[Z1] The house once of Richard de Wyk in the said street

[Z2] The gate once of Henry le Rows behind his capital
tenement

12d.

4d. and watch
12d. and watch
4d. and watch
4d. and watch
12d.

6d.

16d. They are not
clear

46 1504:°... and is the corner between Berward strete and Sepulcrestrete ..."

47 1504: = ‘ditched enclosure’
48 vlenlello
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[Z3] The tenement once of Simon de Hanynton’ in the

same street 4d. Waste
[Z4] The tenement of William Grylly opposite his capital tenement 16d.
[Z5] The house of Peter Bissop which he holds from John
in Fullers Street (in vico fullonum) 12d.
[Z6] The house of William de Horwode in Weavers Street
(in vico tixtorum) 20d.

[Z7] Simon de la chapele for the walls closed against the priory
of Saint Andrew 4d.

[AAO] In the south quarter (In quartione australi)

[AA1] The house of Richard, clerk of St Gregory’s* 4d.

[AA2] The gate of William de Maydewell’® 4d. and watch

[AA3] The same William for the chamber of his capital

tenement 4d. and watch

[AA4] The house of the parson of the church of St Gregory next the tenement

of Simon Grilly®' 2s.

[AA5] The house of Simon Grilly 4d. and watch

[AA6] The house of Ellis le Coupeur 4d. and watch

[AA7] The house of William Lanator, clerk 4d. and watch

[AAS8] The moiety of the tenement which the same William

holds next to his own tenement 2d. and watch

[AA9] The other moiety of the tenement which John de

Monsle holds 2d. and watch

[AA10] A certain plot which Richard de Sancto Neoto

holds of Simon le Gardiner 4d. and watch.
Waste

[AA11] A certain plot which he holds from Robert le

Megre in Roya® 4d. and watch.
Waste

[AA12] Richard de Sancto Neoto for a curtilage in Roya 4d. and watch.
Waste

[AA13] A certain house once of Robert de Derby in Roya 4d. and watch

....................................... END OFSHEET...........ococooiiiiiiiin,
[AA14] The same for a certain gutter next the said house 2d.
[AA15] Simon le Gardiner for his curtilage in Roya 16d.

[AA16] Richard de Sancto Neoto for a curtilage once of
Simon de Howton’ towards the mill Mervyn 4d. and watch

49 1504: ‘... and is situated next the church of St Gregory ...”

50 1504:°... and is situated on the north corner which leads to the church of St Gregory ..."
51 1504: ‘... on the other corner of the same lane ...”

52 De quadam placea quelsic] tenet de Roberto le Megre in Roya
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[ABO] In the Street of the Woolmongers (In vico lanatorum)
[AB1] A certain plot which Agnes le Orfever holds in the

same street 12d. They are not
clear

[AB2] A certain plot which Lettice le Vyneter holds there =~ 12d. they are not
clear

[AB3] The tenement once of Alice Patoun 4d.

[AB4] William de Clyve clerk for the moiety of the lane next

the house once of Lewelin towards the north 4d.

[AB5] Simon de Grenehull’ for the other moiety of the same
lane towards the south 3d.

[ACO0] In Bridge Street (In vico pontis)

[AC1] A certain water-meadow which is called Balmesholm ad.
[AC2] The tenement of Thomas de Arderne in the said street 10d. and watch
[AC3] The tenement once of John le Fixden in the said street 10d. and watch

[AC4] The tenement of Walter le Lord there 4d. and watch

[AC5] The tenement of John le Megre in the said street 16d.

[AC6] The house once of Romyn in the said street® which

Robert son of Thomas holds 10d.

[AC7] The house once of Hawise la Juvene next the capital

tenement of the said Robert 8d. and watch, of
which 4d. are not
clear

[AC8] The house once of Peter le Tayllour in the said street

which Robert son of Thomas holds 3s.

[AC9 The house of Gilbert de Towcestr’ which once was

of .. kifeniton in the same street 4d. and watch

[AC10] The tenement once of Geoffrey le Blak in the said street 4d. and watch

[AC11] The house of Gilbert ad Portam 4d. and watch

[AC12] The house of Robert de Howton’ in Bridge Street 19d.

[AC13] The tenement once of Henry de Glowcestr’ 4d. and watch

[AC14] The house* of Alice Colbeyn which Walkelin le

Mascetrarius holds 20d.

[AC15] The gate once of Adam de Staunford” in Bridge Street 2d.

[AC16] The gate of Drogo Malerbe 2d.

[AC17] The house of Alice de Kaysho in the said street 1 horn for%

53 1504: ‘... on the south corner of the narrow street that leads to Kyngewell ..."
54 1504: ‘... which is the corner opposite the infirmary of the hospital of St John ...’
55 probably ‘blowing’; included in the main entry rather than in the right hand column
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[AC18] The house of Robert de Arderne outside the south gate® 6d.
[AC19] The house of Adam le Flemmyng’ which Roger de
Alkmundebyr’ holds outside the same gate 2s.
[AC20] The tenement of William de Stormesworth’ outside
the said gate 6d.
[AC21] The plot or house of Ellis de Thyngden’ 1d.
[AC22] The plot or house of John le Mareshal 1d.
[AC23] The tenement once of Simon de Harberwe which
Philip son of William son of Michael ... outside the same gate 6d.
[AC24] The house once of William le Comaunder outside the same gate  6d.
[ADO] Kingswell Street (Kyngewellstrete)
[AD1] The tenement of the prior of Wroxton’ in the said street 12d.
[AD2] The house once of ... Macefrey in the same street 4d.
[AD3] The mill and furnace once of William le Vyneter in
the same street®” 12d.
[AD4] The abbot of St James’ for the house which
was of Toky 2s. It is waste
[ADS5] The same for a certain furnace in Abindonstrete 12d.
[AD6] The same for the tenement of Simon son of Simon 1d. It is not clear
[AD7] The same for a tenement and furnace under [K]y[n]gewell 8d.
[ADS8] The same for the shop which was of Alexander in
Merchants Row (in rengo mercatorum) ...1d.%® It is not

clear

[AD9] The same for felteragium (pro felteragio)> 12d.

[AEOQ] Divers tenements which once were ... from William de ... namely (De

diversis tenementis que quondam ...ebantur de Willelmo de ... videlicet)®
[AE1] The capital messuage ...

[AE2] One house ... in pelt...®2

[AE3] Of ...®

56 1504: AC18 begins a separate section ‘Outside the south gate’

57 1504: ‘... on the corner of the narrow lane which leads from Bridge Street up to

Kyngewell ...’
58 ...jd.12d.in 1504 rental
59 See bailiffs” account I

60 In the 1504 Rental these continue without an additional heading under the heading ‘In
Kingswell Street and elsewhere’. There is one additional entry beyond the six damaged

entries AE1-AE6

61 1504: ‘Simon Grene for the moiety of the lane which Lewnyslane enclosed (etc.) 3d.’

62 1504: ‘The capital tenement once of William son of Michael (etc.) 12d.

63 1504: ‘Thomas Edwards, mercer, for the other moiety of the same lane which is open

towards Wolmongerstrete (etc.) 3d.”
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[AE4] The ...%

[AE5] Of ...%
[AE6] Of ...%
([AE7])*

Sections missing from the Edward I rental that can be tentatively suggested
based on the 1504 Rental

[BAO] Hosiers Row (In rengo caligariorum)

[BA1] The shop once of Thomas de Sactomo (etc.)% 6d.
[BA2] The shop once of Robert de Sancto Paulo (etc.) 6d.
[BA3] The shop once of Robert Sampson (etc.) 6d.
[BA4] The shop of Robert Ferme (etc.) 8d.
[BA5] The shop once of Thomas Bele, afterwards of Robert Ferme (etc.) ~ 6d.
[BA6] The shop once of Nicholas Hornecastell (etc.) 6d.

[BB0] Opposite the west gable of All Saints” (ex opposito gabule occidentalis
Omnium Sanctorum)

[BB1] The shop and chamber once of Alice Warde (etc.) 16d
[BB2] The shop once of Joanna once sister of William le Mercer,

now of John Longvile (etc.) 2s.
[BB3] Four shops now of John Longvile (etc.) 4s.

[BCO] The south side of the same butchers etc. beginning on the west side
(in parte australi eorundem carnificum etc. incipiend’ ex parte occidentali)

[BC1] The stall once of Adam Canoun, now of the abbot of St James’ (etc.) 6d.

[BC2] The stall of the said abbot (etc.) 6d.
[BC3] The other stall now of the fraternity of St Mary (etc.) 6d.
[BC4] A stall once of Alice de Staumford (etc.) 6d.
[BC5] Another stall once of the said Alice (etc.) 6d.
[BC6] Another stall once of the said Alice (etc.) 6d.

64 1504: ‘'The meadow called the Cowe Mede for the old rent which is taken from certain
tenements that once were of John de Weldon in the middle of the market, of which one
was a horse mill, which mill was destroyed, and the said meadow with the said charges
are due to the bailiffs of Northampton for ever 9s.’

65 1504: John Mason for a certain waste plot of land for building on outside the east gate
(etc.) 6d.

66 1504: ‘Richard Lewell mason for a certain waste plot of land for building on (etc.) 1d.’

67 Edward I rental damaged here and no surviving entry; 1504: ‘The stall of John Martyn in
the market (etc.) 10d.”

68 The entries derive from the 1504 rental. In most cases ‘once of ... is present, as in the
Edward I rental, and many of the associated names can be seen to be of thirteenth-century
date. These ‘once of’ elements may well derive from the missing portions of the Edward
I rental or an earlier version of the rental and so are included here. In the few cases where
there is not a ‘once of” element the opening of the 1504 rental entry is shown. The rest of
the 1504 entries, which are clearly later than the Edward I rental are represented by “(etc.)’.
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[BC7] The stall once of John le Megre (etc.) 6d.
[BC8] The stall once of Robert son of Thomas (etc.) 6d.
[BCY] The stall once of Thomas son of Alexander (etc.) 6d.
[BC10] The stall once of Thomas Overton (etc.) 6d.
[BC11] The stall once of Geoffrey Witteny (etc.) 6d.
[BC12] The stall of Richard once of Silveston® (etc.) 6d.
[BC13] The stall of Corpus Christi (etc.) 6d.
[BC14] The stall of the prior of St Andrew’s (etc.) 6d.
[BDO0] Fishmongers Row (in rengo pissinariorum)

[BD1] The shop once of William Thorpe (etc.) 2d.
[BD2] The shop once of William de Burgh (etc.) 6d.
[BD3] The shop of the kinsmen of the same William (etc.) 2d.
[BD4] The tenement once of Richard Fyssewike, situated

on the corner of the cemetery of All Saints’(etc.) 12d.

[BEO] Rents of the Fishmongers paid among the rest (redditus piscatorum
solutus inter reliqua)

[BE1] Three stalls of fishmongers once of Simon son of John Eustace (etc.)18d.
[BE2] The stall once of Thomas Haddon next the three said stalls (etc.) 6d.

[BE3] The stall once of John Scotte (etc.) 6d.
[BE4] The stall once of Geoffrey le Blake (etc.) 6d.
[BE5] The stall once of William Pisson (etc.) 6d.
[BE6] The stall once of Coggenhoo (etc.) 6d.
[BE7] The stall once of Robert son of John (etc.) 6d.
[BE8] The stall lately of the said Robert (etc.) 6d.
[BE9] The stall lately of William Dagett (etc.) 18d.
[BE10] A stall once of William Pisson (etc.) 6d.

[BF0] The row of the barbers in the Old Drapery in the east row there etc. (in
rengo barbatorum in veteri draperia in rengo orientali ibidem etc.)

[BF1] The shop once of Walter de Scadewell (etc.) 8d.
[BF2] The shop once of John Gerveis (etc.) 8d.70 6d.
[BF3] The shop once of Shirwood (etc.) 6d.
[BF4] The shop once of Roger le Cowper (etc.) 6d.
[BF5] the shop once of Thomas le Corner (etc.) 6d.
[BF6] The shop once of John le Hanslap (etc.) 6d.
[BE7] The waste plot next the shop of Thomas le Corner (etc.) 6d.

69 presumably ‘once of Richard de Silveston’
70 8d. struck through



198 Town and Crown

[BEF8] The shop once of Walter Knyfesmythe (etc.) 6d.
[BF9] The shop once of John Marchall (etc.) 6d.
[BF10] The shop once of Roger Baytall (etc.) 6d.
[BF11] The shop once of John de Wildegrise (etc.) 6d.
[BF12] The shop once of Packes de Wynchestr’ (etc.) 6d.
[BF13] The shop once of Matilda Durraunt (etc.) 6d.
[BF14] The shop once of Robert son of Thomas (etc.) 6d.
[BF15] The shop once of William son of Michael (etc.) 6d.
[BF16] The shop once of Robert son of Henry (etc.) 6d.
[BF17] The shop once of Thomas Everard (etc.) 6d.
[BF18] The shop once of Theobald son of Roger, after of

William le Rows (etc.) 6d.
[BF19] The shop once of John le Megre (etc.) 6d.

[BF20] Two shops above together now of the heirs of
Thomas Hosberne (etc.)”

[BF21] The shop once of Thomas de Saturno (etc.) 6d.
[BF22] The waste shop once of John le Megre (etc.) 6d.

The Inquisition post mortem of

Sir Richard Gobioun
(TNA C133/101/2)

(in margin) Norhampton

Inquisition made at Northampton on the Tuesday following the feast of
St Vincent in the twenty-ninth year of the reign of King Edward [24
January 1301], concerning lands and tenements of which Richard
Gobioun was seized in his demesne as a fee in the town of Northampton
on the day on which he died; how much of this he held in chief of the
king and how much of others and for what service and how much they
are worth in all issues; and who his hereditary heir is and of what age.
By the oath of Robert son of Henry, John de Staunford, John Eustach’,
William de Langetoft, William de Stratford, Robert de Sibbesford, Ralph
Trul, Robert de Burgo, William le Sotele, Richard de Bowdon, Robert de
Catteworth and John Trank jurors. Who say on oath that the same Richard
held in his demesne as a fee his manor in Northampton with appurten-
ances, which manor Richard held of the lord king through burgage tenure
(per burgagium) paying 15s. 4d. annually to the office of the bailiffs
(prepositure) of the town of Northampton, towards the farm of the said
town. There is there a certain capital messuage which is worth 10s. per
year with the fruit and hay (herbagio) of the garden. There are there in

71 left blank
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demesne 300 acres of arable land, which are worth 100s. per year at 4d.
per acre. There are there fourteen acres of mowable (rakabilis) meadow 72,
which are worth 70s. per year at 5s. per acre. There are there free
burgesses, among whom the master of the hospital of St John, North-
ampton, holds four messuages in the town of Northampton and pays 4s.
4d. per year at Michaelmas and three geese, each worth 2d., on the same
term day (terminum). He holds one messuage which pays 8d. per year on
the same term-day. John de Houhgton (sic), clerk, holds one messuage
and pays per year 12d. at Michaelmas and Easter and two capons, each
worth 2d., at Christmas. William Grillo holds one tenement and pays 4s.
8d. per year on the same term-days. Osbert de Newenham holds one
messuage and pays 16d. per year on the feast of St Martin. William le
Fisschere holds four messuages and pays 4s. 8d. per year at Michaelmas
and two capons, worth 2d. each, at Christmas. Nicholas le Peyntour holds
one messuage and pays 8d. on the same term-day. Robert de Rode holds
one messuage and pays 10d. per year on the said term-day and half a
capon, worth 2d. each, at Christmas. John Trank holds one messuage and
pays 6s. per year on the four term-days, namely at Christmas, Easter, the
feast of the Nativity of the Blessed John the Baptist and Michaelmas and
four capons, worth 2d. each, at Christmas. Robert son of Henry holds one
messuage and pays per year 2s. at Michaelmas and two capons, worth
2d. each, at Christmas”. William Eweyn holds four tenements and they
pay 8s. 3d. per year on the said four term-days. Robert de Wisle senior
holds one messuage and pays per year 2s. on the said four term-days.
Robert de Wisle junior holds one messuage and pays 14d. per year at
Michaelmas. Richard de Hul holds one messuage and pays 22d. per year
at Easter and Michaelmas. Walter de Lichebarwe holds one messuage and
pays 22d. per year on the said two term-days and two day-works worth
1d. for each day. Juliana Ster holds one messuage and pays 2s. per year
on the same term-days. Geoffrey le Garlekmongere holds one messuage
and pays 3s. per year on the four said term-days. Henry de Harewold
holds one messuage and pays 9d. per year at Easter and Michaelmas.
William Mount senior holds one messuage and pays 18d. per year at
Easter and Michaelmas. John de Staunford holds one messuage and pays
3s. per year at Easter and Michaelmas. The rector of the church of St
Bartholomew holds one croft and pays 2s. per year on the same two term-
days. John Sutor holds one messuage and pays 8d. per year at
Michaelmas and two capons, each worth 2d., at Christmas. Alice la
Mounere holds one messuage and pays 8d. per year at Michaelmas.
Walter son of Stephen holds one messuage and pays 20d. per year at
Michaelmas and Easter. Agnes le Megre holds various tenements in
Northampton and pays 21s. per year on the said two term-days and a
pound of cumin, worth 1d., on the feast of St Andrew. Peter de Evesham
holds one messuage and pays 3s. per year at Easter and Michaelmas.
Philip son of John G... holds one messuage and pays 3s. per year on the

72 following Serjeantson 1911, 214; rakabilis is strictly ‘rakeable’
73 presumably Christmas — just ad natalem
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four said term-days. Isabel daughter of Peter de Leycestr’ holds one
kitchen within his hall and pays 12d. per year at Michaelmas. John le
Vyneter holds one messuage and pays 4s. per year on the four said term-
days. Robert son of Henry holds one messuage and pays per year two
capons, worth 2d. each, at Christmas. John le Bourser holds one messuage
and pays 2s. per year at Michaelmas and Easter. John Luk holds one
messuage and pays 3s. 4d. per year at Michaelmas and Easter. Thomas
del Parlour holds one messuage and pays per year 4d. and four capons,
worth 2d. each, at Christmas. Christiana, who was the wife of Robert de
Lianer, holds one messuage and pays 3d. per year at Michaelmas and two
capons, worth 2d. each, at Christmas. Thomas Molendarius holds one
messuage and pays 6d per year at Michaelmas. Osbert de Crowethorp’
holds two messuages and pays 16d. per year at Michaelmas. Richard de
Harewold holds one messuage and pays per year 8d. and two pairs of
gloves, worth 3d., at Michaelmas. Jordan de Turveye holds one shop and
pays 2s. per year at Easter and Michaelmas. Roger de Abynton’
holds ... and pays 3s per year on the four said term-days. Thomas Cok
holds one messuage in Walbek next to Northampton and ... 12d. at Easter
and Michaelmas. Robert de Catteworth holds various tenements, namely
shops in ... and other shops in St Giles” Street (in vico sancti Egidii) and
pays 50s. per year on the said four term-days. Ralph ... one forge and
pays 12s. per year on the four said term-days. Robert de Bray of
Wollaston ... and pays per year 2s. at Michaelmas and two capons, worth
2d. each, at Christmas [Ha]wisia, wife of Ralph le Botiler, daughter of the
said Richard, and Elizabeth, the other daughter of the same Richard, are
heirs. The said Hawisia is eighteen years old and the said Elizabeth is 13
years old at (ad) ...

Sum of the whole survey £17 11s. 9d. Of which in ... of the town of
Northampton to the farm of the said town for all sorts of services
which ... remains clear (de claro) £16 16s. 5d.



Chapter 10
Grants of Murage and Pavage

During the reigns of Henry III and Edward I Northampton obtained
murage grants in 1224, 1252 and 1301 and a single grant of pavage in 1284.
Murage grants, the earliest of which dates to 1220, enabled towns to levy
tolls on goods brought for sale to that town, the proceeds being used to
construct or repair town defences (Turner 1971, 24 and passim; see also
Creighton and Higham 2005, 84). Many towns were defended prior to
1220 and the innovation was thus in finding an alternative way of funding
work that had previously been financed by the crown or the towns them-
selves by other means. Grants of pavage allowed the revenue thereby
generated to be used for paving the streets of a town.

Northampton’s 1224 murage grant has been fully published in Latin and
the other murage and pavage grants have been calendared in English in
the Calendars of Patent Rolls; all had been previously published in Latin
and English by Markham.! The calendared versions unfortunately contain
no details of the tolls levied and the texts as printed in Markham, valuable
as they are, need to be treated with caution. While the English translations
there are for the most part, but not entirely, accurate, the Latin trans-
criptions contain many errors. An attempt was made, using record type,
to retain in printed form the abbreviations of the original manuscript, but
it would appear that the typesetter did not have sufficient knowledge of
Latin and palaeography to follow the hand-written text provided and
there was then inadequate proof-reading. In view of the valuable inform-
ation contained in the murage and pavage grants, and its relevance to the
themes of the present volume, the Latin text of the 1224 murage grant
previously published in the Calendar of Patent Rolls has been provided
with an English translation and a new transcription has been undertaken
directly from the original patent rolls in the National Archives for the
other grants, again with translations. Reference has been made to
previous publications during this process; where the English translations
amend those of Markham the change is recorded in a footnote.

It is not entirely clear at what point murage was charged. Was it on goods
brought for sale or on goods actually sold? In respect of toll, not murage
or pavage, we can note in the hundred rolls a stranger being asked for
toll on sheep that he had sold (HR X20). The 1224 murage grant schedule,
however, reveals a different but straightforward approach. A levy was
made on everything that was for sale (venal...), in all cases the ‘for sale’
being reinforced by ‘to be sold there’ (ibidem vendend...) or ‘brought there

1 Full references are provided against the individual grants below.
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to be sold’ (illuc duct... ad vendend...). In 1252 while some dues were levied
on goods ‘for sale” (venal...) other charges seem to relate to goods actually
‘sold’ (vendit...). In 1284 and 1301 there is ambiguity. While there are some
examples of venal..., for the most part we are offered the suspensions ven’,
which could be rendered venal..., vendend... or vendit... and vend” which
could represent vendend... or vendit..., thus offering the alternatives of
‘for sale” or ‘sold” and thereby posing a challenge to historians. These
observations, of course, assume that the scribes recording the murage and
pavage charges fully understood or were concerned about such
grammatical niceties. In the translations the various abbreviations have
all been rendered as ‘for sale’, but in the Latin transcriptions the
abbreviations have been retained as written and in the Table setting out
the comparison between the various murage and pavage grants the actual
form of the Latin text is presented in brackets.

The tolls levied by murage and pavage are grouped together in Table 10.1
under the heading of general; animals; fish; other food and drink; skins,
hides and furs; cloth, wool and flax; and other. Over time the murage
schedules become more detailed and specific in listing goods and their
associated charges, the 1224 murage grant being happy with general
categories of cart-loads and horse-loads of saleable goods, but there was
a distinction between traders from within Northamptonshire and those
from outside, townsfolk themselves presumably being exempt; in the
later grants no distinction is made between traders from Northampton-
shire itself and from elsewhere. The pavage list of charges similarly
includes a rate of %2d. for a “ horse-load of other merchandise’. While
charges relating to animals are consistent throughout the thirteenth
century there is some variation, both upwards and downwards, in respect
of other categories of merchandise.

The schedules are valuable not only in relation to the individual grants
themselves but also in providing information more generally on the range
of goods coming to Northampton to be sold and in highlighting certain
specific raw materials and finished products. Additional insight is offered
in respect of the weekly market tolls listed in section B of the bailiffs’
account (BA B) and the various commercial franchises set out in section
C (BA O). Foodstuffs, including live animals, were clearly of importance
and it is interesting to see the various charges relating to sea-fish, even
though Northampton was over sixty miles from the coast; some fish
would have been fresh and some preserved, salted cod being mentioned
in the 1301 grant. Animals, however, were of value not only for food
but also for their skins and we can additionally note a trade in tanned
and untanned skins and hides as well as in the oak-bark required for
tanning. Furs can be noted in the 1301 schedule and cloth and wool are
specifically listed from 1252, with some types of cloth being individually
identified in 1301. It would appear, particularly in respect of the 1301
tariffs, that wholesalers and merchants dealing in large quantities were
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being targeted?, particularly if the quantity listed in the tariffs was a
threshold at which toll became payable.

The Texts
1224 Murage (CPR 1216-25, 499; Markham 1898, 36)

Concerning an aid to fortify the town of Northampton (De auxilio ad firmam
Norhamtonie firmandam)

The king to the sheriff of Northampton and to all the men of the same county
greetings. Know that we have granted to our burgesses of Northampton in aid
of inclosing the town of Northampton for the security and protection of the
same town and the adjacent parts that they take once each week for three years
from Christmas Day in the ninth year of our reign: Of any cart or handcart of
the same county of Northampton carrying goods for sale into the same town
of Northampton to be sold there one halfpenny. Of any cart or handcart from
another county carrying goods for sale into the same town to be sold there one
penny. And of any horse-load of goods for sale to be sold, apart from horse-
loads of brushwood, one farthing. And of any horse and mare and ox and cow
for sale brought there to be sold one halfpenny. And of ten sheep or goats or
pigs for sale brought there to be sold one penny. And of five sheep or goats or
pigs one halfpenny. In this way, however, that by reason of this our grant
nothing is to be taken in like manner from carts, handcarts, horse-loads, horses,
mares, oxen, cows, sheep, goats or pigs after the aforesaid period is completed.
And immediately the period is completed the custom is to cease and be totally
terminated. And therefore we command you, the sheriff, to have this grant
proclaimed throughout all your area of jurisdiction and to have it strictly
observed up to the terminal date aforesaid as previously set out. Witnessed by
myself at Brackley on the 24th day of December in the same year before the
justice.

Rex vicecomiti Norhamtonie et omnibus de eodem comitatu, salutem. Sciatis quod
concessimus burgensibus nostris Norhamtonie, in auxilium ville Norhamtonie
claudende, ad securitatem et tuitionem eiusdem ville simul et partium adiacentium,
quod capiant singulis septimanis semel usque in tres annos a die Natalis Domini,
anno regni nostri nono: De qualibet carretta sive carro eiusdem comitatus
Norhamtonie, ferente res venales in eandem villam Norhamtonie ibidem vendendas,
unum obolum. Et de qualibet carretta sive carro alterius comitatus ferente res venales
in eandem villam ibidem vendendas j denarium. Et de quolibet summagio rerum
venalium ibidem vendendarum preterquam de summagiis busche, j quadrantem. Et
de quolibet equo et equa et bove et vacca venali illuc ductis ad vendendum, j obolum.
Et de x ovibus vel capris vel porcis venalibus illuc ductis ad vendendum, j denarium.
Et de v ovibus vel capris vel porcis, unum obolum. Ita tamen quod occasione illius
concessionis nostre de huiusmodi carettis, carris, summagiis, equis, equabus, bobus,
vaccis, ovibus, capris vel porcis nichil capiatur post predictum terminum completum.
Et statim completo termino illo, cedat consuetudo illa et penitus aboleatur. Et ideo
tibi vicecomiti precipimus quod hanc concessionem nostram clamari facias per totam
balliam tuam et firmiter observari usque ad terminum predictum sicut predictum
est. Teste me ipso apud Brackele xxiiij die Decembris anno eodem coram justiciario.

2 Cf Masschaele 2007, 166.
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1252 Murage (TNA C66/33, m 12; CPR 1247-52, 127;
Markham 1898, 41)

For enclosing the town of Northampton (De villa Norhampton” claudend’)

The king to the mayor, burgesses and his other good men of Northampton,
greetings. Know that we have granted to you in aid of enclosing your town of
Northampton that you take for the improvement of the walls of the same town:
Of any cart carrying brushwood for sale one farthing. Of a cart laden with corn
for sale one halfpenny. Of any horse-load of brushwood one halfpenny per
week. Of any horse-load of straw one halfpenny per week. Of any horse and
mare, ox and cow sold one halfpenny. Of any bale of cloths for sale brought by
cart two pennies. Of any measure® of soft cordwain for sale two pennies. Of
any tanned hide of horse and mare, ox and cow sold one farthing. Of any cart
carrying sea-fish four pennies. Of any horse-load of sea-fish one halfpenny. Of
any horse-load of cloths for sale one halfpenny. Of any cart loaded with salted
meat for sale two pennies. Of any cask of wine and ashes for sale coming to the
same town or passing through it two pennies. Of any sack of wool for sale four
pennies. Of any untanned hide of horse and mare, ox and cow one farthing. Of
ten sheep, goats and pigs one penny. Of ten fleece-bearing skins of sheep sold
one penny. Of any boat loaded with merchandise for sale coming to the same
town one penny. Of any hundredweight one penny. Of any measure of woad*
sold one penny. Of any boat of salt for sale one halfpenny. Of two thousand
onions sold one farthing. Of any quarter of corn brought by water and sold one
farthing. Of any thousand herrings one halfpenny. Of any load of garlic sold
one halfpenny. Of any hundred boards sold one penny. Of any hundred laths®
sold one farthing. Of any hand-cart® and cart sold one halfpenny. Of any
millstone sold one penny. Of any stone of thread” one halfpenny. In [testimony]
of which etc. to last from the feast of Easter in etc. year 26 for the two following
years. Witnessed by the king on the 26th day of January. By the king.

Rex maiori burgensibus ac aliis probis hominibus suis Norhampton” salutem. Sciatis
quod concedimus vobis in auxilium ville vostre de Norht’ claudende quod in eadem
villa capiatis ad emendationem murorum eiusdem ville de qualibet caretta ferente
buscam venalem unum quadrantem. De caretta carcata blado venali unum obolum.
De quolibet summagio busce per ebdomodam unum obolum. De quolibet summagio
straminis per ebdomodam unum obolum. De quolibet equo et equa, bove et vacca
venditis unum obolum. De quolibet trussello pannorum venalium ducto super
carettam ij denarios. De quolibet bullione cordubani venalis ij denarios. De quolibet
corio equi et eque, bovis et vacce tannato unum quadrantem. De qualibet caretta
carcata pisce marino iiij denarios. De quolibet summagio piscis marini j denarium.
De quolibet summagio pannorum venalium j denarium. De qualibet caretta carcata
carnibus salsis venalibus ij denarios. De quolibet dolio vini et cinerum venalium
veniente in eandem villam vel transferente per eandem ij denarios. De quolibet sacco

3 Literally ‘of any boiling of cordwain’. Bullio is used as a measure (a boiling) for salt, alum
and almonds and corium bullitum has been translated as leather hardened by boiling
(DMLBS 225, 492), but cuir-builli (Anglo-Norman cuirboillé) was leather soaked until soft
enough to be worked (www.anglo-norman.net).

Markham = ‘of every size of wood’.

Markham = ‘of buckets’.

Markham = ‘of every car’.

Markham = ‘of every stone of flax’.
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unum quadrantem. De x ovibus, capris et porcis venditis unum denarium. De x
pellibus ovium lanatis et venditis unum denarium. De quolibet batello carcato
mercandisis venalibus ad predictam villam venientibus unum obolum. De quolibet
averio ponderis scilicet de centena unum denarium. De qualibet assisa weyde vendite
unum denarium. De quolibet asco salis venalis unum obolum. De duobus milibus
cepe venditis unum quadrantem. De quolibet quarterio bladi ducto per aquam et
vendito unum quadrantem. De quolibet millenario allecis unum obolum. De qualibet
summa allii venditi unum obolum. De qualibet centena bordi vend’ j denarium. De
qualibet centena de latis venditis unum quadrantem. De quolibet carro et caretta
vendita unum obolum. De qualibet mola vendita unum denarium. De qualibet petra
filati unum obolum. In cuius etcetera duraturas a festo Paschi anno et cetera xxxvj
per duos annos sequentes. Teste rege apud Selveston” xxvj die Januarii per regem.

1285 Pavage (TNA C66/104, m 21; CPR 1281-92, 163;
Markham 1898, 54)

For paving Northampton (De pavimento Northt’)

The king to the mayor and his bailiffs of Northampton, greetings. Know that
we have granted to you in aid of paving your town that from the feast of St
John the Baptist in the thirteenth year of our reign up to the end of the next two
whole years following you take in the same town the following customs,
namely: Of any cart-load of corn for sale one penny. Of any cart carrying fish
for sale one penny. Of any bale of cloths for sale brought by cart one penny. Of
any cart carrying hides of horses and mares, oxen and cows one penny per
week. Of any cask of wine for sale one penny. Of any sack of wool for sale one
penny. Of any horse-load of cloth or other merchandise one halfpenny. Of
twenty sheep or pigs for sale one penny. Of twenty fleeces for sale one
halfpenny. Of any hide for sale of horse or mare, ox or cow, freshly salted or
tanned, one farthing. Of a hundred fells of fleece-bearing sheep® one halfpenny.
And therefore we command you that you take the aforesaid custom up to the
end of the aforesaid period as has been set out. At the completion of the said
two years, however, the said custom ceases totally and is to be terminated. In
[testimony] of which etc. Witnessed by the king at Westminster on the 8th day
of May.

Rex maiori et ballivis suis Norht” salutem. Sciatis quod concessimus vobis in
auxilium ville vostre paviende quod a festo Sancti Johannis Baptiste anno regni
nostri terciodecimo usque ad finem duorum annorum proximo sequentium
completorum capiatis in eadem villa consuetudines subscriptas videlicet: De qualibet
carettata bladi venal” unum denarium. De qualibet caretta ferente piscem venalem
unum denarium. De quolibet trussello pannorum venalium ducto per carettam
unum denarium. De qualibet caretta ferente coria equorum et equarum, bovium et
vaccarum per ebdomodam unum denarium. De quolibet dolio vini venalis unum
denarium. De quolibet sacco lane venalis unum denarium. De quolibet summagio
panni seu aliarum mercandisarum unum obolum. De viginti ovibus vel porcis vend’
unum denarium. De viginti velleribus vend” unum obolum. De quolibet corio equi
vel eque, bovis vel vacce frisco salito aut tannato ven” unum quadrantem. De centena

8 Markham = ‘of tanned sheep skins’.
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pellium ovium lanatarum unum obolum. Et ideo vobis mandamus quod dictam
consuetudinem usque ad finem termini predicti capiatis sicut predictum est.
Completo autem termino dictorum duorum annorum dicta consuetudo penitus
cesset et deleatur. In cuius et cetera. Teste rege apud Westmonasterium viij die Maii.

1301 Murage (TNA C66/121, m 6; CPR 1292-1301, 608;
Markham 1898, 58)

Murage of Northampton (Muragium Norhampton)

The king to the mayor, burgesses and good men of his town of Northampton,
greetings. Know that we have granted to you in aid of enclosing the said town,
for the security and protection of the same town and the adjacent parts, that
from the day of the making of the present document up to the end of the next
five whole years following you take in the said town the following customs,
namely: Of any horse-load of corn of any kind for sale or of malt®, one farthing.
Of any horse and mare, ox and cow for sale, one halfpenny. Of any hide for sale
of horse and mare, ox and cow freshly salted or tanned, one farthing. Of five
salted pigs’carcasses for sale, one halfpenny. Of ten small for sale, one
halfpenny. Of ten sheep, goats and pigs, one penny. Of ten good fleeces, one
halfpenny. Of any hundred fells for sale of fleece-bearing sheep and goats, one
penny. Of any hundred skins for sale of lambs, kids, hares, rabbits, foxes, cats,
and squirrels, one halfpenny. Of any hundred of greywork for sale, six pennies.
Of any quarter of salt for sale, one farthing. Of any horse-load of cloth for sale,
one halfpenny. Of any complete cloth sold of the value of forty shillings, one
halfpenny. Of any bale of cloths for sale brought by cart, three pennies. Of any
hundred cloths of worsted for sale, two pennies. Of any hundred cloths for sale
of worsted which is called coverlet of the value of forty shillings, one penny.
Of any hundred linen cloths sold, one halfpenny. Of any hundred linen cloths
of Aylesham for sale, one halfpenny. Of any bolt of pure silk! for sale, one
penny, and of any other silk, one halfpenny. Of any hundred salted cod" or
hard fish for sale, two pennies. Of any cart-load of sea-fish for sale, four pennies.
Of any horse-load of sea-fish for sale, one halfpenny. Of any salmon for sale,
one farthing. Of any dozen lampreys for sale, one penny. Of any cask of
sturgeon for sale, one halfpenny. Of any thousand herrings for sale, one
farthing. Of any horse-load of ashes for sale, one halfpenny. Of any horse-load
of honey for sale, one penny. Of any sack of wool for sale, two pennies. Of any
cart-load of oak-bark'? for sale, one penny per week. Of weight, that is a
hundredweight, one penny. Of any wey™ of tallow or grease for sale, one penny.
Of any quarter of woad for sale, two pennies. Of two thousand garlic or onions
for sale, one halfpenny. Of any bale of cordwain for sale, three pennies. Of any
hundred boards for sale, one halfpenny. Of any millstone for sale, one
halfpenny. Of any hundred faggots for sale, one farthing. Of any cart-load of
brushwood or timber for sale, one halfpenny per week. Of any hundredweight
of tin, brass and copper for sale, two pennies. Of any bale of any merchandise
for sale exceeding ten shillings in value, one halfpenny. Of any cask of wine for

9 Markham = ‘of barley’.
10 Abolt is a roll of cloth; Markham = ‘every piece of thin silk worked'.
11 Markham = ‘salt mullet’.
12 Markam = ‘tan’.
13 Markham = ‘stone’; a wey was 2241b or 2 cwt.
14 Markham = ‘wood’.
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sale three halfpennies. Of any merchandise for sale not specified here and of
the value of five shillings or more, one farthing. And therefore we command
you that you take the aforesaid customs up to the end of the aforesaid five years
as has been set out. At the completion of that period, however, the said customs
cease and are to be terminated. In [testimony] of which etc. they are to last for
the five said years. Witnessed by the king at Donypas on the 4th day of October.
By bill of the exchequer.

Rex maiori, ballivis et probis hominibus ville sue Norhampton” salutem. Sciatis quod
concessimus vobis in auxilium ville predicte claudende ad securitatem et tuitionem
eiusdem ville et partium adiacentium quod a die confectionis presentium usque ad
finem quinque annorum proximo sequentium completorum capiatis in eadem villa
consuetudines subscriptas videlicet: De quolibet summagio bladi ven’ cuiuscumgque
generis sit aut brasei unum quadrantem. De quolibet equo et equa, bove et vacca
ven” unum obolum. De quolibet corio equi et eque, bovis et vacce frisco salito aut
tannato ven’ unum quadrantem. De quingue baconibus ven” unum obolum. De
decem parvis ven” unum obolum. De decem ovibus, capris et porcis unum denarium.
De decem velleribus ven” unum obolum. De qualibet centena pellium ovium
lanutarum et caprarum ven” unum denarium. De qualibet centena pellium agnorum,
capriolorum, leporum, cuniculorum, vulpium, catorum et squirellorum ven” unum
obolum. De qualibet centena grisei operis ven’ sex denarios. De quolibet quarterio
salis ven” unum quadrantem. De quolibet summagio panni ven” unum obolum. De
quolibet panno integro vend’ valoris quadraginta solidorum unum obolum. De
quolibet trussello pannorum ven’ ducto per carettam tres denarios. De qualibet
centena pannorum de wurthstede ven’ duos denarios. De quolibet panno de
wurthstede qui vocatur coverlit valoris quadraginta solidorum ven” unum denarium.
De qualibet centena linee tele vend” unum obolum. De qualibet centena linee tele de
Aylesham ven” unum denarium. De quolibet chef 5 de cendallo afforciato ven” unum
denarium et de alio cendallo unum obolum. De qualibet centena milvelli saliti aut
duri piscis ven” duos denarios. De qualibet carettata piscis marini vend’ quatuor
denarios. De quolibet summagio piscis marini vend’ unum obolum. De quolibet
salmone ven” unum quadrantem. De qualibet duodena lampredarum ven” unum
denarium. De quolibet dolio de stureomi ven’ unum obolum. De quolibet miliari
allecis ven” unum quadrantem. De quolibet summagio cinerum ven” unum obolum.
De quolibet summagio mellis ven” unum denarium. De quolibet sacco lane ven” duos
denarios. De qualibet carettata tanni ven’ per ebdomodam unum denarium. De
averio ponderis scilicet de centena unum denarium. De qualibet pisa cepi et uncti
ven” unum denarium. De quolibet quarter” waide ven” duos denarios. De duobus
miliaribus allei aut ceparum ven” unum obolum. De qualibet bala cordewanni ven’
tres denarios. De qualibet centena bordi ven” unum obolum. De qualibet mola ven’
unum obolum. De qualibet centena fagotorum ven’ unum quadrantem. De qualibet
carettata busce aut maeremii ven’ per ebdomodam unum obolum. De qualibet
centena stagni, eris et cupri ven’ duos denarios. De quolibet trussello cuiuscumgque
mercimonii ven’ excedentis valorem decem solidorum unum obolum. De quolibet
dolio vini ven” tres obolos. De qualibet mercandisa ven’ hic non nominata valoris
quinque solidorum et ultra unum quadrantem. Et ideo vobis mandamus quod
predictas consuetudines usque ad finem predictorum quingue annorum capiatis sicut
predictum est. Completo autem termino illo dicte consuetudines penitus cessent et
deleantur. In cuius et cetera per predictos quinque annos duratur’. Teste rege apud
Donypas iiij die Octobris per billam de scaccario.

15 ‘chef” is Anglo-Norman for a bolt or large piece of cloth (www.anglo-norman.net).



Chapter 11
Northampton’s Latin Custumal

Northampton’s medieval customary law survives in Latin, French and
English texts, dating respectively from the early fourteenth, the fourteenth
and the fifteenth centuries. The contents of the various custumals have
been summarised by Bateson (1904, xliff; 1906 passim) and discussed
further by Cam (1930b, 4ff), Lee (1951) and Williams (1986-7). Bateson and
Lee transcribed and translated parts of the Latin custumal but a
substantial section has remained unpublished. A full transcription of the
English version is contained within The Records of the Borough of
Northampton (Markham 1898, 197-236). The French version has not been
published; although it is missing its earlier sections, beginning mid-way
through law XXV (29), Bateson concluded that it tallies so closely with
the complete English version that it was probably the original from which
the English translation was made. These later custumals for the most part
follow the framework of the earlier Latin manuscript although there are
significant additions, omissions and alterations.

The present volume is primarily concerned with the governance of
Northampton in the later thirteenth century and the Latin version of the
custumal (Bodleian, Douce ms 98, f 158-63) relates very much to this
period; it had its origins in the later twelfth century and a series of
modifications can be seen to have been made during the thirteenth
century. Although the French and English custumals are later and outside
the time-period under discussion they are briefly examined as their
histories can provide an increased understanding of the role of North-
ampton’s customary law and its transmission through later centuries and
they also help to provide an historical context for the Latin custumal. The
nature of the Latin custumal and its relationship to the later French and
English versions are then examined, before an attempt is made to
deconstruct the Latin custumal and its components in order to develop a
relative chronology for their evolution. The various provisions contained
within the custumal are described and finally the place of the custumal
in contemporary practice is discussed.

The French custumal

The French custumal is contained in a bound volume in the British
Library (BL add 34308). The beginning of the custumal is missing, the text
commencing in the middle of clause XXV. The date of 1341 in the last law
(LVIID) suggests that the custumal dates from soon after that time. The
text is written in an elegant book hand and would appear not to be a
working document but rather a formal reference copy and the remaining

212
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contents and the inscriptions at the beginning and end of the volume
seem to indicate that it originated as and remained part of the borough
archives, perhaps until the late eighteenth century. Besides the custumal
itself, the volume contains in a variety of much later hands, the wording,
for the most part in English, of oaths taken when an individual assumed
one of the various offices in Northampton such as mayor, bailiff,
eschaetor, mayor’s serjeant etc. There are a number of other texts, for
example ‘the assize of bread after the statute of Winchester’. The final
entry is dated September 1625 and is signed by the mayor and bailiffs for
that year.

Three pages prior to the commencement of the text of the custumal itself
and three pages at the end of the volume contain a number of other
signatures, some more formal and some that can best be described as
practice scrawls, particularly those of Raphael Coldwell, of which there
are several examples. The signatures include ‘Benjamin Bullivant mayor
1702’, ‘R Lucas mayor 1757" and ‘H Woolley mayor 1769’. Other known
officials who signed were William Raynsford, who was bailiff in 1568
and mayor in 1577 and 1585, and Henry Lee, town clerk in the later
seventeenth century and author of a history of Northampton ‘who
served the Corporation of Northampton in the Office of Town clerk Fifty
and Three years till 1715" (Lee 1932, 67). Dated signatures include
Benjamin Coldwell (1623), Robert Fowler (1638), Samuel Coldwell (1640)
and John Fisher (1641). The Coldwells were presumably members of the
Coldwell family that supplied a number of Northampton officials (see
below).

Inside the front cover there is a book plate ‘Bateman of Middleton Hall
(by Youlgrave) in the County of Derby’. Thomas Bateman (1760-1847) was
a wealthy magnate and antiquarian who assembled an excellent library
and his son William and grandson Thomas continued the family interest
in history, investigating a large number of Derbyshire barrows. The family
wealth, however, was squandered by the great-grandson Thomas William
(1852-1895) who, shortly before he died, had to sell the accumulated
antiquarian collections to meet his debts. Presumably the French custumal
was acquired by one of the Batemans in the late eighteenth or earlier part
of the nineteenth century, perhaps by Thomas Bateman whose signature
appears with the date 19th April 1845. But from whom was the volume
acquired? Was it directly from the Northampton Borough Corporation?
The volume was subsequently purchased by the British Museum at
Sothebys in 1895.

Whatever its later history the French custumal was clearly part of the
Northampton muniments into the eighteenth century. When English
completely supplanted French as a working language of government the
volume was employed as a repository for the oaths of office.
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The English custumal

The English Liber Custumarum is still part of the Northampton Borough
archives and is housed in the Northamptonshire Record Office. It contains
148 leaves of fine vellum in a fine leather binding with brass clasps. The
customary law as laid out in the French custumal is here presented in
English but in addition there is an extensive series of ordinances and other
matter drawn up under a long series of mayors from the later fourteenth
century through to the sixteenth century. Markham suggests that the
major part of the custumal, comprising the clauses of the earlier
custumals together with a number of the new ordinances, was written
about 1460, with additional material being added into the sixteenth
century. Certainly the original compilation would seem to belong to the
later fifteenth century. A page at the end of the volume contains the
inscriptions ‘George Coldwell anno Domini 1621” and “Tobie Caldwell
towne Clerke in the yeare of our lord god 1621’, as well as the names John
Guifford, Beniamin Coldwell and Raphael. George Coldwell is known to
have been town clerk in 1592 and mayor in 1605 and Tobie Coldwell
bailiff in 1616 and town clerk in 1618. John Giffard was bailiff in 1623 and
mayor in 1628, 1636 and 1642 while Benoni (Benjamin) Caldwell was
bailiff in 1637, chamberlain in 1647 and mayor in 1650.! The signature
Raphael matches many of the examples of Raphael Coldwell in the French
custumal. Both the French and the English custumals can thus be seen to
have been part of the holding of the borough and its officers in the later
medieval period and presumably acted as works of reference in borough
governance. Certainly in the case of the English custumal we can see the
customary law of Northampton as something organic and constantly
evolving but perhaps still incorporating obsolete or no longer understood
provisions (see below).

The Latin custumal

The Latin custumal is very different in that it does not appear ever to have
been part of the borough muniments but rather a copy made by or for
someone with legal interests. It is within a small bound early fourteenth-
century parchment volume that was part of the collection of printed
books and manuscripts bequeathed to the Bodleian Library by Francis
Douce, a collector with a special interest in the manners, customs and
language of England, who died in 1834. The title page has the heading
‘Lex Anglicana Perantiqua’ and about half the volume, containing 399
pages, comprises a range of statutes mainly belonging to the time of
Henry III to Edward II, including the three statutes of Westminster, the
statute of merchants and the assizes of bread and ale. Further contents
include a treatise on husbandry and a Britton (Bodleian Library 1840, 14f;).

1 Here the lists contained in Cox 1898, 547-571 have been utilised,
notwithstanding the present author’s reservations about the accuracy of these
lists for the medieval period (see Chapter 15).
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The Northampton custumal, covering a mere twelve pages (Bodleian,
Douce MS. 98, 158r — 163v) is different from other material in relating to a
specific town. The volume is beautifully written, probably in a single hand,
within a ruled framework on each page; capital letters introducing sections
or clauses are richly decorated in blue and red. The pages of the individual
sections are headed by a capital letter which appears against the relevant
entry on the contents pages. The individual or body responsible for the
compilation of the volume is unknown but obviously had a deep interest
in the legal framework of the later thirteenth and early fourteenth
centuries and was also wealthy enough to cause such a finely produced
volume to be created. The source or sources used in relation to the
Northampton custumal are similarly unknown.

The Latin custumal is written in a single fine hand with the first letter of
each law rendered as an ornate capital. Additionally Incipiunt leges ville
Norhampton (0A) and Considerationes Norht” per xxiv juratos (0B) are
emboldened and the C of Considerationes is six lines deep and elaborately
decorated (Frontispiece). All the laws, apart from 65 and 66, have a
heading in the margin. The custumal is a copy of one or more earlier
documents. Because it is a copy in a single hand one cannot deconstruct
its history and that of its component elements on the basis of clearly
signposted insertions and deletions in the text and variations in the script;
analysis of the architecture of individual clauses and the language
employed may, however, provide some insights (see below).

The relationship between the Latin, French and English custumals

Bateson and Cam divided the Latin custumal into two parts, indeed
possibly into two separate custumals, containing 24 (OA and 1-24) and 42
(0B and 25-66) laws respectively, apparently very much influenced by the
elaborate heading Considerationes Norht” per xxiv juratos (0B), which could
be argued to begin a new document (Frontispiece). ‘First part’ and ‘second
part’ in the present discussion refer respectively to these divisions.
Bateson selectively transcribed and translated laws of both parts, which
are included in her thematic study of borough customs (1904; 1906). Lee
(1951) followed the two-part thinking of Bateson and Cam. He transcribed
and translated the first part completely but the second part has remained
unpublished, apart from the few laws treated by Bateson.

It would appear, however, that, rather than being a copy in a single hand
of two separate custumals, the fourteenth-century Latin text represents
the stage Northampton’s code of customary law had reached by the
second half of the thirteenth century; with further modifications it would
develop into the French and English custumals of the fourteenth and
fifteenth centuries. The Considerationes Norht’ per xxiv juratos, with the list
of twenty-four names (0B), presumably attracted the attention of the
copyist, resulting in the prominence given to the heading, but it is
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probably best to regard the clauses here introduced (and exactly which
ones were they?) as a set of additions and modifications to Northampton’s
evolving custumal. A new numbering system is therefore proposed and,
since subsequent commentators have followed the numbering scheme
adopted by Bateson (1904, xliv), which gave separate sequences to the
two parts, with prefixes I and II, a concordance table is provided (Table
11.1). For no explained reason Bateson omitted 50, which deals with the
reasonable condition of cloth, and consequently there is a gap in her
numbering sequence. Introductory paragraphs at the beginning of the
document and preceding 25 are numbered 0A and 0B respectively. Two
further columns in the table indicate the laws in the later French and
English custumals that can be correlated with those of the Latin custumal.

There are variations between the Latin and later custumals, and presum-
ably there would have been variations between the Latin custumal as we
now have it and its antecedents. This will have resulted partly from the
evolution of the customary law of Northampton. It also appears to reflect
difficulties experienced by later copyists with the language and meaning
of the earlier versions. While a record of existing and previous laws may
have been handed down and subsequently translated into French and
English the original context of some laws may have disappeared and the
regulations themselves may no longer have been current. Indeed in places
we very much appear to be dealing with a flawed antiquarian record
rather than an updated and accurate regulatory code, something that is
not inconsistent with John Eustach’s stated intent of writing ‘for the
information of younger men and to record past events’ . This can most
clearly be illustrated by looking at some of the differences between the
Latin and later versions of the custumal. For example 59 deals with the
poor weaving of cloth while the equivalent French and English versions
refer to poor dyeing, although the overall structure of the laws is the
same; presumably textor, possibly ill-written or abbreviated, has been mis-
read as tinctor before being translated into French as teyngturer and then
English as deyster. One might assume that if the law was still being
applied such a change would not have occurred.

Law 31 can also be cited. The heading suggests that its sole concern relates
to where bakers and regrators (and others), as well as sellers of hay and
straw, should sit when selling their wares, notwithstanding that ‘the
sellers of hay and straw’ might appear to be a later addition to the
heading. In the regulation itself the sellers of hay and straw are included
after the statement of the penalty for contravention of 31; nonetheless,
they appear to comprise just another category of those having goods to
sell. ‘Nor those selling hay and straw from their hoods on the ground’
then apparently develops in the French and English custumals into a
separate law with a different meaning (XXVII), forbidding anyone
bringing hay or straw into the town from taking it off their heads? and

2 de capitibus in the Latin could in fact mean ‘from their hoods’ or ’from their
heads’.
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Table 11.1: Correlation of Northampton’s custumals

258 §% wF
ES& &8 &8 Clausecontent
0A Those are written below who drew up the laws
1 I1 I Tenure by a year and a day
2 12 II Inheritance
3 13 I Land to be sold on account of poverty
4 14 \% Dower
5 I5 VI Marriage portion
6 16 VII Children of the first and second wife
7 17 VIII The cry of the infant in the solar
8 I8 IX Land which a kinsman or the lord of the fee refuses to buy
9 19 XI Land acquired
10 110 Purchased and inherited land
1 I1 XII Residence in the borough for a year and a day
12 112 XII The marriage of daughters
13 113 X A tenement enclosed
14 114 XVI A tenement enclosed
15 115 Giving relief
16 116 XVII Dispute concerning a building or a wall
17 117 XIX Nurses and weavers
18 118 XVIII  Non-local merchants
19 119 The manner of taking distress
20 I20 XX Obligation of merchants traversing the county to pay custom
21 121 XXI Distresses which may be fairly taken
22 122 The debtor and his pledges
23 123 X1V Mortgagors of land
24 124 XV Those who omit their tenements in order to defraud the tenants
0B Ordinances of Northampton through 24 jurors
25 II1 XXII Amercement of those disregarding a summons by the
community
26 112 Natives of the town wishing to be admitted to the franchise
27 1I3 XXII  Stallage given by butchers and fishmongers
28 114 XXIV  Things that ought not to yield profit on purchases
29 II5 XXV XXV Those who should not forestall
(part)
30 II6 The ancient assize of the archbishop

31 II7 XXVI- XXVI- Where bakers and regrators should sit, similarly sellers of hay
Vil VII and straw

32 II8 XXVIII XXVII Those who bring timber into town
33 19 XXX XXX Regrating

34 1110 A quarter of salmon thrown down
35 I Those who say [they wish] to enter stallage
36 1112 Those who are to be placed in a tithing

37 1113 XXXII XXXIII Tronage and those things relating to the seld

38 1114 XXXIV XXXIV  Those who take fresh hides outside the town

39 1115 XXXV XXXV  Keeping watch

40 II16 XXXVI XXXVI Those who go to fairs before others to hire shops

41 1117 XXXVII XXXVII Those who make loans to knights or others who owe debts to
burgesses

42 1118 XXXVII XXXVIII The admission of servants

continued on next page
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Table 11.1 continued

2 5 = § = §

«5 2 25 %3

= = L2 <2

S8 M =3 K3 Clause content

43 1119 Those who go beyond London Bridge except to religious
festivals

44 1120 XXXIX XXXIX No association [by] which the office of the bailiffs [would lose
its rights]

45 1121 XL XL Regrators of threads and their purchases
46 1122 XLI XLI Those who put a penny on their bargain
47 1123 XLIII ~ XLII  False colouring being put in cloths

48 1124 XLIII  XLII  False colouring of earth

49 1125 XLIOI ~ XLHOI  Chalk for dyeing

50 XLIII  XLIII  Reasonable quality of cloths

51 1126 XLIII XLIII  Filth being cast in the road

52 1127 XLV XLV Butchers who wish to become master butchers
53 128 XLVI ~ XLVI  The buying of pigs and warranty

54 1129 XLVII XLVII  Selling unsound meat

55 1130 XLVIII XLVIII 6d. being given for a quarter of woad

56 1131 XLIX  XLIX  Skins and wool

57 1132 Grinding stones
58 1I33 L L Land bought and rents
59 1134 LI LI Weavers weaving cloths badly

60 1135 LII LII Workers of cloths who should not sit on their looms

61 1136 LII LI The width of cloths

62 1137 LI LI Those who wish to trade with the pennies of Lombards and
strangers

63 1138 LII LIII Woad-dealers, the assize of woad and bales of woad being
made in Northampton

64 1139 LIII  LIII Those who are enfeoffed and seek unjustly to destroy their

feoffments
65 1140 LV LV [Distraint by a superior lord]
66 1141 LVI LVI [Attaching a debtor or his host]
v v The king or chief lord making an agreement within eight days

of land having been granted
XXIX  XXIX  Those who buy hides anywhere but in the market
XXXI  XXXI  The employment of agents for the purchase of goods
XXXII  XXXII  The children of men that are put in prison
XLII  XLII Pleading in court

LVII LVII The ousting of a man from his freehold by intrusion or abatement
LVIII LVII  Aman bornin the town entering his name on the town register
and paying his fees

Correlation between the numbering system for Northampton'’s Latin custumal applied in this
volume and that of Bateson (1904, xliv), together with the equivalent laws in the later French
and English versions of the custumal (the French custumal is missing any clauses up to XXV).
Note that the French custumal contains the following new laws: XXIX, XXXI, XXXII, XLII, LI,
LVII and LVIIL; and the English custumal the following: IV, XXIX, XXXI, XXXII, XLII, LI, LVII
and LVIIL

1 The French and English versions of this law match the Latin version apart from them now referring to
dyers rather than weavers.
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putting it on the ground until it had been sold. Davis, commenting on the
English version of XXVII, suggests that such a provision is consistent with
a requirement for stallage to be paid when goods for sale were displayed
on the ground (2012, 160), yet the original Latin law does seem to be solely
concerned with where the sellers of a variety of goods should be located.
It can also be noted that the Latin version of the next law (32) seems to
suggest that the act of putting goods on the ground indicated that they
were for sale, whereas again the French and English versions (XXVIII)
surprisingly prohibited the placing of even ‘great timber’ on the ground
before it was sold. A similar process of mechanistic copying and sub-
sequent misundertanding, resulting in new meanings, is apparent in
London law during the thirteenth century (pers. comm. D Keene).

Laws 18 and 37 perhaps also throw light on the process of the custumal’s
evolution. There are significant differences between them but is 37 a later
variant of 18, or at least does the one influence the other? Both laws are
concerned with controlling sales where there was a need for common
standards of weight or volume. A similar range of goods is listed although
18 is primarily concerned with non-local merchants; the role of the seld
is underlined in both but in 18 it is the seld of the king rather than just
the seld and the king’s fair is specifically named there as the location
where selling should take place. Perhaps significantly the rules of tronage
and the charges to be levied are set out in 37 whereas in 18 it is the
principle that tronage is required, rather than the financial arrangements,
that is paramount, and the royal rights in respect of the fair and seld are
clearly underlined. Again in 18 the town bailiffs are not given a role in
collecting dues. Does 18 therefore relate to a time before the townspeople
of Northampton had their town at farm and the associated financial
responsibility.

Laws 26 and 35 can also be compared. The 5s. 4d. charge to be levied is
the same; does a merchant entering the franchise essentially equate with
the purchasing of a stall? Such an interpretation is reinforced if 27 is
accepted as a proviso of 26 (see below). The measures contained in these
laws seem to be treated together in LVIIL

The following discussion firstly attempts to disentangle further the
chronology of the compilation of the Latin custumal and then describes
its content. Some comparison is made with other early custumals and
consideration is then given to the place of the custumal in the develop-
ment of customary law at Northampton.

Deconstructing the chronology of the Latin custumal

The Latin custumal as we have it is an early fourteenth-century copy but
the text contained within it would seem to have evolved during, at most,
the century following the late 1180s. At the end of an introductory clause
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(0A) it is stated that John Eustach, once clerk of Northampton, caused the
laws, that is presumably all the laws in the Latin custumal, to be written
down for the information of younger men and to record past events.
Bateson notes that a John Eustace appears in a list of burgesses of 1264
and also in the hundred rolls a decade later and Lee ascribes John
Eustace’s version of the custumal to 1260-5. It is quite possible, however,
that its creation was a little later. Between about 1237 and 1284 there are
a fair number of instances of Robert the clerk representing Northampton
at the adventus at the exchequer, no other clerk being recorded, although
that does not of course exclude other clerks (Chapter 15; Tables 15.2 and
15.3). It can also be noted that a John Eustace was one of the bailiffs in
1293-4 responsible for the bailiffs” account of that date (BA). John could
have been clerk before becoming a bailiff.

The introductory clause (0A) contains a list of forty men who ‘drew up
the laws of Northampton’ and there would appear to be agreement, based
on the biographies of these men, that this act of recorded codification
dates to ¢.1185-1190 (Williams 1986-7, 215-6; Lee 1951, 3-5; Bateson 1904,
xli-xlii). This was the time when the burgesses gained the right to farm
the town themselves and also their first charter and the three events may
not be unconnected in witnessing a growing assertion of community
identity. The earliest parts of the custumal, those apparently compiled by
the forty men, are among the first written products related to borough
governance in this country, albeit in the form of a later copy (Martin 1961,
149; 1963, 129; 1997, 122), but it is not clear whether it was the first
occasion that any of Northampton’s laws had been set down in written
form. There is an additional problem in being certain as to precisely which
clauses, either wholly or partly, can be ascribed to the forty men
themselves and the beginnings of the custumal’s life, although it has
previously been assumed that they comprised the clauses up to 24.

What appears to be a second part to the custumal, paralleling the first
part, begins with the names of the twenty-four jurati, who made the
ordinances that follow (0B). Bateson and Cam, on the basis of dated
occurrences of the names elsewhere, assigned this part of the custumal,
that is clauses 25 onwards, to 1260 or soon afterwards. Lee, however,
notes that Robert Speciarius was mayor on more than one occasion
around 1230 and that this part of the custumal essentially dated from this
time, although with some later additions. Re-examination of the list of
twenty-four names, in the light of additional information about the
careers of the twenty-four, very much supports Lee’s view, although
references to the lives of the jurati seem to span some 50 years. A Simon
Vitor first appears in the late twelfth century and was probably an
advocate (Williams 1986-7, 229). At that time one can distinguish Simon
Vitor senior and Simon Vitor junior. Presumably it was the latter, who
was a bailiff around 1220, who is referred to here; William Hogelin was
bailiff in 1224 and Benedict Dod, Edmund ad Quarreram and William
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Mercer were all also bailiffs in the late 1210s or early 1220s, the time when
William Tilly dominated the mayoralty.> William son of John was bailiff
in 1243-4 and 1244-5. By the early 1250s Benedict Dod had become mayor
twice and Roger son of Theobald was mayor at this time at least twice,
and William Gaugy once. Thomas Kynne, mayor in 1255-6, heads the list
of twenty-four burgesses enjoined in 1264 to protect the Jews, among
whom are Benedict Dod, again, and also Adam de Staunford. An Adam
de Staunford was a bailiff in 1247 or earlier* and the same name occurs,
not apparently in an historical sense referring to times past, in the
hundred rolls. Perhaps there was more than one Adam de Staunford. It
is stated clearly, however, that the ordinances were made during the
mayoralty of Robert Speciarius. Not only was he mayor in the early 1230s
but he was probably the Robert le Especer who was custos in 1227-8.
William Gaugy, Michael son of Philip and Richard le Estreis were all
bailiffs at this time and it would be reasonable to see those attaining the
office of mayor in the 1250s having a more junior role in the affairs of the
town during the 1230s, sufficient to include them within the ranks of the
twenty-four jurati. The mention of the ‘ancient assize of the archbishop’
for bread would not be inconsistent with 30 dating to the time of Robert
le Especer.> Sometime between 1193 and 1199 Richard I, in the presence
of Hubert Walter, archbishop of Canterbury, made an assize of bread and
ale (presumably the assize of the archbishop), which would be the basis
for future regulation. Various assizes of bread and ale date from the first
half of the thirteenth century but it is only really with the assisa panis et
cervisie of 1266-7 that a national standard practice emerged.® We can note
that the assize in 30 is referred to as ancient but absence of mention of a
later assize would perhaps be surprising if the law had dated more to the
middle of the century. In that context it would certainly seem to predate
1266-7.

Although, therefore, a core of the second part of the custumal probably
belongs to the 1230s there are some specifically dated laws that have
clearly been added subsequently. Thus 59 and 60 are given a date of
March 25, 12517, 34 is recorded as being enacted on March 17, 1260, and
47, and 48-50 as well if these laws are in fact additional clauses of 47, are
dated to March 28, 1260. 26 would clearly seem to be part of the original
second part of the custumal, seeing that the five men elected to enforce
this ordinance were all members of the twenty-four jurati and include
Robert Speciarius as mayor. The ‘aforesaid twenty-four jurati’ are
mentioned in 35, and the presence of William Hogelin and Philip son of

3 For further biographical information see Chapter 15.

4 JUSTI/614B aalt 0896.

5 One of the provisum est laws: see below.

6 Britnell 1993, 94; Seabourne 2003, 75.

7 61 and 62, contra Bateson, are not similarly dated, the names at the end
suggesting a somewhat earlier time.
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Richard, both of whom are members of the twenty-four, would similarly
seem to place 62 with the main body of the second part of the custumal,
although William Tilly, whose floruit was certainly earlier, is also named.

Lee (1951, 6) recognised that a continuous process of amendment was in
progress in the custumal, clouding understanding and hindering the
disentanglement of the various interlocking pieces, and indeed it is
necessary to accept that one might have variations in language and style
at a single date and copying of terminology and phraseology across the
course of time. One can imagine successive versions of the custumal with
crossings out and insertions as Northampton’s governing body and their
clerk adapted and reacted to changing circumstances of the day. Is it
possible then from the fixed chronological points noted above to
deconstruct the history of the custumal further?

At first sight the two parts do have distinctive characters. The first part
mostly deals with a variety of family matters including inheritance, with
tenure and the sale of land and with the taking of distress. The various
laws set out principles and action to be taken but do not generally concern
themselves with financial levies or penalties for non-compliance. The
second part on the other hand, excepting 64-66, has a much more
commercial feel about it, dealing as it does with regulations relating to
town governance, to trade and craft standards, to payments relating to
transactions and to fines for transgressing expected norms: the leges of
the first part contrast with the consideraciones of the second part.

Although Lee did not take matters further he considered that the laws
introduced by Quicumque or ‘Whosoever’ provided an important clue in
understanding the chronological development of the custumal, noting
that all the thirteen Quicumgque laws of the first part are in the first fifteen;
the only non-Quicumgque laws in this section are 5 and 6, which begin
respectively with Si aliquis and Si quis (If anyone). It is reasonable,
however, to consider 5 and 6 as extensions of 4 and indeed there are two
si aliqua sub-clauses already contained within the body of 4. Further
Quicumgque laws, 65-6, similar in content and approach to those in the first
part, with 65 being very much part of a group with 13-15, are to be found
right at the end of the second part and it is tempting, therefore, to ask
whether they were part of the twelfth-century custumal, with certainly
the rest of the second part and quite possibly some of the first part being
subsequently inserted into the heart of that original custumal.

There are further groups of introductory formulae. Thus 18-22 commence
with Nullus ... potest (No [...] can) and the final two laws of the first part
(23 and 24) are governed by the Provisum est quod in 23 with the following
verb being in the subjunctive (It is provided that ...). This formula also
appears in the second part. Sometimes it is written out in full; sometimes,
particularly where one seems to be dealing with a group of laws, Provisum
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est only appears in the first law with the subsequent laws beginning Et
quod (And that) or Quod (That) on its own, followed by the subjunctive,
as in 35-7, and 51-4. In some cases even the Quod is omitted although the
basic sentence structure is maintained, as in 41 and 49. When one includes
all the laws beginning with Provisum est together with their ‘dependants’
we have a group comprising 23-4, 25, 28-46, 51-5, 58, and 61-2. The
remaining laws are 26-7, 47-50, 56-7 and 59-60. All of these apart from 26-
7 are governed by an opening Consideratur or Consideratum est quod (It
is/was ordained that), 48-50 and 60 as above depending on consideratur
or consideratum est in previous laws. 47-50 and 59-60 have been noted to
be later additions to the custumal. 34, which is also later, does commence
Provisum est, but perhaps it should be seen as a postscript to 33, the
opening of which it copies. The two laws that do not follow the various
formulae are 26 and 27. 26, as noted previously would seem to have been
part of the original second part associated with 0B; 27, also dealing with
stallage could be seen to be a qualification of 26.

It was noted earlier that any of the laws may have been subject to editing
and change, in a way that is not immediately obvious when examining a
fourteenth-century fair-hand copy of John Eustace’s late thirteenth-
century version of the custumal. Lee (1951, 6), citing 21 as an example,
felt that the internal architecture of individual laws of the first part of the
custumal provided a useful clue: ‘In each case there is a Main Proposition
or Principle, which presumably was a part or the whole of the original
law. Then usually comes a Nisi or Except clause, which may be either
contemporaneous or a later addition. Finally there may be a Proviso,
perhaps beginning with Set or But, often of a cryptic character, this being
the hall-mark of an addendum arising out of practice.” Law 3 perhaps
most clearly illustrates the evolutionary process. The main proposition is
followed by an ‘except clause’ and there are then three provisos
introduced by ‘And if’, the third proviso of that law containing reference
to the town’s coroners. The office of county coroner was established in
1194 with the first borough coroners being authorised in 1200 (Hunnisett
1961, 1). Thus while the codification of the laws of Northampton that ‘the
forty men “ undertook almost certainly dates to c.1185-1190, and the main
proposition of 3 would appear to belong very much to that codification,
one or more of the provisos would seem to be later clarifications of the
original law and later in date.

Is it possible then to suggest a tentative evolutionary framework for the
compilation of the Latin custumal? The original core of the custumal
almost certainly comprised all or major parts (certainly the main
propositions) of the Quicumque laws, including 65 and 66; could these, in
fact, form the total of the late twelfth-century laws, with all other laws
being later? The Nullus potest laws and the 23 Provisum est law were
possibly broadly contemporary with the Quicumgque laws, or a little later.
Then, during the mayoralty of Robert Speciarius a group of Provisum est
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laws in the second part (excepting certainly 34) was inserted into the
custumal, along with 26. Rather than seeing 0B as an introduction to the
whole of the second part of the custumal perhaps it is best to think of it
as introducing only a group of the laws that follow it — but exactly which
ones were these? The laws specifically dated to 1251 and 1260 were clearly
added later but whether, within the framework described, clauses, sub-
clauses and provisos dependent on Quicumgque and Provisum est were
always or sometimes contemporary with the statement on which they
depended or were later extensions or clarifications of these statements is
impossible to say.

The provisions of the Latin custumal

Bearing in mind the uncertainties described in trying to establish the
sequence for the compilation of the custumal, rather than commenting
on the individual laws in their present sequence an attempt will be made
to consider the various laws in relation to some broad themes.

Most of the opening section of the first part (1-10 and 12) relates to the
tenure of property, both inherited and bought, and the rights of the
individual to dispose freely of that property, taking into account any
claims of a wife and other heirs and relatives. 1 covers a basic right that
if land had been bought in court according to the law of the town anyone
wishing to challenge the legality of ownership must do so within a year
and a day. Essentially, if for reasons of poverty anyone wished to give in
fee or sell inherited land then the heir or another relative would have
prior claim, provided that he or she was prepared to match the price
another buyer would pay (2-3, 10). If land had first been offered to a lord
or a kinsman and had been turned down then any sale or mortgage could
not be revoked (8). Acquired land, however, might be disposed of through
public sale, even though an heir objected (9). The rights of a wife and
children by one or more wives, particularly in relation to property
brought into the marriage as dower, were protected (4-7, 12). 5-6, both in
terms of content and also by their failure to follow the Quicumgque formula
(see above), very much have the appearance of closing loopholes that had
become apparent as a result of test cases in the town court and may be
additions to the original custumal (see above). Just before the end of this
section 11 covers the right of anyone residing in Northampton for a year
and a day without challenge to remain there.

13-15 and 65 concern the relationship between landlord and tenant, in
respect of the service that the latter owed to the former and the
procedures that should be followed when either party failed in aspects
of their obligations. All four laws again have the appearance of setting
out appropriate responses in the light of specific cases that had arisen. 13
considers how to distrain the service of a tenement when that tenement
had been ‘enclosed’, that is presumably surrounded by other property to
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which the person seeking redress did not have right of access or passage.
This law is much extended in the later English custumal. Although 14
also has a heading ‘A tenement enclosed’ it is concerned, like 15, rather
with ‘sellings” and release. Sellings, an alienation fee, was paid, in the case
of Northampton to the chief lord, when property was sold and relief was
paid by an heir on receiving an inherited estate. Northampton does not
appear to have followed the norm, for Hemmeon comments that it is only
in a few boroughs that sellings was payable and that the older and larger
boroughs were free from relief at this time (1914, 54ff; 18ff). 14 states that
where these dues applied, if a man owned several properties only a single
sellings and relief would be payable and 15 notes that where both a seller
and a buyer had paid sellings then relief would not also be payable after
the death of the feoffor. 65 concerns the situation where there was a
hierarchy of lords and property was held of a lord who was himself the
tenant of a further lord and so on. Essentially if a tenant had paid his
service to his immediate lord he would be free of service to a superior
lord. 66 concerns debt by individuals from outside Northampton and the
power of the bailiffs to distrain such a debtor’s chattels if he visited the
town after the agreed term of the loan, the liability of such a debtor’s host
in the town and the liability of a bailiff if he had taken a bribe from the
debtor. All the above Quicumque laws are well written and constructed
with an initial principle followed by further explanation.

19 and 21-24 concern debt and the taking of distress. 19 and 21-2 seek to
ensure that distress was taken, at least in the first instance, on the debtor
and not on a guarantor or a neighbour, and distress was not to be taken
on food and the means of providing daily sustenance. 23-4 cite specific
fraudulent stratagems that were not acceptable.

Property figures again in 16 and 58. All transactions involving the buying
and selling of property and rents were to incur a charge of 2d. in the
pound. Building disputes were to be decided by the bailiffs and town
court.

The custumal does not have a section defining the rights and duties of
being a burgess and what it meant to have such a status. A number of
laws, however, relate to some basic obligations. 36 deals with the charges
and procedures for being admitted to a tithing while 26 indicates the
charge to be levied from merchants wanting to be admitted to the liberty
of the town, although this liberty is not defined. Since only merchants are
mentioned does this lend credence to the dominance of merchants in
Northampton society? Merchants were to pay 5s. 4d. for admission, the
same charge that all those wanting to sell merchandise should pay the
bailiffs for a stall (35). Is this then the same regulation in a different guise
(see above)? 25 sets out the fine for not responding to a summons from
the mayor and 39 deals with admittance to the watch of the town.
Northampton does not appear to have had a guild merchant, and in 44
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any association which might be detrimental to the rights of the office of
the bailiffs is prohibited, although it would appear that the bakers had a
craft association (BA C19) and that the butchers may have had one in the
past (52). In a number of laws we find that being a burgess brought with
it an expectation of not seeking or gaining unfair commercial advantage
over one’s fellow burgesses. There would appear to be some conflict
between 40 and 43 but perhaps nisi should be read as nor’ rather than
‘except’, the requirement being that merchants should not seek to travel
in advance of their colleagues in order to obtain a better pitch for selling
their wares. Similarly at fairs (41), before giving credit to a potential
purchaser a merchant should check whether that purchaser already had
credit from a fellow Northampton merchant, with the implication,
understood, that the new transaction might have an adverse impact on
his colleague. The need for self-protection and group solidarity when
away from home is reflected in the various organisational structures and
regulations to be found among merchants from London, York, Lincoln
and Beverley and Flanders (Moore 1985, 98, 102).

Regulations relating to buying and selling in the market place constitute
a major part of the custumal but they are dispersed through it rather than
being systematically ordered in a single location, again adding weight to
the idea of the custumal as a constantly evolving code. 27 and 35 relate to
payments for stallage while 31 sets out where bakers and regrators and
others should sell their wares. 33 and 45 lay down rules for regrating for
a variety of foodstuffs, firewood, coal, thread and more generally, and in
particular it stipulates that no regrating should take place before the first
hour. Similarly 29 covers forestalling in respect of fish. Both regrating and
forestalling involved the buying of goods wholesale for reselling retail,
with the hope that, by controlling supply, prices could be forced up and
profit made. While regrating took place within the town and involved
small-time sellers, forestalling could involve the interception of goods
destined for Northampton at some distance from the town. 28, another
measure aimed at eliminating unfair profit in respect of livestock,
provided that, where the number of potential purchases exceeded the
number of animals for sale, they should be apportioned by lot, rather than
some form of bidding process driving the price up. Again 46 prohibits a
purchaser putting a penny down on the goods to indicate completion of
sale while bargaining was still in effect continuing, thereby attempting to
reduce the cost of the deal.

Where goods, such as wool, oil, grease, nuts, lead, meat and cheese, were
sold by weight all weighing had to be undertaken by the official in charge
of the tron, under the supervision of the bailiffs, in the town seld, a sort
of market hall (see Chapter 4, The seld), unless a licence had been
obtained from the bailiffs (37). This would hopefully ensure fairness
through the use of standard weights. Traders from outside Northampton
had to bring their goods to the seld (18). 55-7 and 62 specify the charges
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to be paid to them for woad, skins, cloth and grinding stones. 63 seeks to
ensure the quality of woad. It can be noted that merchants not bringing
their goods to Northampton but only passing through or around the town
could be charged custom (20); in the fourteenth century such charges
were made at Billing Bridge, Syresham Cross and Slipton (Markham 1898,
222; see page 115).

Another group of laws deals with craft regulations and standards. 50 and
similarly 59 consider the quality of cloth in general terms and 61 the
width, while 47-9 prohibit the use of various additives for dyeing cloth.
60 forbids weavers sitting on their looms when they are weaving. 51-4
and also 38 deal with a variety of matters affecting butchers, including
the payment required to become a master butcher, the need for warranty
when buying pigs and the banning of filth being thrown into the street.
54, to modern eyes a somewhat curious mixing of commercial, charitable
and health considerations, prohibits the sale of unhealthy meat except in
certain places and then assigns any such meat that has been confiscated
to the use of the sick living at St Leonard’s hospital. Presumably leprous
or measly meat was thought to be fit for lepers. B6 relates to standards
for bread.

The context and purpose of the Latin custumal

It is interesting to compare two similarly early and fairly substantial
custumals, that of the later thirteenth century from Winchester (Furley
1927) and the Anglo-Norman example from Exeter (Schopp 1925). A
striking aspect of the Northampton custumal in relation to that of
Winchester is its lack of structure and its selectivity, although Furley
remarks on the latter’s absence of a methodical plan, with it resembling
‘much more the accretions of a Gothic church than the uniformity of a
Greek temple” (ibid. 5). Nonetheless it is far more systematic than the
Northampton custumal and there are sections on the city constitution,
craft regulations, the tariff of dues on sales, and procedure and
jurisdiction in the city court, for the most part arranged by the groupings
noted. The Exeter custumal is much more like that of Northampton.
Regulations relating to trade, toll and custom and the rules for those who
use the court, which comprise the larger part of it, are not systematically
arranged; a contrast is the comparative absence of laws like those in the
opening part of the Northampton custumal dealing with property,
inheritance and distress. Perhaps the earliest ordered approach to
regulating prices in the market place in a provincial town or city is
provided by the York civic ordinances of 1301. These were agreed
between the royal council and the civic authorities in the wake of rising
prices when Edward I moved his seat of administration to York in 1298
and the town became flooded with officials and others (Prestwich 1976).

In considering the internal dating evidence for the Northampton
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custumal together with the architecture of its composition and its content
the following picture perhaps emerges. In 1185 Northampton’s burgesses
paid 200 marks to the king to farm the town themselves and in 1189 they
obtained their first charter, from Richard I. Among the privileges
specifically granted by the charter were the holding of a weekly court,
the right to hold land within the town according to the custom of the
borough and various provisions regarding the taking of distress. It would
thus have been reasonable for the burgesses of Northampton at this point
in time to have sought to define their rights and freedoms relating to
property, inheritance and distress, and certainly the Quicumgque laws and
those in the first part of the custumal relating to distress very much have
the feel of setting down in writing some very real specific considerations.
The variability of language and form of the various laws overall, yet
internal consistency within groups of laws, suggests that John Eustace
was able to utilise a number of existing written manuscripts or possibly
edit a single much revised and annotated document. If it was merely
copying a single straightforward document the introductory phraseology
might be expected to have been different. We do not seem to be dealing
with innovatory approaches nor indeed is a comprehensive codification
being attempted but rather specific aspects of the existing custom of the
borough are being recognised.

One can imagine that following the obtaining of the right to farm the town
themselves for the fairly substantial annual sum of £120 the burgesses of
Northampton became increasingly financially conscious of maintaining
adequate control of income and this may well have contributed to the
increased financial concern witnessed in the later laws of the custumal.
Self-government was not solely about individual and collective rights;
there was now a need for corporate financial viability, with the town being
responsible for raising monies for the fee farm rather than contributing to
the various dues collected by the agents of the king or the earls of
Northampton. Yet we do not see in the custumal the listing of tariffs that
was present in the thirteenth-century murage and pavage grants to
Northampton (Chapter 10), and the comprehensive approach of the
Ipswich Domesday is of another world (Black Book of the Admiralty, 185ff).

This was a time when written records were only just beginning to emerge,
both in terms of the records of the state and those of towns and rural
manors. Clanchy stresses the importance of collective memory, which
might be more reliable than a written forgery. Remembered truth was also
‘flexible and up to date because no ancient custom could be proved to be
older than the memory of the oldest living wise man. There was no
conflict between ancient precedents and present practice. Customary law
“quietly passes over obsolete laws, which sink into oblivion, and die
peacefully, but the law remains young, always in the belief that it is old”.
Written records, on the other hand do not die peacefully, as they retain a
half-life in archives and can be resurrected to inform, impress or mystify
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future generations’ (Clanchy 2009, 294ff, partly quoting Kern 1939, 179).

It is worth examining further the introductory statement to the custumal
(0A). The formality of the introduction to the laws, with forty named
individuals apparently drawing up laws and swearing to observe them
points to the creation of an official code and yet there is also evidence of
ad hoc personal initiative by John Eustach in causing the laws ‘to be
written down ... for the information of younger men and to record past
events’ (ad informationem juniorum et ad preterita recolenda). The recording
of past events perhaps indicates the need for written precedent to inform
decision-making against a continuing practice utilising evolving collect-
ive memory. Similarly the aim of informing younger men suggests the
absence of accessible well-documented precedents, something underlined
by John Eustace’s very action in having the laws written down. Indeed
the tone of ‘for the information of and ‘to record past events’ has more
the feel of antiquarian and didactic enthusiasm on the part of John
Eustach rather than the deliberate compilation of a code of laws to form
the basis for decision-making in court on a regular basis; and yet the
Quicumgque clauses, which form as it were the foundation of the custumal,
have the appearance of careful construction, although it could be that the
systematic writing down of clause and sub-clause was the product of John
Eustach’s individual rigour and enthusiasm. On the other hand the later
clauses, some or all of which may also have been recorded by John
Eustach, lack the structured approach of the earlier ones. It can also be
noted how the custom relating to distraint is more fully articulated in the
record of the 1285 eyre rather than in the Latin custumal, a fuller
exposition only appearing in the later English custumal and recourse is
had in JUS A8 to the usage of the present mayor and bailiffs and their
ancestors from time immemorial rather than to a written code (See
Chapter 12, The 1285 civil pleas). One perhaps wonders whether the
maintenance of a written copy of the Laws of Northampton almost had
more ceremonial value than legal purpose, with the inaccurate trans-
cribing and translating of earlier laws having little real impact. Perhaps
collective memory still reigned in decision making in thirteenth-century
Northampton, and possibly beyond. The courts, however, continued as
before, utilising the wisdom and memory of its members and occasionally
referring to its archives.

The Latin custumal can thus be seen to have its origins at about the time
Northampton received its first charter in 1189. Over a period of time it
accumulated, probably in a piecemeal way, individual laws and groups
of laws, which were subject to amendment, expansion and perhaps
deletion. It appears to be selective and episodic, possibly responding to
cases of the moment and recording their outcomes for future reference.
Perhaps it should be viewed as a written series of footnotes or reference
points to an unwritten and constantly developing corpus of collective
memory.
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The Text
The Latin Custumal (Bodleian Library Douce ms 98, f 158-63)

The following transcription and translation have been made from the original
manuscript. Reference, however, has been constantly made to Lee (1951) for
clauses 1-24 and to Bateson (1904; 1906) for the clauses that she included in her
Borough Customs. Where Bateson has been largely or totally followed this is
referred to at the end of the transcription or translation.

[0A] Here begin the laws of the town of Northampton Incipiunt leges ville
Norhampton’

Those are written below who drew up the laws of Northampton and swore that
they should be observed: Peter son of Adam, William Ruffus, Philip son of
Jordan, Bartholomew his brother, Robert son of Henry, Ingram son of Henry,
Robert de Leycestr’, Robert son of Gilbert, Theobald son of Roger, William son
of Reimund, Adam his brother, Reginald his brother, William de Huntedon’,
Gilbert son of Durand, Warner Gobiun, Hugh Sellarius, Robert son of Thurstan,
Henry son of Hugh, William de Gornay, Edward le Blund, Hugh de Plumton’,
Adam Dispenser, Richard son of Ealnard, John son of Nigel, Ralph son of
Godwin, William son of Gilbert, Jocelin Clericus, Arnold de Porta, Walter son
of Walter, Geoffrey Wald’, Richard Walder, Ingram son of Wyger, William son
of Elwyn, Robert le Brun, William Passelewe, Robert Albus, Master Michael
Beland, Ralph de Bosevill’, Simon Vitor, Aylrich Dod. Which John son of
Eustach once clerk of Northampton caused to be written down in this book for
the information of younger men and to record past events.

Isti sunt subscripti qui providerunt leges Norhampton’ et iuraverunt eas
observandas. Petrus filius Ade, Willelmus Ruffus, Philippus filius Jordani,
Bartholomeus frater eius, Robertus filius Henrici, Hingeramus filius Henrici,
Robertus de Leycestr’, Robertus filius Gilberti, Theobald filius Rogeri, Willelmus
filius Reimund, Adam frater eius, Reginald frater eius, Willelmus de Huntedon’,
Gilbertus filius Durant, Warner Gobiun, Hugo Sellarius, Robertus filius Thorstani,
Henricus filius Hugonis, Willelmus de Gornay, Edward le Blund, Hugo de
Plumton’, Adam Dispenser, Ricardus filius Ealnardi, Johannes filius Nigelli,
Radulfus filius Godwyne, Willelmus filius Gilberti, Jocelinus clericus, Ernaldus de
Porta, Walterus filius Walteri, Galfridus Wald’, Ricardus Walder, Ingeramus filius
Wyger, Willelmus filius Elwyne, Robertus le Brun, Willelmus Passelewe, Robertus
Albus, Magister Michael Beland, Radulfus de Bosevill’, Simon Vitor, Alyrich Dod.
Quas Johannes filius Eustachi quondam clericus Norht” ad informationem juniorum
et ad preterita recolenda in hoc volumine fecit ascribi.

[1] Tenure by a year and a day De tenura per unum annum et diem

Whoever has bought land in court, duly and according to the law of the town,
and has held it without challenge for a year and a day, provided that he who
wished to challenge has been in the kingdom and does not challenge it by
means of the king’s writ then he [the possessor] ought not to be answerable.
And if anyone challenges it within a year and a day and he who has seisin is
able to show by legal men of the court, and three of the court will suffice if he
does not have more, that he duly bought it, he ought to defend himself and
have peace, unless the claimant or challenger is in prison or under age.
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Quicumque rationabiliter et per legem ville in curia terram emerit et eam tenuerit
per unum annum et unum diem absque calumpnia eoquod ipse qui eam calumpniare
voluerit fuerit in regno isto et non calumpniat rationabiliter per preceptum domini
regis non debet inde responderi. Et si aliquis illam infra unum annum et diem
calumpniat et ille qui seisinam habet poterit monstrare per legales homines de curia
et tres de curia sufficere poterunt si plures non habuerit quod rationabiliter emerit
per hoc defendere debet se et pacem habere nisi petens vel calumpnians fuerit in
prisona vel infra etatem.

[2] Inheritance De hereditate

Whoever has his land by inheritance and on account of poverty wishes to give
it in fee, an heir or parent is to have more right than a stranger, provided that
the service to lords is maintained, if the payment for acknowledgement of
lordship is worth more than the service of that land, that is the remaining
service of that land; on the following condition that within the first three pleas
after the feoffment the claimant will come and offer to the seller as much as the
buyer declared he would offer.

Quicumgque habet terram suam de hereditate et propter paupertatem velit eam in
feodo dare heres vel parens propinquior sit quam extraneus salvo servitio dominorum
si recognicio valeat plusquam servicium illius terre scilicet remanens servitium illius
terre. Ita videlicet quod petens infra tria prima placita post feoffamentum venerit et
optulerit venditori quantum emptor ei concionatus est.

[3] Land to be sold on account of poverty De terra vendenda pro paupertate

Whoever wishes to sell his land on account of poverty and destitution neither
his son nor his daughter nor any of his kinsmen nor the lord of the same fee
can hinder him unless they make their promise [to purchase] immediately
within eight days or such period as the seller of the land is willing to give them.
And if any kinsman wishes to object and is willing to give the seller as much
as the other was willing to give or reasonably to find the necessaries of life for
the sellers as long as they live then he will have the better claim. And if [it is
supected that] the seller through deceit or hatred of his kinsmen has named a
higher price than he accepted then the kinsmen may accept the oath of the seller
and the buyer and the legal witnesses that neither the seller accepted less nor
the seller! offered less. And if the buyer or seller has delivered seisin secretly in
the absence of the bailiffs and coroners and not in court, in order to defraud
the claim of the heirs and nearest of kin to whom the inheritance might descend,
then the heir or next of kin may have their just claim on the said fee within the
first three pleas after they know that the feoffment has been made, and the
claimant will swear with testimony that the aforesaid feoffment was made prior
to his just claim.

Quicumgque terram suam propter paupertatem et inopiam suam vendere voluerit
non potest filius nec filia nec aliquis de parentela sua nec dominus de eodem feodo
illum inde impedire nisi statim infra octo dies vel talem terminum qualem venditor
terre ei dare voluerit concessum eius faciat. Et si aliquis de parentela contradicere
voluerit et tantum quantum alius dare voluerit venditori velit dare vel venditoribus
rationabiliter necessaria invenire quamdiu vixerint propinquior erit. Et si venditor
dolo vel odio parentum suorum maiorem pecuniam nominaverit quam inde acceperit

1 Presumably ‘buyer’.
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licet bene parentibus iuramentum venditoris et emptoris et legalium
conventionariorum accipere quod venditor minus non accepit nec venditor? minus
exhibuit. Et si emptor vel venditor clam sine ballivis et coronatoribus nec in curiam
seysinam fecerint ad defraudationem petitionis heredum et parentum proximorum
cui hereditas illa descendere poterit heres vel parens propinquior suam habeat
petitionem rationabilem de dicto feodo infra tria prima placita postquam scient illum
feoffamentum esse factum et hoc iurabit cum testimonio petens predictum
feoffamentum ante petitionem suam rationabilem esse factum.

[4] Dower De dote

Whoever on account of poverty and destitution and with the agreement of his
wife and children has sold his land on which he has given a specified dower of
money when he married the sale is to be valid and enduring if she has
acknowledged herself satisfied in court that she cannot recover anything after
the death of her husband. And if any woman by her obstinacy refuses to
consent to a sale that has been made, the specified dower of money having been
safeguarded, the sale will still be valid. And if any woman claims her dower
after the aforesaid sale and he who is in seisin can show through three legal
men of the court that he bought it justly and that she in full court declared
herself satisfied in respect of her dower and that he® sold it on account of
poverty, he* ought thereby to defend himself and have peace.

Quicumgque propter paupertatem et inopiam terram suam vendiderit et per
consensum uxoris sue et liberorum eius super quam eidem uxori dotem pecunie
nominate dederit ubi eam disponsaverit rata et stabilis debet esse venditio illa si illa
tenuerit se pacatam in curia [quod] illa non possit aliquid inde recuperare post
obitum viri sui. Et si aliqua mulier protervitate sua noluerit consentire venditioni
facte salva pecunia de dote sua nominata rata erit venditio. Et si aliqua calumpniat
dotem suam post predictam venditionem et ille qui est in seysina poterit monstrare
per tres legales homines de curia quod rationabiliter emerit et quod illa se tenuerit
pacatam de dota sua in plenis placitis et quod propter paupertatem illam vendiderit
per hoc se debet defendere et pacem habere.

[5] Marriage portion De maritagio

If anyone marries a wife with a marriage portion they can together on account
of their poverty sell the same and this is to be valid according to the law of the
town when they sell it on account of poverty but they cannot sell it while they
have other land to sell. And if after the death of her husband she marries
another, yet she has children by her former husband, then they® cannot sell that
marriage portion, nor give it in fee, nor mortgage what should continue
unchanged.

Si aliquis acceperit uxorem cum maritagio suo simul pro paupertate sua vendere
illud possunt et ratum debet esse per legem ville quando pro paupertate illud vendunt
set illud non possunt quamdiu aliam terram habuerint vendendam. Et si defuncto
viro suo alium acceperit cum habuerit de priori viro liberos non possunt illud
maritagium vendere nec in feodum dare nec invadiare quod stabile permaneat.

2 Presumably emptor.

3 Le. her former husband.

4 The man in seisin.

5 CfLee 1951, 13 for alternative readings, but with the same sense.
6 The wife and her second husband.
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[6] Children of the first and second wife De liberis prime uxoris et secunde

If anyone marries a wife and has children by her and she dies and after her
death he marries another and similarly by her has children, the children of the
first wife will be heirs of the inheritance possessed at the time of the first wife,
whether they are male or female. And if after the death of the first wife he
acquires some land it is lawful to give that to the children of the second wife.

Si quis uxorem duxerit et liberos ex ea procreaverit et illa obierit et post mortem eius
aliam duxerit et similiter ex ea liberos procreaverit liberi prime uxoris heredes erunt
de hereditate tempore prime uxoris possessa sive masculi sive femine. Et si post
mortem prime uxoris aliquam terram adquisierit licet bene dare illam liberis secunde
uxoris.

[7]1 The cry of the infant in the solar De clamore infantis infra solium

Whoever takes a wife with a marriage portion and has a baby and the cry of
the baby is heard in the solar, the wife having died [in childbirth]: he will hold
that marriage portion for the whole of his life but he cannot sell it nor mortgage
it nor give in fee but after his death that marriage portion will go to the heirs of
the wife or to him who gave [the marriage portion]. And if he does not have a
child after thirty days that marriage portion will return to him who gave it or
to his nearest heirs.

Quicumque uxorem acceperit cum maritagio et habuerit infantem et clamor infantis
audiatur infra solium defuncte uxore: tenebit illud maritagium tota vita sua set illud
non potest vendere nec invadiare vel in feodo dare sed post obitum ipsius redibit
illud maritagium ad heredes uxoris vel ad eum qui dedit. Et si non habuerit infantem
post triginta dies redibit illud maritagium ad ad (sic) illum qui dedit vel heredes
suos propinquiores.

[8] Land which a kinsman or the lord of the fee refuses to buy De terra quam
parens vel dominus feodi refutaverit emendam

Whoever, wishing to sell his land on account of poverty, has offered it to be
sold or mortgaged to his kinsmen or the lord of the fee, and they have rejected
this before lawful men and afterwards he has sold or mortgaged it to some
stranger, they” will then not be able to revoke the sale or the mortgage.

Quicumque terram suam pro paupertate sua volens vendere optulerit eam
vendendam parentibus suis sive domino feodi vel invadiandam et ipsi eam
refutaverunt coram legalibus hominibus et postea alicui extraneo vendidit vel
invadiaverit non poterunt deinceps illam emptionem vel invadiationem recuperare.

[9] Land acquired De terra adquisita

Whoever having land by inheritance and other land bought or acquired, may
give it® by public sale wherever he wishes, even though his heir objects.

Quicumque habens hereditatem suam et aliam terram emptam vel adquisitam: licet
ei dare per inquisitionem ubicunque velerit eciam herede suo contradicente.

7 le. the kinsmen or the lord.
8 The acquired or bought land?
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[10] Purchased and inherited land De adquisito et hereditate

Whoever has lands by acquisition and inheritance and wishes to sell them, a
kinsman will have a better right than a stranger if he has wished to give as
much.

Quicumque habet terras de adquisito et de hereditate et illas voluerit vendere parens
propinquior erit quam extraneus si tantum?® dare voluerit.

[11] He who has stayed in the borough for a year and a day De eo qui manserit
in burgo per unum annum et unum diem

Whoever has remained without challenge from his lord and has been there at
hearth and home and at scot and lot of the borough for a year and a day should
remain there by the liberty of the borough.

Quicumgque manserit sine calumpnia domini sui et ibi fuerit ad focum et locum et
scottum et lotum burgi per unum annum et diem debet ibi manere per libertatem
burgi.

[12] The marriage of daughters De filiabus maritandis

Whoever has several lands by inheritance and acquisition and has one or two
or more daughters may give one of his lands with one of his daughters for a
marriage portion and the lord of the fee cannot object provided his service is
saved nor can a son or kinsman object.

Quicumgque habet plures terras de hereditate et de adquisitione et habet unam filiam
vel duas vel plures bene licet dare unam terram suam cum una filia sua in
maritagium et dominus feodi non potest illud contradicere salvo servicio suo nec
filius vel parens contradicere potest.

[13] A tenement enclosed De tenemento clauso

Whoever has an enclosed tenement which the lord of a fee cannot enter to
distrain the service of his tenement the reeves and bailiffs should make entry
to the same fee by the old exits and entrances to have his service.

Quicumque habet tenementum clausum quod dominus feodi non potest intrare ad
distringendum servicium tenementi sui prepositi et ballivi debent ei facere ingressum
in eodem feodo ad servicium suum habendum per antiquos exitus et introitus.

[14] A tenement enclosed De tenemento clauso

Whoever holds a fee by specified service, whether small or great, payments of
relief and sellings!® are owed from it and if a tenant has held several tenements
of one chief lord only a single relief is due to him for all the tenements.

Quicumaque tenet feodum per servitium nominatum sive parvum sive magnum
debentur inde relevia et venditiones et si tenens tenuerit plura tenementa de uno
capitali domino non debetur ei de omnibus tenementis nisi unum relevium.

9 tm extended to tantum following Lee, rather than terram following Bateson, where dare
would need to be replaced by emere or habere (Lee 1951, 14).
10 An alienation fee paid to the lord when a property was sold (Hemmeon 1914, 54). See also
15 below.
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[15] Giving relief De relevio dando

Whoever holds a tenement and the seller and the buyer gives sellings" to the
chief lord or his attorney, the chief lord cannot then seek relief after the death
of the feoffor and ought not to have it.

Quicumque tenet aliquod tenementum et venditor et emptor inde dederint
venditiones capitali domino vel suo attornato non potest capitalis dominus inde
petere relevium post decessum feoffatoris nec inde habere debet.

[16] Dispute concerning a building or a wall De lite edificii vel muri

If a dispute has arisen between neighbours about a wall or any building or a
gutter the bailiffs and good men of the pleas by lawful men of the
neighbourhood must view that tenement and what they say must stand firm
and established without essoin or delay.

Si lis mota fuerit inter vicinos de muro vel de aliquo edificio vel stillicidio ballivi et
probi homines de placitis per legales homines de visneto debent videre tenementum
illud et quod inde dixerint sine essoina et dilatione stare debet ratum et stabile

[17] Nurses and weavers De nutricibus et textoribus

If anyone has had a weaver or a nurse and they through anger or ill will have
taken themselves to another and have withdrawn from their agreement and a
suit then arises the bailiffs immediately attach that plea and from day to day
right is to be held.

Si quis habuerit textorem vel nutricem et illi ira vel mala voluntate se alienaverint
et de conventione sua fugerint et querela inde fiat ballivi attachiant statim loquelam
illam et de die in diem rectum inde teneatur.

[18] Non-local merchants De extraneis mercatoribus

No stranger who has brought wool to Northampton can sell it in lots but only
all of it together. No stranger can buy wool in Northampton unless he buys it
in the king’s seld or from good men of the town. No stranger can buy thread to
take outside the town except in the king’s seld. No stranger can buy fresh hides
or skins except in the king’s seld. No merchant from this county or any stranger
from another county who has come into the town with wool, skins, fat, tallow
cheese or flesh can set it down for sale'? except in the seld of the lord the king
and a common seld is to be provided.

Nullus extraneus qui lanam duxerit in Norhampton potest vendere separatim nisi
integram totam. Nullus extraneus potest in Norhampton emere lanam nisi emat
illam in s(elda) R(egis)® vel de probis hominibus ville. Nullus extraneus potest emere
filam ad tulendam foris villam nisi sit in s(elda) R(egis). Nullus extraneus potest
emere cutes recentes vel pelles nisi in s(elda) R(egis). Nullus mercator de isto
comitatu neque aliquis extraneus de alio comitatu qui in villa venerit cum lana vel
cum cutibus vel cum adipe vel cum sepe vel cum casibus vel cum carne potest
descendere nisi in selda domini regis et selda communis provideatur.

11 See 14 above.

12 descendere (cf 31, 32, 37), while normally signifying ‘to go down’ in an intransitive sense,
can also more rarely mean ‘to bring down’. In the instances where it occurs in the custumal
it seems indicate the laying out of goods for sale.

13 Extending in (f or s) R (3 times and cf in selda domini regis later in 18), rather than as in feria
Regis after Lee or insuper after Ballard (Lee 1951, 19).
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[19] The manner of taking distress De modo namium capiendi

No bailiff can take distress in the house of a good man nor on his stall for any
plaint nor for any debt unless for a debt of the lord king and through a
judgement that concerns the lord king’s crown. But if the process of distraining
a neighbour’s goods is taken and he has neglected to deliver his neighbour from
the distress the reeves ought through the view of legal men to compel him to
set right the distraining of his neighbour through his own goods where they
might be found. And if goods cannot be found his body shall be attached for
coming to the pleas and meanwhile the distress of the neighbour shall be
delivered through the hands of the reeve.

Nullus ballivus potest capere namam in domo probi hominis necque super stallum
eius pro aliquo planctu necque pro ullo debito nisi pro debito domini regis nisi per
judicium quod pertinet ad coronam domini regis. Set si nama vicini capiatur super
alium vicinum et ipse neclexerit deliberare namam vicini sui prepositi per visum
legalium hominum per catalla sua ubi illa invenire potuerint cogere debent ad
namam vicini acquietandam. Et si catalla inveniri non poterunt corpus eius
attachietur veniendi ad placita interim nama vicini deliberetur per manus prepositi.

[20] Merchants traversing the county and due to pay custom De mercatoribus
per comitatum transeuntibus consuetudinem debentibus

No merchant liable to pay custom can pass with his merchandise through the
town or the county unless he pays custom at certain specified places.

Nullus mercator debens dare consuetudinem potest transire cum mercatura sua
villam necque comitatum quin debeat dare consuetudinem certis locis assignatis.

[21] Distresses which may be fairly taken De namiis qui rationabiliter capi debent

No one can take in distress a milk giving cow nor bread nor fresh meat nor a
mill-horse nor a fresh hide nor a horse that brings water into the town except
for their own debt which they owe but they are not to take distress on their
neighbours.

Nullus potest capere in namiam lac dantem vaccam neque panem neque recentem
carnem nec equum molendini nec pellem recentem nec equum qui ducit aquam in
villam nisi proprio suo debito quod ipsi debent sed non super vicinos debent capere.

[22] The debtor and his pledges De debitore et suis plegiis
No one may take distress from guarantors until the debtor himself has failed.

Nullus potest capere namam super plegios donec debitor se deficiat.

[23] Mortgagors of land De invadiatoribus terrarum

It is provided that no one can mortgage land to anyone for a long or short term
unless the mortgagor and he who takes the mortgage swear that they are not
doing it to defraud the rights of their lords or their kinsmen.

Provisum est quod nullus possit terram invadiare alicui ad longum terminum vel
ad brevem nisi invadiator et ille qui capit invadiamentum iurent quod hoc non
faciunt ad defraudandum iura dominorum vel parentium.

[24] Those who omit their tenements in order to defraud the tenants De hiis
qui omittunt sua tenementa ad fraudationem tenentium
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Likewise that no one should neglect to distrain on his fee, whether it is vacant
or occupied, to disinherit the heir'4, and if he does so, he is to lose all the service
that he exacts from it except for the current year.

Item quod nullus dimittat feodum suum distringere sive vacuum fuerit sive
herbergatum ad dehereditationem heredis et si faciat amittat totum servicium quod
inde exigit nisi ex anno instanti.

[0B] Ordinances of Northampton through 24 jurors. Ordinances made through
24 jurors of Northampton, namely Robert Speciarius, mayor, Robert son of
Richard, Robert Minor, Roger son of Theobald, Michael son of Philip, Robert
Blund, Robert Dispensator, Thomas Kynne, William de Hetherinton, Simon
Vitor, Benedict Dod, Geoffrey Aurifaber, Luke Parmentar, Ingram
Malebraunche, William son of John, Edmund ad Quareram, William
Mercenarius, Philip Campioun, William Hogelyn, Richard le Estreys, William
de Gaugy, Adam de Staunford, Philip son of Richard, and Nicholas de Osevile.

Northamton” scilicet Robertum Speciarium maiorem, Robertum filium Ricardi,
Robertum Minorem, Rogerum filium Theobaldi, Michaelem filium Philippi,
Robertum Blundum, Robertum Dispensatorem, Thomam Kynne, Willelmum de
Hetherinton, Simonem Vitor, Benedictum Dod, Galfridum Aurifabrum, Lucam
Parmentarium, Ingeram Malebraunche, Willelmum filium Johannis, Eadmundum
ad Quareram, Willelmum Mercenarium, Philippum Campioun, Willelmum
Hogelyn, Ricardum le Estreys, Willelmum de Gaugy, Adam de Staunford,
Philippum filium Ricardi, et Nicholaum de Osevile.

[25] About a summons made by the community and of the amercement of
those who disregard it De communi sumonicione facienda et de misericordia eorum
qui supersederint

It is provided that if anyone is reasonably summoned at the command of the
mayor through a clerk or a serjeant and by writ'> and he neglects to do so
because he is unwilling to come, he is to be amerced 2s. by the township,
without remission, unless he is excused for just cause.

Provisum est quod si aliquis rationabiliter summonitur ad mandatum maioris per
clericum wvel servientem et per testimonium et subsedeat ita quod venire noluerit
incidat in misericordiam villate de duobus solidis sine remissione nisi rationabili
causa excusetur.

[26] About those who wish to be admitted to the franchise and are natives of
the town De hiis qui volunt intrare libertatem et de villa nati sunt.

From any merchant 5s. 4d. and to collect this Robert Speciarius, mayor, Roger
son of Theobald, William de Gaugy, Ingram Malebraunche and Robert
Dispensator were elected.

De quolibet mercatore quicumque sit quingue solidos et quatuor denarios et ad hoc
colligendum electi fuerunt Robertus Speciarius maior, Rogerus filius Theobaldi,
Willelmus de Gaugy, Ingeram Malebraunche et Robertus Dispensator.

14 l.e. of the tenant.
15 Cf clause 38, testimonium here being taken as a written command.



238 Town and Crown

[27] About stallage given, namely by butchers and fishmongers De stallagio
dando scilicet de carnificibus et piscatoribus

If two or three [persons] hold a stall, one of them is to be quit of stallage and
the others are to pay their stallage.

Si duo vel tres teneant unum stallium unus eorum quietus sit stallagio et alii dent
stallagia sua.

[28] About things that ought not to yield profit on purchases De hiis qui lucrum
dare non debent super empcionibus

Of all flocks, oxen, pigs and sheep it is ordered that no profit be given but lots
shall be cast to decide with whom the mechandise shall stay, and the goods
shall be divided. The same of bakers and corn. And if anyone gives profit (buys
at higher than retail) he shall be amerced 12d by the township. (Bateson 1906 169)

De omnibus pecoribus, bobus, porcis et multonibus provisum est quod nullum
lucrum detur sed sorciatur cui mercandisa remanebit et porciantur. Similiter de
pistoribus et blado. Et si lucrum quis dederit, incidat in misericordia villate duodecim
denarios sine remissione. (Bateson 1906, 169)

[29] About those who should not forestall De hiis qui forestallum facere non
debent

It is ordained that no one buy fish before the seller has his mechandise, that is
on his first day for selling. Nor should anyone buy fish or salt within a distance
of 24 miles except on another journey. And if anyone is caught and convicted
in respect of this he shall be amerced 2s. by the bailiffs, without remission. If
he is convicted for the third time for such a deed he is to quit his trade for a
year and a day.

Provisum est quod nullus emat piscem antequam venditor habuerit mercatum suum
scilicet diem suum primum ad vendendum. Nec aliquis emat piscem vel salem infra
ambitum xxiiij leucarum sed in alt[er]o itinere. Et si quis super hoc interceptus fuerit
et convictus, incidat in misericordia prepositorum de duobus solidis sine remissione. Si
ter super tali facto fuerit convictus, abjuret officium suum per unum annum et diem.

[30] About the ancient assize of the archbishop De antiqua assisa archiepiscopi

Regarding bakers it is ordained that the assize of bakers is held according to
the ancient assize of the archbishop, that is when corn, namely a quarter of
wheat, is sold for 40d. wastel-bread at a farthing, white from good corn and
well cooked, ought to weigh 42s.16

De pistoribus provisum est quod assisa pistorum teneatur secundum antiquam
assisam archiepiscopi scilicet quando bladum scilicet quarter’ frumenti venditur ad
xl denarios wastellum ad quarterant” album de bono blado et bene coctum debet
ponderare xlii solidos.

16 A quarter was eight bushels. The apparent meaning is that when the price of wheat was
40d. per quarter, wastel (the finest bread), which sold for a farthing and was the standard
for the assize, should weigh 42s., that is the weight of the 504 pennies making up that
sum. Although prices of wheat fluctuated significantly year on year, weather being a
significant influencing factor, the price of 5d. per bushel is low for the later thirteenth
century but was within the range of the sharply rising prices of the later twelfth century
and indeed the variations of the first half of the fourteenth century (cf Farmer 1988, esp.
733ff).
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[31] Where bakers and regrators should sit, similarly of the sellers of hay and
straw Ubi pistores et regraterii sedere debent similiter de vendentibus fenum et stramen

And that all bakers should sit similarly in one place and similarly those from
Ecton and other strangers. And all regrators similarly should sit in one row nor
sell bread within the house nor corn nor malt. And those holding back from
this!” are to be amerced by the township 12d., without remission. Nor those
selling hay and straw from their hoods on the ground.

Et quod omnes pistores sedeant similiter in uno loco et similiter illi de Eketon et alii
extranei. Et omnes regraterii similiter sedeant in uno rengo nec decendant® (sic)
panem infra domum nec bladum nec brasiam. Et huius receptores incidant in
misericordiam villate xij d. sine remissione. Nec vendentes fenum vel stramen de
capitibus suis super terram.

[32] About those who bring timber into the town De hiis qui ducunt meremium
in villam

If anyone brings timber, logs or firewood and they set them on the ground for
sale! after he has reached an agreement to sell then the bailiffs are to seize those
chattels for the work of the lord king.

Si aliquis ducat meremium, truncos vel boscum et descendent super terram
postquam tenuerit mercatum suum ballivi capiant catalla illa ad opus domini regis.

[33] About regrating De regrateriis tenendis

It is ordained that no regrating may occur before the first hour for fish or cheese
or eggs or butter or firewood or coal or any regrating whatsoever. And if
anyone is convicted of this he is to forfeit the goods regrated and incur the
ancient amercement of the bailiffs namely 6d. and the reeve is to pay the vendor
from the purse of the purchaser. And if the regrator has vouched for his
mechandise through a loyal burgess or swears on oath that he has bought it for
the use of the same person through whom he vouched [he is to be quit]. And if
he is convicted and has not vouched first he is to be amerced by the bailiffs, for
the first offence 6d., for the second offence 12d., and for the third offence he is
to quit his trade for a year and a day.

Provisum est quod nulla regrateria ante horam primam de pisce nec de caseo nec de
ovis nec de butyro nec de bosco nec de carbone nec de aliqua regrateria quecumgque
sit. Et si quis super hoc fuerit convictus catalla regraterie amittatur et incidat in
antiquam misericordiam ballivorum scilicet vj denarios et prepositus satisfaciet
mercatori de bursa ementis. Et si regraterius mercandisam suam advocaverit per
aliguem burgensem affidum sive sacramentum prestet quod ad opus ipsius emerit
per quem advocaverit. Et si convictus fuerit et non advocatus primo incida (sic) in
misericordia ballivorum sex denarios, secondo xij d., et tercio abjuret officium suum
per unum annum et diem.

17 receptor is here taken to mean one who hides or conceals rather than one who receives. cf
Lewis and Short 1879, 1531.

18 Cf the use of descendere in 18, 32 and 37.

19 Cf 18, 31 and 37 for the use of descendere. Note the mixed singular and plural verbs. This
clause would seem to be seeking to prevent the reoffering of goods for sale after an
agreement to sell had been reached.
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[34] About a quarter of salmon thrown down De quarterio salmonis prostrato

On the Wednesday next after the feast of St Gregory in the forty-fourth year of
the reign of King Henry son of King John it is ordained that no bailiff from now
should take a quarter of salmon from anyone coming into or bringing salmon
into the town of Northampton.

Die mercurii proxima post festum Sancti Gregorii anno regni regis Henrici filii regis
Johannis quadra[gelsimo quarto provisum est quod nullus ballivus a modo capiat
quarterium salmonis ab aliquo veniente vel adducente salmonem in villa Norht'.

[35] About those who say [they wish to] to enter stallage De hiis qui intrare
dicunt in stallagium

It is ordained that all who wish to sell merchandise should buy a stall from the
reeves, namely that they pay 5s. 4d., of which the town will receive 5s. and the
reeves 4d. And strangers are not to be granted a stall except with the approval
of the aforesaid twenty-four jurors.

Provisum est quod omnes qui velint mercandizare emant stallum suum de prepositis.
Ita scilicet quod pacent v solidos et quatuor denarios unde villata habebit v solidos
et prepositi quatuor denarios. Et extranei non intrent in stallagio nisi per
considerationem predictorum juratorum viginti quatuor.

[36] About those who are to to be placed in a tithing De hiis qui poni debent in
decenna

And that sons of good men of the town who are to be placed in a tithing should
give to the clerk only a halfpenny and strangers should give to the provostry
4d. and to the clerk 1d., and the bailiffs should take guarantors of their
trustworthiness and free status and that no one is placed in a tithing except he
is presented in the presence of the head of the tithing.

Et quod filii proborum hominum ville qui poni debent in decenna non dent clerico
nisi obolum et extranei dent prepositure quatuor denarios et clerico j d. et ballivi
capiant fideiussores de eius fidelitate et libertate et quod nullus ponatur in decena
nisi presentetur coram suo capitali plegio.

[37] About tronage and those things relating to the seld De tronagia et hiis que
pertinent ad seldam

And that no butcher or any other should have tronage but only the reeves and
the tronager? should have '2d. and the bailiffs 2d. from any weight. And if
anyone has sold by weight he is to pay tronage according to quantity and if he
has withheld the duty he is to pay the bailiffs 6d. by way of amercement for
concealing. And that no one can set down for sale?! wool, oil, within the fair or
outside, grease, nuts or lead nor cheese other than at the seld except through
licence of the bailiffs and this is their right alone and this applies to all goods
sold by weight as above and the common seld is to be provided for this.

Et quod nullus carnifex aut alius habeat tronagium nisi solummodo prepositi et
tronator habeat obolum et prepositus de quolibet pondere duos denarios. Et si quis
vendiderit per petram det tronagium secundum quantitatem et si retinuerit
consuetudinem det ballivis vj denarios nomine misericordie pro concelo. Et quod

20 The official in charge of the tron who was responsbile for weighing goods .
21 Cf 18, 31, 32 for the use of descendere.
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nullus potest descendere lanam oleum infra nundinas vel extra unctum nuces vel
plumbum nec caseum nisi ad seldam nisi per prepositorum licenciam et hoc salvo
eorum jure et hoc intelligendum est de omni averio ponderis ut supra et ad hoc
provideatur selda communis.

[38] About those who take fresh hides outside the town De hiis qui ducunt
coreos recentos extra villam

No butcher nor any one else is from now to take hides outside the town to
market except to fairs and if anyone is convicted of this he is to be amerced by
the bailiffs 2s.

Nullus carnifex nec aliquis alius ducat coreos extra villam amodo ad mercata nisi
ad nundinas et si super hoc fuerit convictus incidat in misericordia ballivorum ij
solidos.

[39]1 About keeping watch De vigiliis faciendis

No one henceforth should be admitted to the watch of the town except he is
suitable and fit for service and that all should keep watch from house to house
apart from a worker who works by his hand alone from day to day and does
not have servants. And if anyone is summoned by writ?? and he does not come
nor sends [a substitute] he is to be amerced by the bailiffs 6d.

Nullus de cetero admittatur ad vigiliam ville nisi sit ydoneus et homo defensabilis
et quod de domo in domum quilibet vigilet nisi operarius qui sola manu operatur de
die in diem et non habet servientes. Et si quis summonitus per testimonium non
venerit nec miserit incidat in misericordiam ballivorum vj d.

[40] About those who go to fairs before others to hire shops De hiis qui pergunt
ad nundinas ante alios ad scoppas locandas

That no one is to go before another to fairs to hire shops. And if anyone is
convicted he is to be amerced by the township am. without remission and have
them sold to another who has suffered loss.

Quod nullus eat ante alium ad nundinas ad scoppas allocandas. Et si quis fuerit
convictus incidat in misericordiam villate dimidium marce sine remissione et faciat
emendas alteri qui dampnum incurrerit.

[41] About those who make loans to knights or others who owe debts to
burgesses De hiis qui faciunt credenciam militibus aut aliis [qui] convicinis debita
debent

No one henceforth shall give credit at fairs? or outside them to a knight or any
other, unless he first finds out how the borrower left his last creditor, and this
upon pain of forfeiture of 40s. to the township, and he shall be punished by a
fine of 40s., and also pay to the first creditor the debt which the debtor owes.
But this holds [only] if the first creditor can prove by witness that he warned
the second creditor beforehand (Bateson 1904, 209).

Nullus decetero credenciam faciat infra nundinas vel extra militi vel alicui alii, nisi
primo sciat quomodo discesserit a creditore suo, et hoc super forisfacturam xl s.

22 Cf clause 25, testimonium here being taken as a written command.

23 Since nundinae is a plural noun in Latin with a singular or plural meaning in English this
could refer to Northampton fair or to fairs more generally. Here and in 40 it is taken to
mean fairs generally.
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villate, et puniatur de xl s. et reddat primo creditori debitum quod debet debitor. Ita
quod si primus creditor possit monstrare quod ante munierit (sic) illum per
testimonium (Bateson 1904, 209).

[42] About the admission of servants De admissione serviencium

Likewise of servants, that no one should take a servant or hire one who is under
contract to another, unless he first finds out how the servant left his last master.
And if he has been convicted of hiring without inquiry, he shall be amerced 2s.
by the reeves (Bateson 1904, 215).

Similiter de servientibus, quod nullus admittat servientem alterius nec allocet sub
convencionem alterius, nisi prius sciat quomodo discesserit de domino suo. Et si
fuerit super hoc convictus incidat in misericordiam prepositorum duorum solidorum
(Bateson 1904, 215).

[43] About those who go beyond London Bridge except to religious festivals*
De hiis qui perqunt ultra pontem Lond’ nisi ad ferias

That no one should go before another beyond London Bridge in the direction
of Canterbury except to religious festivals. And if anyone is convicted of this
he is to be amerced by the township 40s. without remission.

Quod nullus eat ante alium ultra pontem London’ in partes Cantuarienses nisi ad
ferias. Et si quis super hoc convictus fuerit incidat in misericordiam villate
quadraginta solidorum sine remissione.

[44] That there should not be any association [by] which the office of the
bailiffs Ne aliqua communa fiat [per] quam prepositura

And that there should henceforth not be any association by which the office of
the bailiffs would lose its rights. And if anyone is convicted of this he is to be
amerced by the township 40s., without remission.

Et quod nulla communa de cetero fiat per quam prepositura ammitat jus suum. Et
si aliquis super hoc fuerit convictus incidat in misericordiam villate quadraginta
solidorum sine remissione.

[45] About regrators of thread and their purchases De regrateriis fileti et eorum
empcionibus

And that no regrators of thread should buy thread before the first hour and
then only one pound at most and those who make cloth are to open the thread
and see it in total and henceforth similarly assemble the day’s purchase by
pound and stone and have it weighed in the house and there make payment.
And that no one henceforth who buys thread should sell that thread in the
market. And if anyone is convicted he is to lose his goods. And that no purchase
or sale of thread henceforth occur in shops. And if anyone is convicted of this

24 Feriae can mean religious festivals, ferries or, most commonly, fairs. The meaning here is
unclear. Fairs would not seem appropriate in this instance in that merchants are generally
encouraged to work together when away from their home town. Ferries also does not
seem appropriate ‘beyond London Bridge’. The mention of Canterbury, a pilgrimage
destination, perhaps lends support to religious festivals. An alternative would be to regard
nisi as meaning nor’ rather than ‘except’, and then ferias as fairs, in which case group
solidarity is being reinforced and mutual protection provided by prohibiting anyone going
beyond London Bridge or to fairs except as part of a group.
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he is to be amerced by the bailiffs 6d. And it is to be known that those who
purchase more than a pound are to lose their goods. And if the buyer shall take
the seller to his house and not make full payment to him and a dispute is then
taken to the bailiff, the bailiff is immediately to pay to the seller from the purse
of the purchaser and the purchaser is to be amerced by the bailiffs 12d.

Et quod nulli regraterii fileti emant filetum ante horam primam et tunc nisi unam
libram ad plus et illi qui operantur pannos aperiant filetum et videant per totum et
decetero per libvam et petram et omnem diurnam empcionem similiter congregent et
domo pondere faciant et ibi solutiones faciant. Et quod nullus decetero qui emerit
filetum illud vendat in mercato. Et si convictus fuerit amittat catalla. Et quod nulla
empcio vel vendicio fileti fiat de cetero in scoppis. Et si super hoc fuerit convictus
incidat in misericordiam ballivorum sex denarios. Et sciendum est eciam quod hii qui
plus emant quam libvam amittet® catalla. Et si emptor duxerit vendentem domo et
non fecerit ei plenariam solutionem et querela fiat inde ballivo, ballivus statim solvat
vendenti de bursa ementis et emptor incidat in misericordiam ballivorum xij d.

[46] About those who put a penny upon making their bargain De hiis qui
ponunt denarium super mercandisam suam faciendam

If anyone puts a penny on any merchandise before the seller has agreed to the
bargain, he shall forfeit the penny to the use of the bailiffs. And it is lawful to
anyone to buy that merchandise. And if any buyer should buy with smaller
money than silver (except skins for parchment) he shall be amerced by the
bailiffs 6d. (Bateson 1904, 218).

Si aliquis ponat denarium super qualemcumgque mecandisam antequam venditor
illam mercandisam sibi concesserit, amittat denarium ad opus ballivorum. Et liceat
cuilibet illam mercandisam emere. Et si quis emptor per minus monetum (sic) emerit
quam argentum (nisi pelles ad percamenum) incidat in misericordiam ballivorum
sex denarios (Bateson 1904, 218).

[47] About false colouring being put in cloths De falsa tinctura ponendo in pannis

It is ordained that no worker of cloths put brasil or tincture of worm? in his
imperial cloth, nor bark nor any other false colouring in white striped cloth.
And if anyone is convicted of this after Palm Sunday in the forty-fourth year
[of Henry III] the cloth is to be surrendered or he is to be amerced by the
township.

Consideratum est quod nullus operarius pannorum ponat in panno suo scilicet
imperali, brasil nec tinctum de verme nec in albo stragulato scorthe neque in aliam
falsam tincturam. Et si quis super hoc fuerit convictus ultra diem dominicam
palmarum anno quadragesimo quarto pannus deperdetur vel incidat in
misericordiam villate.

[48] About false colouring of earth De falso tinctura terre

That no cloth or thread entering ‘imperial’, however. If cloth is found coloured
with earth and is the dyer’s own cloth then it is to be forfeited and if it is
another’s cloth and he has done it with that person’s consent similarly it is to
be lost. And if he has done it without the consent of the same the dyer is to quit
his trade for a year and a day. And if such or any other false colouring is found

25 Singular amittet follows plural hii qui plus emant but the meaning is clear.
26 Dye made of worm, or possibly caterpillars or wormwood.
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in striped?” cloth he is to be amerced 2s.

Quod nullus pannus vel filetum intrans imperiale tamen.” Si pannus inveniatur
terra tinctus et proprius pannus fuerit tinctoris amittatur et si alienus et ex consensu
ipsius fecerit similiter amittatur. Et si non de consensu ipsius tinctor abjuret officium
suum per unum annum et diem. Et si quis talis vel aliqua alia falsa tinctura
inveniatur in panno stragulato incidat in misericordiam ij s.

[49] About chalk for dyeing De calce ad tincturam

No dyer is to pollute any cloth with chalk and if he is convicted he is to quit his
trade for a year and a day.

Nullus tinctor menstruet aliquem pannum calce et si quis convictus fuerit abjuret
officium suum per unum annum et diem.

[50] About reasonable quality® of cloths De rationabile sequela pannorum

That no one works cloths unless the cloth is of reasonable quality, that is a
superior ell in coloured cloth is not worth less than 1d. at most and imperial
%4d. And if anyone is convicted of this he is to be amerced by the township 5s.
without remission and if he is convicted for the third time he is to lose his cloth.

Quod nullus operatur pannos nisi pannus sit de rationabili sequela scilicet superior
ulna in panno tincto non valeat minus j d. ad plus et imperiale j ob. Et si quis super
hoc convictus fuerit incidat in misericordiam villate v s. sine remissione et si ter
fuerit convictus amittat pannum.

[51] About filth being cast in the road De fetoribus proiciendis in via

It is ordained that no butcher or dyer throw outside his door in the royal
highway any filth neither woad nor any other filth under penalty of 12d.
amercement to the bailiffs and this applies to cattle waste® and woad as other
waste.

Provisum est quod nullus carnifex nec tinctor proiciat extra hostium suum in via
regia aliquem fetorem nec pastum nec aliquem alium fetorem sub pena xij d. in
misericordia ballivorum et hoc intelligendum est tam de beveria wadie quam de aliis
fetoribus.

[52] About butchers who wish to become master butchers De carnificibus qui
intrare dicunt officium magistratus

That no butcher exercise the role of master butcher unless he give to the town
Yxm. as of old they were accustomed to give to their peers. And this saving the
common rights of the merchants of the township.

De carnificibus quod nullus excerceat officium suum ut magistratus nisi det
dimidiam marcam villate sicuti antiquo tempore solebant dare paribus suis. Et hoc
salvo villate communi jure mercatorum.

27 Or ‘panelled’.

28 tm as an abbreviation normally for tamen or tantum.

29 Sequela derives from sequi (to follow). It is probably best translated here as the quality or
condition of cloth following its processing to this point.

30 beveria is difficult and is taken to be derived from bos (an ox). The clause concerns
unpleasant waste produced by butchers (blood, entrails and dung) and dyers (woad) and
beveria wadie perhaps recalls fetorem nec pastum earlier in the clause.
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[53] About the buying of pigs and warranty De emptione porcorum et
warantizatione

And that no one buys pigs without warranty nor contrary to the assize but just
as in ancient time they were accustomed to buy and if anyone is convicted of
this on any pig he is to pay a fine of 2s., to the bailiffs 6d., and for further offence
12d.

Et quod nullus emat porcos sine warantizacione nec contra assisam sed sicut antiquo
tempore emere consueverunt et qui super hoc fuerit convictus de quolibet porco ij s.
incidat in misericordiam ballivorum sex denarios et quod ultra xij denarios.

[54]1 About selling unsound meat De carne leprosa vendenda

That no butcher sell fresh unsound meat nor carcasses of animals that have
died nor sheep entrails, nor heads of deer calves or of cattle nor unhealthy
things of this sort except under the pillory or in their own house and if it is
found elsewhere then the goods are to be forfeited to the bailiffs and the
unsound meat is to be given to the sick of St Leonard’s.

Quod nullus carnifex vendat carnem leprosam recentem nec cadavera mortua nec
caldonem multonis nec capita vitulorum nec bovium sive huius vilia nisi subtus
pillori vel in domo sua et si alibi inveniatur catalla amittatur ballivis et carnes leprose
dentur infirmis Sancti Leonardi.

[55] About 6d. being given for a quarter of woad De sex denariis dandis pro
quarteria wadie

It is ordained that any woad-dealer is to give 6d. for any quarter of woad. And
if a host lodges a woad-dealer without the licence of the bailiffs then the same
host is to pay 6d. for the woad seller.

Provisum est quod quilibet wadiator det de quolibet quarterio wadie sex denarios.
Et si hospes hospitet wadiatorem sine licencia prepositorum quod idem hospes reddat
sex denarios pro wadiatore.

[56] About skins and wool De pellibus et lanis

It is determined after considering many things®' that anyone merchandising
with the pennies of strangers should pay 4d. for any hundred skins and 6d. for
any sack of wool, for the profit of the town and to the bailiffs the custom for a
stranger.

Consideratur in multis consideracionibus quod quilibet mercandisans de denariis
extraneorum det de qualibet centena pellium iiij d. et de quolibet sacco lane vj
denarios ad comodum?3 ville et ballivis consuetudinem pro extraneo.

[57]1 About grinding stones De petris molaribus

For any French grinding stone 2d., for any load of stones from the Peak District
1d. and for any tun of wine® 2d.

De qualibet petra molari francigena duos denarios, de quolibet petrarum tractu de
pek unum denarium, et de quolibet doleo vini duos denarios.

31 Possibly ‘in many repects’ or ‘in many decisions’.
32 Recte commodum.
33 =252 wine gallons.
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[58] About lands and rents bought De terris emptis et redditibus

It is ordained that from all buying land or rents, 2d. from each pound [shall be
taken] for the benefit of the town.

Provisum est de omnibus terram et redditus ementibus de qualibet libra duos
denarios ad commodum ville.

[59] About weavers weaving cloth badly De textoribus male pannos texentibus

It is ordained that if any weaver weaves cloth badly for anyone and is convicted
of this then he is to lose his work.

Consideratur quod si aliquis textor alicuius pannum male texerit et super hoc
convictus fuerit amittat laborem suum.

[60] About workers of cloths who should not sit on their looms De operatoribus
pannorum qui super utensilia sedere non debent

It is ordained that workers of cloths who are weavers should not sit on their
looms to weave their own or others cloth and when convicted for the first
offence they will be amerced 2s. without remission, for the second offence Y2m.,
and for the third offence he is to lose the cloth for the benefit of the town.
Likewise the two ordinances were made on the day of the Annunciation of the
Blessed Mary in the 35th year [of Henry III].

Consideratur quod operatores pannorum qui textores sunt non sedeant super
utensilia ad pannos suos proprios nec alienos texandos et cum convicti fuerint primo
dabunt duos solidos de misericordia sine remissione, secundo dimidiam marcam, et
tercio amittat pannum ad opus ville. Item due consideraciones facte fuerunt die
annunciacionis beate Marie anno xxx quinto.

[61] About the width of cloths De latitudine pannorum

It is ordained that any white cloth is of thirty and thirty porters® and imperial
of twenty-six and twenty seven and white striped cloth of the same width.

Provisum est quod quilibet pannus albus sit de triginta et triginta porteriis et
imperiale de viginti et sex et viginti septem albus stragulatus eius latitudinis.

[62] About those who wish to trade with the pennies of Lombards and
strangers De hiis qui volunt mercandizare de denariis lumbardorum et extraneorum

And that if anyone wishes to trade with the pennies of Lombards and strangers
it was first ordained that he should give for any cloth 6d. to the profit of the
town and subsequently it was ordained 2d. And for his own cloths of any
colour to the profit of the town 1d. And if anyone is convicted of holding back
[such payment] he is to give by way of distraint for concealment 2s. without
remission and to ensure faithful observation of this Stephen son of Siward,
William Hogelyn, William Tilli, Philip son of Richard and others were elected
to collect 6d.

Et quod si aliquis velit mercandizare de denariis lumbardorum vel extraneorum
primo provisum fuit quod daret de quolibet panno ad commodum ville sex denarios

34 Both the later French and English custumals have 33 porters in place of 30 and 30. The
openings in the reed of a loom are are normally grouped into porters; thus a 30 porter of
600 reeds had 20 openings in a porter.
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et postea provisum fuit duos denarios. Et de pannis propriis suis ville cuiuslibet
coloris unum denarium. Et si quis convictus fuerit quod retenuerit det per
distrincionem pro concelo duos solidos sine remissione et ad hoc fideliter
observandum electi fuerunt ad vj denarios colligendos Stephanus filius Sewardi,
Willelmus Hogelyn, Willelmus Tilli, Philippus filius Ricardi et alii.

[63] About woad-dealers, the assize of woad and bales of woad being made
in the town of Northampton De wadiatoribus et assisa wadie et gernariis faciendis
in villa Norht’

It is ordained that no woad-dealer bringing woad into Northampton make a
bale of woad except in the presence of four sworn good men nor add anything
in assembling it except in the presence of the aforesaid sworn men nor sell any
of it unless it has been assessed through three law-worthy assessors sworn for
this purpose. Nor may anyone buy it before it has been assessed. Nor may a
woad dealer sell to a stranger. And if a stranger is convicted of this he is to lose
his goods and the woad-dealer convicted of this is to be amerced by the
township 40s. And no woad-dealer is to sell his woad except through the assize
and this within forty days, and afterwards he is to quit the town or sell the
whole lot to someone from the town. And if any woad-dealer who is a stranger
make a bale within 24 miles of Northampton to avoid the assize and anyone
from the town goes out to trade with him against the customs of the town he is
to forfeit his goods. And if any dyer or assessor, influenced by a gift or promise
or any other device, has made the woad of better price than it is worth he is to
quit his office for a year and a day.

Consideratur quod nullus wadiator ducens wadiam in villam Norht” gernerium
addat nisi in presencia predictorum juratorum nec aliquid inde vendat nisi inde
prius facta fuerit assisa per tres legales assaiatores adhoc juratos. Nec aliquis inde
emat antequam inde facta fuerit assisa. Nec liceat wadiatori wadiam suam alicui
extraneo vendere. Et si extraneus super hoc fuerit convictus amittat mercandisam
suam et wadiator super hoc convictus fuerit incidat in misericordia villate xI s. Et
nullus wadiator debet vendere wadiam suam nisi per assisam et hoc infra
quadraginta dies et postea deliberet villam vel integram totam vendat alicui de villa.
Et si aliquis wadiator extraneus gernerium faciat infra ambitum xxiiij leucarumn
circa Norht” ad assisam evitandam et aliquis de villa exeat ad mercandizandum
secum contra consuetudines ville amittet mercandizam suam. Et si aliquis tinctor
vel assaysator dono vel promissione vel aliqua alia cautela waydam maioris precii
fecerit quam valet et si super hoc fuerit convictus, abjuret officium suum per unum
annum et diem.

[64] About those who are enfeoffed and seek unjustly to destroy their
feoffments De hiis qui feoffati sunt et feoffamenta sua injuste destruere volunt

If anyone is enfeoffed and intends to waste or destroy the buildings enfeoffed
to him, and the chief lord perceives this, he shall come to the bailiffs and explain
to them that the tenant proposes to destroy or to waste his tenement and the
bailiffs at once shall go to the tenement and attach whatever they find, whether
it be timber or anything else built. And if anyone is in arrears of his annual rent
due to the chief lord of his fee, or of his other services lawfully due and proved
by witness, the bailiffs shall deliver that attachment made on his fee to the chief
lord in the name of distress. And if anyone should buy anything from that
tenement and carry it away, the bailiffs shall cause it to be attached, in
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whosesoever hand it may be found, until the next pleas, and then by lawful
judgement it shall be adjudged to whom that purchase shall be kept or lost,
and the buyer as much as the seller is to be severely punished. And if the tenant
makes satisfaction to the chief lord for his arrears and finds good pledges to
rebuild his tenement so as to salve his service®® due therefrom, then the
attachment shall be delivered to the tenant by the said plevin. (Bateson 1904,
281 with modifications).

Cum aliquis feoffatus fuerit et edificia feoffata sibi devastare vel destruere
proposuerit, et capitalis dominus illud perceperit, veniat ballivis et illud eis exponat
quod tenens tenementum suum proponit destruere et devastare, ballivi statim [ibunt
ad tenementum et] quicquid invenerint, vel fuerit meremium vel aliquid aliud
edificatum, attachient. Et si quid a retro fuerit capitali domino eiusdem feodi de
annuo redditu suo vel de aliis serviciis rationabiliter debitis, et testimonio probatis,
ballivi liberent illud attachiamentum in feodo suo inventum capitali domino nomine
districcionis. Et si aliquis [aliquid] de tenemento illo emerit, et illud asportaverit,
ballivi illud attachiare faciant in quacumque manu illud inventum fuerit usque ad
prima placita, et ibi per legale judicium aldljudicetur cui illa empcio remanebit sive
amittetur, et tam emptor quam venditor graviter puniatur. Et si tenens de arreragiis
capitali domino satisfecerit [et] fideiussores bonos invenerit ad tenementum suum
releldificandum et servicium suum inde salvandum, tunc attachiamentum illud per
tale plegiagium tenenti deliberetur (Bateson 1904, 281).

[65] Whoever holds his tenement of his chief lord by a due and specified service
and has paid his due service to his chief lord, and then another superior chief
lord distrains that tenement demanding service thereof, and the tenant, brought
by the distraint, comes to the pleas and shows that he has paid his due service
to his chief lord who is mesne between him and the superior chief lord who
distrains, and that the said mesne lord has not discharged him of the service,
and the tenant craves counsel of the pleas, then by the counsel of the court it
shall be awarded that the tenant shall go to the chief lord who is mesne, to
whom he has paid his due service, with lawful men to act as witnesses, and he
shall petition him, warning him that he ought to discharge his debt against the
superior lord who is distraining and oppressing him. And if the said mesne
lord will not discharge the debt, the tenant shall come back to the next pleas
with his witness aforesaid, with whom he gave that warning, and crave aid of
the court. And by the award of the court he shall be told that he shall take action
for his fee against the superior chief lord who has distrained him, and pay
nothing to his mesne chief lord until he has delivered him from the claim of the
superior lord (Bateson 1904, 296 with modifications).

Quicunque tenementum suum teneat de suo capitali domino per debitum servicium
et nominatum, et idem tenens servicium suum debitum suo capitali domino reddidit,
et aliquis alius superior capitalis dominus tenementum illud distrixerit, et servicium
inde exigerit, et tenens per districcionem ad placita venerit, et monstraverit quod
debitum servicium suum solverit suo capitali domino, qui medius est inter ipsum et
superiorem capitalem et distrigentem, et ipse medius ipsum inde non acquietaverit,
et consilium inde petat placitorum, per consilium curie considerabitur quod vadat
capitali domino suo medio, cui servicium suum debitum solvit, cum testimonio
legalium hominum, et ei supplicet admonendo quod ipsum acquietet versus
capitalem dominum superiorem ipsum distringentem et gravantem. Et si ipse

35 Bateson notes ‘rent” in French and English versions.
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medius ipsum non acquietaverit, reddat ad prima placita cum testimonio
predictorum per quos fecit illam admonicionem, et petat auxilium a curia. Et per
consideracionem curie ei dicetur quod prosequatur feodum suum versus capitalem
superiorem dominum ipsum distringentem, nec aliquid reddat suo capitali medio
quosque a peticione alterius ipsum deliberaverit (Bateson 1904, 296).

[66] Whoever lends his chattels to anyone for a certain term, and the debtor,
after the term has passed, returns to the town with horses or chattels, and the
creditor complains to the bailiff of the unjust detinue of the debt, it is lawful
for the bailiff to attach the horses and chattels of the said debtor in the power
of his host. And if the host will not pledge for the debtor’s horses or chattels,
then the bailiff, by reason of his jurisdiction and his authority, can take them
and cause them to be safely kept until justice be done both to the creditor and
the debtor. And if the host or hostess or their known attorney should be pledge
for the retaining of the debtor’s chattels, and if the debtor afterwards quits the
town without leave of the bailiffs and without paying the debt, the host is
bound to pay the debt, according as the creditor may reasonably prove it. And
if a knight passes through the town of Northampton and owes a debt, and
makes no stay, it is lawful for the bailiff to attach his harness upon the aforesaid
plea, but he must not attach his palfrey. (Bateson 1904, 130 with modifications).
And if the bailiff takes any (bribe) from any debtor for which he releases the
attachments and the debtor, without payment or satisfaction (to the creditor),
if this has been proved by evidence to the court, the bailiff is then bound to
make payment to the creditor for his dishonesty (Bateson 1906, 27).

Quicunque® catalla sua alicui crediderit usque ad certum terminum et debitor post
terminum commissum in villa redierit cum equis vel catallis, et creditor querelam
faciat ballivo de injusta detencione debiti debitoris, bene licet ballivo equos et catalla
ipsius debitoris in potestate hospitis sui defendere. Et [si] hospis equos vel ejus catalla
manucapere noluerit, ballivus ex sua jurisdiccione et potestate ea adducat et salvo
custodire faciat quosque tam creditori quam debitori [rectum] exhibeatur. Et si hospes
vel hospita vel eorum certus attornatus manuceperit catalla debitoris retinenda et
debitor postea recesserit sine licencia ballivorum vel satisfaccione debitoris (sic),
hospes tenetur ad solucionem debiti secundum quod creditor rationabiliter probare
poterit. Et si miles transitum fecerit per villam Norht” et debitum debuerit et nullam
moram fecerit, bene licet ballivo ejus harnesium per querelam predictam, ut
predictum est, attachiare, sed eius palefridum nequaquam attachiare debet. (Bateson
1904, 130). Et si ballivus aliquid ab alio debitore acceperit, unde attachiamenta et
ipsum sine solucione vel satisfactione dimiserit, cum illud constiterit per
testimonium curie, ballivus exinde teneatur ad solucionem faciendam creditori
propter suam defraudationem (Bateson 1906, 27).

36 ‘uicunque’ — a space has been left for an ornamental Q as for the initial letter of all the other
clauses.



Chapter 12
The Justices in General Eyre in 1285

As was described in Chapter 5, while the day to day maintenance of law
and order and the administration of justice was in the hands of North-
ampton’s mayor, bailiffs and other officials, all felonies and more serious
civil cases had to await the visitations of the king’s itinerant justices.
Justices with more limited powers might hold gaol deliveries or hear
special or crown pleas more often but the wide-ranging inquiries of the
justices in general eyre were much more infrequent (Crook 1982, 1). Such
was the Northamptonshire visitation of 1285, following visits in 1261-2
and 1269 (ibid. 127ff, 133ff).

At the Gloucester parliament, on 16 August 1278, commissions were
issued for general eyres to cover the country in two circuits. The visitation
went on till 1289, including a two year interruption between 1282 and
1284. Northamptonshire was part of the essentially northern circuit, the
chief justice for which was Roger Loveday. The other justices at North-
ampton were John Mettingham, William Saham and John Vaux. The
Northamptonshire eyre was summoned on 3 August 1285 and the county
was visited between 30 September and 5 December 1285. The crown pleas
for Northampton were heard on 21 November (Crook 1982, 144ff).

Rolls survive for all four justices, namely Loveday: NA JUST1/619;
Mettingham: JUST1/620; Saham JUST1/621; and Vaux: JUST1/622 and
623, both estreated. In respect of Northampton, Loveday’s roll has only
an incomplete coverage of crown pleas and that for plaints and trespasses
is not exactly the same as that of Mettingham; one of Vaux’s rolls
(JUST1/622) contains the civil pleas; Saham’s roll does not contain any
of the Northampton sections. Crook notes that normally perhaps one or
two of the justices might have special responsibility for compiling the list
of amercements and that for the northern circuit of the 1278-9 visitation
only the rolls of Loveday and Mettingham regularly contain such a list.
While normal practice might be to take the chief justice’s roll as the
primary text, Mettingham'’s roll is by far the most complete for North-
ampton and accordingly it has been treated as the primary source for the
translated text, with significant variations from it being noted.

In Mettingham'’s roll there are separate sections for Northampton civil
pleas, crown pleas, plaints and trespasses, and a list of its jurors for crown
pleas. There is also a list of fines and amercements divided into three
sections, for crown pleas, plaints and trespasses and common pleas; the list
of fines and amercements for plaints and trespasses additionally appears
separately, not being identified there as belonging to Northampton. The
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relevant sections of Mettingham'’s roll are contained in the following folios:
common pleas 45v — 48v; crown pleas 76r — 77r; fines and amercements 77v,
also 87v; plaints and trespasses 80r — 81r; Northampton jurors for crown
pleas 90r. The list of Northampton jurors is included with the lists of jurors
for the various Northamptonshire hundreds. The common pleas and
crown pleas are both headed as being those of the borough of Northampton
and the fines and amercements on 77v, divided into sections for crown
pleas, plaints and trespasses and common pleas, are identified as those of
the town of Northampton; the fines and amercements for plaints and
trespasses are repeated on 87v but there they are not identified as relating
to Northampton. The section containing the plaints and trespasses
themselves is titled ‘plaints and trespasses’, with no reference to North-
amptonshire or Northampton. While some entries relate to the town,
others clearly belong elsewhere in the county and it would seem that
plaints and trespasses from Northampton and the county were dealt with
at the same time, with no separate hearing for cases from the town.

In the translated text presented below variations from Mettingham'’s roll
in Loveday’s roll (for crown pleas) and Vaux’s roll (for common pleas)
have been included in the text in brackets { }; within the brackets =
indicates a variation in the ‘secondary’ text, normally of spelling or
grammar, + indicates something extra in Loveday’s and Vaux’s rolls not
present in Mettingham’s rolls, and conversely —indicates something
present in Mettingham’s rolls but absent in Loveday’s and Vaux’s rolls.
Double angled brackets « » have been used to enclose marginated text,
and this is positioned in the main body of the text in a relevant position.
The following legal terms have only been provided in the text in English:
open writ of right = breve de recto patens; writ of entry = breve de ingressu;
licence to concord = licencia concordandi; licence to withdraw = licencia
recedendi. The eyre rolls can be formulaic with unnecessary qualifying
words such as ipse, idem, and predictus (in their various cases) and
connecting words such as unde and et. These have not been translated
unless they are needed for the sake of clarity. Again it is not always certain
whether some highly abbreviated verbs in the manuscripts are singular
or plural or what tense they are in; the meaning of the text, however, is
rarely affected and such abbreviations have been extended in translation
into what would appear to be the most appropriate form.

The 1285 civil pleas

It is not the intention here to examine in detail the intricacies of medieval
legal practice, which is better left to experts in law, but some appreciation
of the development of legal systems in the twelfth and thirteenth
centuries is needed for a sufficient understanding of the process
illustrated by the records relating to the town of Northampton within the
Northamptonshire general eyre of 1285 and place them in context in
relation to the other documents and themes developed in this volume.
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Utilising the headings of Maitland (1887, I 177ff) the civil actions can be
divided as follows

I.  Actions of right: 17 examples (A4, 5, 6, 11-17, 19, 23,24, 27, 34, 37, 47)

II. Actions of dower: 2 examples (A33, 39)

III. Actions of entry: 8 examples (cui in vita A10; sur disseisin A8, 9; infra
aetatem A18; ad terminum qui preteriit A28, 42; unspecified A7, A26)

IV. Actions of novel disseisin — b. land, messuages, rent: 5 examples
(A20, 36, 40, 41, 45)

V. Actions on limited descent —b. mort d’ancestor: 1 example (A35)

IX. Personal actions — b. covenant: 1 example (A31); d. debt: 8 examples
(A1, 2,22,25,29,30, 32, 44); £. trespass: 2 examples (A3, 21)

The crown pleas X are dealt with separately below. Maitland’s other
classes are not represented.

Actions under I to V relate to the common law in respect of land and in
particular the development of approaches to imposing a uniform system
of landholding throughout the realm'. During the first half of the twelfth
century, as recognition developed that all free tenants were tenants of the
king and also that all justice stemmed from the king a royal writ became
necessary to initiate certain litigation. Thus the writ of right (breve de recto)
was born to ensure that right was done between a freeholder and his lord.
While, in the years following the Conquest through into the twelfth
century, trial by battle would be normal to resolve claims so made, about
1179 Henry Il instituted a form of jury trial, the grand assize. In an action
of right the demandant (the plaintiff) would claim the property in
question as his right and inheritance; the tenant (the defendant) in
defending his right, could choose trial by a jury, normally composed
within the county at large of twelve or sixteen knights of the neighbour-
hood. Transferred within the urban liberty of Northampton we see four
respected members of the town summoned to choose on oath a jury of
the more lawful men of the town who might know better and wish to tell
the truth. Fourteen, fifteen or sixteen names were initially proposed as
candidates for jury service, in two cases including the original four
summoned to choose and in the other two cases three out of the four, and
juries of twelve were empanelled. The trial proceeded and the question
was put to the jury as to who had the better right in the land and the
parties had to demonstrate best title based on the seisin of an ancestor
from whom descent could be demonstrated. This could, however, be
perilous both for the demandant and the tenant for the decision was final
and there was no appeal apart from on the grounds of perjury by the jury.
Additionally through delaying tactics, involving the use of essoins, that

1 For the following summary of the history of actions Simpson (1961, 24ff) has
been followed supplemented by Crook 1975; Harding 1981; Pollock and
Maitland 1968; Rohrkasten 2008, xvi-xix; Stewart 2006.
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is excuses for not appearing in court, judgement could be delayed, in
some cases for years. Of the nine men involved in the selection of the four
juries for which details are provided John le Megre had been mayor, and
all the others had held or would hold the office of bailiff. Of the thirty-
five men selecting or serving on the four juries of grand assize and the
jury of presentment about twenty had held or would hold the office of
mayor, bailiff or coroner (A4, 13, 16, 34; see Table 12.1).

As a result of the innovations, a raft of new actions evolved that were
speedier, established title with less finality and were subject to appeal.
Seisin was being established, not right. With the writ of novel disseisin,
introduced during the reign of Henry II, the claimant alleged a recent
disseisin or dispossession, the disseisin having to have occurred since a
specified date, such as the king’s last voyage to Normandy, the date being
periodically adjusted forward during the course of the thirteenth century,
thus limiting the time within which a recent or novel disseisin could be
claimed. The question asked of the jury was whether within the specified
period the tenant had unlawfully disseised the claimant: the disseisin had
to have been unjust and there must not have been a previous legal
judgement in favour of the tenant. If unjust disseisin had occurred then
the property reverted to the claimant but if not the status quo was
maintained. The claimant could still bring a writ of right. The assize of
mort d’ancestor developed out of the concept of novel disseisin in cases
where, after the death of a tenant of land, the land in question was seized
before the heir had occasion to enter it. Disseisin had not occurred for
nobody had been disseised but the heir had lost an inheritance. The heir,
who needed to demonstrate that he or she was the closest surviving
relative, had to have been sufficiently closely related to the deceased who
had to have died seised.

Further actions based on specific flaws to a tenant’s title to land dev-
eloped through writs of entry, an invention of the thirteenth century,
where a tenant is alleged to have gained entry to a property for a variety
of reasons. For example in A10, a writ of entry cui in vita (to whom in life),
Joanna, the widow of John son of Eustach” claimed a messuage because
she could not refuse its demise by her husband while he was living; in
A18, a writ of entry infra aetatem (under age), Henry de Hanvill’ is alleged
to have deprived his brother of his rightful inheritance of a messuage
while he was under age; in A28 Jordan de Luda and his wife claimed
through a writ of entry ad terminum qui praeteriit (a term that has expired)
meadowland with a lease of fixed duration that a tenant had demised
during the period of the lease and that continued to be held after the
period of the lease had expired; in A8 a writ of entry sur disseisin again
utilises the concept of disseisin but where there had been an earlier
disseisin, for which the current tenant may not have been responsible. It
is interesting here to see the statement made by the mayor and bailiffs of
Northampton that since time out of memory only writs of dower, assizes
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Table 12.1: The jurors for the 1285 general eyre.

Jurors Crown A4  Al3 Al6 A34 Involved in actions
pleas

Bedeford, Robert de # ¢ C

Belound, John C* C*

Bleseworth’, Gilbert de SC A4

Bukebrok, William de # c

Catteworth’, John de sC C* SC*

Catworth, Robert de J B51

Clericus, Robert c

Crouthorp, Osbert de # SC SsC* sC* C Al,2,22;F1,2

Ebor’, William de # ] C cr C SC

Euneyse, William de C

Everard, Thomas J C71,79, 86

Fraunceys, William le # C B8

Henry, Robert son of # C B51; C16, 55, 74, 87

Leyc’, Peter de C C* C* B50; C45; D35

Longevill’ Henry de # c A3; B49, 51,57, C89; D2, 21; E7

Megre, John le # C SC* SC* SC A2;C75,80;F2

Mercer, William le # J S

Michael, William son of # C

Munt,William # ] A4; C3; E1

Patrik, Thomas ] C C

Pentecost # ] Cé6,90

Porte, John de la # C* C* C A9

Pycard, Richard ] C

Sancto Neoto, Richard de # C

Sartrino, Thomas de c ¢ C A29; C57; E8

Sauce, Robert J C SC* SC* SC

Selche, Nicholas # C C* C B63

Staunford, Hugh de # C B50; D35

Stormesworth’, Henry de # S A6,23

Stormesworth” Robert de ]

Stormeworth’, William de C C

Sybertoft, Robert de ? J D22

Thomas, Robert son of C

Toucestr’, Gilbert de C

Trop, John de # C c C B63

Trul, William ?2 J SC

Key: # — mayor, bailiff or coroner at some time; ] — juror for crown pleas; S — selector of
jurors for grand assize; C — chosen as possible juror; C* sat as juror.

1 Possibly = Robert de Siberford.
2 Possibly = William Grilli.
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of novel disseisin and writs of entry founded on disseisin had been
pleaded in the town and that a writ of entry founded on disseisin should
not yield in precedence to other writs of entry or possession.

A33 and A39 refer to actions of dower but in both cases the entries are
short and do not give details of the cases in question. In an action under
a writ of dower a widow might claim that the actions of the heir of her
husband had deprived her of her right to hold a third of her husband’s
property, the lands and properties that were intended to sustain her
during her widowhood.

In fourteen cases the custom of Northampton is cited by those pleading.
In seven cases the right to inheritance as a result of kinship is claimed,
five times by a brother, and once each by a sister and a daughter (A4, 6,
13, 15, 17, 34, 37). There is no specific clause in the custumal that deals
generally with the primacy of family members in respect of inheritance
although a number of clauses give precedence to relatives in specific cases
where land is being given in fee or being sold on account of poverty (CUS
2,3, 8, 10), and the rights of an individual freely to dispose of land that
has been bought as opposed to inherited land are distinguished (CUS 9,
10). In A12 we see put forward the nullification of the rights of a wife to
claim property on the death of her husband when she has previously
ratified the relevant deed before the mayor and bailiffs in full court. This
would appear to correlate with clause 4 in the custumal (CUS 4). A11 and
18 indicate that cases involving a person under age cannot be determined
until that individual comes of age. This provision, which is noted in A11
as also being a common law principle, is not to be found in the Latin or
later English custumal. A19, 20, 27 and 36 are concerned with arrears of
rent and distraint, including of the property itself, until the debt has been
paid. The process referred to only really appears in the English custumal
(Liber Custumarum clause 10: Markham 1898, 218), none of the detail in
that clause appearing in its precursor (CUS 13). In 1285 was the main
reference point for the custom relating to distraint, which was presumably
regularly applied, collective memory rather than written record? Was the
full recording of practice only undertaken later? In this respect we can
note in A9 the mayor and bailiffs referring to the usage of themselves and
their ancestors from time immemorial, rather than to a written code.

The cases dealt with in the eyre bear witness to the evolving struggle in
the history of medieval land law, where some interested parties strove to
alienate land freely, negating for example the restrictions imposed on
entailed land where inheritance remained with a family or group, and
others wished to maintain restrictive patrimony. Various devices, ever
more sophisticated and involving collusion and indeed fraud, were
developed to circumvent the legal provisions contained within the
framework of actions which were being introduced and are described
above, and it can be queried whether some of the civil pleas heard by the
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justices bear witness to the artifices emerging.? Here, as noted earlier, the
record of the eyre is presented for others with more specialist knowledge
of medieval law to dissect.

The 1285 pleas of the crown

Under pleas of the crown the justices dealt with felonies, unexplained or
sudden deaths, and other presentments covering royal business and
rights specified by the articles of the eyre. The coroners had to produce
their rolls, which recorded their own actions and those of the town
community and court since the last eyre. A jury of twelve burgesses was
also empanelled to report the facts of cases enrolled by the coroners (JUS
G; Table 12.1). The jurors were expected, in reporting on the various cases,
to be consistent with the coroners’ accounts, with the possibility that
omissions of evidence might be considered concealment (concelamentum),
justifying a fine or other punishment (JUS B27, D36). More generally the
jurors were to assist the justices in establishing the truth based on their
knowledge of the facts. They were not expected, in contrast to modern
juries, to weigh evidence put forward by others. The Northampton jury
for 1285, chosen by Ralph de Selveston, one of the bailiffs, included
William de Ebor’, William le Mercer, Robert Sauce, William Munt and
Pentecost de Northampton, all future bailiffs, with Pentecost becoming
mayor on more than one occasion.

Felony cases came before the justices in one of three ways (Crook 1979,
87ff). Firstly the jurors made presentments of their truth (veredicta — hence
verdict) in respect of cases brought to the court following previous action
of the town through its bailiffs, court and coroners. Most of the cases
considered in the 1285 eyre were presentments (JUS B 4-11, 13, 15-17, 19-
29, 32, 34-35, 37, 40, 43-46, 48, 54-61, 63, 65). Secondly the jurors, after
deliberating in private at the request of the justices, provided the justices
with a list of those suspected of wrong-doing (the privata). Those listed
in B66 under the heading ‘Of those indicted’, a normal way of introducing
such cases, clearly comprised the privata. All the suspects had absconded
and thus avoided facing justice. The entries that immediately follow and
close the crown pleas, B67 and B68, deal with suspects who had not taken
flight, and may also have been part of the privata. Although they are
introduced by the same formula as a number of the presentments (‘taken
on suspicion of’) Alan Kekl was suspected of a number of robberies and
both he and Richard de Cravenho were found guilty and hanged, an
outcome consistent with them being named in the privata process by the
same jurors who would later declare them guilty. Peter de Leys” and
Hugh de Stanford, who account for their chattels, were probably the
bailiffs up to the Michaelmas before the commencement of the North-

2 For an overview of medieval conveyancing and the issues outlined here see
Simpson 1961, 113.
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ampton eyre in November 1285. Thirdly the justices had to deal with what
were in effect private prosecutions, appeals by individuals accusing
others of wrong-doing, for the most part against themselves or those close
to them (JUS B33, 36, 42, 49, 50, 64).

While some cases still required a decision to be made by the justices, in
others it was more a case of the jury reporting events that had occurred
and the justices auditing action that had already been taken. Some entries
in the rolls merely record the worth of the chattels of a hanged individual,
presumably a felon executed following judgement of justices of gaol
delivery or through the exercise of the franchise of infangthief (see below).
Such monies, arising from the conviction of felons, were payable to the
crown, as indeed were any fines imposed in connection with the crown
pleas. When a felony was committed, whether robbery, murder or un-
lawful killing, the burgesses had a duty to raise the hue and cry and
pursue the offender. Failure to do so could constitute an offence. The town
of Northampton was in mercy in that it neither seized wrongdoers nor
took up the hue and cry (JUS B8, B9) and six men, while being found not
guilty of the death of Geoffrey le Peyntur, were fined 20s. for being
present and not apprehending the guilty party (JUS B64); on the other
hand it would appear that where someone arrested was subsequently
found in court to be innocent and acquitted, the person raising the hue
and cry could be fined; there are sixteen such cases in the bailiffs” account,
with individual fines ranging between 3d. and 18d. (e.g. BA G6, 18, 53,
138). Finding and reporting a death occasioned some risk, with the “first
finder’ needing to cleared by the jury (JUS B4, 28).

On arrest an individual would normally be brought before the town court.
If a robber was caught within the liberty of the town clearly in possession
of the stolen goods, then the town court had the authority to hang the
robber under the terms of the franchise of infangthief. Otherwise the
offender would be held in prison to await the coming of the justices. In
some cases bail might be granted subject to satisfactory pledges of security,
as was the case in respect of Richard son of Simon de Denton’ in B50, but
it can be noted that this case came to court as a result of an appeal. There
is no other evidence in the present roll of bail having been granted to any
of those arraigned before the justices on a felony charge, and indeed the
status of many of those brought to court does not seem to suggest that
sureties would readily be found; again bynames seem to indicate that
some at least were not residents of or at least did not have their origins in
the Northampton area (e.g. Ludgershall B56, Ulverston B59 and Pickering,
Ashbourne and Swineshead B65). It is difficult to imagine the town prison
being able to accommodate large numbers of prisoners for a long period,
and justices of gaol delivery may have handled some cases between the
general eyres, as occurred in respect of the killing of Henry son of Richard
ad Fontem (B48). Perhaps justices of jail delivery oversaw the acquittal of
Thomas Averay prior to the present court proceedings (B36).
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The clergy had special treatment under the law (JUS B33, 57, 58), not being
required to be a member of a tithing nor having to submit to secular
courts, an issue that had been central to the bitter dispute between Becket
and Henry II (Stewart 2006, Ixxxii). On being brought to court an
individual in holy orders could claim benefit of clergy and the right to be
tried by a church court, and a representative of the bishop, named in B33
and B57 in respect of Northampton as the dean of Christianity of North-
ampton, could claim the clerk for the bishop. There was certainly
advantage in claiming benefit of clergy, with the possibility of being
hanged for felony being replaced by the prospect of some rather milder
form of penance. Before the handing over of a clerk, however, the jurors
would declare whether the clerk was guilty (B57) or not guilty (B33).

As a result of the hue and cry, or perhaps just conscious of their guilt,
those suspected of an offence had two options. The first was to flee. In
which case, at the coming of the justices, if the jurors considered them to
be of ill repute and guilty, they would formally be summoned to appear
in court. Failure to do so would result in the justices placing them outside
the law (outlawing in the case of a man and waiving in the case of a
woman) (Hunnisett 1961, 63ff). Their possessions were forfeited to the
crown and strictly speaking they could now be killed without redress,
although it would appear that many of those outlawed for offences less
than felony surrendered, stood trial and perhaps bought their pardons.
The second option was to seek sanctuary in a church. During the ensuing
forty days sanctuary seekers could confess their guilt before the coroners
and abjure the kingdom, that is solemnly swear to leave the country
following a route and timescale agreed with the coroners.

Eight men and one woman are recorded as taking flight in the veredicta.
All were accused of killing. Two belonged to a tithing in Northampton,
five were strangers of whom one had been bailed, and two were vagrants.
The value of the chattels of the strangers and vagabonds were not known
and the others had no chattels. Eleven men and three women were
suspected of robbery in the privata. They all absconded and were
outlawed or waived. Eight men belonged to a tithing in Northampton,
including one with chattels worth 3s. 4d. and another with chattels worth
12d. There was one woman with chattels worth 12d. No chattels are
recorded for the two vagrants and three Jews.

Eighteen men and two women sought sanctuary, two for killing and
eighteen for robbery (B6, 7, 10, 11, 13, 16, 17, 19, 21, 26, 32, 37, 39, 40, 44,
54). Among them a solitary man is recorded as being an inhabitant of
Northampton, alongside fourteen strangers, three vagabonds and two
women. Only two are shown as having any chattels (worth 3s. 4d. and
2s.), the chattels of most of the vagabonds being unknown. All Saints’
church was the choice of sanctuary in fourteen out of twenty cases,
perhaps suggesting that a fair proportion of the offences occurred in or
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around the market place, with hue and cry then being raised and the
offenders being hotly pursued to All Saints’ as the nearest church. The
churches of St Michael and St Bartholomew, St John’s hospital and the
house of the Friars Preachers were also sanctuary destinations. In 1247
All Saints’, with four instances, was also the most frequently sought place
of sanctuary, other destinations being the churches of St Peter and St
Mary, the houses of the Friars Preachers and the Friars Minor, the hospital
of St John, the convent of St Mary de la Pré and the hospital of St Leonard,
Peterborough (JUST1/614B aalt 0798, 0895-6). In 1253 St Mary’s church
and the Friars Preachers each had two cases with All Saints’, St Gregory’s
and St Edmund’s churches, the Friars Minor, the hospital of St John and
‘Hardingstone church’® all providing sanctuary on one occasion (JUST1/
615 aalt 0928, 0998).4

In all the above processes the tithings had a continuing responsibility.
They could be fined for not bringing a malefactor to justice, for letting
him or her escape once arrested, and indeed for allowing the offence to
be committed in the first place.

Appeals would normally originate in the town court. In order to prevent
ill-founded accusations an appellor was expected to provide two pledges
or sureties that would be forfeited in the event of the appellor not pursuing
the appeal, in addition to any fine the appellor might have to pay (B18, 42,
50; D13, 15). Similarly an appellee would be attached, that is required to
provide surety that he or she would appear in court. In the case of Richard
son of Simon de Denton’ the bailiffs were ‘to judgement’ for attaching the
appellee when the appellor had not found pledges for prosecuting (B50).

Those going to trial, whether by choice or under duress, put themselves
‘for good or ill’ on the jurors of the town. Perhaps flight and abjuration
acted as a kind of judicial filter, sifting out the guilty. Of the twenty-nine
individuals arrested and who came before the justices, voluntarily or
otherwise (B28, 29, 34, 48, 55, 56, 59, 60, 65, 67, 68), only three were
declared guilty (B55, 67, 68), including two men possibly indicted through
the privata process. Such a failure to rush to find a party that might be
held responsible for a criminal act seems to show a mature caution and
concern on the part of the jurors for seeing justice done. This is borne out
by their approach in dealing with appeals, where some degree of personal
animosity can perhaps be detected on the part of the appellant, or at least
a desire to find someone on whom blame could be pinned. The clearest
example of this possibly occurs in the 1247 eyre rolls where Cecilia Beloste
was appealed for the death of her unborn child and the jurors declared
that the accusation was driven by hatred (JUST1/614B aalt 0798).

3 Perhaps St Leonard’s hospital.
4 StL...is also recorded — perhaps again St Leonard’s hospital.
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If we disregard the uncertainty of bynames, at least ten of those seeking
sanctuary, absconding or hanged came from Northampton, a further six
would appear to have been from the county (Brampton, Dallington,
Gretton, Kislingbury, Salcey and Wollaston), with five from Warwickshire,
two from Bedfordshire and Leicestershire and one from Cambridgeshire
and Lincolnshire. There were also a number of strangers and vagabonds
of unknown origin.

An important responsibility of the coroners was to investigate sudden or
unexplained deaths occurring between visitations of the justices, to record
their findings and to report them to the justices in eyre for audit. Four
cases are recorded at the 1285 eyre: Richard Fulur fell from a horse and
died the next day (B12); William, son of the bailiff of Dallington, was
struck by a horse and died the next day (B14); John Knycht also fell from
a horse and died immediately (B30); Matilda le Pottere was killed by a
horse and cart out of control (B41). In the 1247 eyre rolls the case is
recorded of John de Staunford, a dyer, who fell into a vat of boiling salt
and died as a result three days later (JUST1/614B aalt 0895). Where a
verdict of misadventure was reached the moving objects, including
animals, held responsible for the death, such as the horses in the cases
above, were declared deodand, in Latin literally ‘to be given to god’
(Hunnisett 1961, 32; Crook 1979, 110; Stewart 2006, Ixix). The objects, here
the horses, were sold and the proceeds were held by the town until the
next eyre, for subsequent distribution to some charitable purpose. Acc-
ordingly, although the town was accountable for the deodand, here
amounting to £2 16s. 4d., it does not appear in the list of fines and
amercements payable to the crown (JUS D-F).

The justices also examined through the jurors potential offences against
royal rights, and indeed the impact on royal revenues. There are three
entries in the 1285 rolls dealing with contraventions against the
regulations for selling wine (B51), the taking of new customs (B52) and
the refusal to allow the king’s bailiffs to enter property to make
summonses or distrain for debts (B53).

The 1285 plaints and trespasses

While actions in an eyre generally needed a royal writ, informal
complaints (querelae) could be initiated verbally or in writing without a
writ. Trespass originated as any serious private secular wrong, which
could not be classed as a felony and for which either the wronged person
could not afford a writ or a suitable writ was not yet available (Harding
1981, xxxiiif; see also Stewart 2006, xcff). During the course of the
thirteenth century trespass was the main subject of querelae (ibid. xlii) but
actions relating to debt became increasingly common, particularly after
1278 when the articles of the eyre were extended to allow actions of debt
to be brought by a written informal complaint (bill) (Brand 2002, 23), and
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the statute of Acton Burnell in 1283 also had an impact. The recording of
debts on court rolls had been practised throughout the thirteenth century
as a means of providing a secure basis for recovery of what was due when
a loan or other agreement was not honoured. A recognisance (recognitio)
so enrolled might not only state that A owed B an amount X to be paid
on day Y but also that A accepted that if the loan was not paid on the due
date then B might cause the sheriff to secure payment by seizing the
goods of A. Sometimes, and also for actions of trespass, individuals
initiated actions to force an issue and thereby secure a compromise. In
other cases an action might be brought by a creditor with the full
knowledge and consent of the debtor, just in order to have the outcome,
in the form of an agreement, entered on the court rolls. Indeed it would
not be unusual for such an action to be brought before a loan was made,
with the enrolled court decision thus recording the details of the loan and
providing a means for recovering the debt — if the debt was not honoured
immediate application could be made for a writ of execution (Pollock and
Maitland 1968, 203; Postan 1973, 35). Again, although interest might not
be mentioned it might be included in the sum due. In 1275 London
introduced a register (codex) of recognisances of debts, kept up to 1294 or
later; these were principally debts involving foreign merchants (pers.
comm. D Keene).The statute of Acton Burnell, reinforced in 1285 by
statute of merchants, established a uniform, nationwide system for taking
and executing recognisances (Postan 1973, 37). While the mayors of
London, York and Bristol and subsequently a few other towns were the
functionaries of this system, the royal justices, including the justices in
eyre, were not prevented from executing recognisances in the manner
that had previously been used. Although both statutes were intended to
encourage commerce by providing merchants with increased security in
the giving and recovery of loans, the advantages to creditors generally
were soon recognised, resulting in a surge in the enrolment of non-
commercial loans, so much so in fact that revisions to the statute of
merchants in 1311 specifically prohibited the provisions being used for
non-commercial loans. Incidentally these revisions now included
Northampton within a group of twelve towns responsible for executing
merchants’ recognisances, the other towns being Newcastle, York and
Nottingham for the area north of the river Trent, Exeter, Bristol and
Southampton for the south and west, and Lincoln, London, Canterbury,
Shrewsbury and Norwich for their respective areas.

As noted earlier® this section dealing with plaints and trespasses includes
actions clearly related to Northampton and its inhabitants, some that
almost certainly do not and others that may or may not have some
connection with the town. They are here discussed as a single group. Of

5 See also below the discussion before C74 in the text translation. Extended entries
in JUST1/620 clearly not referring to Northampton are not provided in the
translation in full.
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the ninety entries listed below only ten relate to trespass (C19, 20, 26, 28,
33, 43,51, 62, 88, 89). Five of the entries are merely about the initiation of
action, the fixing of dates when the cases will be heard, the giving of
pledges and the appointment of attorneys. A false accusation was made
that a tame buck and three greyhounds had been taken (C26), and an
accusation of assault was not proceeded with (C43). There was a further
case of assault (C62) and others concerned the felling of trees (C19, 51)
and the taking of a domestic cat (C19 again).

The vast majority of cases are to do with debt; debts of over 40s., as
elsewhere, could not be pleaded in the town’s court (Abb Plac, 300). Fifteen
entries deal with the preliminaries of bringing actions of debt (C21-3, 27,
29, 78-82, 85-7,90) and unjust detention (C84), involving the allocation of
a day for hearing the cases, the giving of pledges and the appointment of
attorneys. There are thirty-eight entries in respect of the recognisance of
debts, with the entries very much following a formula of acknowledging
the amount owed and agreeing a schedule for payment (C2, 4, 6, 11, 13-
5,17-8, 24-5, 30-2, 38-40, 42, 44-6, 48-9, 53-5, 58-61, 68-9, 71-6). Nine cases
include the giving of pledges. The recognisances total just over £450,
averaging about £12, but the average is considerably increased by four
debts of between £25 and £80. Half the debts are for £6 or less. In only
three cases is the creditor identified as a merchant (C18, 71, 75) although
the 15 marks and 3 stones of wool in C38 would also appear to be linked
to a commercial transaction. Can the £60 17s. owed by the abbot of Sulby
also be linked to trading in wool? Three instances relate to the settling of
estates of deceased persons (C24, 68, 76). A further six entries are not
adversarial but concerned rather with the public acknowledgement and
consequently the enrolment of the transfer of property and rents (C10,
36-7, 41, 47, 66).

Thirteen entries describing unjust detention or debt appear to relate to
genuine non-fulfilment of obligations rather than being brought with the
main purpose of having the details of a possibly new loan enrolled (C1,
3,7,8,12,16, 35,50, 56-7, 63-4, 70). All refer to dates in the past in respect
of when payment was due and in four cases the sheriff was ordered to
recover the debt from the debtor, in one instance in association with the
mayor and bailiffs of Northampton. Fines, recorded under Fines and
amercements (JUS E), were imposed in five cases (C3 = E1; C7 = E2; C35
= E4; C50 = E5; C57 = E7 and 8). William Aurifaber, William de Monte,
John Kays’, Henry de Cestrehunte of London and Thomas de Graffham
of London are all named as merchants. The debt to John Kays’ related to
the non-delivery of five sacks of wool by Henry Lungevill’ and Thomas
de Sartrino of Northampton. William Godard of London was also a
merchant, Robert Rote’s debt to him being incurred at Boston fair. The
largest debt was that of Henry de Burgh for £435 6s. 4d., but it is not
stated how the debt was incurred (C70). As might be expected, among
the cases of debt we meet prominent burgesses of Northampton, suing
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and being sued, such as Robert son of Henry (C16, 55, 74, 87), Philip le
Rus (C1, 40, 82), William le Mount (C3, 77), Pentecost de Kershalton (C6,
90), Peter de Leyc’ (C45), John le Megre (C75) and Philip de Horton (C78,
80). Most, if not all of these men were again merchants.

There is some evidence that a system of tallies was used in respect of
payment of damages, at least in a few instances (cf Chapter 13). At the
end of entries C52 and C67 is a large capital T and a C. In the prise text
similar Ts indicated the redemption of a tally. The purpose of the C, which
also occurs at the end of C7, is less clear. Perhaps it was an abbreviation
for ‘acknowledgement’ (cogn’) which frequently appears as such as a
marginated entry.

1285 Fines and amercements

This section contains lists of fines and amercements for crown pleas,
plaints and trespasses and common pleas. The cases themselves have
been discussed previously but here a notable feature of the entries, and
also under Plaints and Trespasses, is the frequent use as a monetary unit
of the mark and fractions of a mark, whether stated as such or expressed
in pence, as in the case of 40d. which amount to %4m.
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The Texts
Civil Pleas (TNA JUST1/620 45v-48v)

MEMBRANE 45v (aalt 0278-9)

Amercement

[A0] Pleas of jury trials and assizes of the liberty of the borough of
Northampton etc.: Mettingham

[A1] Thomas son of Ralph was summoned to answer the plea of Osbert
de Crouthorp’ that he pay him £33 that he owes him and unjustly detains
etc. Thomas comes and they agree to a compromise. Thomas gives “2m.
for a licence to concord on account of the pledge of Osbert «/2m.?» and it
is agreed that Thomas acknowledged that he owes Osbert £8 40d. of the
said debt, which he will pay him on the next feast of St Nicholas
[December 6] «acknowledgement». He accepts that if he does not do so
the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc. {+ For this etc. Osbert
remits the rest of the debt and his damages etc.}

[A2] John le Megre was summoned to answer the plea of Osbert de
Crouthorp’ that he pay him £33 that he owes him and unjustly detains etc.
John comes and they agree to a compromise. John gives ¥2m. for a licence
to concord on account of the pledge of Osbert «/2m.>» and it is agreed that
John acknowledged that he owes Osbert the said debt, half of which he
will pay him at Easter in year fourteen of the present lord king [1286] and
the other half at the following Pentecost «acknowledgement». He accepts
that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels
etc. For this the said Osbert gives up his damages etc.

[A3] Philip le Rus of Northampton, his brother Robert and Henry de
Longevill’ were attached to answer the plea of Robert son of John de Byfeld
that by force and arms they took and imprisoned Robert de Byfeld {=
Bifeud} at Northampton and inflicted other outrages on him, causing loss
to Robert de Byfeld {= Bifeud} of £10 and breaching the peace etc. Robert
de Byfeld complains that Philip and others on the feast of the apostles
Simon and Jude in year eleven of the present lord king [October 18, 1283]
by force and arms took him at Northampton and imprisoned him and
inflicted other outrages on him, whereof he suffered harm to the value of
£10, and for this he produces his suit etc. Philip and the others come and
deny the force and injury and whatever breached the peace etc. They say
that Robert son of John on the said day in the town of Northampton
assaulted one Peter Dod and maltreated him, breaching the peace etc. so
that Peter went to Philip, who was then bailiff of Northampton, and
complained about the trespass and found pledges for prosecuting the suit
against Robert de Byfeld {= Bifeud}. Philip went to Robert to attach him to
answer the suit but Robert was unwilling to be attached and violently
assaulted and maltreated Philip. Accordingly Philip complained about the
trespass made on him to Henry de Longevill’, then his colleague as bailiff

1 Cross reference is here made to entries in the fines and amercements section below.
2 JUST1/622 = struck through
3 JUST1/622 = struck through
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Amercement

of the same town, and Henry, as bailiff, taking Robert, Philip’s brother,
with him, approached Robert [de Byfeld] to attach him for each suit. He
in no way {+ was willing} to be attached and so {for his protection (ea
tuitione)} they arrested him for a short time. That they committed no other
trespass they place themselves on the country, and Robert de Byfeld
similarly. So let there be a jury trial etc.

The jurors, chosen by agreement of the parties, say on oath that Robert son
of John had assaulted Peter Dod and maltreated him and he complained
about Robert. Philip and others, then bailiffs of Northampton, wished to
attach Robert son of John to the suit of Peter but Robert refused and had
not promised to be attached, and so they arrested Robert until he should
have found pledges that he would answer about the said trespass. They
say that Philip and others did not imprison him nor commit any other
trespass against him. So it is adjudged that Philip and the others are
without day and that Robert son of John take nothing through that
judgement but be in mercy for false claim «mercy*».

[A4] Gilbert de Blyseworth’ claims against William le Munt {= Mount
senior} one messuage with appurtenances in Northampton and against
Walter le Petit Cordwaner {= Cordweyner} one messuage with appurten-
ances in the same town as his right through an open writ of right. He says
that Richard, his ancestor, was seised of the said messuage with
appurtenances in his demesne as of his fee and right in the time of peace
of the lord Henry, the king, father of the present lord king, taking rents
from it to the value of etc. From Richard the right etc. descended to
Richard, as son and heir, and from the same Richard, since he died without
heir of his body, the right descended to Robert, as brother and heir, and
from Robert, because he died without heir of his body, the right descended
to that Gilbert who now claims it as brother and heir. That such is his right
he offers etc. according to the custom of the town of Northampton etc.

William and Walter come and William, in respect of the tenement claimed
from him, vouches to warrant Alice who was the wife of Robert Hetewel
{= Hetewell’}, who is present and she warrants him. She fully
acknowledges the seisin of Richard, ancestor of Gilbert, whose seisin etc.
as of fee and right etc. and says that after the death of Richard it descended
to Robert, brother of Gilbert by means of which etc. Robert enfeoffed
Robert Hetewel {= Hetewell’}, once the husband of Alice, and Alice herself.
She denies exactly the right of Gilbert and places herself on a jury of the
town in the form of a grand assize of the lord king and seeks a judgement
whether she’® has greater right in the said messuage with appurtenances
through the feoffment of Robert, brother of Gilbert, to be held through his
warrant as she holds it, or whether Gilbert [has greater right]. Osbert de
Crouthorp’, William Trull’, William le Mercer and John de Catteworth’,
four men summoned to choose etc. came and chose those, namely etc. {+
Osbert de Crouthorp, William Trull, John de Catteworth, Robert Saucee,
Hugh de Staunford, John le Megre, William le Fraunceys, Thomas Patryk’,
Peter de Leyc’, Nicholas de Selche, John de Trop, William de Stormeworth’,

4 JUST1/622 = struck through.
5 JUST1/620 ipso = JUST 1/622 ipsa.
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Amercement
rolll

Robert son of Thomas, William de Ebor’, Gilbert de Toucestr’ and William
son of Michael. They say on oath.} Afterwards they came to an agreement.
Alice gives Y2m. for a licence to concord {- «/4m.»} and it is agreed that
Gilbert acknowledged that the messuage with appurtenances is the right
of Alice and remitted it to her and quitclaimed from himself and his heirs
to Alice and her heirs in perpetuity etc. «acknowledgement». For this etc.
William, at the request of Alice, acknowledged that he has to pay Gilbert
40s., which he is to pay him on the eve of the feast St Nicholas [December
5], and he accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his
lands and chattels etc.

Walter, in respect of the tenement claimed from him, vouches to warrant
Thomas son of Philip who is present and requests that it is shown by
means of what he ought to warrant him. Walter offers a certain charter
under the name of Philip, father of Thomas, which attests that Philip
granted, gave and with his charter confirmed to Walter the said messuage
with appurtenances, to be held by him and his heirs and that he and his
heirs would warrant etc. {+ and Thomas fully acknowledges the deed and
warrants it}. He says that Richard son of Richard, brother of Gilbert, by
means of etc., at some time held the said messuage from Robert,
grandfather of Thomas, whose heir he is, through the service of 8s. per
year, which service was six years in arrears. So Richard relinquished that
messuage and moved elsewhere and because Robert, his grandfather,
found nothing in the said messuage to distrain for the arrears, Robert, in
accordance with the custom of the town of Northampton, seized the
messuage into his own hands to hold it until the arrears had been fully
paid and similarly the expenses he had incurred in the said messuage. He
says® that his grandfather Robert incurred expenditure to the value of 30s.
in the buildings and other things that he did in the same messuage and he
says that the lords” from whom any tenements in the town are held, if they
do not find anything that they can distrain for service owed to them, can
seize the tenements that are held from them and hold them in their hands
until, as was said before, satisfaction has been fully received in respect of
arrears, buildings constructed by them and expenses. He says that he
himself claims nothing in the messuage except on account of the arrears
owed to him, and if Gilbert were willing to satisfy him in respect of his
arrears etc. he was prepared to return the said messuage to him. He seeks
judgement.

Gilbert says that since Thomas claims nothing in the tenement except
tenancy with a bond of surety (tenenciam cum nomine vadii) by reason of
the said customs, he asks his seisin to be adjudged his etc. With respect to
satisfying him in respect of the arrears and buildings constructed in the
tenement he says that when Philip, father of Thomas, whose heir he is,
who took the tenement into his hands by reason of the arrears to be held
until [he satisfied] him in respect of those arrears and buildings
constructed by him in the tenement, Philip in disinheriting and disseising
Richard, his father {= brother} whose heir he is, of that tenancy with a bond
of surety, enfeoffed Walter through the said charter and bound him and

6 JUST1/620 dicunt = JUST1/622 dicit.
7 JUST1/620 = denar’; JUST1/622 = dm’, taken here as domini.
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his heirs to warrant etc. Through that charter Thomas warranted the
tenement to Walter in clear right. He seeks judgement if he ought to satisfy
him in respect of the arrears or expenses when disherison ought to be
judged first «to judgement®».

{ + Because Thomas claims nothing in the said tenement except only
tenancy with a bond of surety, as previously stated, nor can he deny that
Philip, his father, whose heir he is, enfeoffed Walter with the said
tenements to disinherit Richard, brother of Gilbert, and his heirs, it is
adjudged that Gilbert should recover his seisin of the messuage with
appurtenances against Walter and that Walter should have land from
Thomas to the value of the messuage with appurtenances in an equivalent
location etc. Thomas in mercy etc. Because Philip, Thomas’ father,
enfeoffed Walter to disinherit Gilbert of the said tenement it is adjudged
that Thomas should not recover any arrears but lose them completely
«mercy’». The mayor and bailiffs of the town of Northampton are
forbidden by the justices, on behalf of the king, from allowing any such
feoffments in respect of those who have nothing except tenancy with a
bond of surety, nor should they admit them in their court etc.}

JUST1/620 MEMBRANE 46r (aalt 0098-99)

[A5] Annora, who was the wife of Simon le Champion {= Champyon},
claims against Philip de Horton” and Philip le Rus a shop with
appurtenances in Northampton as her right through an open writ of right.
She says that a certain Ellis, her ancestor, was seised in his demesne as of
his fee and right in the time of peace of lord Henry, king, father of the
present lord king, taking rents from it to the value of etc. The right
descended from Ellis, because he died without an heir of his body, to
Annora who now claims it as sister and heir and that such is her right she
offers etc. Philip and Philip come and Philip le Rus, in respect of the
tenement claimed from him, vouches to warrant Philip de Horton, who is
present and he warrants to him, as much for the tenement claimed from
him as for the tenement which he warrants to Philip le Rus. He says that
he cannot answer to this writ because he says that he was jointly enfeoffed
with Basilia, his wife, who is not named in the writ and without whom he
cannot answer, [and] he seeks a judgement. Annora cannot deny this. So
it is adjudged that Philip de Horton go without day and Annora take
nothing through her writ but be in mercy for false claim etc. «mercy%».

[A6] Hugh son of Robert de Sancto Neoto claims against Henry de
Stormesworth’ a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton as his
right through an open writ of right. He says that Helen, his ancestor, was
seised in her demesne as of her fee and right in the time of peace of lord
Henry, king, father of the present lord king, taking rents from it to the value
of etc. The right descended from Helen to Philip as son and heir, and from
Philip, because he died without an heir of his body, the right descended

8 JUST1/622 = struck through.
9 Struck through.
10 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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to that Hugh who now claims it as brother and heir. That such is his right
he offers etc. according to the custom of the borough of Northampton etc.

Henry comes and defends his right that etc. and says that Hugh has no
claim to the said messuage. Indeed he says that Hugh of his own seisin
enfeoffed him with the said messuage through his charter which he
presents and which attests that Hugh gave, granted and confirmed with
his charter to Henry a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton and
bound him and his heirs to warrant. He seeks judgement if, contrary to
his deed, legal action is appropriate to Hugh. Hugh fully acknowledges
the charter and whatever is contained in it but says that he ought not to
be driven from acting by that charter. Indeed he says that he was under
age at the time that the charter was written and says that the messuage
was the right of Helen, his mother, and after the death of Helen, Robert,
Hugh’s father, held the tenement through the law of England. He says that
at the time the charter was written and for seven years afterwards Robert
was seised of it. He seeks judgement if he ought to be driven from bringing
an action by a charter drawn up about a tenement in another’s seisin «to
judgement». Henry says that Hugh, at the time that he drew up the charter,
was of full age and was seised of the messuage after the death of his father
Robert. On this he places himself on the jury of the town of Northampton,
and Hugh likewise. So let there be a jury trial.

The jurors chosen by agreement of the parties say on oath that Hugh, at
the time the charter was written, was seised of the messuage after the
death of Robert, Hugh’s father, and that he was of full age. So it is
adjudged that Henry go without day and that Hugh take nothing through
that jury but be in mercy for false claim etc. «mercy!»

[A7] Katherine, who was the wife of William de Neuportpaynel, claims
against Daniel de Welleslal’ {= Welleshal'} a messuage with appurtenances
in Northampton as his right through a writ of entry. Daniel comes and says
that he cannot answer the writ. He says indeed that Amabel, his wife, was
enfeoffed of the said messuage jointly with himself and that she is not
named in the writ. He seeks judgement etc. Katherine cannot deny this
and seeks a licence to withdraw from her writ etc. and she has it etc.

[A8] Isabel son of Robert son of Mathew claims against the prior of the
order of Friars Preachers the moiety of a messuage with appurtenances in
Northampton as her right and inheritance and to which the prior does not
have entry except after Sampson son of Sampson unjustly disseised etc.
there Robert son of Mathew, Isabel’s father, whose heir she is, after the first
etc. The prior comes and vouches to warrant Thomas {= John} son of
Gervase Sampson who is present and warrants to him and says that Isabel
can claim no right in the tenement. Indeed he says that Isabel in her
independent widowhood (in legia viduitate) remitted and quitclaimed to
Thomas {+ brother of John, whose heir he is} and his heirs in her seisin all
the right that she had in the said tenement with appurtenances in
perpetuity, through the deed of Isabel, which he presents and which attests
this. He seeks judgement etc.

11 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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Isabel says that the deed was not her deed and she requests that this
should be investigated by a jury of the town of Northampton and through
the witnesses named in the deed, that is to say William Fraunceys, Richard
le Saus’, William son of Michael and John le Megre etc.

On this the mayor and bailiffs of the town of Northampton come and say
that they and their ancestors from time immemorial used such a liberty
that for lands and tenements that are in the borough of Northampton no
writs are impleaded {= pleaded} except only an open writ of right of dower
of assize of novel disseisin, and a writ of entry founded on disseisin (non
implacitantur aliqua brevia nisi tantum breve de recto patens de dote assise nove
disseisine et breve de ingressu fundatum super disseisinam). They ask that that
plea on that writ of entry founded on disseisin should not yield first place
to other writs of entry or possession etc. (cedat eis in primumdum quo ad alia
brevia de ingressu sive possessione etc.). The jurors say on oath that the deed
was drawn up by Isabel. So it is adjudged that John go without day and
Isabel take nothing through that jury but be in mercy for false claim etc.
«mercy». {but be ... = but be committed to gaol for false claim «gaol'?».
Pardoned by the justices because she is poor etc.}

[A9] John de la Porte claims against John son of John Eustac” a messuage
with appurtenances in Northampton as his right, to which John does not
have entry except after William son of John of Northampton unjustly
disseised etc. Katherine de Cancell’ mother of John de la Porte, whose heir
he now is, after the first etc.

John son of John comes and says that William, whom John de la Porte
affeers disseised Katherine, his mother, whose heir he is, was the father of
John de la Porte, and William indeed of his own seisin enfeoffed John son
of John through his charter, which he presents and which attests that
William gave, granted and confirmed with his charter to John son of John
etc. one messuage with appurtenances in Northampton and bound him
and his heirs to warrant etc. He says that John de la Porte is the son and
heir of William. He seeks judgement if, contrary to the deed of William,
his father, whose heir he himself is, he can bring an action etc.

John de la Porte fully acknowledges that the charter is the deed of William,
his father, whose heir he is, but he says that nothing descended to him
from William through his seisin nor through this means does he claim
anything, but rather through the seisin of his mother, whose heir he is, and
whom William unjustly disseised of the said tenement. There is a need to
examine what his father did (hoc patris est verificare) etc. He seeks
judgement whether by the deed of William, the dispossessor [of his
inheritance] (ablatoris), and from whom nothing descended to him, what
descended by right of his mother ought to be excluded from an action.
Because he says that if Katherine, his mother, and William were living and
not joined in wedlock, Katherine would have her [right] to recover through
an assize of novel disseisin etc. «to judgement». John son of Eustach’ says
that the charter was made before the statutes of the lord king now declared
at Gloucester, in which it is contained that a son is not to be excluded from

12 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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seeking his right by seisin of his mother because of the deed of his father,
except for the portion of the tenement which descends to him from the
father. Before those statutes if anyone had claimed anything through
descent by right and the father had, through his deed, excluded a claimant
who was his heir, [the heir] was always specifically excluded from bringing
an action, since it was not an obstacle that nothing descend from him up
to the time of the said statutes, by the law before those statutes. He seeks
judgement etc.

A day is given them to hear judgement at Newport Pagnell from the day
of St Hillary [13 January] in fifteen days etc.

JUST1/620 MEMBRANE 46v (aalt 0280-81)

[A10] Joanna who was the wife of John son of Eustach’ of Northampton
claims against Geoffrey le Baud a messuage with appurtenances in
Northampton, and against Richard de Hull’ {= Hill’} a messuage with
appurtenances in the same town as her right and inheritance to which
Geoffrey and Richard do not have entry except through John, once her
husband, who demised them to them, and whom she could not refuse
during his life etc. Geoffrey and Richard come. On this the mayor and
bailiffs come and say that no such writ of entry nor any other writ of entry
ought to be impleaded about tenements in Northampton except only a
writ of entry founded on disseisin. Joanna cannot deny this. So it is
adjudged that Geoffrey and Richard go without day and Joanna take
nothing through that writ but be in mercy for false claim etc. «mercy'».

[A11] Walter le Loverd of Northampton claims against William son of
William le Vyneter a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton as his
right through an open writ of right etc. William comes and says that
William, his father, whose heir he is, gave the messuage to a certain Simon
le Taverner to be held for the duration of his life. He says that, after the
death of William, father of William son of William, Simon granted that
property to him [Walter] as his own right and he says that he is under age
and claims age. Because the same William son of William was seen in the
court and it is clear from the appearance of his body that he is under age
according to the common law and according to the custom of the town of
Northampton, therefore let that suit remain without day until he comes of
age «age».

[A12] Roger de Schepesheved and Joanna his wife claim against William
de Bray a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton as their right
through an open writ of right. They say that Joanna was in seisin in her
demesne as of fee and right in the time of peace of the present lord King,
taking rent from it to the value etc. They present that such should be the
right of Joanna according to the custom of the town of Northampton etc.
William comes and says that Joanna can claim nothing of right in the said
messuage. Indeed he says that a certain John le Rus, once the husband of
Joanna, and Joanna herself at some time held the said messuage as the

13 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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right of Joanna and they jointly enfeoffed William with it. Joanna was later
questioned in the full court of Northampton and ratified the said feoffment
{+ within the four benches of the same court (infra quatuor bancos eiusdem
curie)}. He says that the custom of Northampton is such that when a
woman in a case of this kind has ratified the deed of her husband before
the mayor and bailiffs in full court she ought to be excluded from bringing
an action, as if a fine had been levied between them (ac si finis inter eos
fuisset levatus). Whereof he [William] seeks judgement whether, contrary
to the custom of the town and the said ratification, he [Roger] can bring
an action. He presents a deed under the name of John and Joanna which
reads: Know etc. that I, John le Rus son of Andrew le Rus of Higham
Ferrers, with the assent and consent of Joanna my wife, have given,
granted etc. to William de Bray {knight} of Wollaston etc. my house front
and back with all its appurtenances that I had in St Giles’ Street (in vico
Sancti Egidii) in Northampton and which is situated etc., to have and to
hold etc. to the said William and his heirs and assigns in perpetuity,
rendering thereof per year to the chief lords of that fee the due service and
custom and to me and my heirs and the heirs of Joanna my wife 1d. etc.
And |, the said John, and my heirs warrant the said house front and back
with its appurtenances to the said William and his heirs or assignees or
legatees, as is said above, and, saving service to the chief lords, will acquit
and defend it against all people, excepting alone that William de Grafton,
clerk, should have the said house with its appurtenances front and back
for the duration of his life without challenge or impediment of William de
Bray or his heirs or assignees, as is contained more fully in a deed of
feoffment which John le Rus and Joanna his wife made to the same William
de Grafton. And be it known that I, Joanna, wife of the said John le Rus, of
my own free will and not coerced, have totally remitted and quitclaimed
for me and my heirs in the full assembly (in plenis placitis) of Northampton
all the right and claim that I had, or in any way could have had, in the said
house with its appurtenances by reason of dowry, inheritance, marriage,
purchase or any other right. So that neither I, John, nor my heirs will be
able nor ought to demand any right or claim in the said house with its
appurtenances nor should anything be owed besides the rent of one penny
with its escheats etc. In [...] of which etc.

And Roger and Joanna say that they ought not to be excluded from
bringing an action by the said deed on the grounds that it is inserted in
the said charter that John,'* the first husband of Joanna herself, with the
assent of Joanna, his wife, gave, granted and confirmed, with his charter
to William, John’s house in St Giles” Street in Northampton; in which
charter three clauses are included, namely [firstly] that Joanna was joined
in legal wedlock to John at the time the charter was made; [secondly,] in
the same clause of the same charter, that the house was the right and
inheritance of John, that is my house there front and back with
appurtenances etc., of the inheritance of which they claim nothing, but
rather the inheritance of Joanna; and [thirdly] that the house was
transferred from the person of the feoffer into the person of the feoffee.

14 ‘that they ought not ... charter that John’ repeated in JUST1/620.
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Contrary things are found in the same charter namely: be it known that I,
Joanna, of my own free will remitted and quitclaimed etc., and here it is
mentioned that Joanna was single at the time the charter was made and
that the house was the right [of Joanna]; similarly that the house at the
time of the making [of the charter] had not been transferred from the
person of the feoffer into the person of the feoffee, excepting, however, that
William de Grafton, clerk, should have and hold the house with its
appurtenances front and back for the duration of his life etc. In which
clause — by which'> he should have and hold — it is made clear that at the
time of making [the charter] etc. the house was in another’s seisin as
aforesaid. He precisely seeks judgement whether through the charter of
feoffment he ought to be excluded from bringing an action concerning the
house, which was in the seisin of another rather than the seisin of the
feoffer or the feoffee etc.

William, just as before, says that, since Roger and Joanna silently
acknowledged the charter in which it is contained that Joanna had been
questioned on the ratification of the tenement, through the examination
of which she is excluded from bringing an action by decision of the town
of Northampton, as if a fine were levied, he seeks judgement. He says etc.
that through the feoffment he gained seisin of the house. On this he places
himself on the jury of the town etc.

Roger and Joanna say that William ought not to be admitted to the
verification'® about the transfer of the house, which William says was made
to his person, since it is expressly mentioned in the charter, by which he
asserts that they are excluded from bringing an action, that at the time the
charter was drawn up the house was in the seisin of William de Grafton,
as {+ was said previously} {- of the said William} and not to the person of
the feoffer or the feoffee. He seeks judgement etc. {- «to judgement»}.
William de Bray puts in his place Robert son of Reginald de Wollaston and
William de Byfeld etc. {- Roger and Joanna put in their place William
Jocshale etc.}.

A day is given to them for hearing their judgement at Newport Pagnell in
fifteen days. Joanna puts her husband in her place etc.

[A13] Henry son of Henry Stone of Northampton claims against Walter le
Plomer of Northampton one messuage with appurtenances in North-
ampton and against Walter de Duston two shops with appurtenances in
the same town as his right through an open writ of right etc. He says that
a certain Helen, his ancestor, was seised of the shops with their
appurtenances in her demesne as of fee and right in the time of peace in
the time of lord Henry, father of the present king, taking from them rents
to the value of etc. From Helen, because she died without an heir of her
body, the right descended to that Henry who now claims it as brother and
heir. That such is his right he presents etc. according to the custom of
Northampton. Walter and Walter come and Walter le Plomer, in respect of
the messuage claimed against him, says that he is not able to answer

15 per (or par) le = French?
16 JUST1/620 = ‘the said verification’; JUST1/622 = “any verification’.
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because he says that he was enfeoffed of that messuage jointly with Agnes,
his wife, without whom he cannot bring the said tenements to judgement
and who is not named in the writ. He seeks judgement etc. Henry cannot
deny this and accordingly seeks a licence for withdrawing from his writ
and he has it etc.

Walter de Duston, in respect of the shops claimed against him, fully
acknowledges the seisin of Helen whose seisin etc. as of fee and right. He
says that Helen of her seisin enfeoffed a certain Adam de Infirmaria, to
hold to her and her heirs, and Adam afterwards of his seisin enfeoffed
Walter {+ de Duston} with the said shops. He precisely denies the right of
Henry and places himself on a jury of the town in the form of a grand
assize of the lord king. He seeks judgement whether he has greater right
in the tenements through the feoffment of Adam, whom (= which Adam)
Helen enfeoffed with them, as he holds those shops, or whether Henry
[has greater right] of holding them, just as he claims them. John le Megre,
Robert Sauce, Osbert de Crouthorp’ and Henry de Stormesworth’, four
men summoned to choose etc. came and chose these, namely John le
Megre (juror),"” Robert Sauce (juror), Osbert de Crouthorp’ (juror), John de
Catteworth’ (juror), William de Bukebrok {= Bokebrock} (juror), Peter de
Leyc’ (juror), Henry de Longevill” (juror), John Belound (juror), Robert
Clericus (juror), Robert de Bedeford (juror), Thomas de Sartrino (juror),
John de la Porte (juror), William de Ebor’, John de Trop’ {= Throp’} and
Nicholas Selche. They say on oath that Henry has greater right in the shops
with appurtenances just as he claims them, rather than Walter de Duston,
to hold them just as he holds them. So it is adjudged that Henry should
recover the shops with their appurtenances, to hold them in perpetuity to
himself and his heirs in peace from Walter and his heirs. And Walter de
Duston in mercy etc. «mercy!8».

[A14] Walter le Pestur of Northampton claims against Robert de Catteford
a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton as his right through an
open writ of right etc. Robert comes and vouches to warrant Robert de
Wivill” and Matilda his wife. Let them have them at Westminster from the
day of St Hillary [ January 13] in fifteen days «Westminster». They are
summoned in the county of Southampton «Southampton». On this the
mayor and bailiffs come and say that in respect of tenements located
within the town no plea (placitum) should be held outside the town. So it
is allowed to them for that day what is to be allowed to them by right etc.?

[A15] Alice daughter of John Sampson junior claims against Lettice, who
was the wife of William le Vineter, two messuages with appurtenances in
Northampton as her right through an open writ of right. She says that a
certain John, her ancestor, was seised of the tenements in his demesne as
of fee and right in the time of peace of lord Henry, king and father of the
present lord king, taking rents to the value etc. From John the right
descended etc. to John as son and heir and from that John the right
descended etc. to Alice who now claims as daughter and heir. That such is
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her right she presents etc. according to the custom of the town of
Northampton etc. Lettice comes and they reach a compromise through a
licence. It is agreed that Lettice acknowledges that the tenements, namely
the two messuages with appurtenances, are the right of Alice and she
rendered them to her and remitted and quitclaimed them from herself and
her heirs to Alice and her heirs in perpetuity. So let her have seisin etc. For
this etc. Alice acknowledged that she herself remitted and quitclaimed
from herself and her heirs to Lettice and her heirs all the right and claim
that she had or in any way could have in all tenements that at some time
were of Adam son of John Sampson, uncle of Alice, in the town of
Northampton, or in any part of the same [tenements] in perpetuity, saving
only her right and claim to a certain messuage, which John Crede holds in
the town and which at some time was of Adam, whose heir she is, to be
claimed when she wishes to plead etc. «<acknowledgement». {-On this the
mayor and bailiffs of Northampton come and say that any plea in respect
of tenements lying within the town should be held within the town of
Northampton.? So it is allowed to them for that day what is allowed to
them by right etc.}

JUST 1/620 MEMBRANE 47r (aalt 0100-101)
[AOc] The liberty of Northampton continued

[A16] John le Megre, Robert Sauce, Osbert de Crouthorp” and John de
Catteworth’, four men summoned to choose on oath twelve of the more
lawful men of the town of Northampton, who might know better and wish
to tell the truth, for examining by jury in the form of a grand assize of the
lord king [the suit] between Robert de Ordelingbergh” {= Ordelyngbyger}
and Margery his wife, plaintiffs, and John de Querenden’ {= Querendon’}
and Isabel his wife about a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton.
John and Isabel, who are defendants, placed themselves, in the court of
the king before the justices at Westminster, on a jury of the town, when an
assize of the lord king should be held [in Northampton]. They sought
judgement whether they have the greater right in the messuage, as of the
right of Isabel, just as they hold it, or whether Robert and Margery [have
the greater right] of holding it as of the right of Margery, as they claim.
They came and they chose these, namely John le Megre (juror),?' Robert
Sauce (juror), Osbert de Crouthorp’ (juror), John de Catteworth’ (juror),
William de Bokebrok’ {= Bokebrock} (juror), Peter de Leyc’ (juror), Henry
de Longevill’ (juror), John Belound (juror), Robert Clericus (juror), Robert
de Bedeford (juror), Thomas de Sartrino (juror), John de la Porte (juror),
William de Ebor’, John de Trop” and Nicholas Selche {Selch’}. Who say on
oath that John and Isabel have greater right to hold the messuage as of the
right of Isabel, just as they hold it, rather than Robert and Margery as of
the right of Margery, just as they claim. So it is adjudged that John and
Isabel should hold the said messuage to themselves and their heirs {= the
heirs of Isabel}, in peace from Robert and Margery and the heirs of

20 Ms. reads non debet aliquod placitum. Presumably it is wrongly in the negative.
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Margery in perpetuity, and Robert and Margery in mercy etc. «mercy??».

[A17] Robert de Hanslape claims against Peter de Monte Acuto and Sarah
his wife two messuages with appurtenances in Northampton as his right
through an open writ of right. He says that Emma, his ancestor, was seised
of the tenements in her demesne as of fee and right in the time of peace in
the time of lord Henry, king and father of the present king, taking rents to
the value etc. From Emma the right of the tenements descended to John
as son and heir, and from John, who died without an heir of his body, the
right etc. reverted to Nicholas, as uncle and heir, brother of Emma, mother
of John. From Nicholas, because he died without an heir of his body, the
right etc. descended to Simon as brother and heir, and from Simon the right
descended to Ralph as son and heir. From Ralph, because he died without
an heir of his body, the right descended to John as brother and heir, and
from John, because he died without an heir of his body, the right
descended to that Robert who now claims it as brother and heir. That such
is his right he presents according to the custom of the town of
Northampton etc.

Peter and Sarah come. They say that they ought not to answer because he
says that John son of Emma, by means of whom he [Robert de Hanslape]
claims the tenement and who [Robert] says died without heir of his body,
is alive and in good health and living in Wenlock in the county of
Shropshire. On this he places himself on the country, and Robert similarly.
So the sheriff of Shropshire is commanded to cause to be present at
Westminster from the day of St Hillary [January 13] in fifteen days twelve
[men] etc. through whom etc. «Westminster; Shropshire». Who neither etc.
for examination in the said form because as etc.

[A18] Thomas de Hanvill’ {Hanvyl’} claims against Philip de Horton” and
Basilia, his wife, a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton as his
right and to which Philip and Basilia do not have entry except through
Richard de Bello Alneto and Helen his wife — to whom Henry de Hanvill’,
brother of Thomas, whose heir he is, demised that [tenement] while Henry
was under age etc. Philip and Basilia come and defend their right that etc.,
and they fully acknowledge that they have entry to the messuage through
Richard de Alneto and Helen, to whom Henry de Hanvill’ demised it. But
he says that Henry, at the time when he demised that tenement to Richard
and Helen, was not under age but rather in full age according to the
custom of the borough of Northampton. On this he places himself on the
jury of the same borough etc. Afterwards Thomas did not prosecute his
suit. So let Philip and Basilia, his wife, go without day and Thomas and
his pledges for prosecuting [be] in mercy etc. «mercy?». Let the names of
the pledges be sought etc.

[A19] Margery daughter of Robert le Laner claims against Geoffrey Lysurs
and Cristiana, his wife, a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton
through an open writ of right etc. Geoffrey and Cristiana come and say

22 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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that they ought not to answer the writ because they say that they claim
nothing in the messuage except in the name of a pledge as a result of
heirship (nisi nomine vadii de hereditate) of one Robert son of Robert. Robert,
the father etc., held that messuage from Geoffrey and Cristiana and was
in arrears to them for his service. {+ They say that} they claim nothing in
the messuage except only tenure (tenenciam) until Robert son of Robert
shall have satisfied them in respect of his arrears according to the custom
of the town of Northampton. Margery is not able to deny this and seeks a
licence to withdraw from her suit and she has it etc.

[A20] Adam, prior of Luffield, claims against Robert son of Henry of
Northampton a shop with appurtenances in Northampton as the right of
his church of Luffield, of which Robert unjustly disseised William, once
prior of Luffield, predecessor of the said prior, after the first etc. Robert
comes and says that he cannot answer him, because he says that William
Tylly {= Tilly} held the shop from him for the service of 6s. 8d. per year
and remained in arrears in respect of the rent for twenty years and more,
so that Robert, according to the custom of the town of Northampton, took
the shop into his own hand, to hold until William should satisfy him for
the arrears of the rent. He says that William has a son and heir by the name
of William to whom he is prepared to surrender the shop according to the
custom of the town when he has been willing to make satisfaction for the
arrears. He says that he has no claim in the same {+ shop} except in the
name of a pledge, as was said, and that he cannot then answer the same
prior etc. «to judgement». Afterwards the prior comes and requests a
licence to withdraw from his suit and he has it etc.

[A21] Roger Ray, brother Mathew Pikard {= Pykard} and brother Imbert
de Burgoyne were attached to answer Geoffrey Butterclot concerning the
plea that they seized Geoffrey at Northampton and imprisoned him and
inflicted other outrages on him causing Geoffrey the loss of £20 and
breaching the peace etc. He complains that on All Souls Day in the ninth
year of the reign of the present king [November 2, 1281] Roger and the
others seized him within the priory of St Andrew at Northampton,
imprisoned him and confined him under a court and afterwards
suspended him by his feet and inflicted other outrages on him. He says
that he was harmed and suffered loss to the value of £20 {= £10} etc. and
for that he brings his suit etc.

Roger and the others come through their attorney. They deny the force and
the injury that etc. and whatever breached the peace etc. They say that on
the said day in the said year they did not seize or imprison him or commit
any trespass against him as he alleges. On this they place themselves on
the country, and Geoffrey similarly. So let there be a jury trial etc.

The jurors, chosen by agreement of the parties, say on oath that at the time
of a certain Bernard, at one time prior of St Andrew’s and immediate
predecessor of Odo the present prior, Geoffrey went to the priory of St
Andrew and strongly insulted the prior Bernard verbally so that the prior
ordered some unknown servants to arrest Geoffrey as his villein
(garcionibus ... ut villanum suum arestare). They arrested him and confined
him in a court for a little time and afterwards they let him go. They say
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that Roger and the others brought him food and drink and did not commit
any other trespass on him as he alleges. So it is adjudged that Roger and
the others go without day and that Geoffrey take nothing through that jury
trial but be in mercy for false claim etc. «mercy?».

[A22] Philip son of Michael acknowledged that he owes Osbert de
Crouthorp’ {= Crowethorp} 117s. sterling of which he will pay him 40s. in
the middle of Lent next, 40s. at the following Pentecost and 37s. at the feast
of St James following [July 25]. He accepts that if he does not do so the
sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc. <acknowledgement».

[A23] Philip son of Henry le Barun {= Barbur} claims against Henry de
Stormesworth’ and Isabel his wife and against Adam de Oxindon’ {=
Oxenden’} and Alice his wife a messuage with appurtenances in
Northampton as his right by an open writ of right etc. Henry and the others
come and they say that they ought not to answer to this writ because they
say that when Philip claims the said messuage against them jointly as if
they were tenants in common, Henry and Isabel hold a moiety separately
from what Adam and Alice have in the same and similarly Adam and Alice
hold the other moiety separately etc. They seek judgement etc. Philip
cannot deny it and seeks a licence for withdrawing from his writ. And he
has it etc.

[A24] Margery daughter of Robert le Laner claims against John de
Huntingdon’ {= Huntyngdon’} and Caroline his wife a messuage with
appurtenances in Northampton as her right through an open writ of right.
John and Caroline come and through a licence surrender the messuage to
Margery. So let her have seisin etc.

[A25] William de Illeye {= Ylleye} complains of Philip de Horton that when
William, at Christmas in the ninth year in the reign of the present king
[1280] handed over 20m. in silver to Philip and £10 to Basilia, Philip’s wife,
to be [re]paid to William at the end of the following three years, Philip did
not pay the money at the said time but refused to pay and still refuses. He
says he has suffered and incurred loss to the value of £10 and for this he
brings his suit etc. He presents a deed in the form of a chirograph [that
contains the names] of warrantors (scriptum cyrographatum et obligatorum)
and that attests the said debt etc. Afterwards William Illeye {= Dylley} {-
comes and seeks a licence} for withdrawing from his suit® and he has it.

[A26] William de Rowell” {= Rothewelle} of Tamworth (Tanwrth) claims
against Joanna, who was the wife of John {+ Eustace}, and John, son of
John {= Joanna}, land 68 feet in length and 15 feet in width with
appurtenances in Northampton, to which John and Joanna do not have
entry except through John Eustace, to whom Joanna, who was the wife of
Thomas de Mosele (Mos’le = Mousle), demised it, who held it in dower
by gift of Thomas, once her husband, kinsman of William, whose heir he
now is etc. Joanna and John come and say that that writ concerns
possession and has in it that Thomas, kinsman of William, died seised.

24 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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Since no writ of possession is valid for any tenements in Northampton
they ask for judgement if they ought to answer this writ of possession.
William cannot deny it. So it is adjudged that Joanna and John go without
day and William should take nothing through that writ but be in mercy
for false claim etc. «mercy?6».

JUST 1/620 MEMBRANE 47v (aalt 0282)

[A27] Adam son of {+ Matilda} Catelyn claims against Richard Othehull’
a messuage with appurtenances in the suburbs of Northampton as his
right through an open writ of right etc. Richard comes and says that he
claims nothing in the messuage except only the tenancy at will of a certain
Philip le Rus, from the demise of the same Philip. Philip is present and
acknowledges this and freely answers Adam. He says that Matilda, mother
of Adam, held the messuage from Philip through service [blank] per year
so that Philip in the course of time, according to the custom of
Northampton, by reason of the arrears of the said rent, seized the
messuage into his own hand until Matilda or her heirs satisfied Philip in
respect of the arrears. He says that he is prepared to surrender the
messuage to Adam when he has satisfied him in respect of the arrears of
rent and Adam cannot deny this. So Adam is told to satisfy Philip in
respect of the arrears of said rent if he wishes etc.

[A28] Jordan de Luda and Cecilia his wife claim against Robert son of
Henry of Northampton?” meadowland 27 perches long and 20 perches
wide with appurtenances in the suburbs of Northampton, to which Robert
{—does not have} entry except after the demise that Thomas Malebraunche,
uncle of Cecilia, whose heir she is, made to Philip son of Robert of
Northampton for a term that has passed, and which [meadowland] after
that term ought to be returned to Cecilia etc. namely for a term of years
etc.

Robert comes and vouches to warrant Peter de Trumppeton {= Trompton’}
and Matilda his wife, who are present and warrant. They fully
acknowledge that they have entry to the tenement after the said demise
but say that Thomas, uncle of Cecilia, whose heir she is, did not demise
the tenements to Philip for a term but rather in fee through the charter of
Thomas, which he proffers and which attests this etc. Jordan and Cecilia
cannot deny this. So it is adjudged that Peter and Matilda go without day
and Jordan and Matilda take nothing through their writ but be in mercy
for false claim etc. «mercy?».

[A29] Thomas del Sartrin {= Sartryn} of Northampton was summoned to
answer Agnes de Hastinges and John de Boketon’, executors of the will of
Philip son of Robert de Pisseford, on the plea that he render them and a
certain Thomas de Pisseford, their co-executor {+ of the same will}, 10m.
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which he unjustly detains etc. Thomas del Sartrin comes and says that he
ought not to answer them or the said Thomas de Pisseford, their co-
executor etc. So Thomas is summoned to be at Westminster on the morrow
of the feast of the Purification of the Blessed Mary [February 1] to
prosecute similarly {= at the same time} etc. The same day is given to
Thomas del Sartrin and similarly to Agnes and John, through the attorney
of Agnes {+ in court = in banco} etc. «Westminster».

[A30] William de Aspervill, who brought a writ of debt against William
Peryn, did not prosecute his suit. So let him and his pledges for
prosecuting be in mercy, namely Richard de Muston’ and Hugh de
Saunton’ {= Staunton’} etc. «mercy?».

[A31] John de Gaugy, who brought a writ of covenant (breve de convencione)
against William de Boyvill” about a tenement in Northampton, did not
prosecute the suit. So let him and his pledges for prosecuting be in mercy,
namely William de Kendale {= Dendall’} and Philip Godrich’ {= Gordrych}
etc. «mercy®%».

[A32] Richard de Scarnebrok’ {= Scarnebroc} complains of John {= Hugh}
de Lyndeseye that after Hugh had bound himself as owing (obligasset se
teneri) £10 sterling to be paid on the following days, namely 5s. on the feast
of St Michael in the tenth year of the present lord king [September 29,
1282], 5s. at Christmas following, 5s. at Easter following, 5s. on the Nativity
of St John the Baptist [June 24, 1283], {+ 5s. on the feast of St Michael}, and
then 5s. on the same days from year to year until he fully paid the said
£10, Hugh only paid 5s. of the debt and refused to pay the rest {+ and still
refuses}. He says that he is harmed and has suffered loss amounting to 20s.
For this he brings his suit and displays a bond under the name of Hugh
that attests the debt to be paid on the said days etc. Hugh comes and
cannot deny the debt. So it is adjudged that [he owes] the £10, apart from
5s. So the sheriff is ordered to levy the money (fieri faciat predictos denarios)
from the lands and chattels of Hugh etc. and cause Richard to have them
without delay etc. «a, cs®'».

[A33] Eustacia, who was the wife of Thomas Kynne offered herself on the
fourth day (op se iiij die) against Thomas de Horpell’ {= Horpoll’} about a
plea of the third part of a messuage and four shops with appurtenances in
Northampton, which she claims against him as dower. He does not come
and is summoned etc. Judgement that the said third part is taken into the
hand of the lord king. And the day etc. He is summoned to be at Newport
Pagnell from the day of St Hillary [January 13] in fifteen days etc.
«Neuport».

[A34] Lettice daughter of William de Cateworthe {= Catteworth’} claims
against Henry son of William de Flore and Geoffrey de Brackel” {=
Brackele} a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton as her right
through an open writ of right etc. Whereof she says that a certain William,

29 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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her ancestor, was seised of the messuage with appurtenances in his
demesne as of fee and right at the time of peace of the lord Henry, king,
father of the present lord king, taking rents to the value of etc. From
William the right etc. descended to Geoffrey as son and heir. From
Geoffrey, because he died without an heir of his body, the right descended
etc. to Alice, Emma, Agnes and Lettice as sisters and heirs. From Alice,
because she died without an heir of her body, the right of her share
descended to Emma, Agnes and Lettice as sisters and heirs and from
Emma the right of her share descended to Agnes and Idonea as daughters
and heirs. From Agnes, because she died without an heir of her body, the
right of her share descended to Idonea as sister and heir, «a, cs» and from
Idonea the right reverted etc. to Agnes and Lettice as kinswomen and
heirs, sisters of Emma, mother of Agnes and Idonea Lettice.’? From Agnes
her share descended to that Lettice who now claims it as sister and heir.
That such is her right she offers etc. according to the custom of the town
of Northampton etc. Henry and Geoffrey come and Geoffrey says that he
holds nothing from the said messuage and indeed says that Henry holds
it all etc. Henry acknowledges this and denies the right of Lettice and the
seisin of William whose seisin etc. as of fee and right. And all etc. He places
himself on a jury of the town in the form of a grand assize being held and
seeks judgement whether he has greater right in the said messuage or
whether Lettice does. John le Megre, {+ Robert Sauce, Gilbert de
Bleseworth’, William de Ebor’, four men summoned to choose etc. came
and chose those, namely John le Megre, Robert Sauce, Gilbert de
Bleseworth’, William de Ebor’, Robert son of Henry, Robert de Bedeford,
Osbert de Crowethorp, Thomas de Sarteryn, John de la Porte, William de
Enveyse, Richard de Sancto Neoto, Thomas Patrik, Richard Pikard,
William de Stormesworth’} etc. Afterwards an agreement is reached
through a licence. It is agreed that Lettice acknowledges that the messuage
with appurtenances is the right of Henry and she remitted and quitclaimed
it from herself and her heirs to Henry and his heirs in perpetuity. For this
etc. Henry acknowledges that he owes Lettice 13s. 4d., which he will pay
to her on the first Sunday after the following Christmas. He accepts that if
he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.
«acknowledgement».

JUST1/620 MEMBRANE 48r (aalt 0102-3)
[A0d] The liberty of Northampton continued

[A35] John son of Reginald of Northampton, who brought a writ of assize E12
of mort d’ancestor against the master of the hospital of St John at
Northampton did not prosecute. So he and his pledges in mercy, namely
Robert son of Walter of Northampton and Alexander le Clerk of the same
place «mercy®».

[A36] An assize comes to investigate if John de Brom {= Robert de Borow}**

32 ‘Lettice’ inserted above ‘Idonea’ in JUST1/620 only.
33 JUST1/622 = struck through.
34 Subsequently in this plea identified as Robert de Baron and then Robert de Buru.
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unjustly etc. disseised Robert de Hotot of his free tenement in Northamp-
ton after the first etc. He complains that he disseised him of a messuage
with appurtenances etc. Robert comes and says that he did no harm and
did not disseise because he says that he had entry into the same tenement
through a certain Philip son of Robert who enfeoffed Robert. He says that
if there was any disseisin this was through Philip and not through Robert
etc. Robert de Hotot says that Robert {+ de Baron} did not have entry
through the said Philip but rather through {his own} disseisin and on this
he places himself on the assize, and Robert de Baron {= Boron} similarly.
So let the assize be held etc.

The jurors say on oath that Robert de Hotot, father of Robert, held the
messuage of Philip son of Robert for the service of 2s. 6d. per year. They
say that the custom of the borough of Northampton is that if anyone has
held a tenement from someone for a fixed service, if his service is in
arrears, he is firstly to distrain through goods found in the tenement and
afterwards through windows and doors if other {= the said} means of
distress are lacking. If payment of rent and service shall have ceased for a
year he is to come to the court of the borough with testimony of the
neighbours and show this, and through a decision of the court take it into
his hand, and he will hold it for a year. If within that year no-one comes to
satisfy him in respect of his rent and service he will return to the same
court with testimony of the neighbours and it will be decided that he
retains that tenement and builds without oak and freestone, so that he can
levy his rent and service. He will hold that [tenement] thus until the tenant
or his heir comes and satisfies him in respect of the arrears and any
expenditure he has reasonably incurred in the said tenement. They say
that because the tenement lay waste in the time of Robert, father of Robert,
who now complains that he has been disseised, and similarly in the time
of Robert himself, Philip took it into his hand by decision of the court of
the borough and demised it to Robert de Buru {= Boron}, saving only the
right of anyone when he wished to speak of it, according to the custom of
the town. They say exactly that Robert de Buru {= Boron} did not disseise
Robert de Hotot unjustly as the writ says. So it is adjudged that Robert de
Buru go without day and Robert de Hotot take nothing through that assize
but be in mercy for false claim etc. «mercy®». Saving to Robert de Hotot
his action according to the custom of the borough etc.

[A37] Hugh son of Robert de Sancto Neoto claims against Henry de
Stormesworth’ a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton as his
right through an open writ of right. He says that Helen, his ancestor, was
seised in her demesne as of fee and right in the time of peace in the time
of lord Henry, king, and father of the present king, taking rent to the value
of etc. From Helen the right descended to Philip as brother and heir, and
from Philip, because he died without an heir of his body, the right
descended etc. to that Hugh who now claims as brother and heir. That such
is his right he offers etc. according to the custom of the borough of
Northampton. Henry comes and defends his right that etc. and says that
Hugh can claim no right in the messuage. Indeed he says that Hugh of his

35 JUST1/622 = struck through.
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own seisin enfeoffed him with the said messuage through his charter,
which he presents and which attests that Hugh gave, granted and with his
charter confirmed a messuage with appurtenances in Northampton and
bound himself and his heirs to warrant. He seeks judgement if, contrary
to his deed, legal action is appropriate to Hugh etc. Hugh fully
acknowledges the charter and whatever is contained in it but says that he
ought not to be driven from action by that charter. Indeed he says that at
the time the charter was drawn up he himself was under age. Indeed he
says that the said messuage was the right of Helen.

[A38] Ralph de Silveston” and his colleague, bailiffs of Northampton, in
mercy for contempt. They are fined 100s. by the justices. Afterwards they
are pardoned by the justices.

[A39] Eustacia, who was the wife of Thomas Kynne, puts in her place
Robert Legat against Thomas de Horpol and Isabel le Petyt concerning a
plea of dower etc.

[A40] Ralph de Trehampton, who brought a writ of assize of novel
disseisin against Philip le Rus, Lettice, his wife, and others did not
prosecute. So he and his pledges for prosecuting in mercy, namely John
Corsoun of Watford and Richard Anable of the same place «mercy».

[A41] Hugh Cundy, who brought a writ of assize of novel disseisin against
Hugh Lovel about a tenement in Northampton did not prosecute. So he
and his pledges for prosecuting in mercy, namely Ralph de Houton’ and
Thomas de Bereford in Geytingdon’ etc. «mercy».

[A42] Ralph de Bosevill” claims against John de Longevill’ a messuage with
appurtenances in Northampton to which John does not have entry except
through John le Chivaler, to whom Ralph de Bosevill’, father of Ralph,
whose heir he is, demised it for a term that has expired etc. John comes
and says that Ralph at some time had demised the messuage to Jordan for
a term of years. Ralph died afterwards, then seised, and after Ralph’s death
the messuage was assigned to Petronilla, wife of Ralph, in dower.
Petronilla demised the messuage to Jordan to be held during the rest of
Petronilla’s life. He says that Jordan did not have entry into the messuage
through Ralph, Ralph’s father, but rather through Petronilla. Ralph cannot
deny it. So it is adjudged that John go without day and Ralph take nothing
through that writ but be in mercy for false claim etc. «mercy®».

[A43] Agnes de Hastinges {= Hastynges} and Thomas son of Philip in
mercy for several defaults etc. «mercy».

[A44] The same Agnes and Thomas and John de Boketon’ {= Buketon},
executors of the will of Philip son of Robert de Pisseford, were summoned
to answer Agnes de Byfeld, executor of the will of John de Byfeld in respect
of a plea that they render to her £6 that they unjustly detain etc. She
complains that when John, on the Sunday next before the feast of St
Andrew, in the fifty-fourth year of the reign of King Henry, father of the
present king [November 24, 1269], had sold (mutuasset) to Philip in the fair
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(nundinis) of Northampton furs of mottled ermine (furruras de erimito {=
irimito} vario) to the value of £6, to be paid to John at Easter following, in
time Philip and (nec) the executors detained the £6 from John and still
detain it from Agnes de Byfeld and refuse to pay her. She says that she has
suffered loss to the value of 100s. She produces her suit etc. Agnes {+ de
Hasting’}, Thomas and John come through the attorney of Agnes. John
says that he cannot answer with his said coexecutors. Indeed he says he
never had any management of Philip’s goods. Agnes and Thomas
acknowledge this and answer for themselves. They say that Philip, before
his death, satisfied Agnes de Byfeld in respect of the debt. On this he places
himself on the country, and Agnes similarly. So let there be a jury trial etc.
The jurors say on oath that Philip did not satisfy Agnes de Byfeld {= Bifeld}
in respect of the debt. So it is adjudged that Agnes de Byfeld recover the
debt against Agnes and Thomas, and Agnes de Hastinges and Thomas in
mercy etc. «mercy®».

{+ Damages 1m.}

JUST1/620 MEMBRANE 48v (aalt 0283)

[A45] An assize comes to investigate if Adam de le Enfermerye {= del
Enfermerie}, Simon Fraunceys of Reigate (Roygate = Reygate} and Agnes
who was the wife of John Fyden {= Fiden} unjustly etc. disseised Annora,
who was the wife of Simon le Champyon {= Chaumpion}, of her free
tenement in Northampton after the first etc. She complains that they
disseised her of 2s. annual rent with appurtenances etc. The same assize
comes to investigate if Roger Toth’and Cristiana his wife and Robert le
Megre unjustly disseised Annora, who was the wife of Simon le
Champyon {= Chaumpion}, of her free tenement in Northampton after the
first etc. She complains that they disseised her of 2s. rent and the rent of
two capons with appurtenances etc.

With regard to the first assize none of them come apart from Agnes. Adam
de le {= del} Enfermerye and Simon do not come but a certain William de
Northt’ comes and answers for them as bailiff and says nothing why the
assize should remain. Agnes comes and says that she caused no injury nor
disseised anyone and on this she places herself on the assize. So let an
assize be held. The jurors say on oath that a certain messuage in
Northampton from which the said rent came was at some time of Simon
de Duston who held it from Simon Champyon {= Chaumpion}, once the
husband of Annora, and Annora, paying 2s. rent per year. They say that
afterwards Simon de Duston sold that messuage to John Fydn {= Fixden},
whom John son of John Fydn {= Fixden} succeeded, who sold the
messuage to Simon le Fraunceys of Reigate (Reygate). Simon de Reygate
afterwards sold it to Adam de le Enfermerye {= Enfermerie}. They say that
John Fydn {= Fixden} and John his son and similarly Simon de Reygate
always paid the rent to Annora while they held that tenement, but when
Adam had bought that tenement he did not allow Annora to distrain in
that tenement for his rent. They say precisely that Adam disseised Annora
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of the said rent, which he placed in his view unjustly etc. as the writ says.
So it is adjudged that Annora recover her seisin of the rent, and Adam in
mercy «mercy*®», and Annora similarly in mercy against Simon and Agnes
for false claim «mercy».

With regard to the second assize Roger Toth and Cristiana his wife and
similarly Robert le Megre come. Roger and Cristiana say that they hold a
messuage in Northampton from Annora by service of 2s. per year only
and by that rent Annora is in seisin and it was always paid (extitit) but in
respect of the rent of two capons she was never in seisin so that she could
disseise for that reason. On that he places himself on the assize. Robert le
Megre comes and says that he caused no injury nor disseised anyone and
on this he places himself on the assize. So let an assize be held. The jurors
say on oath that the said messuage was at some time of Robert le Megre
who sold it to Roger and Cristiana. They say that Annora was always
accustomed to receive 2s. annually from the messuage until Roger and
Cristiana bought the messuage and blocked the door of the messuage so
that Annora could not gain entry to distrain for her rent, but in respect of
the rent of the capons they say that Annora was never in seisin so that she
could disseise for that reason. In respect of Robert le Megre they say that
he caused no injury to Annora. So it is adjudged that Annora recover her
seisin of the 2s. rent {+ through the view of the jurors — per visum recogn’},
and Roger and Cristiana in mercy etc. «mercy», and similarly Annora in
mercy for false claim for the rent of two capons, and similarly for false
claim against Robert etc. «mercy».

[A46] Damages of the first assize 8s. T C {= C}
Damages of the second assize 4s.

[A47] {+ Simon de Grenehull and Lettice his wife put in their place Robert
le Venur against William Russell on a plea of land. It is granted by the
justices that Robert prosecutes for William and Almeric, sons of Lettice
against William Russell about the plea.®}

38 JUST1/622 = struck through.
39 Not present in JUST 1/620. In JUST 1/622 after A12.
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[BO] Pleas of the crown of the borough of Northampton on the day after
[the feast of] St Edmund, king, [November 21] in the common hall (in
communi aula) of Northampton: {- and the borough of Northampton
answers through twelve jurors}.

[B1] These are the coroners in the borough of Northampton since the last
eyre of the justices, namely William son of Michael, John le Estreys, Robert
son of Henry, Roger de Cowey, Adam le Burser, John le Megre, William de
Stormeswrth, and Robert de Bedford, who still are (superstites) and answer
for their time etc. {- through one roll}.

[B2] These are the mayors since the last eyre of the justices, namely John
le Spycer who died and Philip de Horton who still is (superstes).

[B3] No Englishry is presented in that town because the lord the king has
pardoned through his charter the payment of the murder-fine (murdrum).

[B4] The jurors present that Emma Frost of Kislingbury (Kyselingbyr”) was
lodged at the house of Geoffrey de Carleton and in the night she got up
and killed Geoffrey and Julia his wife and carried off their goods and
immediately fled and is of ill repute. So let her be {— exacted and} waived
«{- exacted and} waived». Her chattels are not known because she was a
vagabond. The first finder comes and is not of ill repute and is therefore
quit {+ «quit»}. Englishry is not presented in the borough of Northampton
because the lord the king has pardoned it, as above.

[B5] Walter Hert of Brampton wounded Henry son of John de Brycleswrth
{= Briclesworth} in the fields of Brampton with a knife so that he died on
the next day. Immediately after the deed he fled and is of ill repute. So let
him be exacted and outlawed «exacted and outlawed». His chattels and
tithing are not known because he was a stranger etc.

[B6] Thomas son of William Selyman {= Seliman} and Ralph son of Ralph
de Clupham’ put themselves in the church of All Saints and acknowledged
that they were robbers and abjured the realm before the coroners
«abjuration». They had no chattels. Their tithings are unknown because
they were vagabonds etc.

[B7] Adam son of William de Chirchestacheden {= Chyrchestachedenn’}
put himself in the church of the hospital of St John, Northampton, as a
result of the hue and cry of Robert, servant of Adam de Walsingham {=
Walsyngham}, chaplain of master G de Preston. He acknowledged that he
had stolen the horse of Adam, and abjured the realm before the coroners
«abjuration». The town of Northampton received 40d. for his chattels
«40d.». His tithing is not known because he was a stranger.

[B8] The jurors present that certain unknown wrongdoers were lodged at
the house of Alice Barun and left behind them chattels to the value of 30s.

1 Cross reference is here made to entries in the fines and amercements section below.

roll!

D1

D2
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8d. «30s. 8d.». William Fraunceys and Richard Saus, then bailiffs of
Northampton, answer [for the money]. Because the borough of
Northampton did not seize the wrongdoers nor pursue them with the hue
and cry therefore it is in mercy «mercy». The twelve jurors concealed part
of the said chattels in their presentment, so they are in mercy etc. «mercy».

[B9] Thomas son of John Sampson killed Thomas son of William de Ponte D3
in the town of Northampton. Immediately after the deed he fled and is of

ill repute, so let him be exacted and outlawed «exacted and outlawed».

He had no chattels but he was of the tithing of Robert le Tayllur {= Taylur}
who now does not have him to stand trial. So he is in mercy «mercy». {-

The town of Northampton did not make hue and cry after him, so it is in
mercy etc.}

[B10] William son of Roger Wytkake {= Witlake} put himself in the church
of All Saints and acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured the realm
before the coroners of Northampton «abjuration». Neither his chattels nor
his tithing are known because he was a stranger.

[B11] Ralph le Saghere and William Sylk {= Silk} killed William de D4
Crantesden {= Crantesdon’} in the town of Northampton, and immediately
after the deed William Sylk fled and is of ill repute. So let him be exacted
and outlawed «exacted and outlawed». He had no chattels but he was of
the tithing of Richard Aylred {+ of Northampton} who now does not have
him [to stand trial]. So he is in mercy «mercy». Ralph le Saghere
immediately after the deed put himself in the church of All Saints and
acknowledged the deed and abjured the realm before the coroners
«abjuration». He had no chattels but he was of the tithing of Roger de
Kyselingbyr’ {= Kyslynbyr’} who now does not have him [to stand trial].
So he is in mercy etc. «mercy».

[B12] Richard le Fulur fell from a mare in the town of Northampton so that
he died the next day. No-one is supected of it. The judgement is
misadventure «misadventure». The value of the mare is 6s. for which the
town of Northampton answers «6s. {— deodand}».

[B13] Nicholas son of Richard de Bromham put himself in the church of D5
St Bartholomew outside Northampton and Ralph de Bromwell {=
Bormewell’} put himself in the church of St Michael and both
acknowledged that they were robbers and abjured the realm before the
coroners «abjuration; abjuration». Neither their chattels nor their tithings

are known because they were strangers from the county of Bedford.
Afterwards it is attested that Nicholas and Ralph previously escaped from

the castle of Northampton at the time when John le Moyne, who died, was
sheriff. So his heirs answer for the escape «escape».

[B14] William son of the bailiff of Dallington (Daylington” {= Dalyngton’})
was struck by a horse in the town of Northampton so that he died the next
day. No-one is suspected of it. The judgement is misadventure
«misadventure». The value of the horse is 20s. for which the town of
Northampton answers «20s. {— deodand}».
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[B15] Richard de Hybernia, servant of Richard son of Henry de Malesoue’
{= Maleshoueres}, struck Roger son of William de Caldecote, smith of
Maidwell (Maydenwell” {= Maydewill'}) on the head with an axe so that he
died four days later. Richard immediately fled and is of ill repute. So let
him be exacted and outlawed «exacted and outlawed». Neither his chattels
nor his tithing are known because he was a stranger, but he was in the
mainprise (manup’)? of Richard son of Henry Malesoueres {= Males-
houeres}, who now does not have him to stand trial. So he is in mercy
«mercy».

[B16] Helen daughter of Thomas de Broghton’ {= Brouton} killed William
son of William le Wyte with a stone in the town of Northampton.
Immediately after the deed she put herself in the church of the Friars
Preachers and acknowledged the deed and abjured the realm before the
coroners «abjuration». She had no chattels nor was in a tithing because she
was a woman.

[B17] William {- de} Muskham put himself in the church of St John in
Northampton and acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured the
realm before the coroners «abjuration». Neither his chattels nor his tithing
are known because he was a stranger.

[B18] Benedict son of Isaak, a Jew of Northampton, appealed in the court
of Northampton Thomas son of Richard Edyman for the death of Isaak his
father «appeal». Benedict does not come now nor does he prosecute his
appeal. So let him be taken and his pledges for prosecuting the appeal,
namely Joceus le Arblaster and David le Tayllur {= Taylor} be in mercy
«mercy». Thomas now comes and denies the death and the whole and for
good or ill puts himself on the jurors of Northampton. The jurors say on
oath that he is not guilty, so he is quit etc. «quit».

[B19] John son of Gilbert de Trumpeton” put himself in the church of St
Michael and acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured the realm
before the coroners «abjuration». His chattels were worth 2s., for which
the town of Northampton answers «2s.».

[B20] William de Weston, once the servant of Robert, parson of Gretton,
who died, killed William son of Richard, a clerk, outside the north gate of
Northampton and immediately after the deed fled and is of ill repute. So
let him be exacted and outlawed «exacted and outlawed». Neither his
chattels nor his tithing are known because he was a vagabond etc.

[B21] Hugh son of William de Offecherche {= Offechyrche} put himself in
the church of All Saints and acknowledged that he was a robber and
abjured the realm before the coroners «abjuration». He had no chattels.
His tithing is unknown because he was a stranger from the county of
Warwick.

[B22] The town of Rothwell {= Rowell’} for the chattels of William de
Chesterton’, robber, hanged, 10s. «10s.». The town of Northampton for the
chattels of a certain robber hanged at Dunstable [Im.] «1m.». Likewise the

2 =bail.

roll!
D6

D7

D8-
10
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town of Northampton for the chattels of Peter le Bakere, hanged, 12d.
«12d.».

[B23] Geoffrey, once the servant of Ralph Perot, wounded Roger son of
Roger de Bolington’ {= Bolyngton’'} in the throat with a knife so that he
died on the fourth day. Geoffrey immediately fled and is of ill repute. So
let him be exacted and outlawed «exacted and outlawed». Neither his
chattels nor his tithing are known because he was a stranger.

[B24] William le Rydere {= Rode}, once a forester of Salcey (Salceto) killed
Henry Hakeney with a sword in the town of Northampton and
immediately after the deed fled and is of ill repute. So let him be exacted
and outlawed «exacted and outlawed». Neither his chattels nor his tithing
are known because he was a stranger etc.

[B25] Thomas de Thurleston” of the county of Leicester at night killed
William de Thurmodeston’ in St Andrew’s Street (in vico Sancti Andree)
with a knife and immediately after the deed fled and is of ill repute. So let
him be exacted and outlawed «exacted and outlawed». Neither his chattels
nor his tithing are known because he was a stranger.

[B26] Henry son of Ralph de Ravenesthorp” and William son of William
de Netherton’ put themselves in the church of All Saints and
acknowledged that they were robbers and abjured the realm before the
coroners «abjuration». They had no chattels. The tithing is not known
because he was a stranger? etc.

[B27] The town of Northampton for the chattels of Roger son of Adam D11
Hurt {= Hurst}, hanged, 7d. «7d.». The twelve jurors concealed the said
chattels, so they are in mercy «mercy».

[B28] William Baron of Northampton was found dead with a wound in
his left arm in the house of Reginald Sampson. It is not known who killed
him. The first finder comes and is not of ill repute, so he is quit. Robert de
Orlingber’ {= Orlyngber’}, taken for the death, comes and denies the death
and the whole. For good or ill he places himself on the town of
Northampton. The jurors say on oath that he is not guilty, so he is quit
«quit».

JUST1/620 MEMBRANE 76v (aalt 0338-9)

[BOb] The pleas of the crown of the town of Northampton continued:
Metingham

[B29] John Wet of Clapthorn, taken for the death of Joceus le Arblaster, Jew
of Northampton, comes and denies the death and the whole. For good or
ill he places himself on the town {= jurors} of Northampton. The jurors on
oath say that he is not guilty for the said death. So he is quit «quit».

[B30] John Knycht {= Knych} fell from a horse in the town of Northampton
so that he died immediately. No-one is suspected of it. The judgement is

3 extraneus — singular
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misadventure «misadventure». The value of the horse is 1m., for which
the town of Northampton answers «1m. {- deodand}». The twelve jurors
concealed the said deodand. So they are in mercy «mercy».

[B31] Robert son of John Cardon’ of Winwick (Wynewyk’) was crushed by
a cart near the quarry outside the north gate so that he died immediately.
No-one is suspected of it. The judgement is misadventure «misadventure».

The value of the cart and horses is 21s., for which the town answers «21s.
{~ deodand}».

[B32] Hugh son of Robert Hamelyn of Dallington (Dalington” = Dalyngton’}
put himself in the church of All Saints and acknowledged that he was a
robber and abjured the realm before the coroners «abjuration». Neither his
chattels nor his tithing are known because he was a vagabond etc.

[B33] Rose, who was the wife of William son of Henry Soft, appeals {- in
the court of Northampton} Thomas son of William for the death of
William, her husband, etc. {- «appeal»}. He comes and says that he is a
clerk and that he ought not to answer here for it. On this the dean of
Christianity of Northampton comes and claims him as a clerk. But to know
in what state he should be delivered to him let the truth of the matter be
investigated by the town of Northampton. The jurors say on oath that he
is not guilty of the said death. {- So he is quit «quit».} {+ So for such let
him be delivered « delivered to the bishop».} Let Rose be committed to
gaol. The said [Rose] is pardoned by the justices {+ «pardoned»}.

[B34] Simon de Duston’, miller, and Richard son of Richard Knycht {=
Knyth}, miller, taken on suspicion of robbery, come and deny the whole
etc. For good or ill they place themselves on the {— country* town} {+ jurors}
of Northampton. The jurors say on oath that they are not guilty, so they
are quit etc. «quit {— quit}».

roll!

[B35] Of Gilbert de Kyrkeby, once sheriff, for the chattels of Thomas D12

Bussard {= Bossard}, hanged, 2m. «}am.».

[B36] Matilda daughter of Alice Brayn appealed in the court of D13

Northampton Thomas Aurey {= Averary} of Brixworth (Brycleswrth’ =
Briclesworthe}) for robbery of her sheep and breach of the peace of the lord
king and now she does not come «appeal». So let her be taken and her
pledges for prosecuting the appeal be in mercy, namely Robert Kempe of
Sibbertoft (Sybertoft) and Simon le Messer of the same place «mercy».
Thomas Aurey {= Averay} does not come nor was he attached so that she
was not prosecuting him until etc. It is attested by the jurors that Thomas
was taken for the robbery and acquitted before the justices here went away
through the country. So there is nothing at the present in respect of him
etc.

[B37] Henry son of John le Saltere put himself in the church of All Saints
and acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured the realm before the
coroners «abjuration». He had no chattels. His tithing is not known
because he was a stranger etc.

4 ‘country’ deleted
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[B38] Of the town of Northampton for the chattels of William de
Haselbech’ {= Haselbeche}, hanged, 12d. «12d.».

[B39] Julia® de Fysy {= Fysi} put herself in the church of All Saints and D14
acknowledged that she was a robber and abjured the realm before the
coroners «abjuration». She had no chattels. Robert son of John le Chapman

of

Coleshill similarly put himself in the church of All Saints and

acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured the realm before the
coroners «abjuration». Neither his tithing nor his chattels are known
because he was a stranger of the county of Warwick®. Afterwards it was
attested that he had chattels worth 10s. {= 12s.}, for which the town of
Northampton answers «10s. {= 12s.}».

[B40] Gilbert de Hybernia put himself in the church of All Saints and
acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured the realm before the
coroners «abjuration». He had no chattels. His tithing is not known
because he was a stranger etc.

[B41] William de Wotton’, in leading a cart next to the stadium” of Matilda
le Pottere, scattered her® goods. Matilda tried (voluit) to stop the said cart.
William struck the horses still harnessed to the cart (existentes in caretta)
and the horses pulled and ran over Matilda and broke her right arm so
that Matilda died eight days later. No-one is suspected of it. The
judgement is misadventure «misadventure». The value of the horses and
cart is 17s., for which the town of Northampton answers «17s. {-
deodand}». William immediately fled in fear. His chattels are seized on
account of his flight. There are no chattels of his. William now comes and
the jurors do not suspect him of it, so he is quit etc. «quit».

[B42] William de Westgate appealed in the court of Northampton Robert D15
de Aston’, saying that he was outlawed in the county of Oxford for robbery
committed in that county «appeal». William does not come now, so let him

be taken « be taken» and let his pledges for prosecuting be in mercy,
namely Thomas de Pypwell’ {= Pippewell’} of Northampton and Richard

de Derby of the same place «mercy». Robert does not come nor was he
attached so that William was not proceeding against him until etc. The
jurors say that he was not outlawed etc.

[B43] Of the town of Northampton for the chattels of Matilda de la Grene D16
of Nuneaton (Nunne Eton” = NonneEton’) and her son John, hanged, 2s.
«2s.». The jurors testify that John and Matilda were taken with their stolen
wool without the pursuit of anyone and the court of Northampton

5

6

7

Or Julian — ms. reads "Jul”. There is no mention of tithing for Jul’, which suggests a
woman, but on the other hand Jul’ is not stated as being a woman.

In JUST1/619 this entry up to this point is in a different order but the content as such is
the same

Stadium can alternatively mean furlong, platform or house with an upper storey. Its
meaning here is uncertain. Could this be a furlong or strip of land where Matilda worked
as a potter, although this is unlikely here for only a major farmer or tenant would deal
with a whole furlong? Alternatively given the nature of her occupation, could it be a
misreading of an abbreviated ‘stationem’, her station or standing in a market place or
street?

Or his.



The Justices in General Eyre in 1285 291

Amercement
roll!
proceeded to hang them as a result of their own admission (... cum
mannopere lane furate sine alicuius secta et per idem recognitionem suam alia
secta processit curia ...). So to judgement of the liberty «to judgement».

[B44] Henry son of Henry Marescall’ put himself in the church of All Saints
and acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured the realm
«abjuration». He had no chattels. His tithing is not known because he was
a stranger from the county of Warwick.

[B45] Henry Stonhard of Dunstable (Dustaple = Donstaple), taken on D17
suspicion of robbery by the town of Northampton and imprisoned in the
prison of the same town, afterwards broke out of prison and in so doing
was captured and hung by judgement of the court of Northampton.
Because the court made its judgement without the justices of the lord the
king or at their command, so to judgement of the liberty of the town {=
borough} of Northampton «to judgement». His chattels, 2s., for which the
town of Northampton answers «2s.».

[B46] Of the same town of Northampton for the chattels of John de D18
Coleshill’ {= Koleshill’}, clerk, for felony, to judgement, 3s. «3s.».

[B47] Of R le Baud, sheriff of Northampton, for the chattels of William de D19
Mollesho {= Mellesho}, approver, hanged, 12s. «12s.».

[B48] Henry son of Richard ad Fontem of Northampton was found killed D20
in the house of Alice de Seys. Thomas de Cattewrth {= Catworth}, {+ John
son of Peter,} John ad Fontem, Alice de Seys {= Seyis}, Constance and Alice,
Alice ‘s daughters, and Amice, Alice’s maid, were taken and imprisoned
for the said death. Afterwards all came before Robert son of Walter, John
le Lu and their fellow justices for gaol delivery and all besides Thomas de
Cattewrth put themselves for good or ill on the twelve jurors of North-
ampton, and they went away quit. So there is nothing at present for them.
Thomas de Cattewrth’ {= Catworth’}, {~ deacon} was delivered to the
bishop as the one who killed Henry in defending himself etc. The chattels
of Thomas 3s. «3s.», for which the town answers.

[B49] Henry de Lungevill’ {= Longevill'} appealed in the court of North- D21
ampton Robert Logges for breach of the lord the king’s peace «appeal». It -2
was found through the rolls of the coroners that Henry withdrew his
appeal against him at the second court. So let him be taken «be taken» and

let his pledges for prosecuting be in mercy, that is William Lambekyn and
Robert de Syberford {= Siberford} «mercy». Robert now comes and the
jurors attest that they are he is® not guilty. And that they are { — not} ‘conc”.10

So Robert is quit etc.

[B50] Richard son of Simon de Denton’ of the county of Huntingdon came
and accused John son of Ralph Kyng’ of Weston” in the town of North-
ampton of stealing four sheep at Fenstanton (Styneton = Syweton’) in the
county of Huntingdon, for which Peter de Leyc’ and Hugh de Stanford {=

9 ‘they are’ deleted and ‘he is” inserted above
10 The meaning is not clear.
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Stansted}, then bailiffs of Northampton, arrested John and afterwards
released him on bail for the coming of the justices at the present time. He
now comes and it is found through the rolls of the coroners that Richard
did not find a pledge for prosecuting him nor did anyone prosecute him
nor the jurors suspect him. So let the same John go quit and to judgement
for the bailiffs in that they attached John through the suit of Richard,
without him finding pledges for prosecuting «to judgement».

[B51] Of wines sold etc. They say that William de Ettewell’, John de D36
Pelevill’, Henry de Lungevill’, Robert son of Henry, Robert de Chatwrth’,
William de Pelvill’, John son of Eustach’ de Polevill’ sold wine contrary to

the assize. So they are in mercy «mercy».

JUST1/620 MEMBRANE 77r (aalt 0161-2)

[BOc] The pleas of the crown of the town of Northampton continued:
Metingham

[B52] Of new customs levied etc. They say that Julia, who was once the D23
wife of Roger de Wanton’, newly levied a custom in taking toll at Billing
Bridge (ad pontem de Bylling’) and it is not known by what warrant. So the
sheriff is commanded to make her come etc. Afterwards Julia comes and
says that she took no toll and concerning this she places herself on the
jurors of Spelhoe who say on oath that the same [Julia], after the death of
her husband Roger, took toll, as it was previously said. So she is in mercy
{~ «mercy»}. Afterwards she made fine of 20s. {— «20s.»} for trespass with
John le Lu of Harpole (Horpol) as her pledge and the sheriff is commanded
not to allow toll henceforth to be taken there on penalty of 100s. etc.
«commanded».

[B53] Of those who do not allow the bailiffs of the lord the king etc. They
say that Ralph le Furn’, Peter de Evesham illegally recovered goods
distrained by the bailiffs and did not allow them to distrain for the debt of
the lord the king etc. So they are in mercy «mercy».

[B54] Ralph son of Richard le Despenser of Tumby put himself in the
church of All Saints and acknowledged that he was a robber and abjured
the realm «abjuration». His chattels are not known nor his tithing because
he was a stranger from the county of Lincoln.

[B55] Roger Bruselante {= Brycelante} and Emma his wife, taken on
suspicion of robbery, come and deny the whole. For good or ill he places"
himself on the jurors of the borough of Northampton. The jurors say on
oath that Roger is not guilty, so he is quit «quit». They say that Emma is
guilty etc. {- «hanged»}. She had no chattels.

[B56] Richard le Pecher, Robert son of Edwin, John Bruban, Joanna who
was the wife of Robert son of Warin le Taverner, Ida the wife of Simon le
Machim, William Barun of Thurbeek {= Thurbrok}, John de Lutegareshal’
{= Luttegershale},’? taken on suspicion of robbery, come and deny the
whole etc. For good or ill they place themselves on the jurors of North-

11 ponit is singular
12 Ludgershall
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ampton, and the jurors say on oath that they are not guilty. So all are then
quit {- «quit X 7»}

[B57] John de Lyncoln’, taken in possession of a stolen tunic of Calabrian
fur (cum mannopere cuiusdam colobii fur’)'®, comes and says that he is a clerk
and that therefore he ought not to answer here. On this the dean of
Christianity of Northampton comes and asks for him as a clerk. But to
know in what state he should be delivered to him let the truth of the matter
be investigated through a jury at Northampton. The jurors say on oath that
he is guilty {+ of the said robbery}. So he is delivered to the bishop who
asked for him as a clerk etc. {- «delivered to the bishop».}

[B58] John de Barsham’, clerk, taken on suspicion of the death of three
merchants killed at Caxton” Wood* in the county of Cambridge comes etc.
Because the felony was committed in the said county and the justices here
cannot have cognisance (notitiam) in that county on felonies committed
elsewhere in other counties without the command of the lord king, the
sheriff is therefore instructed to guard him safely and send him to
Newgate. Afterwards it was agreed that John should be handed over to
the bishop who asked for him as a clerk etc. « handed over to the bishop».

[B59] Alexander de Ulverster, taken on suspicion of robbery, comes and
denies the whole etc. For good or ill he places himself on the jurors of
Northampton, and the jurors say on oath that he is not guilty of the death.
So he is quit etc. «quit».

[B60] Roger Schilling’, taken for the death of Geoffrey le Peyntur, comes
and denies the death and the whole etc. For good or ill he places himself
on the jurors of Northampton, and the jurors say on oath that he is not
guilty of the death. So he is quit etc. «quit».

[B61] The jurors present that William le Wylde was taken, on suspicion of
robbery, by Nicholas Selche and John de Thorp’ and held in the prison of
the same town. Afterwards he escaped from that prison. So to judgement
for escape on Nicholas and John «escape».

[B62] These remain coroners, namely Robert son of Henry, John le Megre,
William de Stormeswrth’ and Robert de Bedford’. William son of Michael
was removed on account of old age etc.

roll!

[B63] Richard de Dunstaple was found hanged in the prison of the town D24

of Northampton. Nicholas Selche and John de Thorp’ and John de le Blake,
clerk, indicted for the death, come and, questioned how they wished to
clear themselves, say that for good or ill they place themselves on the
jurors of Northampton. The jurors say on oath that they are not guilty of
the death, so they are quit. But in truth they say that Richard de Dunstaple
was custodian of the prison and because William le Wylde escaped from
his custody, in fear by reason of the escape, he hanged himself in prison

13 Colobii probably refers to Calaber, a term that was originally applied to highly valued
squirrel furs from Calabria in southern Italy, although from the fourteenth century the
name was perhaps also used for furs from central and eastern Europe. See Veale 2003, 217.

14 Caxton is not far from St Ives so the merchants may well have been travelling to or

returning from the fair.
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with his belt. No-one else is suspected. Judgement suicide. His chattels.

[B64] Helen de Burgo Sancti Petri appealed in the court of Northampton D25
John Schillbug, Simon Schilling, William Schilling’, Stephen son of Simon
de la Grene, Simon le Gylor, and Simon le Halyere for the death of
Geoffrey le Peyntur, her brother «appeal». She now comes and appeals
them for the death as previously and it is found through the rolls of the
coroners that she withdrew her appeal against them. So let her be
committed to gaol and her pledges for prosecuting be in mercy «mercy».
She is pardoned through the justices. John Schilbug’, Simon Schilling’,
William Schilling, Simon Gylor, and Simon le Halyere come and,
questioned how they wished to clear themselves of the death, say that for
good or ill they place themselves on the jurors of Northampton. The jurors
say on oath that they are not guilty of the death, so they are quit. But
because those presented were in the said conflict where Geoffrey was
killed and did not pursue the felon who killed him so let them be taken
into custody etc. Afterwards they made fine for trespass for 20s. through
the pledges of Gilbert de Burn” and William de Wotton’ etc. «20s.».

[B65] John de Pykering’, Geoffrey de Asseburn’, Henry de Brampton’, John
de Bykenatr’, deacon, and Richard son of Geoffrey le Bakestere of
Swineshead (Swyneshened), taken on suspicion of robbery, come and deny
the whole etc. For good or ill they place themselves on the jurors of
Northampton, and the jurors say on oath that they are not guilty. So they
are quit «quit».

[B66] Of those indicted etc. They say that Robert le Tournour, Robert D26
Oweyn and Joanna his wife, Ace Carectar’ and Alice his wife, Walter le -34
Beur, William Russel of Wollaston (Wolaston”), Ivo de Geyton, Yolle Singge,
Jew, (blank space) his wife and Belasset mother of the said Yolle, Jew, Joceus
son of Abraham de Berkamstede and Duce Bucstan, John Povere, Clement
Curteys, Geoffrey de Gotham, Roger son of Geoffrey David, Reginald le
Estreys, Christiana la Rede of Pytchley (Pu’ghtesl’), absconded under
suspicion of robbery and are of ill repute. So let all the men be exacted and
outlawed «exacted and outlawed» and the women waived «exacted and
waived». The chattels of Robert le Turnur 12d. for which the town of
Northampton answers «12d.». His tithing is not known because he was a
vagabond. The chattels of Christiana la Rede 2s. for which the town
answers «2s.». The chattels of Robert Oweyn 3s. 4d. for which the same
town answers «3s.4d.». Robert Oweyn was in the tithing of Robert de
Daventr’ who now does not have him to stand trial, so he is in mercy
«mercy». Joanna, wife of the said Robert Oweyn, and the others had no
chattels, but Azo Carectar’ was in the tithing of Walter le Ferur, Geoffrey
de Gotham was in the tithing of Geoffrey le Catener, Walter le Bewr was
in the tithing of the same Geoffrey, Ivo de Gayton” was in the tithing of
Thomas de Arderne, John le Povere was in the tithing of Thomas de
Brampton’, Roger son of Geoffrey David was in the tithing of William
(Gilemini) le Gaunter and Reginald le Estreys was in the tithing of Walter
de Syneleho, who do not have them to stand trial. So they are in mercy
«mercy». The tithings of the others are not known because they were
vagabonds and Jews.
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[B67] Alan Kekl, taken on suspicion of several robberies comes and denies D35
the whole etc. For good or ill he places himself on the jurors of
Northampton, and the jurors say on oath that he is guilty of several
robberies. So etc. «<hanged». His chattels 9s. for which Peter de Leys’ and
Hugh de Stanford, bailiffs of Northampton, answer «9s.».

[B68] Richard de Cravenhow in the county of Leicester, taken on suspicion
of robbery, comes and denies the whole etc. For good or ill he places
himself on the jurors of Northampton, and the jurors say on oath that he
is guilty. So etc. «hanged». He had no chattels.
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[C0a] Plaints and trespasses: Metingham

[C1] William Aurifaber of Amiens (Amyas = Amias), merchant, complains
that Philip le Rus unjustly detained £58 sterling that he ought to have paid
him at the feast of St Bartholomew in the thirteenth year of the reign of
the present king [August 24 1285] and has not yet done. He says that he
has suffered harm to the value of 40m. For this he brings his suit. Philip
comes and denies the force and injury which etc. He well recognises that
he is bound to him for the said £58 and has not paid anything. So
judgement is that William should recover the debt from Philip and his
damages, which are assessed by the justices at (blank). Philip in mercy
«mercy». Afterwards it is agreed between them that Philip will pay
William the money within the quinzaine of [the feast of] St Andrew next
at the fair of Northampton. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff
may levy from his lands and chattels etc. For the greater safeguarding of
this happening Philip found these pledges namely etc. Afterwards William
comes and acknowledges that Philip has satisfied him in respect of the
said money. So etc. So Philip is quit etc.?

[C2] Nicholas de Segrave junior acknowledges that he owes Nicholas de
Huntedon” 6m. silver which he will pay him on the feast of St Martin in
the present year [11 November 1285] «acknowledgement». If he does not
do so the sheriff [may levy] from his lands etc.?

[C3] William de Monte, merchant of Northampton, complains that Peter E1
Pykot unjustly detains 5m. from him. He complains that he ought to have
paid half at [the feast of] the Purification of the Blessed Mary in the
thirteenth year of the reign of the present king [2 February 1285] and the
other half in the middle of Lent following and he has not yet paid him. He
says that besides this, because he has not paid him the money, he has
suffered loss to the value of 20s. For this he brings his suit etc. Peter comes
and denies the force and injury which etc. He well recognises that he is
bound to William for the said debt. So judgement is that William recover
the debt from him and his damages which are assessed by the justices at
20s. Peter in mercy «mercy» for unjust detention.

[C4] Simon son of William de Creton” acknowledges that he owes William
Boteuylen one cask of wine worth 4m. to be paid to him at Easter in the
fourteenth year of the reign of the present king [14 April 1286]
«acknowledgement». He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may
levy from his lands and chattels. Upon this Hugh de Creton’ {= Creyton’}
came and stood surety (manucepit) for Simon that if he failed to pay the

1 Cross reference is here made to entries in the fines and amercements section below.

2 In JUST1/619 this entry is repeated after C3, the sole difference, apart from very minor
variations in abbreviations, being that the debt is now £48. There is no repeat in
JUST1/620.

3 InJUST1/619 this entry is repeated after C9.
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debt at the said term the sheriff might levy from his lands and chattels etc.
Damages 20s. etc. etc.

[C5] John Beel, clerk, collector of deodand in the county of Northampton
acknowledges that he received £8 through the hands of Ellis de Preston
for deodand from the county of Northampton as was agreed between
them «acknowledgement». Be it known that Ellis is still bound to the said
attorney for 40s. for deodand collected.

[C6] Alice who was the wife of John de Holecote {= Halecote}
acknowledges that she owes Pentecost’, merchant of Northampton, 46s.
8d. which she will pay him on the feast of St Martin this year [11
November 1285] «acknowledgement». If she does not do so she accepts
that the sheriff may levy from her lands and chattels.

[C7] Master Henry de Bray complains that Aline la Brune unjustly detains
5m. silver which she ought to have paid him at Pentecost in the seventh
year of the reign of the present king [21 May 1279] and she has paid
nothing etc. Aline now comes and well acknowledges the debt etc.
Afterwards it was agreed* that Aline acknowledged that she owes master
Henry 5m. which she will pay him within the quinzaine of [the feast of]
St Martin this year [11 November 1285] «acknowledgement». If she does
not do so she accepts that the sheriff may levy from her lands and chattels.
For this the said master remits the damages from Aline etc. to %2m.

Damages ¥2m. C

[C8] John son of Thomas de Wydevill’ complains that John de Grafton’
unjustly detains 10m. that he ought to have paid him on the feast of the
Purification of the Blessed Mary, fourteen years now having elapsed, and
he has not yet paid him. He says that he has suffered loss to the value of
40s. John de Grafton’ comes and denies the force and injury which etc. and
he cannot deny that he is bound to John son of Thomas for the said 10m.
So judgement is that John son of Thomas recover the said debt and John is
in mercy for trespass «mercy». Afterwards it is agreed between them that
John de Grafton’ acknowledged that he owes John son of Thomas the 10m.,
of which he will pay 5m. on the feast of St Martin [11 November 1285] this
year and 5m. at Easter following. If he does not do so he accepts that the
sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc. For this he finds pledges,
namely Ralph de Weyden’, William de Bosenho, John le Frere {= Prere} of
Cosgrove (Covesgrave) and Adam de Tasernere who acknowledge that they
are principal debtors etc. If John de Grafton fails in the said payment on
the nominated dates they accept that the sheriff may levy from their goods
and chattels until the said 10m. are fully paid to John son of Thomas.

Damages 20s. T C
[C9] Willliam de Luterworth, who complained that the community of the
borough of Rothwell (Rowell’) unjustly detained from him chattels to the

value of 100s. for his pay on the business of Reginald Wall’, came and
remitted to the community all action and claim that he had against the

4 Here cogn’ but JUST1/619 convenit.

roll!

E2
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community for the chattels in return for 2m. which he received in court,
for which he holds himself satisfied etc.

[C10] Simon de Creton” acknowledges that he remitted, released and
quitclaimed for himself and his heirs in perpetuity to Philip de Gayton’
and his heirs or assignees all right and claim that he had or could have in
all lands, tenements, escheats, rents, farms together with the advowson of
the church of Great Creaton (Magna Creton’) and all other things pertaining
to it in meadows, grazing, pasture, cottages and all other easements that
Henry son of Eve of Great Creaton once held, who was hanged for felony
etc. «acknowledgement».

[C11] Richard son of John acknowledges that he owes John de Grey £15
7d., of which he will pay half in the middle of Lent this year and the other
half a month from Easter at Quaddon’. If he does not do etc. he accepts
that the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.

[C12] Thomas le Zusche {= Loche} complains that Henry la Suche {= E3
Louche} unjustly detains from him 10m. & 40d. that he ought to have paid
him at Easter in the eighth year of the reign of the present king [21 April
1280] and has not yet paid him etc. He complains that because he has not
paid the said money on the said date he has suffered loss to the value of
40s. Whereof he brings his suit etc. Henry comes and denies force and
injury which etc. He cannot deny that he is bound to Thomas for the said
debt «acknowledgement». So judgement is that Thomas recover the said
debt, and Henry is in mercy. Afterwards it is agreed between them that
Henry acknowledged the said 10m. & 40d. to Thomas, which he will pay
at Easter this year [14 April 1286]. On this Robert de Mortuo Mari came
and stood surety for Henry that, if he failed in payment of the said money
on the said date, the sheriff of Northampton might levy on the lands and
chattels of Robert himself etc.

{-Damages 40s. etc. etc.}

[C13] Reginald de Bello Campo acknowledges that he owes William de la
Ryvere and his son John 38m., half of which he will pay them on [the feast
of] the Purification of the Blessed Mary in the fourteenth year of the
present king [2 February 1286] and the other half on the feast of the
Nativity of St John the Baptist following [24 June 1286] «acknowledge-
ment». If he does not do so etc. he accepts that the sheriff of Northampton
and Buckingham may levy from his lands and chattels etc. Afterwards
John de Hay, Peter de Montibus, Theobald de Evenl’, Thomas Terry,
Richard Heyrun {= Heirune} and William Walkeleyn {= Walkelyn} came
and stood surety for Reginald that if he should default in the said payment
at the said terms the sheriff of Northampton might levy from their goods
and chattels etc.

[C14] Simon de Thorp’, John Malore, Simon de Tyde {= Tywe} and Adam
de Asseby acknowledge that they owe William Loveday {= Luveday} 24m.
of which they will pay 12m. on the feast of the Nativity of St John the
Baptist this year [24 June 1286] and 12m. on the feast of St Michael
following [29 September 1286] «acknowledgement». They accept that if
they do not do so the sheriff may levy from their lands and chattels etc.
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[C15] Master Richard Tilbay {= Tylbay} acknowledges that he owes master
Henry de Bray £10, which he will pay on the feast of St Andrew this year
[30 November 1285]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may
levy from his lands and chattels etc.

[C16] William Wygeyn and Robert son of Henry of Northampton complain
that John le Jovene of Houghton (Hocghton”) and William de Thorp’ {=
William Corp} unjustly detain from them 10m. that they are in arrears from
the £20 that they were bound to them for a horse sold to them and handed
over etc. Which 10m. he ought to have rendered to them on the day after
the feast of St Michael in the tenth year of the reign of the present king [30
September 1282] and he has not yet done so, whereof they have suffered
loss to the value of 40s. They proffer a certain bond (scriptum) in the name
of John and William in respect of the said debt. William and John deny
force and injury etc. and they well acknowledge the bond and what is
contained in it. Judgement is that William and Robert recover the said debt
from them and John and William {+ Corp} in mercy for unjust detention.
The sheriff is ordered to levy the said 10m. from the lands and chattels of
John and William etc.

Damages 20s. etc. etc.

[C17] Robert Bolle {= Belle} acknowledges that he owes Robert de Navesby
£8, which he will pay him on the feast of St Michael this year [29 September
1286] and he accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his
lands and chattels etc. For greater security he found these pledges, namely
John le Morays {= Marays}, John le Moyne and Mathew son of Ivo de
Brampton’ etc. Robert Bolle {= Balle} gives ¥am. for a licence to concord and
Robert de Navesby gives the clerks 1m. from the said debt etc.

[C18] Geoffrey de Suthorp’ acknowledges that he owes William de Sancto
Bartholomeo,® merchant of London, £10 sterling, of which he will pay him
100s. at Easter next [14 April 1286] and 100s. at the feast of St Michael
following [29 September 1286]. He accepts that if he does not do so the
sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.

END MEMBRANE 80r/MEMBRANE 80v (aalt 0345-6)
[CODb] Plaints and trespasses continued: Metingham

[C19] Millicent de Monte Alto complains that John Engayne junior, (and
others named) came to the park of Millicent in Harringworth {=
Haringhworth}, entered the park and fixed nets in the park and caught a
domestic cat and cut down woodland (continues)

[C20] Richard {+ de} Wy of Banbury (Bannebyry) complains of master
Richard de Telbey and John his son {= brother} and gives a fine {= pledge}
for proceeding (dat finem {=fidem} de pros’) because he is poor. They are
ordered to be here on the Monday after the quinzaine of St Michael [15
October 1285] to answer concerning trespass etc.

5 Probably the prosperous mercer of Cordwainer ward, London, and yeoman of the mayor
(Ekwall 1951, 179; Sharpe 1899, 39, 101; pers. comm. D Keene).
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[C21] Thomas de Mordon’ {= Merdene} brings an action of debt against
Hugh de Hynton’ {= Hinton} and Matilda his wife. The pledges for
proceeding are William de Kellawe and Thomas de Fysseburne {=
Ficheburne}. They are commanded to be here before the justices on the
Tuesday after the quinzaine of St Michael [16 October 1285].

[C22] William de Luttirworth{= Loterworth} brings an action of debt
against Gemma de Rowell’. The pledges for proceeding are John de
Myddelton’ {= Midelton} and John de Pateshull’ {= Patesill}. They are
commanded to be here before the justices on the Tuesday after the
quinzaine of St Michael [16 October 1285].

[C23] Adam de Thorp brings an action of debt against the prior of Bicester
(Berencestr’'{= Bernecestr}). The pledges for proceeding are Richard de
Lymis and Peter de Montibus. The sheriff is commanded to cause the prior
to come on the Wednesday after the quinzaine of St Michael in the year of
the reign etc. [17 October 1285].

[C24] Helen la Suche, executrix of the will of Alan la Suche {=Souch’},
acknowledges that she owes Margery and John de Cesstrehunte {=
Cestrehunte} £17 12s. 4d. for which she was bound to the said William (sic)
{+and John} to pay Margery and John at Northampton on the day after
[the feast of] St Martin this year [12 November 1285] «acknowledgement».
She accepts that if she does not do so the sheriff may levy from her lands
and chattels etc. Margery and John remitted and quitclaimed to Helen all
other debts that Alan was bound in perpetuity to the said William etc.

[C25] Gilbert de Linc” {= Lync’} and Alice his wife acknowledge that they
owe Richard le Bray 60m., half of which they will pay at Easter in the
fourteenth year of the lord king [14 April 1286] and the other half on the
following feast of St Michael [29 September 1286] «acknowledgement».
They accept that if they do not do so the sheriff may levy from their lands
and chattels etc. {+ «it is null and void & elsewhere (vacat & alibi)»}.

[C26] It was found by the jury on which Richard de Pevens’ {= Peves’},
prosecuting (querens) through his attorney, and John Luvel [defending]
placed themselves, that on the eve of feast of the apostles Simon and Jude
this year [27 October 1285] within the summons of the eyre etc. John did
not come by force and arms to the manor of Richard in Preston nor seize
there a tame buck and three greyhounds nor take them away against the
will of Richard, as he had complained. Judgement is that John goes
without day and Richard take nothing through that jury but be in mercy
for false claim «mercy».

[C27] Pagan le Espicer of Northampton and his wife Alice bring an action
of debt against John le Veer. The pledges for proceeding are John Swette
of Northampton and Thomas Provette of the same [vill]. The sheriff is
commanded to cause John to come before the justices on the Wednesday
after the quinzaine of St Michael to answer etc. [17 October]. Pagan and
Alice his wife appoint Hugh de Kibbewurth as their attorney against John
in the same plea.
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[C28] Humphrey le Moyne of Abington (Abyndon’) brings an action of
trespass against Osbert Gifford, knight, and his servant John de Adenham’.
The pledges for proceeding are Nicholas son of Margery de Morton’ [and]
Robert son of Geoffrey of the same [vill]. The sheriff is commanded that
he is here on the Wednesday after the quinzaine of St Michael in the year
of the reign etc. [17 October 1285].

[C29] Roger Sydrak’ {= Sidrak’} brings an action of debt against Thomas
Scad {= Schad} of Ryston. The pledges for proceeding. It is commanded
that he is attached to come on the Thursday from the day of St Michael in
three weeks etc. [?18 October 1285]

[C30] The abbot of Sulby acknowledges that he owes William de
Haselbech’ £60 17s., half of which he will pay at Pentecost in the fourteenth
year of the reign of the lord the present king [2 June 1286] and half at the
feast of St Martin following [11 November 1286]. He accepts that if he does
not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels.

[C31] William de Braddene {= Braden} acknowledges that he owes Ralph
Dyve of Brampton 5m. 5s. which he will pay him at the feast of the
Purification of the Blessed Mary in the fourteenth year of the reign of King
Edward [2 February 1286]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff
may levy from his lands and chattels.

[C32] James son of John de Haselbech’ and Hugh de Leyc’ in the same
[vill] acknowledged that they owe R Bacon’ and Wellens Epo’ 6m. 3s. 4d.,
which they will pay them on the octave of St Martin in the fourteenth year
of the reign of the present lord king [17 November 1285]. They accept that
if they do not do so the sheriff may levy from their lands and chattels.

[C33] Roger Damyen and Richard le Messer put in their place Richard de
Abbedthorp {= Abthorp} against Richard de Pevenes’ {= Pevesseye} on a
plea of trespass.

[C34] John le Plumer of Wollaston (Wolaston’) and Alexander le Fyurere {=
Feuere} of Rothwell (Rowell’), William Capellanus of the same vill and
Richard de Wenlynburgh’ {= Wedlingbur’}, executors of the will of John
Payfot, put in their place Thomas de Doddyngton” {= Dodyngton}, clerk,
or Alexander de Houton’ against John Brodheye on a plea of debt.

[C35] William de Braden’ complains that Hamo de Vyelston’ {= Kent} E4
unjustly detains 10m. that he ought to have paid him on the feast of St
Michael in the twelfth year of the reign of King® Edward [29 September
1284] and has not yet paid, whereof he says that he has suffered loss to the
value of 40s. For this he brings his suit. Upon this he proffers a certain
bond (scriptum obligatoris) in the name of the Hamo that attests this etc.
Hamo comes and cannot deny this. So judgement is that the William
recover the said debt from him and that Hamo is in mercy for unjust
detention etc. {+ The sheriff is ordered to levy from his lands and chattels

the said 10m. etc.}.

Damages 20s. etc. etc.

6 regnis.
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[C36] John son of Philip de Daventre acknowledges that he delivered and
demised to Is” de Potecote {= Pitecote}, his mother, all the land and
tenement(s) that he had in the vill of Daventry (Daventre) and in Muscott
(Musecote) as in all rents, wardships, reliefs, escheats and all other liberties
pertaining to the said land and tenements, to have and to hold to her and
to the heirs or assignees of Is’, for a term of the next two complete years
beginning at the feast of St Michael in the twelfth year of the reign of King
Edward [29 September 1284] etc. And John and his heirs will warrant and
acquit the said land and tenement(s) to Is” or her assignees and defend it
against all men up to the end of the said two years.

[C37] John de Bulem’ {= Bolmere} acknowledged that he granted and
demised to Robert Turry {= Terry} a toft and twelve acres of land with
appurtenances in Hinton (Hynton’) next to Brackley (Brackely {= Brackele})
for a term of four years beginning at the feast of St Michael in the thirteenth
year’ of the reign of King Edward [29 September 1285] and that he and his
heirs will warrant etc. The sheriff is commanded to cause him to have
seisin «acknowledgement».

[C38] Roger de Merleye and Bartholomew le Mareschall’ of Wansford
(Walmesford) acknowledge that they owe Gilbert de Cestreton” 15m. and
three stones of good wool, half of which they will pay him on the eve of
the Nativity of the Lord in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present
lord king [24 December 1286] and the other half on the eve of the feast of
St Hillary following [13 January 1287]. They accept that if they do not do
so the sheriff may levy from their lands and chattels «acknowledgement».

[C39] Philip de Quenton acknowledges that he owes master Richard de
Boudon” 16m., which he will pay him on the eve of the feast of the
Circumcision of the Lord in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present
king [31 December 1286]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff
may levy from his lands and chattels.

[C40] William son of John de Parva Oxendon’ acknowledges that he owes
Philip le Rus of Northampton 17s., which he will pay to him on the next
feast of the Annunciation of the Blessed Mary [25 March 1286]. He accepts
that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels.
For this he finds Thomas de Cornub’, bailiff, as pledge and principal
debtor if William defaults etc.

END MEMBRANE 80v END/MEMBRANE 81r (aalt 0169-70)
[COc] Plaints and trespasses continued: Metingham

[C41P John de Bulmer {= Belmer} acknowledged that he granted and
demised to Robert Torry {= Terry} a toft and twelve acres of land with
appurtenances in Hinton (Hynton’) next to Brackley (Brakkele {= Brackele})
for a term of four years beginning at the feast of St Michael in the thirteenth
year of the reign of King Edward [29 September 1285] and that he and his

7 ‘year’ repeated.
8 This repeats C37, but with some changes in the spelling of proper names.
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heirs will warrant etc. The sheriff is commanded to cause him to have
seisin «acknowledgement».

[C42] William de Colevill” acknowledges that he owes Nicholas de Eton’
10m., which he will pay him one month after Easter (a die Pasche in unum
mensem) {+ in year 13 of the reign of the present king}. He accepts that if
he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels
«acknowledgement».

[C43] Arnold Hoppeythetuuel {= Hoppezcowell’} of Cranford (Craneford)
and William Godard complain that Robert Curton {= Curzun}, together
with John Gode {=Gede} and William Ster, servants of Robert, on the
Monday after Ash Wednesday in the eighth year of the reign [of King
Edward] [11 March 1280] insulted Arnold and William in the fields of
Cranford (Craneford) and struck them and maltreated them against the
peace etc. whereof they say that they have suffered loss to the value of
100s. For this they bring their suit etc. Afterwards they do not proceed. So
they and their pledges in mercy «mercy». They are pardoned by the
justices on the request of John de Kyrkeby.

[C44] William de Goldinham {= Goldyngham} acknowledges that he owes
Robert le Baud 12m., which he will pay him on the next feast of St Hillary
[13 January 1286]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy
from his lands and chattels.

[C45] Thomas de Capes acknowledges that he owes Peter de Leyc’ of
Northampton 2m., half of which he will pay him on the feast of the
Purification of the Blessed Mary in the fourteenth year of the reign of the
present king [2 February 1286] and the other half at the feast of the
Annunciation of the Blessed Mary following [25 March 1286]. He accepts
that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels.
For this he finds pledges, namely Robert Kynne of Maidford (Maydeford )
and Hugh Lovel of Farthingstone (Fardingeston’ {= Fardyngeston’}), who
come and accept that they are the principal debtors. They accept that if
Thomas defaults in his payment the sheriff may levy from their lands and
chattels «acknowledgement».

[C46] Peter de Ralegh’ acknowledges that he owes Thomas Aurei {=
Aurey} of Brixworth (Bryccleswrth {= Briclesworth}) 22m., of which he will
pay him 20s. on the quinzaine of St Martin in the fourteenth year of the
reign of the present king [25 November 1285] and 1m. on the feast of the
Purification of the Blessed Mary following [2 February 1286]. He accepts
that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels
«acknowledgement».

[C47] John de Aungervill’ acknowledges that he rendered and demised to
Roger Loveday all his lands and tenements with appurtenances that he
had in the vill of Sprouton” in the County of Sussex (continues)

[C48] Thomas de Boltesham and John Abbot acknowledge that they owe
William Hok’ of Welton (Welleton’) 6m., of which they will pay him 20s.

9 Struck through.
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on the feast of St Andrew this year [30 November 1285], and 20s. at the
following Easter [14 April 1286] and 20s on the feast of St John the Baptist
[24 June or 29 August 1286] and 20s. on the feast of St Michael [29
September 1286]. They accept that if they do not do so the sheriff may levy
from their lands and chattels «acknowledgement».

[C49] John le Ken {= Kin} {- of Hellidon (Helyden’)} acknowledges that he
owes Ralph de Leukenore 17s., of which he will pay him 17s. at [the feast
of] the Purification of the Blessed Mary this year [2 February 1286]. He
accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and
chattels «acknowledgement».

[C50] Geoffrey de Parys, citizen of London, complains that William le E5
Latimer {= de Latym’} unjustly detains from him £19 19s. which he ought
to have rendered to him at London on the feast of the Purification of the
Blessed Mary in the tenth year of the reign of the present king [2 February
1282] and he has not yet rendered. He proffers a bond under the name of
William which attests the debt, whereof he says that he has suffered loss
to the value of 100s. For this he brings his suit. William comes and denies
the force and injury etc. He well acknowledges the said bond and
whatever is contained in it and he cannot deny that he is bound to Geoffrey
for the said debt. So judgement is that Geoffrey recover the debt from him
and that William is in mercy for unjust detention «mercy».

Damages to be assessed by the justices.

[C51] The prior of Bradenstoke complains that Beatrice Malemeynes on E6
the Friday after the feast of the Epiphany in the twelfth year of the reign

of the present king [7 January 1284] had fourteen trees felled in his close

in the vill of Burton (continues)

[C52] It is found through the jury, on which Emma de Radeford,
prosecuting, and Agnes, who was the wife of Ellis de Tyngewyk’,
[defending] through her attorney, had placed themselves, that Agnes
unjustly detained from her a book worth 1m., two gold rings worth ¥2m.
and seven knives of silver worth 7s. {= two gold rings and seven knives of
silver worth 10m.}. So judgement is that Emma recover her chattels from
Agnes and her damages are assessed by the justices at ¥am. {= 40s.} and
that Agnes is in mercy for unjust detention etc. «mercy».

Damages ¥2m. T C «/2am.» {= 40s. one half stolen}

[C53] Nicholas de Boneyre {= Bonere} and Henry le Forester acknowledge
that they owe Seaman de Stok’ £4 12d., of which they will pay half on the
feast of the Purification of the Blessed Mary this year [2 February 1286]
and the other half at Easter following [14 April 1286]. They accept that if
they do not do so the sheriff may levy from their lands and chattels
«acknowledgement».

[C54] William de Sancto Johanne acknowledges that he owes Alexander
de Somersham and Joanna his wife 6m., half of which he will pay on the
feast of St Thomas the apostle this year [21 December 1285] and the other
half at Easter following in the same year [14 April 1286]. He accepts that
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if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels
«acknowledgement».

[C55] William Trussel of Asterton (Ysterton’) acknowledges that he owes
Robert son of Henry of Northampton £17 14s. which he will pay him in
the middle of Lent in the fourteenth year of the reign of King Edward
[March 1286]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy
from his lands and chattels «acknowledgement».

[C56] It is found through the jury, on which William Godard, citizen of
London, prosecuting, and Margery, who was the wife of Robert Rote,
executrix of Robert Rote, [defending] had placed themselves, that Robert
Rote, while he was alive, was bound to William for £6 10s. and other
merchandise which he had taken (sibi tradidit) in the fair of Boston. So
judgement is that William recover the said debt from Margery and that
Margery is in mercy for unjust detention «mercy».

[C57] John Kays’, merchant, complains of Henry Lungevill’ [and] Thomas
de Sartrino, burgesses of Northampton, that although, on the eve of the
feast of St Andrew in the thirteenth year of the reign of King Edward [29
November 1284], he had bought from Henry and Thomas five sacks of
good wool and better, well washed and weighed, for £35 sterling to be
paid to John in the town of Northampton on the feast of the Holy Trinity
in the same year [20 May, 1285], Henry and Thomas did not deliver the
five sacks of wool to him on the said day. Upon this he proffers a bond
under the name of Henry and Thomas that attests the debt. He says that
he has suffered loss to the value of £40 and for this he brings his suit.
Henry and Thomas come and deny the force and the injury etc. They well
acknowledge the bond and whatever is contained in it and cannot gainsay
that they are bound to John for the five sacks of wool. So judgement is that
John recover the debt from Henry and Thomas and that they are in mercy
for unjust detention «mercy». The sheriff and the mayor and bailiffs of
Northampton are ordered to levy the debt from the lands and chattels of
Henry and Thomas.

[C58] Beatrice Malemeyns acknowledges that she owes the prior of
Bradenstoke 4¥2m. which she will pay him on the feast of the Nativity of
the Lord next [25 December 1285]. She accepts that if she does not do so
the sheriff may levy from her lands and chattels «acknowledgement».

[C59] Adam le Werrur of Rugby (Rokeby) acknowledges that he owes
Hugh de Cancell’ 30m., of which he will pay him 100s. on the feast of the
Purification of the Blessed Mary in the fourteenth year of the present king
[2 February 1286], 100s. on the feast of the Nativity of St John the Baptist
following [24 June 1286], 5m. on the feast of All Saints following [1
November 1286], 5m. on the feast of the Purification of the Blessed Mary
following [2 February 1286] and 5m. on the feast [of the Nativity] of St
John the Baptist following [24 June 1286]. He accepts that if he does not
do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels «acknowledge-
ment».

roll!

E7

E8
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[C60] Arnold Murdok’ and William Trussel acknowledge that they owe
Hugh Wake £6 in silver, which they will pay him on Palm Sunday in the
fourteenth year of the reign of the present king [7 April 1286]. They accept
that if they do not do so the sheriff may levy from their lands and chattels.

[C61] Thomas de Cranford’ in Ielvertoft acknowledges that he owes Andrew
de Esteley 100s., half of which he will pay him on the feast of the Purification
of the Blessed ...10 in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present king [2
February 1286], and the other half on the feast of the Annunciation of the
Blessed Mary following [25 March 1286]. Thereupon he finds these pledges,
namely Roger ... of Swinford (Swyneford), Thomas de Heeber’ of the same,
John Nicole of the same and Hugh le Buteler’ of the same who will be the
principal debtors and who ... in shillings etc. They accept that if they do not
do so the sheriff may levy from their lands and chattels.

END MEMBRANE 81r END/MEMBRANE 81v (aalt 0347-8)
[C0d] Plaints and trespasses continued: Metingham

[C62] Arnold le Bedel complains that Roger son of Roger le Eyr on the
Thursday before Palm Sunday in the twelfth year of the reign of the
present king [30 March 1284] came to the manor of the earl of Gloucester,
his master, at Rothwell (Rothewell’) and broke the gates of the manor
(continues)

[C63] Henry de Cestrehunte, merchant of London, complains that Richard
le Enneyse of Northampton unjustly detains £8 that he ought to have paid
him on the feast of St Michael in the twelfth year of the reign of the present
king [29 September 1284] and has not yet rendered. Whereof he says that
he has suffered loss to the value of 40s. and for this he brings his suit.
Richard comes and denies the force and injury etc. and he cannot gainsay
this. So judgement is that Henry recover the debt from him and that
Richard is in mercy for unjust detention «mercy». Afterwards Henry and
Richard come and they reach an agreement through a licence. It is agreed
that Richard acknowledges that he owes Henry £8, which he will pay him
on the octave of St Martin in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present
king [18 November 1285]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff
may levy from his lands and chattels etc. For this etc. Henry remits his
damages to Richard.

[C64] Thomas de Graffham, merchant of London, complains that the said
Richard le Enneyse of Northampton unjustly detains £6 that he ought to
have paid him on the feast of St Michael in the twelfth year of the reign of
the present king [29 September 1284] and has not yet rendered. Afterwards
they come to an agreement through licence. It is agreed that Richard
acknowledges that he owes Thomas £6, which he will pay him on the day
after the feast of St Martin in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present
king [12 November 1285]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff
may levy from his lands and chattels etc. For this etc. Thomas remits his
damages to Richard.

10 Presumably ‘Mary’.
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[C65] It is found through the jury, on which Simon de Hanington” and
Roger Styvel, prosecuting, and William Palke [defending] placed
themselves, that William, together with his brother Ralph, falsely sued out
writs of chancery (impetraverunt brevia de cancelar’) and made fine in the
name of the same Simon and Roger for having the said writs for which
Simon, through the summoner of the exchequer (per sum’ scaccarii), paid
1m. and Roger 20s., to the loss of the same of 40s. etc. So he is in mercy
etc.

[C66] William Butemleyn acknowledges that he granted and with his
charter confirmed to Matilda de Clynton’ 11m. annual rent in the vill of
Cottesbrooke (Cotesbrok”) (continues)

[C67] Jean (Gena) Galant complains that Adam son of Stephen de
Caldecote unjustly detains 8m. that he ought to have rendered to her on
[the feast of] the Nativity of the Lord in the sixth year of the present lord
king [25 December 1277] for a quitclaim that she made to Adam son of
Stephen in respect of land that she sought from him as dowry, and that he
has not yet rendered as she says. She says that she has suffered loss to the
value of 40s. and for this she brings her suit. Adam comes and denies the
force and injury etc. and says that he paid the 8m. to one Thomas de Clay
whom she appointed as attorney to receive the money. That he is not in
arrears for anything he places himself on the country. Jean requests that
he show if he has anything from her that [shows that] Thomas was the
attorney of Jean for receiving the money or if he has any discharge of its
payment. Because Adam shows nothing in respect of payment nor that
[she had appointed] Thomas as her attorney to receive the money,
judgement is that Jean should recover the said 8m. from Adam and that
he is in mercy for unjust detention etc.

Damages 20s. T C

[C68] John de Dalderby acknowledges that he owes Seaman de Stok’, John
de Batesford and Philip de Gayton’, executors of the will of Michael de
Norht’ £80, of which he will pay them 100s. on the feast of the Nativity of
the Lord in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present king [25
December 1285] and thus year by year until he has paid the said £80
«acknowledgement». He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may
levy from his lands and chattels etc.

[C69] Reginald de Watervill” acknowledges that he owes Nicholas de
Haselbech’, rector of the church of Thorpe Achurch (Acherch’) 20m., of
which he will pay him 5m. at Northampton in the hospital of St John on
the Sunday next after the feast of St Nicholas [9 December 1285], 5m. there
on the eve of the feast of the Nativity of the Lord [24 December 1285] and
10m. there on the feast of the Purification of the Blessed Mary [2 February
1286]. He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his
lands and chattels etc. Upon this Walter de Dosevill’ and William de
Scaccario came and stood surety for Reginald that if Reginald defaults in
payment at any term the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.

roll!
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&
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[C70] Henry le Waleys'! presented himself on the fourth day against Henry
de Burgh’ in a plea that he pay him £435 6s. 4d. that he owes him. He did
not come and made other defaults after he was summoned etc. so the
sheriff was ordered to distrain him through all his lands so that from the
issues etc. and that he should have his body here on the Sunday next after
the feast of St Andrew the apostle [2 December 1285]. The sheriff was
informed that Henry was not found, but it was attested that Henry was
distrained through a horse of the value of 10s. for which the sheriff is to
answer under revenu (nomine exit’) «10s.». It is attested through the jury
of Nassaburgh (Nassaburgi) that Henry does not have more goods in that
county etc.

[C71] Robert de Pynkeny acknowledges that he owes Thomas Everard,
merchant of Northampton, 9%2m. silver, of which he will pay him 5m. on
the feast of St Hillary in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present king
[13 January 1286] and 4/2m. on the feast of the Purification of the Blessed
Mary following [2 February 1286]. He accepts that if he does not do so the
sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.

[C72] William de Wotton” acknowledges that he owes Ellis de Preston’ 4m.,
which he will pay him at Carniprivium' this year. He accepts that if he
does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc. Upon
this William son of Philip de Quenton’ came and stood surety for William
de Wottor’, that if William defaults in payment of the said money he
accepts that the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.

[C73] Master Richard Tylay acknowledges that he owes master Henry Bray
£10, which he will pay him on the feast of St Andrew this year. He accepts
that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.

END MEMBRANE 81v
JUST 1/619

The contents of Loveday’s roll (JUST 1/619) vary from those of Meting-
ham’s roll (JUST 1/620) with some entries being missing and with a
number of additional entries that are for the most part brief and in many
cases deal just with the initiation of suits. A substantial number do not
concern Northampton. Translated below are those cases that can be seen
to relate to Northampton or burgesses of Northampton even though the
marginal reference might be to a hundred outside Northampton. The
contents of the various membranes of JUST1/619 are as follows: 78r (aalt
1506-7) headed ‘Pleas of plaints’ — C1-12 with C1 being repeated after C3;
78v (aalt 1674-5) no heading — C13-19 and C24-26 + six additional entries
including C74-76; 79r (aalt 1508-9) headed ‘Plaints and trespasses’ — C20-
23 and C27-29 + twelve additional entries including C77-86; 79v (aalt 1676)

11 Presumably the very wealthy London vintner and royal servant, mayor of London, 1273-
4, of Bordeaux 1275 and of London 1281-4. He had extensive properties around London
and in Boston but not in Northamptonshire (pers. comm. D Keene).

12 Alternatively beginning of Lent, Septuagesima Sunday or Sexagesima Sunday — in 1286
Ash Wednesday was 27 February.
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no heading — thirty-three entries not appearing on Metingham’s roll
including C87-90; 80r (aalt 1510-11) headed ‘Trespasses and plaints
continued” - repeats C25 but without the marginal comment, after which
are C30-37 (but with C35 after C32) and then C42-50; 80v (aalt 1677)
headed ‘Trespasses and plaints continued” — C51-54. C38-41 and C55-74
are missing from Loveday’s roll.

[C74] Robert de Orlingbergh acknowledges that he owes Robert son of
Henry of Northampton 17s. , which he will pay him on the day after the
feast of St Andrew in the fourteenth year of the reign of the present king.
He accepts that if he does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands
and chattels etc.

[C75] John le Megre of Northampton acknowledges that he owes John de
Soht’, merchant, £6, which he will pay him on the octave of St Martin in
the fourteenth year of the reign of the present king. He accepts that if he
does not do so the sheriff may levy from his lands and chattels etc.

[C76] Helen la Such’, executrix of the will of Alan la Such’” acknowledges
that she owes Margery and John de Cestrehunte, executors of the will of
William de Cestrehunte £17 12s. 4d. for which Alan was bound to William,
to be paid to Margery and John at Northampton on the day after [the feast
of] St Martin this year. She accepts that if she does not do so the sheriff
may levy from her lands and chattels etc. Afterwards Margery and John
remitted and quitclaimed to Helen all other debts for which Alan was
bound to William in perpetuity etc.

[C77] It is commanded to levy £4 6d. from the goods and chattels of Peter
Pygot for the benefit (ad opus) of William Mund, which [money] William
recovered from Peter, so that the money or goods are here on the
Wednesday after the octave of St Michael [10 October 1285]. Whereof the
said money can be raised (fieri possint) etc.®

[C78] «Guilsborough (Gildesbur’)» Philip de Horton brings a suit of debt
against Nicholas de Sybertoft and comes on Wednesday.

[C79] Thomas Everard brings a suit of debt against John le Hach’” and his
wife Margery and against Richard de Grymescote. Pledge for prosecuting
John Germ’. And about the same.

[C80] «Ro'» Philip de Horton brings a suit of debt against Nicholas le
Archyr. Pledges for prosecuting John le Megre of Northampton, Robert de
Suneyns of the same [town]. He is ordered to be here on the Wednesday
after the quinzaine of St Michael [17 October 1285].

[C81] «Wymersley and Nobottle Grove (Neub’)» Roger Thout of
Northampton [and] Cristina his wife bring a suit of debt against mistress
Paynel juxta Bannebury, Hugh de Cancell’, Ellis son of William de Cotes,
William de Dodyngeseles, Geoffrey de Liny, Richard Lupo, Agnes de
Byfeud, William le Vyneter, the parson of Quinton (Quenton’), Thomas
parson of Harpole (Horpol) and Hugh de Wyleby. Pledges for prosecuting

13 This would appear to be a later stage of C3.
14 Possibly for Rowell = Rothwell.

roll!
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William son of Michael of Northampton, Roger Hardewyn’ of the same
[town]. The sheriff is commanded to make the mistress of Paynel, Hugh
and the others come on the third Monday after the [feast of] St Michael
[15 October 1285].

[C82] «Northampton» Philip le Rus of Northampton brings a suit of debt
against Ralph Peverel, William Peverel, Saer de Wolaston’, Joanna his wife,
Thomas de Horpol in Northampton, Walter Schot of the same [town]
Walter Blund of Hamsbr ..., William Myle of Brackley (Brackely), Robert de
Nevyle of Brampton (Bramton’), Anchoret his wife, Robert Fryman of Ke...
gg... and William, lord of Little Oxendon (Parva Oxendon’). Pledges for
prosecuting Giles de Esseby and Peter Dodde [of] Northampton. They
have a day.

[C83] «Sutton» John de Bulym’, [and] Alice his wife bring a suit against
Robert Turry of Hinton next to Brackley (Hynton’ juxta Brakkely) [and] John
Bottle of Hinton and this day on the Monday after the feast of St Luke the
Evangelist [22 October, 1285].

[C84] «Nobottle Grove (Neub')» Jordan de Thorp’ brings a suit of unjust
detention of tallies (injuste detentionis tall’) against Hugh de Upton. Pledges
for prosecuting William de Stormesworth’ and William de Forho.

[C85] «Norton» Ralph Dyve brings a suit of debt against Eustacia, who
was the wife of Thomas Kynne and Baldwin bother of William de Baddon’.
Pledges for prosecuting William son of Henry of Brampton; and William
son of Thet’ of the same [vill]. He has a day on the Monday after the feast
of St Luke the Evangelist [22 October 1285].

[C86] Thomas Everard brings a suit of debt against John atte Hach” and
Margery his wife. The same Thomas brings the same suit against Richard
de Grimescote. Pledges for prosecuting Giles de Esseby in Northampton
and John Cerm’ of the same [vill]. They have a day on the Monday after
the feast of St Luke etc. [22 October 1285].

[C87] «Wymersley» William Wygein and Robert son of Henry of
Northampton bring a suit of debt against John le Jovene of Houghton and
William Corp, vicar of St Giles’, Northampton. Pledges for prosecuting
John Sot of Brafield (Branfed) [and] Richard ad Fontem of the same [vill].

[C88] «Northampton» Nicholas de Sempnesham brings a suit of trespass
against Gilbert le Scherman of Northampton. Pledge for prosecuting.

[C89] «Northampton»Willliam de Illeye of Suff’ bring a suit of trespass
against Henry de Lungevill’ of Northampton. Pledge for prosecuting Giles
de Esseby.

[C90] Pentecost de Norht” brings a suit of debt against Richard Capel,
parson of Overton, John le Berd, Michael Og’, Walter Durdant of
Colchester (Colencestr’) [and] Richard Molori.
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[Do]

[D1]

[D2]

[D3]
[D4]

[D5]

[De6]

[D7]

[Ds]

[D9]

[D10]
[D11]
[D12]

[D13]

[D14]

Fines and amercements of the town of
Northampton

The same town for the chattels of x1 d.

Adam son of William de Kyrkestaches-
den” who abjured the realm

William le Fraunceys and Richard le  xxx s. viij d.

Saus bailiffs for the chattels of certain
stranger robbers, fugitives

The tithing of Robert le Taylur for the x1d.
flight of Thomas son of John Sampson
The tithing of Roger de Kyslingbyr” for xld.

the flight of Roger? Ralph Saghere

The tenants of the lands of John le x lib.

Moyne, once sheriff of Northampton-
shire, for the escape of Nicholas son of
Richard de Bramham and Ralph de
Bernewell

Richard son of Henry Malesoueres for xls.

the flight of Richard de Hybern who
was in his mainprise

The town of Northampton for the ijs.

chattels of John son of Gilbert de
Trompeton who abjured the realm

The town of Rothwell for the chattels X S.
of William de Chestreton’, hanged

The town of Northampton for the jm.
chattels of a certain robber, hanged, at

Dunstable?

The same town for the chattels of Peter xij d.
le Bakere, hanged

The same vill for the chattels of Roger vij d.
son of Adam Hurst, hanged

T de Kyrkeby, once sheriff, for the dim. m.
chattels of Thomas Busard, hanged

Matilda daughter of Alexander Brayn x1d.

because she did not pursue her appeal
against Robert Kempe of Sibbertoft
(Sybertoft) and Simon le Messer of the
same place for his pledge

The town of Northampton for the X s.

chattels of Robert son of John le
Chapman of Coleshill who abjured the
realm

3s.

£1 10s.

3s.

3s.

£10

£2

2s.

10s.

6s.

1s.

6s.

3s.

10s.

4d.

8d.

4d.

4d.

8d.

7d.

8d.

4d.

Plea
ref.

B7

B8

B9
B11

B13

B15

B19

B22

B22

B22
B27
B35

B36

B39

1 The last two columns, not in the manuscript, provide a conversion of the fines into £s. d.
and a reference back to the pleas themselves in earlier sections.

2 ‘Roger’ deleted.

3 ‘at Dunstable’ added.
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[D15] William de Westgate because he did
not pursue his appeal against Thomas
de Pippewell’ of Northampton, for the
pledge of the same William

[D16] The town of Northampton for the
chattels of Matilda de la Grene of
Nuneaton (Nunne Eton’) and John her
son, hanged

[D17] The same town for the chattels of
Henry Stonhard, hanged

[D18] The same town for the chattels of John
de Coleshill, clerk, for felony against
the Jews (Jud’)

[D19] R le Baud, sheriff, for the chattels of
William de Mulsho, approver, hanged

[D20] The town of Northampton for the chat-
tels of Thomas de Cathewrth, handed
over to the bishop

[D21] Henry de Longevill’ because he did
not pursue his appeal

[D22] Robert de Syberford and William
Lambekyn for his pledge for the same

[D23] Joanna de Wanton for a fine for
trespass. Pledge of John le Lon of
Harpole*

[D24] The town of Northampton for the
escape of William le Wylde

[D25] John Schilbug’,’ Simon Schylling’,
William Schilling’and Simon de la
Grene for trespass. Simon le Tylur and
Simon le Haliere for a fine for trespass.
Pledges of William de Wotton and
Gilbert de Brunne®

[D26] The town of Northampton for the
chattels of Robert le Turnur, fugitive

[D27] The same town for the chattels of
Christiana la Rede, fugitive

[D28] The same town for the chattels of
Robert Howeyn, fugitive

[D29] The tithing of Robert de Daventr’ for
the flight of the same Robert

[D30] The tithing of Walter le Ferur for the
flight of Ace Carettar’

[D31] The tithing of Thomas de Arderne for
the flight of Ivo de Gayton’

4 ‘Pledge ... Harpole’ after xx s.
5 [sic] probably copying error for ‘Schillingus’.

6 ‘Simon le Tylur ... Brunne’ to right of money column.

dim. m.

ijs.

ijs.

iij s.

xij s.

iij s.

dim. m.
x1 d.

XX S.

CsS.

XX S.

xij d.

x1d.
x1 d.
x1d.

x1 d.

6s. 8d.

2s.

2s.

3s.

12s.

3s.

6s.

3s.

£1

£5

£1

1s.

2s.

3s.

3s.

3s.

3s.

8d.

4d.

4d.

4d.

4d.

4d.

Plea
ref.
B42

B43

B45

B46

B47

B48

B49
B49

B52

B63

Bo4

B66
B66
B66
B66
B66

B66



[D32]

[D33]

[D34]

[D35]

[D36]
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The tithing of Thomas de Brampton
for the flight of John le Povere

The tithing of William?” le Gaunter for
the flight of Roger son of Geoffrey
David

The tithing of Walter Smelesho for the
flight of Reginald le Estreys

Peter de Leyc’ and Hugh de Staunford
bailiffs, for the chattels of Alan Kok,
hanged

The town of Northampton for the fine
on drapers and vinters and for the
trespass of the twelve [jurors] for
concealment and other trespasses

[E0] Plaints and trespasses

[E1] Peter Pykot for unjust detention
against Mount

[E2] Aline la Broune for the same against
master H le Bray

[E3] Henry la Suche for the same

[E4] Honor de Kent for the same

[E5] William le Latymer for the same

[E6] Beatrice Malomoynes for trespass

[E7] Henry de Lungevill’ for unjust
detention against John Kays’

[E8] Thomas de Sartrina for the same

[E9] Adam son of Stephen for unjust
detention

[E10] R., sheriff, for the issues of the lands of
Henry de Burgh

[FO] Fines and amercements of pleas

[F1] Thomas son of Ralph for a fine for a
licence to agree. Through the pledge of
Osbert de Crouthorp®

[F2] John le Megre for a fine for the same.
Through the pledge of the same
Osbert®

[F3] Thomas son of Philip for unjust
detention

[F4] Walter de Duston for the same

7 Gylemyn.

8 ‘Through ... Crouthorp’ after ‘dim m.’
9 ‘Through ... Osbert’ after ‘dim m.’

x1 d.

x1 d.

x1 d.

ixs.

xx lib.

XX S.
dim. m.

XX 8.
xls.
(blank)
dim. m.
jm.

jm.
dim. m.

X S.

dim. m.

dim. m.

dim. m.

x1 d.

3s. 4d.

3s. 44d.

3s. 4d.

9s.

£20

£1

6s.

£1
£2

6s.
13s.

13s.
6s.

10s.

6s.

6s.

6s.

3s.

8d.

8d.
4d.

4d.
8d.

8d.

8d.

8d.

4d.
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Plea
ref.
B66

B66

B66

B67

B51

C3
c7

C12
C35
C50
C51
C57

C57
ce67

C70

Al

A2

A4

A13
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[F5]
[F6]
[F7]

[F8]

[F9]
[F10]
[F11]

[F12]

[F13]
[F14]

[F15]

[F16]

Town and Crown

Annora, who was the wife of Simon
Champyoun, for false claim

Joanna, who was the wife of John son
of Eustach’, for the same

Jordan de Luda and Cecilia his wife for
the same

John Gaugy because he did not pursue
[an appeal] against William de
Kendale, and Philip Godrych for a
pledge for the same

Robert de Orlingbergh and Margery
his wife for false claim

Agnes de Hasting’ for unjust detention

Thomas son of Philip de Pysseford for
the same

John son of Reginald because he did
not pursue an appeal against Roberta
daughter of Walter de Norht’, and
Alexander Clericus of the same place
through the pledge of the same
Robert de Hotot for false claim

Roger Toth and Christiana his wife for
disseisin

Ralph de Trehampton’ for himself and
his pledges because he did not pursue
[an appeal]

Hugh Oundy because he did not
pursue [an appeal] against Ralph de
Bouton, and Thomas de Bereford
through the pledge of the same

xl d.

dim. m.

x1 d.

dim. m.

dim. m.

x1 d.

x1d.

dim. m.
dim. m.

dim. m.

dim. m.

3s.

6s.

3s.

6s.

6s.

10s.

3s.

3s.

6s.
6s.

6s.

6s.

4d.

8d.

4d.

8d.

8d.

4d.

4d.

8d.
8d.

8d.

8d.

Plea
ref.
A5

or 45

A10
A28

A31

Al6
A43
or 44
A44

A35

A36
A45

A40

A41
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Jurors for crown pleas (TNA JUST1/620 90v aalt 0365)
[G] Vill of Northampton, Ralph de Selveston bailiff, jurors chosen
Robert de Catteworthe of the same [vill] juror
Pentecost of the same [vill] juror
William de Ebor’ of the same [vill] juror
Richard Pycard of the same [vill] juror
Thomas Everard of the same [vill] juror
Robert de Stormesworth’ of the same [vill] juror
Thomas Patrik of the same [vill] juror
William Trul of the same [vill] juror
Robert Sauce of the same [vill] juror
William le Mercer of the same [vill] juror
William Munt of the same [vill] juror

Robert de Sybertoft juror



Chapter 13
The Royal Prise of 1300-1

The substantial impact of prise generally on the urban community of
Northampton during the reign of Henry III and the early part of that of
Edward I is considered in the discussion of the Northampton returns in
the 1274-5 hundred rolls (Chapter 14). As is noted there, prise, also known
as purveyance, involved the compulsory purchase of goods or services
for the king and his close associates (Young 1961, 139ff; Seabourne 2003,
121; Moore 1985, 127ff). The prices paid could be fixed arbitrarily by the
crown and might not represent the market value of what was being
bought. Nor was payment necessarily immediate, with purchases
normally being taken on credit against past and future taxes, customs and
other revenue due to the crown from the town and its burgesses.

While the cases in the hundred rolls provide an overview of the scale of
prise at that time, documents relating to three instances of prise towards
the end of the reign of Edward I furnish much greater information about
prises of provisions during royal visits to Northampton. There are detail-
ed lists of what was taken, the prices paid and the administrative and
accounting arrangements employed. In April 1300, bread, meat, fish and
other foodstuffs and supplies to the value of £30 14s. 2d. were taken when
the king was journeying between Dunstable and Northampton (TNA
E101/358/6). Secondly, also in 1300 Thomas the infant son of King
Edward, in the charge of his clerk, Robert de Langton, was lodged at
Northampton; the associated indenture for £133 6s. 8d. includes
purchases of bread, corn, ale, meat, fish, spices, firewood, coal, wax and
salt, as well as repayment of a loan of £30 to John de Longevill and John
de Staunford, burgesses of Northampton (TNA E101/360/13). This
would seem to have been a private loan as neither appears to have held
office in Northampton until later, and their being in office together before
1300 is not really possible, given present knowledge of the cycle of mayors
and bailiffs. Thirdly, during the stay of the king and his household in
Northampton in December 1300 and January 1301, bread, wine, ale, meat,
fish and various other things were taken (TNA E101/360/3, 4, 6; BL add
ch 75994). For this last prise we have not only the part of the indenture
that systematically recorded both what was purchased and the payments
made but also working documents. An unusually full account of the
process and organisation of a prise is provided. Accordingly a translation
is provided of the indenture itself (PRIS = TNA E101/360/3) but reference
is made in the discussion below to the other documents where they throw
additional light on the prise process.

The prise began with the requisitioning of the various supplies. Wooden
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tallies recorded the transaction (Clanchy 2009, 123). Notches of different
widths, depths and intervals were cut into a wooden stick or tally, to the
satisfaction of seller and purchaser, as a record of the sale. The names of
the two parties and the nature of the business were written on each side
of the tally, which was then split so that the purchaser and seller each had
half of the tally, with both parts having an identical series of notches. In
effect two identical copies of a sales advice or invoice were being
produced. A series of nine small sheets of varying sizes, sewn together in
exchequer fashion, records purchases in groups (TNA E101/360/6;
referred to hereafter as the purchase sheets); in many cases, most notably
those relating to ale, reference is made to tallies. Thus on purchase sheet
8, the equivalent of entries E63-5 of the indenture read ‘Robert le Longge
for 62 gallons [of ale] through one tally, likewise for 60 gallons through
one tally; Thomas de Addon for 42 gallons through one tally; Richard de
Katesby for 60 gallons through one tally’. At the end of this sheet we learn
that the price per gallon was %d., which, when multiplied against the
quantities listed, produces the sums listed in the indenture, yet no
monetary figure is given on the working document. One can surmise that
transactions solely utilised tallies in the field. The tallies were then taken
back to a storeroom or office where an initial record of purchases was
made. These records could then be processed to create the more systematic
listings present in the indenture. It was not necessarily, however, a single-
step process and a draft indenture has survived (TNA E101/360/4). The
purchase sheets include requisitions at Sulby and Lilbourne and the draft
indenture includes those made at Sulby, although the final indenture
excludes these purchases and appears to relate just to transactions at
Northampton. In the final indenture purchases have been aggregated
against individual suppliers and no mention is made of tallies. When,
however, payment was finally made a T was placed in the left margin,
presumably to indicate the surrender of the tally by the seller in exchange
for the payment. In a number of cases two Ts indicate that two payments
were made. The process is described in the writ accompanying the draft
indenture (TNA E101/358/6):

‘We command you that you have paid from the farm of the said town
the sums that are contained in the said indenture to the men from
whom the items were taken, receiving into your possession the tallies
that the said men have for the said debts. And when you have paid
them fully in respect of this agreement, we wish that you or one of you
come or that you send another on your behalf with the said tallies
which you will then have received together with the said indenture, in
order to account in our wardrobe for the payments that you have made
in the said manner.’

The accounting system seems to have worked fairly well with the various
totals of the indenture being for the most part accurate; there may be some
inaccuracy in E where there were a number of alterations. One can note,
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however, the large number of entries against the scullery (L123 onwards)
where the person supplying the provisions is not identified and no
payment was made.

The importance to the king of an effectively organised household able to
maintain provision for a body of up to six hundred people, frequently on
the move, has been underlined by Prestwich (1988, 157ff). It was a
complex operation involving purchases on a grand scale. Some insight
into the roles of the various departments can be gained from the
indenture where the purchases are set out against them. The table (13.1)
includes additional information from the other documents.

Table 13.1: The prise of 1300-1 summarised by department of the royal
household.

Department Supplies and services taken Cost

D Pantry’ bread £4 8s. 0d.

E Buttery ale, wine, pitchers, repairing £41 14s. 13d.
barrels and casks, carrying and
unloading ale

F Kitchen meat, fish £59 3s. 0d.

G Saucery mustard, vinegar, corn, oven dues,
a mortar, carpentry and timber

H Marshalsea hay, straw, horseshoes, nails, new £10 5s.11d.
wheels , cart repairs

I Spicery wax, almonds, cinnamon, saffron, £5 13s. 9d.
liquorice

J Re. harnesses etc. new wheels, frets, various nails, £12 9s.10d.
bands, clamps, chisels, cart
repairs, rope, haulage

L Scullery not specified £57 13s. 4d.

* identified as such on the purchase sheets and the draft indenture, although missing from
the indenture.

The purchase sheets (TNA E101/360/6 sheets 4, 8 and 9) indicate that ale
was being acquired for the buttery partly at 1d. per gallon and partly at
%d. per gallon, with a total quantity during the two months of December
and January of over 10,700 gallons. Allowing daily consumption of
something over 170 gallons, this would have been equivalent to about
two and three quarter pints each for five hundred people. The household
of Elizabeth de Burgh, lady of Clare brewed about 500 gallons per week
in 1333-34 but small producers might only produce tens of gallons at a
time; unfortunately no accounts of commercial brewers exist before the
sixteenth century (Bennett 1996, 20). Just under ninety individuals are
listed supplying ale, a number somewhat less than the hundred and
twenty individuals paying brasagium in 1293-4 (BA K). One might perhaps
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have expected more than eighteen! of those providing ale for the prise to
have been among those contributing brasagium, even though seven years
had elapsed. The number of women supplying ale, at fourteen, was again
surprisingly low. The selling price for the wine (E88-9) was given on the
purchase sheets as 16d. per sester, a sester being four gallons.

No information is given on the purchase sheets about quantities of meat
but those supplying meat for the kitchen appear in separate lists as
butchers (F1-14) and fishmongers (F15-22, 24) (NA E101/360/6 sheet 2).
William de Witeneie (F23) is not recorded there but is probably the
William Wyteny of the bailiffs’account, who paid for a butchers stall (BA
D26). Just over half the butchers and fishmongers of the prise are butchers
or fishmongers paying stallage in the bailiffs” account (BA D, H) and the
surnames of some of the others suggest family associations. Corn for the
saucery was being purchased at 2s. per quarter. Bread was apparently
being supplied by only three individuals (D) but were they possibly
acting as representatives of the association of bakers (cf BA C19)?

Interesting additional information is provided in the purchase sheets
about the items taken for the spicery from Robert de Bedford (I1; TNA
E101/360/6 sheet 4). There were two pounds of cinnamon at 2s. 4d. per
pound, nine pounds of saffron at 7s. per pound and one pound of
liquorice at 3d. per pound, as well as a large quantity of almonds at 13%d.
per pound. No department is given for | and it is possible that these
entries also referred to the marshalsea. One would expect that purchases
made by the scullery would have mainly been pots and pans and other
utensils and equipment.

Not only did Northampton’s mayor and bailiffs have to organise payment
to the many individuals supplying the crown as a result of the prise but
they were also made responsible for finding the resources to do so from
monies already due to or that would be due to the crown, and some of
these were not really their direct responsibility. The onus for collection
and payment of some substantial debts to the crown (see C) was being
transferred to the town. Since many of the debtors listed in section C were
prominent burgesses, one can imagine the tensions occasioned by the
prise process.

The largest part of the £191 9s. 11d. due to the king was £117 6s. 8d. from
the farm of the current year (C2), even though there were six months of
that year still left to run. Thus the town, in making payments for the
provisions taken by prise, was in effect incurring expenditure against
receipts yet to come. Additionally it would appear that the burgesses had
still to complete payment of the fine imposed for recovering their liberties
after the town was taken into the king’s hands (C9).

1 Four other individuals may appear on both lists
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C3 - C5 concern fines made for monetary offences. Northampton was not
a mint at the time and it is not clear what the specific misdeeds were.
Peter of Leicester was chamberlain of the exchequer ¢.1288 and in 1291
took over a commission to hear complaints against royal officials
(Prestwich 1988, 340). In 1296-8 he was keeper of the exchanges of London
and Canterbury (TNA E101/288/28).

C6 relates to concealment. There are twelve names listed and the
concealment thus probably related to the individuals listed having been
jurors during a visit by the justices.

When the royal household was on the move the king had a court, which
travelled with him and had jursidiction over breaches of the peace and
other offences within the verge, an area extending twelve miles around
the king’s person. In effect there were two courts. The steward and
marshal oversaw that of the hall and the clerk of the market that of the
market, where offences relating to trading in the verge were dealt with
(Prestwich 1988, 166). In that they are treated here rather than in the town
court do C10 and C11 relate to such transgressions, with the burden of
enforcement being put back on the town?? The crown would thereby
avoid the effort and expense of hearing a large number of minor cases
and collecting the individual small fines.

The prise of 1300-1 thus left its mark on the burgesses of Northampton in
a variety of ways. It is unlikely that individually they would have profited
greatly, if at all, from supplying victuals and services for the royal visit
and the administrative and financial burden to the town was not
negligible.

2 One might, however, expect clericus mercati rather than custos mercati.
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The Text
The Royal Prise of 1300-1 (TNA E101/360/3)

A A small front sheet in Anglo-Norman from King Edward to the mayor and
bailiffs of Northampton instructs them to levy in the town and surrounding
districts the money that John de Drekenesford, keeper of the wardrobe,
indicates is owed, and use it, without any default within the month after Easter
coming, to pay for the various goods and services taken for the household, as
is more fully set out in the indenture. Given under the king’s private seal 10
March in year 29 of his reign [10 March 1301].

SIDE 1

[B1] Indenture made between lord John of Droxford (Drokensford), keeper of
the wardrobe of the lord Edward, king of England, and the mayor and bailiffs
of Northampton, as much of those [sums] that are owed by the lord king in the
town of Northampton and are assigned through the same John to be paid to
various creditors of the same king in the town of Northampton and the areas
around within the month after the forthcoming feast of Easter for bread, wine,
ale, meat, fish and other various things taken from the same creditors for
provisions for the household in his stay there in December and January in year
29 [of his reign], as of the names of the creditors and the sums owed to each
one by the king in the said stay, for which creditors the said mayor and bailiffs
are held satisfied by the debts that are owed to the king in the said town as is
set out below.

COLUMN 1

[Co] Owed to the king! Owed to the king?

[C1] T From the sheriff of Northampton for paying various £10 5s. 11d.
men of the town
[C2] From the men of Northampton in respect of the £117 6s. 8d.
farm for the same town from the term of St Michael
in year 29
[C3] From William de Tekene of Northampton for a fine £10
made before master Peter de Leicestr * and his
colleagues for a monetary offence (trans” mon’ =?
transgressione monetaria) in year 28
[C4] From Osbert de Crouthorp’ of the same [town] for 25 m.
the same
[C5] From Jacob de Amias for a fine for the same 40s.
[Ce] From Robert de Catworth’, William de Langetoft, £10
Alan le Burser, Thomas Golafre, Jacob le Pessoner,
Adam le Garlicmongere, Robert de Burgo, Thomas
de Haddon’, Gilbert de Carler, John de Dodington’,
Osbert de Morton’, Roger Toth junior for
concealment
[C7] From Robert de Tulouse for a fine to be delivered ~ 60s.
from prison

1 Central heading in rectangular box.
2 In LH margin to L of C1.
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[Cs8]
[C9]

[C10]

[C11]
[C12]

[Do]
[D1]
[D2]
[D3]
[D4]

[E0]
[E1]
[E2]
[E3]
[E4]
[E5]
[E6]
[E7]
[ES]
[E9]
[E10]
[E11]
[E12]
[E13]
[E14]
[E15]
[E16]
[E17]

T
T

T T T B T T T B R R s e e I

T

Town and Crown

From William Durmassal for the same

20s.

From the community of the town for the arrears of a £20

certain fine of 100m. for confirmation of its charters

From forestalling at Northampton in respect of a
fine made before the keeper of the market (De

forestall” Norht” de fine coram custode mercati)

From two brewers for a fine made before the same

20s.

4s.

Total of what is owed to the king and is assigned to the creditors
listed £191 9s. 11d. proved?

Owed by the king* Owed by the king5
John de Risle for bread

William Russel for the same

Walter de Lichbarwe

£4 8d. proved® Of which 59s. 8d. are paid”

Buttery (Butell’)?

Alice le Pursere for ale

Richard de Bedon’ for the same

Martin le Waidur for the same

Robert Tulouse for the same

John Bisle for the same

Ralph Trol for the same

Adam Torveie for the same

Roger Rok for the same through two tallies’
William Baron for the same

Henry de Beudon’ for the same

The wife of Robert Saucy for the same
William Ywene for the same

Richard de Wicerle for the same

Edith (Edine) de Brompton’ for the same
Agnes de Neubald for the same
William le Portir for the same

Henry le Irmongere for the same

[E18] T Alice Baron for the same

Total is correct.
In the left-hand margin.
Central heading in rectangular box.

Total is correct for D1-2.
Half-way down in the left-hand margin bracketing entries in following column.

3
4
5
6 Total is correct for D1-3.
7
8
9

‘through two tallies” added.

26s.
33s. 8d.
21s.

5s.

8s. 9d.
10s.

6s. 8d.
10s.

5s. 6d.
10s.
10s. 10d.
3s.9d.
4s.10d.
3s.9d.
3s. 4d.
3s. 9d.
5s. 10d.
3s.9d.
11s. 8d.
8s. 7d.
3s. 4d.
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[E19] T Ellis (Helie) Tinctor for the same 8s. 4d.
[E20] T Robert de Siberford for the same 7s.
[E21] T Richard de Catesbi for the same 10s.
[E22] T Ellis (Helie) Tinctor for the same 9s.2d.10
[E23] T Henry de Boudon’ 3s. 1d.
[E24] T Robert de Schipesford 6s. 8d.
[E25] T William Bisle for the same 10s. 2d.
[E26] T William Durmassal for the same through two tallies! 15s.
[E27] T Hugh de Thorp for the same 6s. 3d.
[E28] T Matilda Gelre for the same 5s.
[E29] T Richard de Aldenbi for the same through two tallies'218s. 4d.
[E30] T Stephen le Puletir for the same 20d.
[E31] T William de Hilkesdon’ for the same through two 21s. 3d.
tallies®
[E32] T Joanna la Cordere for the same 10s.
[E33] T Thomas Averay for the same 2s.1d.
[E34]  John la Tavernir for the same 11s. 8d.
[E35] TTWilliam le Biri for the same 12s. 6d.
[E36] T Matilda de Houton’ for the same 8s. 11d.
[E37] T William Bachet for the same 9s. 2d.
[E38] T Ellis (Helie) Tinctor for the same 6s. 8d.
[E39] T Jacob Piscator for the same 7s. 11d.
[E40] T Nicholas le Peyntur for the same 4s. 6d.
[E41] T Terry (Terricus) le Tavernir for the same 5s. 10d.
[E42] T Richard de Grofham for the same 9s.14
[E43] TTJohn de Wilton’ for the same 5s. 2d.
[E44] T Gilbert le Tannor for the same 2s. 8d.
[E45] T John Eustace for the same 20s.
[E46] T Philip de Carso for the same 6s. 8d.
[E47] T William de Buri for the same 5s. 10d.
[E48] T The same for the same 183%d.
[E49] T Osbert de Crouthorp for the same through two 26s. 6d.
tallies!
[E50] T Robert de Stormesworth’ for the same 29s. 6d.16

10 ‘5(d.)" crossed through and replaced by 2(d.)".

11 ‘through two tallies” added.

12 ‘through two tallies’ added.

13 ‘through two tallies” added.

14 “4(d.)’ struck through.

15 ‘through two tallies” added.

16 Original entry erased, line continued across erasure and new figure added to the right.
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[E51] T Adam de Waltham for the same 23s. 1%d.
[E52] T William de Tekene for the same 9s. 6d.
[E53] T Robert de Burgo for the same 6s. 8Y4d.
[E54] T William de Tekene for the same 6s. 6%d.
[E55] T Isabel Sauce for the same 5s. 7Y%d.
[E56] T Edith (Edine) Horwod for the same 3s. 9d.
[E57] T Martin le Waidur for the same through two tallies'” 8s. 1%d.
[E58] T The above William Durmassal for the same 5s. 8d.18
[E59] T Simon de Upton’ for the same 4s.
[E60] T Stephen Pelliparius for the same 7s. 6d.
[E61] T Thomas le Parlour for the same through two tallies' 18s. 5d.%°
[E62] T Jacob Piscator for the same 6s. 8'ad.
[E63] T Robert le Longe for the same through two tallies?? ~ 7s. 7%d.
[E64] T Thomas de Haddon’ for the same 2s. 7Vd.
[E65] T Richard de Catesbi for the same 3s. 9d.
[E66] T Robert de Abindon’ for the same 5s. 7Vd.
[E67] T Agnes de Bro'me for the same 22Ad.
[E68] T Ralph de Selveston’ for the same through six tallies?? 31s. 4Y2d.
[E69] T Gilbert le Barkere for the same 3s. 9d.
[E70] T Adam de Torveie for the same 8s. 11%d.
[E71] T William Bachet for the same 5s. 11%4d.
[E72] T Annora la White for the same 4s. 1%d.
[E73]  William de Togo for the same 7s. 7%d.
[E74] T Henry Malherbe for the same through two tallies?®  14s. 3%4d.
[E75] T Matilda de Lungeville for the same through two 17s. 9d.
tallies?*
[E76] T Henry le Irmongere for the same 6s. %d.
[E77] T Robert de Burgh’ for the same 7s. 6d.
[E78] T Geoffrey de Oveston’ for the same 5s.
[E79] T Robert de Bedeford for the same 6s. 4%2d.
[E80] T John de Burgh’ for the same 6s. 3d.
[E81] T Ralph Trol for the same 2s. 9%d.
[E82]  Thomas de Verroi de Frompton’ 5s.

17 ‘through two tallies’ added.

18 ‘10%d.” struck through, replaced by ‘8d.’

19 ‘through two tallies’ added.

20 ‘j"in ‘vj’ probably erased (reducing 6d. to 5d.); ‘%d.” struck through.
21 ‘through two tallies” added.

22 ‘through six tallies” added.

23 ‘through two tallies” added.

24 ‘through two tallies’ added.



[E83]
[E84]
[E85]
[E86]
[E87]
[E88]
[E89]
[E90]
[E91]
[E92]
[E93]
[E94]
[E95]
[E96]
[E97]
[E98]

[E99]
[E100]

before whom T is placed £38 8s. 634d.% Likewise 17s. 6d.%

[Fo]
[F1]
[F2]
[F3]
[F4]
[F5]
[Fe]
[F7]
[F8]
[F9]

[F11]
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T John Mildsmiht for the same

T Alexander de Naileston’ for the same

T William Mount junior

T Alice Baron for the same
T Michael le Marschal for the same
T William le Somenour for wine

T Robert de Tulouse for wine
T Robert Gerard for pitchers
T Robert de Sirsan for the same

T Alice le Pottere for the same

Adam le Cuppere for repairing barrels

William Cuppator’ for repairing casks
T Henry de Peteshull’ for carrying and unloading ale
T Pentecost de Kersaulton’ for carrying ale

T John Querndon’
T Gilbert le Pottere

Total £41 14s. 1'4d.% proved
Total paid against the office of the buttery to the various persons

Kitchen (Coquina)?

COLUMN 2

T Walter Passelewe for meat

T Simon de Witeneie for the same

T Nicholas Capp’ for the same

T Thomas Witeneie for the same

T Augustine Pistor for the same

T Osbert Tinctor for the same

T Thomas Pistor for the same

T Roger Passelewe for the same

T Roger Canon for the same
[F10] T Gilbert Pistor for the same

Peter Clericus for the same

325

2s. 9d.
14s. 34d.
3s.9d.
2s. 9%d.
15d.
23s. 4d.
23s. 4d.
7s. 5d.
12s.

7s. 6d.
12s.

2s.

11s.

11s.

8s. 4d.
4s. 8d.

£7 10s. 2d.
£6 9s. 4d.
111s. 2d.
£4 10s. 10d.
15s. 8d.
6s.

16s.

18s. 10d.
47s. 8d.
4s.

30s.

25 The correct total after alterations is £41 14s. 6'd. There is a reduction of 11%d. from
what was originally written.
26 This is written in two lines to the right of E97 and E98. The correct total for entries with
a single T in the margin is £38 18s. 6%d.
27 This is added further to the right. The two entries with two Ts in the margin (E35 and
43) add up to 17s. 8d.
28 Central heading in rectangular box.
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[F12] T John de Multon’ for the same
[F13] T Thomas de Annierie for the same
T Richard de Aldenbi for the same

[F14]
[F15]
[F16]
[F17]
[F18]
[F19]
[F20]
[F21]
[F22]
[F23]
[F24]

[F25]
[F26]

[Go]
[G1]
[G2]
[G3]
[G4]

[G5]
[Ge6]
[G7]
[G8]
[GI]

[G10]
[G11]

[G13]
[G14] T Lettice la Furnere for oven dues (furnagio)

T Geoffrey Piscator for

the same

T Henry de Winchecumbe for the same
T Christian de Benefeld for the same

T Gilbert de Carlel for the same

T John Miltsmith for the same

T Robert de Elingham for the same

T John de Querndon’ for the same

T Henry Deminge for the same

William de Witeneie for the same

T Jacob Piscator for the

Total £59 3s.% proved

same

10s.

28s.

33s. 4d.
26s.

6s.

31s.

16s. 10d.
112s. 6d.
24s.

7s. 4d.
6s.

23s. 4d.2?

£4 9s. Likewise
17s.

Total paid against the office of the kitchen to the various persons
before whom this letter T is placed £56 9s. 8d.>!

Saucery (Salsar’)*

T John de Walde for mustard
T Margery la Chaundelere for the same
TTHugh de Buston’ for the same

T John de Hardingham for the same through two

tallies

T Roger le Mustardir for the same

T Matilda Fraunceis for the same and one mortar

Gilbert de Karlou for

vinegar

T John de Vaude* for mustard

T Walter atte Stone for corn

Robert son of Warin for the same

Philip le Moliner for the same
[G12] T The wife of Durnassal

Hugh Molendinarius

of Thorp®

[G15] T Sarah la Sechere for the same

29 Whole entry struck through.
30 Total is correct if F23 is included.
31 Total is correct if F11 and 23 are not paid.

32 Inleft margin half way down and bracketing the following entries.

33 ‘through two tallies’ added but in the same hand.
34 Possibly the John de Walde of G1.
35 Possibly Kingsthorpe but there are a number of Thorp(e)s in the county.

18s.

12s. 11%d.
9s.

10s. 9d.

13s. 4d.
5s.

7s.

2s. 8d.
8s.

3s.

4s.

2s.

7s.

4s. 3d.
6s. 6d.
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[G16] T William de Waldegrave for carpentry 16d.
[G17] T William Tirnacia for timber 12d.

[G18]  Total 115s. 9%2d.% proved.

[G19] Total paid to those before whom this letter T is placed £4 12s. 9%2d.>”
Likewise 9s.%

[HO] Marshalsea (Maresc’)?

[H1] T Robert de Milsmith for hay 23s.
[H2] T Ralph le Whelwrihte for new wheels and repairing  14s. 6d.
a cart
[H3] T Hugh le Palmere for horseshoes (ferrura) 3ls.
[H4] T Matilda de Floure for straw (litera) 2s.
[H5] TT Alice le Palmere for hay 16s.
[H6] T Pentecost de Norht’ for straw 3s.
[H7] John Billing of Bunton® for hay 6s.
[H8] T Simon Witeneie for hay 13s. 4d.
[H9] T Gilbert le Bakere for straw 3s.
[H10] T Thomas le Parlour for hay 12s.
[H11] Adam le Ismongere for hay 22d.
[H12] T Matilda de Floure for hay 27s. 11d.
[H13]  Walter de Lisours for horseshoes and nails 20s.
[H14] T William atte Hull” for horseshoes and nails 20s. 8d.
[H15] T Hugh le Paumer for the same 10s.
[H16] T Osbert de Crouthorp for hay 20d.

[H17] Total £10 5s. 11d.#! proved. Of which £8 2s. 1d. is paid and total*

[10] Spicery (Speciar’)*

[I1] T Robert de Bedeford, apothecary of Northampton,  113s. 9d.
for wax and various spices bought from him for the
use of the king during his stay at Northampton
during the months of December and January

36 Total is correct.

37 Total is correct.

38 Written above, at right hand end of G18; presumably the 9s. of G3 marked by TT.
39 Inleft margin half way down and bracketing the following entries.

40 Possibly a miscopying of Burton (Latimer).

41 Total is correct.

42 £82s. 1d. is correct if H5 (two Ts) is not included.

43 In left margin bracketing the following entry.
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[jol Harness provided and repair of harness*

[J11 T Ralph le Whelwrist for new wheels 46s. 8d.

[J21 T The same for axles 7s.

[J31 T The same for frets (frettis),*> nails and other cart 9s. 10d.
repairs

[J41 T Richard atte Hull’ for new bands (bendis) 24s.

[J5]1 T The same for clout nails, irons, clamps, thick nails ~ 34s. 2d.
(clut’ ferr” grappis clav’ gross’)

[Jel T Henry le Palmer for clout nails and clamps 6s. 6d.

[J71 T Henry de Piford for haulage (tract’) 5s. 8d.

[J8]1 T Roger le Ropere for the same 60s.

[J91 T The same for a great rope for a (?) cart (ad car’) 16s.

[J10]1 T Ralph le Marscal for charcoal (carbon’) 16s.

[J11] T John Broun for three new chisels (celt’) 24s.

[J12] Total £12 9s. 10d.% proved.

[K1] Total paid from this part of the indenture through the view made at
Shene* 11th April, year 30 £128 16s. 4'4d.

[K2]  Total of this indenture in each part (ex utraque parte) to be paid to
various creditors of the king £196 16s. 4d.%

Of which are assigned to be raised from various persons as is set out above at
the beginning of the indenture £191 9s. 11d.

And thus there remains still to be paid through the wardrobe 106s. 5%d. or
otherwise

SIDE 2

[Lo] Indenture of the payment made through the bailiffs of Northampton
for the provisions of the household of the king.#

COLUMN 1
[Lo] Scullery (Scutell)*
[L1] T John Milsmiht through two tallies®! 108s.52 107s. 4d.
[L2] TT'Osborn Deister 65s.

44 In left margin half way down and bracketing the following entries.

45 Hoops around wheel hubs.

46 Total is correct.

47 The manor house of Sheen, Richmond, became a royal residence in 1299.

48 The total of the two sides of the indenture is £196 16s. 4%d. using the totals given for the
individual sections.

49 This is followed by Inct with two uncertain superscript letters. The meaning is unclear.

50 Central heading. In this section what was supplied is not specified but, given that the
scullery was the recipient, pots, pans and the like would have been involved.

51 ‘through two tallies’ added.

52 “108s.” struck through; “107s. 4d.” added.



[L3]

[L4]

[L5]

[Lé]

[L7]

[L8]

[L9]

[L10]
[L11]
[L12]
[L13]
[L14]
[L15]
[L16]
[L17]
[L18]
[L19]
[L20]
[L21]
[L22]
[L23]
[L24]
[L25]
[L26]
[L27]
[L28]
[L29]
[L30]
[L31]
[L32]
[L33]
[L34]
[L35]
[L36]

The Royal Prise of 1300-1

T Gilbert Mustardir through four tallies®
John Blak
William Bate
Thomas de la Dene
Colm Pistor of Hardingstone (Harinigstor)
T William Ennem through ... tallies™
T William de Bury
T John Spintus
T Matilda de Floure through two tallies®
T Thomas de Kirkeby through four tallies®
T John le Pursere
T Simon de Witeny
T Martin le Waydur
Emma daughter of Robert
T Henry de Pisford
T Matilda de Lungevill’
T Thomas de Haddon’
T Roger Kene
Matilda de Lundres
T Daniel le Ismongere through two tallies*
T John de Thorp
T Richard de Boudon’
T Robert de Catteford through two tallies®
T The master of Seint Devy
T Geoffrey de Covintre
TTJohn Broun
Walter le Nappere
T William de Arle
T John le Cuppere of Godmanchester (Gurmunsester)
T Henry de Cardoil
Walter de Dodinton’
William son of Philip de Quenton’
Walter son of Robert
T Augustine Pistor

53 ‘through four tallies” added.

54 ‘through (probably) two tallies” added.
55 ‘through two tallies” added.

56 ‘through four tallies” added.

57 ‘5d.” deleted and ‘4d.” added.

58 ‘through two tallies” added.

59 ‘through two tallies” added.

44s. 2d.
8s. 4d.
7s. 8d.
8s.

6s. 9d.
7s.

3s.

4s.

4s. 8d.
61s. 1'4d.
3s.

5s.

2s. 2d.
7s. 10d.
2s.4d.57
18d.
4s.
12d.
8d.

3s. 2d.
22d.
13d.
38s. 4d.
11s.

7s. 10d.
3s. 3d.
4s.2d.
5s. 8d.
54s. 3d.
2s. 6d.
5s. 6d.
2s.

16s. 4d.
3s.

329
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[L37]
[L38]
[L39]
[L40]
[L41]
[L42]
[L43]
[L44]
[L45]
[L46]
[L47]
[L48]
[L49]
[L50]
[L51]
[L52]
[L53]
[L54]
[L55]
[L56]
[L57]
[L58]
[L59]
[L60]
[L61]
[L62]
[L63]
[L64]
[L65]
[L66]
[L67]
[L68]
[L69]
[L70]
[L71]

Town and Crown

T Simon Tulbe
TI'Simon Parliebien
T William Balle
T John Tavernir
T Osborn de Crouthorp through two tallies®
Master John de Burgh
T Roger le Ropere through two tallies®!
T Geoffrey le Garlicmongere
T Hubert le Heliere
T Richard Belleietere
Richard Coting
Robert de Woll’
TI'The master of the hospital
T Henry de Harewold
Gote de Luveine
T Roger de Lilleford
T Robert de Beuveir
T John Caudron
T John Sekane
T Henry de Weston
T Robert Nel
T Henry Malebranch
T Roger le Cuppere
T Richard de Wicly
T Nicholas Stok
Thomas Gondblond
TITHenry de Staunton’
Simon Tinctor
Henry Baldewine
TT'Richard le Wicle
William Abraham
Hilda de Walbrek
William de Pateshull’
T William Taylur
William le Carpentir

60 ‘through two tallies” added.
61 ‘through two tallies” added.

62 Originally ‘7s. 8d.” (‘vijs. viijd.") but ‘v’ erased and just visible.

63 Originally “13s.” (“xiijs.”) but ‘x” erased and just visible.

6s. 6d.
11s. 6d.
3s. 8d.
12d.
4s. Y2d.
2s. 8d.
36s. 8d.
21d.
23s. 10d.
6s. 3d.
46s. 6d.
7s.

22s.

9s.

3s. 5d.
2s. 8d.62
4s.

2s.

6s. 6d.
12s. 3d.
2s. 3d.
2s.

16d.
20d.
2s. 8d.
6d.
12s.
3s.6%
3s.

4s. 6d.
4s. 6d.
18d.
5s. 4d.
8d.

4s.
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[L72]  William Sauce Sone®
[L73] T Is’ Wistman

[L74] T Pentecost

[L75]  Margery de Molton’
[L76]  William Route

[L77] T John Elys

[L78] John Bateman

[L79] Robert son of John
[L80]  Simon son of Hugh
[L81]  Hel son of Hugh®
[L82] T Stephen de Appelthorp
[L83]  John Kem of Thorp
[L84] T Simon Eustace

[L85]  William le Berchir
[L86] T Robert de Grendene
[L87] T Alan Turnour

[L88]  Agnesle Muleward
[L89]  Simon atte Hull’
[L90] T Adam le Maserer
[L91] T Matilda Nel

[L92]  Robert de Hurliston’
[L93] T Thomas le Stablir
[L94] T Michael le Ferour
[L95]  Edith Skank

[L96] TISt Mary de Prato
[L97]  William le White
[L98]  John de Dodinton’
[L99] Honor Malherb’
[L100] William Aurifab’
[L101] T Sauge de Houton’
[L102] T Walter de Leicestr’
[L103] Robert de Grendene
[L104] Colm Pistor

[L105] William de Aninton’
[L106] Roger son of Sil’

64 =son?

3s.
20d.
3s. 6d.
8d.

12s. 8d.

2s. 6d.
6s.
14d.
22d.
2s.66
3s. 4d.
20d.
40s.
4s.
12d.
5s.

4s.
20d.
5s.

4s.

2s. 6d.
10s.
14d.
16d.

3s. 10d.
17s. 6d.

8s. 4d.
8s.
2s.

25s. 8d.

43s.
12d.
6s. 9d.

11s. 6d.

3s.9d.
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65 Either son of or daughter of. Hel’ could be an abbreviation for the male name such as

Ellis or a female name such as Helen.
66 Originally “12s.” (“xijs.”) but ‘x” erased and just visible.
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[L107] William Barry
[L108] William le Wyse
[L109] Alice la Potire
[L110] T Richard de Besevile
[L111] Richard le Niveman
[L112] T Hugh le Wolde
[L113] Henry de Gotham
[L114] T Robert de Abindon’

[L115a] Scullery®”

[L115] T William Horsenere
[L116] T Geoffrey de Witeneie
[L117] Richard de Staunford
[L118] Alice le Palefrannan
[L119] T Adam Bate de Weyle
[L120] William de Giggeleie
[L121] Simon de Braie
[L122] T St Leonard

COLUMN 2

2s. 4d.
8d.
7d.
12d.
20s. 2d.
22d.

6s.

18d.

2s.

10d.

2s. 7d.
2s. 2d.
4s. 6d.
7s. 7%d.
3s.

13s. 4d.

[L123a] Likewise [the following] are owed against the same office through
various tallies, the names [of the holders] of which are not known, namely

[L123]
[L124]
[L125]
[L126]
[L127]
[L128]
[L129]
[L130]
[L131]
[L132]
[L133]
[L134]
[L135]
[L136]
[L137]
[L138]

One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally
One tally

67 Heading.

2s.

2s. 3d.
8d.
4d.
12d.
8d.
12d.
2s.
14d.
6s.

4s.

4s.
20d.
2s. 6d.
16d.
10d.
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[L139] One tally 2s.
[L140] One tally 16d.
[L141] One tally 13d.
[L142] One tally 12d.
[L143] One tally 2s. 3d.
[L144] One tally 4s. 6d.
[L145] One tally 2s.
[L146] One tally 10d.
[L147] One tally 18d.
[L148] One tally 2s.9d.
[L149] One tally 4s.2d.

[L150] Total owed against the scullery is £57 13s. 4d.% proved. Of which £34
8s. 6d.? is paid proved. Likewise £6 2s. 1d.7°

[M1]  The total paid through this indenture through the agreement made at
Shene” on 11 April in year 30 is £160 4s. 10d., namely against the office of the
pantry and buttery £41 8s. 3%4d.; against the great kitchen £56 9s. 8d.; against
the office of the saucer £4 12s. 9'2d.; against the office of the marshal £8 3s. 2d.;
and for spices bought for which R de Stok’ is charged (oneratur) 113s. 9d.; and
for the repair of harnesses and harnesses of carts and (?) saddles (semerorum)7
£12 9s.10d.; and against the office of the scullery £34 8s. 6d.

[M2]  Likewise are paid through the same indenture through the agreement
made at Wesminster on 11 May in year 30 against the office of the buttery 17s.
6d.; against the office of the scullery £6 2s. 1d.; and against the office of the
saucer 9s.; total £7 8s. 7d. Of which, together with £4, are paid through the
same by writ under private seal against the office of the pantry. They have a
letter of quittance given at Westminster the [left blank] day of May.

68 This total is correct after erasures in L52, L64 and L81 but before modifications to L1 and
L17.

69 This total is correct for entries marked with a T.

70 This total is correct for entries marked with TT.

71 See note for K1.

72 Cf sella ad summarium = sumpter saddle, although there is no specific mention of saddles
under Harness (]).



Chapter 14
The 1274-5 Hundred Rolls

Edward I succeeded to the throne in November 1272, while he was in
Sicily on his way home from crusade. He did not return directly to
England but went first to Gascony, having confidence in his ministers to
run the country in his absence (Carpenter 2003, 466). Nonetheless, when
he eventually arrived in England in August 1274 he immediately set in
motion a thorough inquiry into the usurpation of royal rights by
magnates and others and into how those who were tasked with carrying
out the king’s government throughout the land had been conducting
themselves (Cam 1930a, xiv). Edward was committed to a programme of
reform and legislation; he wished to regain crown rights that had been
eroded but he also sought to secure good government and a sound
administration. Commissioners were dispatched to every county with a
searching list of questions and they reported back by March 1275. This
type of inquiry or inquest had a long tradition in England, being
employed by the crown to elicit information on a wide range of matters.
The modus operandi followed the pattern of the general eyres where
itinerant justices traversed the country dealing with civil and crown pleas
and also received the verdicts of specially empanelled juries on a series
of questions of concern to the crown (Crook 1982, 1; Raban 2004, 14); the
record of the general eyre of 1285 in respect of Northampton is presented
in Chapter 12.

The returns from the 1274-5 inquiry are known as hundred rolls, as were
those of other enquiries in 1255 and 1279-80, for the country was
systematically interrogated hundred by hundred. The hundreds, which
originated in Anglo-Saxon times, were the basic administrative unit
through which a county was administered by a sheriff and his officials.
Northamptonshire contained twenty-eight hundreds. Northampton,
however, as some other major towns, was an extra-hundredal liberty and
had its own inquiry.

The 1274-5 hundred roll returns are an important source for acquiring a
better understanding of local government and administration during the
reigns of Henry IIl and Edward I and they provide invaluable illumin-
ation regarding the relations between the crown, officials and local
communities. This is certainly the case in respect of the sections dealing
with Northampton, where we can gain additional insights into the
somewhat characterless personages who are encountered elsewhere in
our odyssey through the official records relating to the medieval town.
The hundred rolls were extensively published by the Record Commission
in 1812-18 (Rot Hund), but in Latin in record type, and they are thus not

334
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readily accessible without the necessary specialist skills. There is another
issue in that the two volumes combine in a single edition the original
1274-5 survey returns, extract rolls summarising main concerns perhaps
compiled soon after 1290, and some of the returns of the 1279-80 survey,
thereby bringing the contents of separate rolls together topographically
yet without clearly identifying which is which. The pages dealing with
Northamptonshire comprise the 1274-5 returns for Northampton,
followed by the extract rolls for the whole of the shire including North-
ampton. Accordingly, in a volume seeking to throw light on the town and
its governance, it is appropriate to provide an English translation of the
hundred roll returns for Northampton, using the Record Commission text
as the source.

An endorsement at the foot of the verso of the single Northampton roll
(Y1) records that it is the evidence given by ‘those of lesser standing’. It
would appear that for complex urban settlements a wide range of
experience needed to be interrogated in order to furnish all the inform-
ation provided. At Lincoln there were three juries, the magnates (de
magn’), those of the second rank (de secundr’) and the lesser men (de
minoribus). The jurors of the magnates who largely came from the great
landholders were concerned with fees and ancient liberties. Those of the
second rank focused more on citizens’ liberties and commercial matters,
and complained about the burdens of office. The views of the minores
were largely the same as those of the second rank. At Stamford the rolls
for two juries survive, one composed of those of greater standing (the
majores) and the other of those of lesser standing (the minores). The majores
would seem to have been prominent men in the town, whereas the
minores were less visible in the affairs of the town. Perhaps a reflection of
their different backgrounds, the majores were less forthright than the
minores in criticising those in authority, who were more likely to belong
to their own class (Roffe 1994, 15; Rot Hund 1, 309ff, 351ff; pers. comm. D
Roffe to whom I am grateful for additional observations).

Northampton, Lincoln and Stamford were all in the circuit of William de
St Omer and Warin de Chaucombe and it is just possible that whoever
had endorsed the Lincoln and Stamford returns mistakenly thought that
there were two juries at Northampton, but would that have been done if
there was only a single return for Northampton? Support for there having
been two juries at Northampton is provided within the body of the
returns (0.1). Unlike with the juries enrolled for the visitations of the
justices in eyre at Northampton (Table 12.1) there is a virtual absence of
men known to be prominent in borough affairs among the twelve jurors
listed at the beginning. Osbert de Crouthorp was a bailiff of the town, but
some time later, and he was also involved in a number of court cases and
Adam le Corder was possibly the Adam le Cordewaner who was viewer
of works on Northampton castle in 1270-1 (CLR 1267-72, 155), but
information on the other jurors is lacking. Furthermore, as at Lincoln with
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the verdicts of those of second rank and the lesser men, there is a major
concern in respect of commercial issues and also on problems relating to
the governance of the town. Nor was there a reluctance to criticise those
who had held office, and indeed some senior burgesses do not emerge
spotless from the inquiry.

The responses of the Northampton jurors

Many of the early articles relate to the king’s property, the rights
associated with it and the income coming from it. Northampton castle
was confirmed as being directly in the hands of the crown (1.1) whereas
the town was held at farm from the king (2.1). Other property, including
land in the town fields and several mills, had various tenants (3). The
responses to articles 8 and 19 underline that the town was held by its
burgesses in chief from the king: the privileges granted them by charter,
including the return of writs and a number of significant judicial
freedoms are recited in 8.1; it is claimed in 19.1 that the sheriff never had
nor should hold his court in the town, implying that there had always
been a town court free from the oversight of the sheriff , and similarly
that any view of frankpledge was conducted other than by the sheriff.!
Article 7 covers income that the king had lost. Firstly there was the
custom, presumably landgable (cf Chapter 9, Landgable and rent of
assize), that had ceased to be paid on properties in the town when urban
rents had been granted to religious houses (7.1-5). The offenders, or
beneficiaries, here were St Andrew’s priory and the Dominican, Francis-
can and Carmelite friaries; it would appear that St James’ abbey was still
paying most of its dues, although this does not seem to be reflected in the
Edward I rental where property held by the abbey appears singularly
absent. The pipe roll for 1275-6 records that St James’ abbey was not
tallaged but that its tenants were and the 1277-8 roll notes a similar
situation in respect of St Andrew’s priory (TNA E372/120 aalt 6855;
E372/122 aalt 7540), but in 1253 no tallage was to be taken from houses
held from St Andrew’s priory (CCR 1251-3, 282). St Andrew’s priory was
also adjudged to be guilty of not continuing to provide a chaplain for St
Martin’s chapel in Northampton (7.7). Various other tolls and rights had
also lapsed, been avoided or taken away (7.8-13), including the right of
bull and boar, where St Andrew’s priory was again the guilty party.
Presumably there was financial loss to the burgesses if they now had to
pay the priory for the services of a bull and boar for breeding livestock
(7.13).

Article 13 deals with the taking of relatively small pieces of what was
considered to be royal land, mainly from public rights of way within the
town but also from the town ditch and elsewhere. The cases provide some
useful topographical information relating to the town.

1 Cf page 83.
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The perceived misuse, abuse and infringement of liberties granted by the
crown and their impact on the fortunes of the town are forcefully brought
home by article 10. It would appear that five of the town’s leading
burgesses, namely Thomas Kynne, William le Pessoner (= William son of
Thomas) and Philip de Horton, who had all been or would become
mayors, as well as Richard de Toluse, who served as a bailiff and Simon
le Mercer, had all obtained charters from the king to be quit of paying
tallage and other dues for periods that had lasted at least six years (10.1-
5).2 The reasons for the privileges are unclear although service to the
crown would appear to have been one justification. The establishment of
markets at Brixworth, West Haddon, Towcester, Olney, Wollaston and
Wellingborough, all within ten miles of Northampton, was claimed to be
contrary to the liberty granted by the king to Northampton and had
deprived the town and thus the king of revenue (10.6), as had the recent
erection of two mills near Northampton and others at Wellingborough,
Irchester, Cogenhoe, Finedon, Wollaston, Billing, Grendon, Upton,
Kislingbury, Harpole, Flore, Brampton, Harlestone and Sywell (10.7).
Together these factors were said to have had a significant detrimental
impact on the town’s financial situation; taken with the perception that
Northampton’s urban elite was unwilling to contribute appropriately to
the finances of the town (10.8; cf also X13) this had resulted in an unfair
share of the burden being borne by the craftsmen and tradesmen of the
town, who were now abandoning Northampton. The impact of
competition was returned to in 21.2-4 and X11, where the burgesses this
time were unhappy about paying tolls and customs in places where they
felt they should be exempt from such payments, presumably on account
of the antiquity of their own charter. The markets comprised the
Northamptonshire towns of Towcester, Daventry, Rothwell and Higham
Ferrers, the major urban centres of Lynn, Ipswich, Leicester and
Winchester, the smaller regional towns of Stamford, Newark and Torksey
and the more rural market centres of Deeping, Yaxley, Ely, Downham
Market, Holme, St Ives, Banbury, Melton Mowbray and Grantham. The
majority of these towns were to the north and east of Northampton (see
Chapter 3, Northampton as a market centre, and Fig 3.2; cf also
Masschaele 1997, 139ff). Aggravating the situation was what was seen to
be the wrongful application of the law of distraint in these places, where
Northampton merchants other than the principal debtors or pledges were
being harassed and distrained.

2 The actual grants can be found in the patent rolls: Thomas Kynne, exemption
for 5 years in 1249, provided that he stay in the service of Simon de Montfort,
earl of Leicester and his wife (CPR 1247-58, 36); William son of Thomas,
exemption for life in 1267 at the instance of John de Kirkeby, king’s clerk (CPR
1266-72, 120); Philip de Horton exemption for life (CPR 1247-58, 328); Richard
de Toluse, exemption for life (CPR 1266-72, 67); Simon le Mercer, exemption so
long as he was in the service of the Friars Minor (CPR 1258-66, 166). Simon de
Houton, father of Michael of Northampton, king’s clerk, was also exempted for
an unspecified period in 1254 (CPR 1247-58, 328).
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A significant impact on the financial well-being of the town arose from
the system of purveyance or prise employed by the king, members of the
royal household and other nobles. Purveyance was essentially the
compulsory purchase of goods and services, normally on credit, at fixed
prices that might not necessarily reflect the true market worth of what
was being sold, with every royal purchase in effect including an element
of tax on the seller (Young 1961, 1391f; Seabourne 2003, 121; Moore 1985,
127ff). Northampton was vulnerable on two counts. Firstly, as an imp-
ortant centre at the heart of the kingdom, it was much visited by members
of the royal household and prises were taken for victuals and other
supplies (X4, 6, 7). Such a royal prise, taken when the king visited
Northampton in December 1300 and January 1301, is examined in Chapter
13, where details of the composition of the prise and how payment was
organised can be seen. Secondly, as one of the major fair towns of England
with an important mercantile community, wool, cloth and other merch-
andise could be taken by prise from its burgesses, either at Northampton
itself or at one of the other fairs. This is well illustrated in X2 where it is
recorded that the king had purchased from burgesses of Northampton
sheep-fells® to the value of £400, and other goods, presumably cloth,
worth £100. Further prises of fells are listed (X3, 5, 8, 9). It was not really
the purchase of goods, however, that was the problem but rather the time
taken for payment to be made for the goods. The total value of prises and
similar debts considered in the hundred rolls is given as £878 13s.4d.
(X10), equivalent to seven and a half times the farm of the town, with one
of the debts (£20) going back thirty years and other debts having been
outstanding several years. It is little wonder, given their other concerns,
including the impact of war (X12), that the burgesses as a community felt
financially challenged.

The inquest includes a number of articles about the mismanagement and
corruption of the sheriff and other officials. Four instances involving the
sheriff (15.1, 21.1, 27.1, and 29.1) are not really of concern here but there
are several examples involving the town’s bailiffs and their staff. It would
appear that John Niger, clerk to the bailiffs, and Robert de Monialibus,
bailiff, received money for interfering with the legal process (16.1). Other
bailiffs retained confiscated and abandoned goods for themselves (X18-
19). John Apotecarius, Richard de Toluse and William Gaugy all failed to
pay to the king monies raised from the town (23.1-2, 48.1). The general
ineffectiveness of the mayor and bailiffs and community of Northampton
in preventing encroachments is also noted (13.21).

One article (39) is more about lack of governmental control in relation to
commerce. In the first half of the thirteenth century there was significant

3 It is suggested in Chapter 3 that many of the occurrences of pelura in a
Northampton context related to lamb- and sheep-skins or fells rather than to
furs from animals such as squirrels (cf Veale 2003, 221).
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trade between England and Flanders, with wool being exported and
England then being a significant market for Flemish cloth. Deteriorating
political relations between the two countries, however, meant that by 1270
this two-way trade was past its peak (Miller and Hatcher 1995, 197;
Powicke 1953, 621). The Anglo-Flemish dispute of 1270-5 did not stop
trade altogether, in spite of a royal prohibition on the export of wool to
Flanders and the introduction of a licensing system on the export of wool
generally. The failure of the regulations was behind the appearance of this
article in the inquest. Six Northampton merchants are listed as exporting
just over a hundred sacks of wool during the prohibition, not to Flanders
but to Rouen. Drew Malerbe, listed in the patent rolls as being of Amiens,
was, however, granted several licences (see above page 39). He and
Martin le Wayder, also of French origin, would both appear to have been
substantial Northampton merchants, and Martin went on to be bailiff in
1286-7 (See also Chapter 3, Wool, wool-fells ...). Geoffrey le Baud is
recorded as having four shops in the Parmentry (REN N3). Flemish
merchants apparently exported twenty-six sacks of wool through Boston,
and Paris merchants twenty sacks of wool through Southampton.

Overall the picture emerges, perhaps inevitably in an inquest searching
for details of mismanagement, of a town where individuals and also
religious houses were prepared to use whatever power or influence they
had for their own advantage and where the burgesses in general had little
sway, perhaps because their leaders were on the make themselves or
connived in the less than honest practices of their colleagues. As a group
the burgesses apparently felt under threat as a result of privileges that
they had acquired by charter having been eroded away or ignored by
emerging competitors. Amid all this, royal power was never far away,
ready to ensure that it safeguarded its significant rights and also quick to
exploit its position for financial benefit.

The approach to the text

The full texts of the articles of the inquest as listed by Helen Cam (1930a,
248ff) have been provided to introduce the responses rather than the
abbreviated forms contained in the Northampton returns. For ease of
reference Cam’s numbering has been followed for the articles, with each
response to a given article identified by a sub-number. Where the
Northampton jurors could provide no information in respect of an article
both the article and the negative response have been omitted from the
text. There is a further section at the end where there are additional
responses affecting the town, which have been prefixed (X). Cam notes
that the justices had been charged, in addition to dealing with the articles
of the inquiry, with listening to other complaints and petitions that might
be raised (querele) and that here and there such guerele might be appended
to a jury’s verdict (1930a, 42); Northampton'’s jurors certainly raised more
than a passing complaint.
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Two entries (Y) are to be found in the extract roll for Northampton
although they do not occur in the original returns (see above). Could they
have been from a missing roll of another jury? They are included at the
end of the text as Y1 and Y2.

The responses of the Northampton jurors can be considered as a coherent
block of answers to the specific articles of the inquiry, but they also throw
light on many of the issues being dealt with elsewhere in this volume.
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The Text

The Hundred Rolls for Northampton
(Rot Hund 1I, 1-5; TNA SC5 Northants Chapter 1)

[0.1] The town of Northampton

Inquisition made at Northampton through twelve jurors of the same town in
the third year of the reign of King Edward before lords (dominis) William de St
Omer and Warin de Chaucombe justices of the king, namely through Roger de
St Martin, Henry ad Portam, Jordan le Cheval’, Laurence de Bobton, Osbert de
Crouthorp, Geoffrey de Oveston’, Adam le Corder, Thomas de Pippewell,
Ralph de Thorp, Robert de Kelmers, William D’le Suriegien and John de
Campeden, who say on oath that:

[1.0]1 How many and what demesne manors the king has in his hand in every
county, that is both of the ancient demesnes of the crown, and of escheats and
purchases.

[1.1] They say that the castle of Northampton which pertains to the county is
in the hand of the king but they do not know what it is worth yearly.

[2.0]1 What manors, moreover, used to be in the hands of the kings who were
the king's predecessors, and who hold them, by what warrant and since when,
and by whom and how they were alienated.

[2.1] They say that the town of Northampton which is accustomed to be in the
hand of the former King Henry is now held of the king in chief in fee through
£120 sterling, to be paid annually at the exchequer of the king in London, and
from the time of the same King Henry up till now, by his grant and that of all
his successors, the said town was held from the king in chief.

[3.0] Also concerning the lord king’s fees and tenants; who hold them now from
him in chief of the king and now are held through a mesne lord, and by what
mesne, from what time they have been alienated, how and by whom.

[3.1] They say that lord (dominus) Hugh Gobyun holds in chief of the lord king
in the fields of Northampton two carucates of land which are worth 6m. and
more per year, [but] they do not know by what service and warrant.

[3.2] They say that John son of Benedict Dod of Northampton holds below the
town of Northampton two mills called Congesmylnes, which are worth 13m.
per year, from John son of Hugh de Plecy, in fee for 13m. of silver paid to him
annually. And the same John holds [them] from Nicholas de Segrave. And the
same Nicholas [holds them] from Simon son of Henry de Hastinges for the
service of 2s. or 1s., but they do not know by what warrant. And the same
Simon holds [them] from the king, but they do not know by what service and
warrant.

[3.3] They say that Robert Fraunceys of Northampton holds in the same town
20s. of rent and more of the king in chief for four horseshoes (ferris) to be paid

1 The translation provided here is of the Latin text published by the Record Commission.
The Record Commission text did not record marginalia nor note additions and deletions
in the original document. These have not been included here as they add little to the
substance of the jurors’ responses. A small number of errors in the Record Commission
transcription have been corrected and referenced in footnotes.
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annually to the king at the exchequer at London, but they do not know from
when and by what warrant.

[3.4] They say that the prior and convent of St Andrew of Northampton hold
in the fields of Northampton four carucates of land worth 16m. per year and
more but they do not know from whom or by what service or by what warrant,
but they say that by right they ought to hold that land of the king in chief by
what service they do not know.

[3.5] They say that the same prior and convent hold in the suburbs of
Northampton two water-mills that are called Merthinesmylne and Rysmylne
and are worth 6m. and more per year; and further by what service and by what
warrant they do not know, but they ought by right to be held of the king in
chief, by what service they do not know.

[3.6] They say that the master and hospital of St Trinity outside Northampton
hold in the fields of Northampton four acres of land and more which are worth
40d. and more per year, but they do not know by what service and by what
warrant. And they say that Adam son of Peter, more than forty years ago, gave
the same land to the same hospital in pure and perpetual alms (elernosinam).
And they say that because that land is thus held in alms (elermosinatur) the king
and his bailiffs in Northampton can lose 16s. 4d. at a time when relief is raised.

[6.0] Also how many hundreds, wappentakes and ridings are now in the lord
king’s hands, and how many and which are in the hands of others, from what
time and by what warrant, and how much a year every hundred is worth.

[6.1] They say that the county of Rutland is accustomed to be in the hand of
King Henry, father of the present king, and pertains to the castle and county of
Northampton. And now lord Edward, count of Cornwall, holds that county in
his hand, but they do not know by what warrant.

[7.0] Concerning ancient suits, customs, services and other things withdrawn
from the lord king and from his ancestors; who withdrew them and from what
time; and who have appropriated to themselves such suits, customs, services
and other things belonging of established custom to the lord king, from what
time and by what warrant.

[7.1] They say that the prior and convent of St Andrew have had in alms for
more than forty years £20 of rents and more through various persons, several
of whom held [them] from the king. And thus the farm of the king, which the
bailiffs of the king are accustomed to have from the same rent, has been taken
away by the same prior and convent during all the said past time, to the loss to
the king and his bailiffs in Northampton of 30s. and more, as from the farm,
reliefs and other things of this sort.

[7.2] They say that the abbot and convent of St James outside Northampton
have had in alms in the same way for more than forty years 40s. of rents and
more in the town of Northampton, from which rent they pay fully to the king
and his bailiffs the farm owed, [but] the reliefs owed from them are taken away,
to the loss of the king and his bailiffs in Northampton of 5s.

[7.3] They say that the Friars Preachers of Northampton have had in alms in
the same town for twenty years 30s. of rent and more through the sale (per
vendicionem) of Michael Rocce and several others, [but] they do not know by
what warrant, to the loss per year to the king and his bailiffs in Northampton
of 10s. and more, in respect of the farm of the king taken away and reliefs and
other payments (fortunis).
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[7.4] They say that the Friars Minor have had in alms in the same town 20s. of
rent and more, [but] they do not know by what warrant, to the loss to the lord
king and his bailiffs in Northampton of 5s. in respect of his farm, reliefs and
other payments taken away during fifteen years.

[7.5] They say that the Friars of Mount Carmel now for four years have taken
away from the farm of the king 28d. annually that should be paid to the bailiffs
of the king for tenements which they have been granted in alms by Simon de
Pateshill and others, to the loss to the king and his bailiffs of Northampton of
28d. in respect of his farm, reliefs and other payments.

[7.6] They say that the king and his bailiffs of Northampton are accustomed to
have 8d. each year from the mill which is called M’thinesmylne, in the suburbs
of Northampton, which service now, for twelve years, has been taken away
from the king and his bailiffs by Roger Malebraunche, Basilia his wife and
Cecilia, daughter of the same Basilia, by what warrant they do not know.

[7.7] They say that the prior and convent of St Andrew of Northampton are
accustomed to find at their expense a chaplain to celebrate each year in the
chapel of St Martin in Northampton for the souls of all the kings of England,
and now twenty years and more ago the said prior and convent took away that
chantry and totally destroyed that chapel, to the loss to the king and all his
ancestors of 5m. and more a year.

[7.8] They say that the present bishop of Lincoln appropriated the liberty,
belonging to the community of the town of Northampton, of choosing and
making a master of the hospital of St John in Northampton, which the said
community was always accustomed to have, and they do not know by what
warrant he thus took away the said liberty from the said community.

[7.9] They say that the men of Simon son of Henry de Hastinges, when trading
in Northampton, have always been accustomed to pay tolls for merchandise
sold and bought, which toll, seven years ago, they took away from the king and
the community of Northampton on the instigation (advocationem) of the honour
of Huntingdon, [but] they do not know by what warrant, to the loss to the king
and the whole community of 20s. and more.

[7.10] They say that Henry Ponteys of Yaxley (Jakeslee), avowing himself to be
a man of the master of the hospital of Dingley (Dyngle), ten years ago took away
the toll that he was accustomed to give for his merchandise bought and sold in
Northampton, [but] they do not know by what warrant, to the loss to the king
and his bailiffs in Northampton of 20s. per year.

[7.11] They say that the men of Laurence de Preston and lord (dominus) Gilbert
de Preston, his predecessor, ten years ago took away the toll that they were
accustomed to give in Northampton, claiming to be of the honour of Huntingdon,
namely men of Preston, Wootton and Billing, [but] they do not know by what
warrant, to the loss to the king and his bailiffs of half am. and more per year.

[7.12] They say that Simon de Bryctewell, bailiff of the lord Edmund, earl of
Cornwall, in the royal way that is called Saltstrete, and lord (dominus) Roger de
Wauton at the bridge of Billing, took away from the king and the bailiffs of
Northampton, four years ago, the customs and tolls which the king and his
bailiffs of Northampton have always been accustomed to receive and have,
[but] they do not know by what warrant they thus appropriated these customs
and tolls, to the loss to the lord king and his bailiffs of Northampton of “2m.
and more per year.
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[7.13] They say that the prior and convent of St Andrew, Northampton, have
taken away from the king and the community of the town of Northampton for
forty years and more the liberty which the community of the town had of
having bull and boar? in the same town, [but] they do not know by what
warrant they appropriated them,? to the loss of the king and the community of
the town of Northampton Y2m. and more per year.

[8.0] Also what other persons claim from the king to have return or estreats of
writs, who hold pleas of ‘vee de naam’, who claim to have wreck of sea, and
by what warrant, and other royal liberties such as gallows, the assizes of bread
and ale and other things which belong to the crown; and from what time.

[8.1] They say that the burgesses of the town of Northampton have in the same
town their own free court in which they have pleas relating to the prevention
of distress and have the return and estreats of writs, and prison, gallows, pillory,
tumbrel, four coroners, the assize of bread and ale and all other liberties of the
crown of the lord king pertaining in the same town and from this grant of the
present king and of all his ancestors up to the time of the lord Henry the former
(veteris) king.

[9.0] Also concerning those who have liberties granted to them by the kings of
England and have made use of them otherwise than they should have done;
how, from what time and in what way.

[9.1] They say that Simon de Bryctewell, bailiff, son and heir of Henry de
Hastinges, used the liberty of his lord in Cotes otherwise than he ought, in taking
heavy and undue tolls of any merchants coming to the town of Northampton
with victuals and other things, namely of any cart of herring half a hundred, of
a cart of fish two fish, of a horse-load one fish, of a horse-load of salmon a quarter
of salmon and of the carriage of millstones to be sharpened 6d., and this has
been done in the said vill of Cotes for ten years and more, to the loss to the king
and the community of the town of Northampton of 20s. per year.

[9.2] The same son and heir of Henry de Hastinges and his father before him
and the bailiffs of the same held and sustained and still hold and sustain in the
said vill of Cotes merchants and brewers through whom they forestall the town
of the king, Northampton, and for about ten years they have done this, to the
loss to the king and the town of Northampton of 20s. per year.

[10.0] Again concerning liberties which obstruct common justice and overturn
the king’s power, and by whom they were granted and since when.

[10.1] They say that Thomas Kynne, burgess of Northampton, now twenty
years ago, had a charter of the king while he traded in Northampton for buying
[goods] free from tallages and all other things and customs pertaining to the
king and community of Northampton, through which he was quit for nine
years and more, to the loss to the king and the community of Northampton and
especially the poor of Northampton through the space of the said nine years of
20m.

[10.2] They say that Philip de Horton, burgess of the same town, still has a
charter of the king for buying [goods] free of tallage and all the said [charges],

2 The right to have a bull or boar for breeding purposes, rather than pay another for the
service.

3 quos masculine accusative plural, presumably referring to bull and boar rather than the
liberty.
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which he has used now for eight years, to the loss to the poor of the community
of the said town 20s. and more per year.

[10.3] They say that William le Pessoner, mayor of Northampton, has a charter
of the king to be free of tallage and all the said [charges], which he has used now
for seven years. And they say on oath that the poor of the community of the said
vill are oppressed through that charter and injured 20s. and more per year.

[10.4] They say that Richard de Tolouse who died in the present year had a
charter of the king of buying [goods] free of tallage and the like, which he used
for six years and more to the loss to the poor of the community of Northampton
of 30s. and more per year.

[10.5] They say that Simon le Mercer has a charter of the king to be quit of
tallage and the like, which he has used for thirteen years and more, to the loss
to the poor of the community of the town of Northampton of 5s. per year, when
he had something to be paid.

[10.6] They say that although the liberty of the town of Northampton was
granted by the king of England, such that no market was to be held within a
distance of ten miles around the town of Northampton, lord (dominus) Simon
son of Simon in Brixworth, the prior of Daventry in West Haddon, lord
(dominus) Robert son of Walter in Daventry, lord (dominus) William de
Monchauzy in Towcester, the countess of Arundel in Olney, Sir William le Bray
in Wollaston and the abbot of Croyland in Wellingborough have set up their
own markets in all the vills aforesaid newly and of old; from what time and by
what warrant they do not know, and they cannot estimate the size of the loss
to the king and the whole of the community of Northampton.

[10.7] They say that the abbot of Crowland in Wellingborough (Wendelingburg),
lord (dominus) William de Nogeriis in Irchester (Chast’ton),* Sir Nicholas de
Cogenhou in Cogenhoe, the abbot of Sulby next the bridge of Finedon
(Tyngdene), Sir William de Bray in Wollaston, the abbot of St James at the bridge
of Billing, Hugh de Aixeby at Grendon, the abbot of St James below the town
of Northampton, the lord Edward, king of England next to Upton, the abbot of
St James in Kislingbury, the master of the hospital of St Trinity, Northampton,
next to Harpole (Horpol), the lord of Flore in Flore, Robert de Dive in Brampton,
William de Beland next to Northampton in the fields of (?) Harlestone (Loston)
and Geoffrey de Sewell at Sywell have recently and of old constructed mill-
houses (molendina solaria), from when and by what warrant they do not know,
and this within the space of ten miles around Northampton, to the grave loss
to the king and the community of Northampton, but they do not know how
much [the loss is].

[10.8] They say that on account of the present charters and said markets and
mills and because several burgesses of Northampton with great and several
rents in Northampton and trading in the same town with the community of the
town of Northampton were unwilling and are still unwilling to share in the
tallage and other things, fullers, weavers, dyers, drapers, glovemakers,
megiziarii,® skinners and other craftsmen of this sort have left the town of

4 Perhaps Chester [House] in Irchester parish. The offender there was William de Nogeriis,
perhaps a Latinisation of Nowers, or Noers. This family was the thirteenth-century owner
of this estate. (pers. comm. D Hall).

5 This clearly refers to some type of craftsman but the specific area of work is unknown.
Note that Record Commission = magizarii rather than MS megizarii.
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Northampton because they are too heavily taxed. And thus the town of
Northampton is harmed [but] they do not know how much.

[10.9] They say that a certain meadow lying within the walls of the town of
Northampton and leading water to the mill of Geoffrey de Luscy is accustomed
to belong to the community of Northampton, but from the time of Robert de
Braybroc, sheriff of Northampton, for sixty years now, that meadow has been
taken away from the said community of Northampton by him and his
successors as sheriff of Northampton and appropriated to the castle, [but] they
do not know by what warrant, to the loss of the community annually of 1m.
and more.

[13.0]1 Again concerning all encroachments whatsoever made upon the king or
upon the royal dignity: by whom they have been made, how and from what time.

[13.1] They say that the master of the hospital of St John, Northampton, enclosed
for himself over eight years ago a certain royal way in the town of Northampton
which is called Krakebollestre [but] they do not know by what warrant, to the
loss to the king and community of Northampton annually of %m.

[13.2] They say that the Friars Preachers of Northampton ten years ago enclosed
for themselves a common way six feet in width extending from the new
cemetery up to St Martin’s Street (ad vicum Sancti Martini), to the damage to the
whole community of Northampton annually of Y2m.

[13.3] They say that Gervase Sampson and Philip son of Robert fifteen years
ago enclosed for themselves in Northampton a certain common way eight feet
in width which extended from the Drapery of Northampton up to the way of
Larye (viam de Larye), to the damage of the whole community of Northampton
annually of 4m.

[13.4] They say that John Eustas of Northampton blocked up a certain drain
(gurgitem) in Swynewellestrete at the gate called Dernegate, to the loss and
harm of the community of Northampton of 2s. annually, and it has now been
blocked for ten years and more.

[13.5] They say that Reginald Sampson and his father before him, over ten years
ago, appropriated from the ditch of the king [land] one rood in width and ten
feet in length by means of a wall and a ditch, to the loss to the king and the
community of Northampton of 12d. and more annually.

[13.6] They say that John Apotecarius, while he was mayor of Northampton
ten years ago, appropriated from the ditch of the king [land] twelve feet in
width extending from the west gate of Northampton up to the dam of Mervyn'’s
mill (M’thenesmylnedam), to the loss to the king and the community of
Northampton annually of 12d.

[13.7] Likewise the same John ten years ago appropriated [land] four feet in
breadth and forty feet in length from the royal way from the court of Henry de
Mosecote almost up to the west gate of Northampton, to the loss to the king
and the community of Northampton 12d. annually.

[13.8] Likewise the same John ten years ago appropriated [land] thirty feet in
length and twelve feet in width from the water of the king outside the west
gate of Northampton, to the loss to the king and the community of
Northampton of 6d. annually.

[13.9] They say that the prior and convent of St Andrew, Northampton, twenty
years ago blocked the royal way next to the west bridge of Northampton, to
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the loss to the king and the community of Northampton of 2s. annually.

[13.10] They say that the same prior and convent fifty years ago enclosed a
spring called Nonnewell, with a certain plot adjacent three hundred feet in
length and two hundred feet wide, to the loss to the whole community of
Northampton of ¥2m. per year and more.

[13.11] They say that the same prior and convent sixty years ago appropriated
all the meadows under the walls of Northampton that once belonged to the
community of Northampton together with a certain garden adjoining, namely
from the meadow Eged’ up to the water flowing (manantem) to the mill of St
Andrew, to the loss to the community of Northampton of Im. and more annually.

[13.12] They say that the same prior and convent over six years ago enclosed a
common way under the wall of Northampton within the town from the court
of William le Rot” up to the head of the way that is called Gyselgot, to the
damage to Northampton of Y2m. per year.

[13.13] They say that John Eustas, Philip son of Robert, John le Plumer, the
Brothers of the Sack [and] Simon le Verrour over four years ago stopped up a
common way under the said wall of the town within the town, from the gate
which is called Dernegate up to the court of Dandelin, to the loss to the king
and the community of Northampton of 2s. annually and more.

[13.14] Likewise four years ago the wife once of Thomas Tyard, Thomas Toth,
the master of the hospital of St John and Drew de Malerbe blocked up in the
same manner a common way, from the gate called Cougate up to the south gate
of Northampton, to the loss to the king and the community of Northampton of
YAm. annually.

[13.15] They say that four years ago Richard son of Ralph and Robert de Derby
blocked up a common way within and next to the wall of Northampton, from
the south gate up to the postern of Mervyn’s Mill (M'thinesmylne), to the loss
to the king and community of the town of 2s. annually.

[13.16] They say that four years ago Warner de Parment’, Geoffrey le Wyse,
Robert Rote, the wife of John Aurifabr’ and Walter Taggel in the same manner
blocked up a common way, from the said postern up to the west gate of the
town, to the loss to the king and the town of 2s. annually and more.

[13.17]1 They say that over four years ago a certain purpresture was made on the
royal way outside the north gate through a certain quarry. Likewise that the royal
way is reduced by 12 feet in width for over forty feet in length and that pur-
presture was first made by the prior and convent of St Andrew and afterwards
through John Eustas and Gilbert de Blyseworth, burgesses of Northampton, to
the loss and danger to the king and all travelling of 3s. annually.

[13.18] They say that four years ago John le Comber built a shop in the royal
way opposite Butchers Row (vic’ carnificum), to the harm to the whole
community of Northampton of 12d. and more per year.

[13.20] They say that Hugh Woderoue, Richard de Sancto Neoto, Robert de
Derby, William le Roo and Richard de Sancto Neoto and Adam clericus blocked
up a common way under the wall of Northampton within the town from Mount
Sorrell up to the postern de Lurteborn’, to the loss to the town of 12d. annually.

[13.21] They say that all the purprestures aforesaid have been made and not
corrected through the fault of the mayor and bailiffs and the community of
Northampton.
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[15.0]1 Concerning sheriffs who take gifts to consent to the concealment of
felonies committed in their bailiwicks, or who neglect to attach such felons for
favour to anyone, both within liberties and without. In like manner, concerning
the clerks and other bailiffs of the sheriffs, concerning coroners and all their
clerks and bailiffs: who have acted thus in the time of the lord King Henry since
the battle of Evesham, and who in the time of the present lord king.

[15.1] They say that William le Vineter,who was accused (arectatus) of receiving
thieves by twelve jurors of Northampton, made fine with Nicholas de Saundon
and Nicholas de Preston, clerks of lord (dominus) Roger de Seyton, sheriff of
Northampton, through £20 silver, to have peace. They do not know whether
he received that money or not but they remember (intendunt) that they received
that money and that for the use of lord (dominus) Roger de Seyton.

[16.0] Concerning sheriffs and all manner of bailiffs who take gifts to remove
recognitors® from assizes and juries, and at what time.

[16.1] They say that John Niger, clerk to the bailiffs of Northampton, received
2s. this year from John de Catteworth for being removed from a certain assize.
And the same John received 2s. from Alexander Clericus for the same. Likewise
the same John received the form of a hood (formam cuiusdam capucii) of the value
of 10d. from Laurence de Bukton for the same. Likewise John received 6d. from
William le Myre for the same. Likewise they say that Robert de Monialibus,
bailiff of Northampton, received 12d. from Hugh Tinctor for the same. Likewise
the said John Niger received 2s. from Simon de Mirieton for the same.

[19.0] Again, whereas sheriffs ought not to hold their tourn more than twice a
year, who has held his tourn more often, and from what time.

[19.1] They say that the sheriff of Northampton never did nor ought to make
his tourn in Northampton

[20.0] Again, when fines for redisseisins or for encroachments by land or sea,
for concealment of treasure and such like matters belong to the lord king and
sheriffs ought to attach them, what persons have taken such fines, and from
whom and how much.

[20.1] They say that fines for purprestures made within the town of
Northampton are assessed and paid to the bailiffs of the king [but] they do not
know from when and how much.

[21.0] Again who have by power of their office troubled any maliciously and
thus have extorted lands, rents or any other contributions, and from what time.

[21.1] They say that William de Beyvyle, sheriff of Northampton, maliciously
molested (occasionavit) Robert, rector of the church of Stanford, claiming that
he was accused by a certain approver (imponens ei quod appellatus fuit per
quendam appellatorem) in the castle of Northampton when he was not, and before
he could have peace the same William extorted 5m. from him unjustly, which
the same William received.

[21.2] They say that, although the burgesses of Northampton have liberty
through the king and his predecessors to be quit of tolls and all customs
throughout the whole kingdom of England and through the ports of the sea,
the bailiffs of Earl Warenne in Stamford, the bailiffs of the abbot of Peterborough
this side of the bridge of Stamford, the bailiffs of lord (dominus) John Wake in

6 Arecognitor was a member of a jury empanelled on an assize.
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Deeping , the bailiffs of the abbot of Thorney in Yaxley (Jakelee), the bailiffs of
Spalding in Spalding, the bailiffs of the bishop of Norwich in Lynn (Lenna), the
bailiffs of the bishop of Ely in Ely, the bailiffs of the abbot of Ramsey in
Downham Market (Donambhide), the bailiffs of the king in Ipswich, the bailiffs
of lord Edmund, earl of Cornwall in Holme, the bailiffs of the lord Edmund,
brother of the king, in Leicester, the bailiffs of the abbot of Ramsey in the town
of St Ives, the bailiffs of the bishop of Lincoln in Banbury, the bailiffs of lord
(dominus) William de Monchauzy in Towcester, the bailiffs of lord Robert son
of Walter in Daventry, the bailiffs of the countess de Ferrers in Higham Ferrers
(Hecham), the bailiffs of the queen in Market Harborough (Haverberge), the
bailiffs of the earl of Gloucester in Rothwell, the bailiffs of the bishop of
Winchester in Winchester, the bailiffs of the bishop of Lincoln in Newark, the
bailiffs of Roger Lestraunge in Melton Mowbray, the bailiffs of Alexander de
Bayllol in Torksey and the bailiffs of Earl Warenne in Grantham through the
power of their office unjustly take customs and tolls from the burgesses of
Northampton against their liberties granted to them by the king of England in
contempt of the royal dignity and his crown, to the grave loss of the community
of the town of Northampton, but they cannot estimate how much.

[21.3] Likewise, although the same burgesses have certain liberties through the
charter of lord Henry, the king, that none of them should be distrained for any
debtor unless he was the principal debtor or pledge, all the bailiffs named
harass and distrain the burgesses of Northampton and cause what is owed to
be taken away from the goods of those who are not debtors or pledges, to the
loss of the community of Northampton, [but] they cannot estimate how much;
and they do it against the terms of the charter of the king, using the power of
their office unjustly.

[21.4] Likewise, although the burgesses of Northampton have charters of the
predecessors of the present king that they can reasonably distrain their debtors
for their debts within Northampton whenever they distrain their debtors,
William son of Alan, once bailiff of the earl of Gloucester in Rothwell, Simon
de Brictewell, bailiff of Henry de Hastinges in Cotes, the bailiff of lord (dominus)
William de Munchauzy in Towcester distrain the burgesses of Northampton
and retain what has been distrained until they get back what has been
distrained from their own men for the debts of the same burgesses in
Northampton. And thus the same burgesses lose what is owed them [but] they
cannot estimate the size of their loss.

[21.5] They say that Richard de Thorp, bailiff of the lord king in the hundred of
Spelhoe, through the power of his office and against the royal prohibition,
through letters of the same king unjustly extorted 3s. 6d. from William le Mire,
woolmonger of Northampton, before he could take his wool through the
hundred of the said bailiff, although he [William] had royal letters that he
should not be prevented by any bailiffs from carrying his wool wherever he
wished within the kingdom to the hundred and any other markets. Likewise
the same Richard de Thorp took 10s. for the same from Ralph son of John de
Lifford, who had the same letter.

[23.0]1 Who have received monies owed to the king, or a part of them, and have
not given the debtors quittance, both in the time of the lord King Henry and in
the time of the lord king who now is.

[23.1] They say that John Apotecarius, once mayor of Northampton, received
from the community of Northampton £50 sterling for the same community to
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be acquitted of all debts of the lord king as by an estreat sealed with green wax
and the like (ut de viridi cera et huiusmodi) and he said that he had acquitted the
community of the said money at the exchequer of the king when he had not.
And thus he came now a second time to demand the said £50, to the loss to the
said community of £50 and more.

[23.2] They say that Richard de Tolouse of Northampton owes the king £496
which he has not paid. Therefore that money is now unjustly demanded from
the community of Northampton by an estreat sealed with green wax.

[27.0] Again who have had felons in prison and have allowed them, for money,
to get away and escape from prison free and unpunished; and who have
extorted money for letting men out of prison on bail; when they have been
bailed, and from what time.

[27.1] They say that Roger Barry, who killed Hugh de Luton’, was taken and
imprisoned in the castle of Northampton and gave £20 to Robert de Preston,
under-sheriff of master Roger de Seyton, sheriff, for the use of the same sheriff,
and he got out of prison free and unpunished.

[29.0] Again, what sheriffs or keepers of any of the lord king’s castles or manors,
or also what surveyors of such works whatever carried out by the king’s
command, have accounted for larger sums than they have rightly spent on them
and have thereupon procured false allowances to be made to them. And
likewise, who have retained or removed for their own use stone, timber or other
things bought or provided for such works, and what and how much loss the
lord king has thus suffered, and from what time.

[29.1] They say that William de Beyvile, while he was sheriff of Northampton,
took timber and lime bought for the king’s works worth 20s. which he retained
for his own use, to the loss to the king of 20s.

[39.01 Again, concerning those persons who, during the dispute between the lord
king and the countess of Flanders, against the prohibition and veto of the late
king or the present king, have conveyed or caused to be conveyed wool over
seas; how much and at what port.

[39.1] They say that during the said discord Drew Malerbe of Northampton
took abroad, in parcels, to Rouen through the ports of London and
Southampton, eighty sacks of wool worth 9m. a sack; they do not know by what
warrant or to whom he sold the wool.

[39.2] Likewise, at the same time, Adam le Mazerer of Northampton took
abroad through the same ports five sack of wool of the same value, [but] they
do not know by what warrant.

[39.3] Likewise, at the same time, Roger le Plummer took abroad through the
port of Southampton two sacks of wool worth 18m., [but] they do not know by
what warrant.

[39.4] Likewise, at the same time, Henry Lovet took abroad to Rouen through
the same port sixty-eight sacks of wool worth 9m. a sack, [but] they do not
know by what warrant.

[39.5] Likewise, in the last year of the said discord, Martin le Wayder of
Northampton took abroad to Rouen three sacks of woolly fells worth 9m. a
sack, [but] they do not know by what warrant and to whom he sold them.

7 MS = Luton; Record Commission = Litton’
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[39.6] Likewise they say that Geoffrey le Baud of Northampton took to Rouen
through the port of Southampton eight sacks of wool worth 9m. a sack, [but]
they do not know by what warrant.

[39.7] Likewise they say that during the time of the discord Rayner de Fornar’
and his fellow merchants of Florence took abroad, in parcels, through the port
of Boston twenty-six sacks of wool, [but] they do not know by what warrant.

[39.8] Likewise they say that in the last year of the said discord two merchants
of Paris, Peter and Acelin, took from the town of Northampton to foreign ports
through the port of Southampton twenty sacks of wool worth 9m. a sack, [but]
they do not know by what warrant.

[48.0] Concerning murages and pontages that have been granted.

[48.1] They say that William Gaugy, while he was mayor of Northampton,
twenty years ago, received the murage of Northampton, from which he
retained £20 and more for his own use, to the loss to the king and the
community of the town of £20 and more.

All sections touching the town of Northampton are entered above.
[X0] Complaints?

[X1] They say that on the departure of the lord Edward, the present king, to the
Holy Land, the same king ordered lord (dominus) Robert Burnel, and he
instructed John de London and William de Wyndesour, to settle with the
community of Northampton the debts that the lord king owed. John and
William paid the said community two parts of what was owed and the third
part, totalling 100m., they retained for themselves, to the loss to the said
community of 100m. and more.

[X2] They say that lord Henry, king of England, father of the present king is
still in debt to the community of the town of Northampton for £400 sterling for
wool-fells (pelura) taken for the use of the same king in parcels during the space
of the last twenty years of his reign in the hundreds of Northampton, Stamford,
St Ives, Boston, Winchester and Bury St Edmunds, through the hands of Roger
le Taylor, William de Plecy, John de Sutwerk, Hugh son of Rayner, John de
Somercote, Richard de Ewell and Hugh de la Four, ‘takers’ (captores) of the lord
king in all the hundreds aforesaid. Likewise he still owes the drapers of the
same town £100 [for goods] taken in the said hundreds for the use of the king
in parcels in the said time through the hands of all the aforesaid, because of
which true debt several of the said town die of hunger and are now beggars
and have abandoned their tenements in the town and the town completely.

[X3] They say that lord Edward, the present king, is still in debt to the said
community of Northampton, that is the skinners, for £41 6s. of silver for wool-
fells (pelura) taken seven years ago for the use of the same king through the
hands of master Richard le Taylor his ‘taker’.

[X4] They say that the lord Edmund brother of the present king is in debt to the
community of the town of Northampton for £60 and more for his food and
drink.

[X5] They say that lord Glilbert], earl of Gloucester, is in debt for £33 in the
8 This heading does not appear in the Record Commission volume. An inspection of the

original manuscript, however, finds a marginal entry ‘querele’ (complaints or petitions)
opposite X2 with a continuous marginal line bracketing the succeeding entries.
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town of Northampton for wool-fells (pelura) taken for his own use through the
hand of William son of Alan, his steward, four years ago.

[X6] They say that lord John, Earl Warenne is in debt, for £20 and more, to the
community of the same town for his food and drink taken in the fifty-first year
of King Henry.

[X7]1 They say that Reginald de Grey owes the community of Northampton £100
for his victuals while he was keeper of the castle of Northampton.

[X8] They say that Roger de Clifford owes mistress Alice de Otewell £21 6s. for
wool-fells (pelura) which he took in the hundred of Winchester without tallies
and any security being made.

[X9] They say that Osbert Giffard is in debt to the said community for £40 and
more for wool-fells (pelura) and other things.

[X10] Total £878 13s. 4d. owed to the said community of the town.’

[X11] They say that a certain Christiana Odes of Lynn, against the terms of the
charter of the lord king, granted to the burgesses of Northampton that they
should not be distrained for any debt for which they were not the debtors or
pledges, distrained the burgesses of Northampton at Boston fair five years ago
until they paid the same Christiana and the bailiffs of Boston £11 10s. for a
certain debt of £7 which they demanded from one John de Byfeld, burgess of
Northampton, for which money they were neither debtors nor pledges and this
[was done] unjustly.

[X12] They say that the town of Northampton is harmed beyond measure, [and]
they do not know how much, for the exactions (captione) made on the said town
during time of war when the burgesses of Northampton were despoiled of
almost all their goods.

[X13] They say that when the poor of the community of the town of
Northampton are chosen in the assizes and other affairs of the town [to go] to
London or elsewhere they work there at their own expense at a grave loss to
themselves. And when the rich of the said community work in some'® place on
business of the town work they have all their expenses fully from the poor of
the said community, whether they wish it or not, to the loss of the same poor,
[but] they do not know how much.

[X14] They say that when a certain stranger came to the house of one Geoffrey
de Oveston in Northampton and struck and wounded Geoffrey, Peter, who was
the servant of Henry le Rous, bailiff of the lord king, came and took the same
malefactor and led him towards the house of the said bailiff; when they had
come opposite the house of Robert Rote, Robert Rote took the malefactor out
of Peter’s hands and struck Peter. Afterwards Geoffrey de Oveston and his
brother gave Robert Rote 12s. for having good will.

[X15] They say that seven years ago the bailiffs of the lord king did not dare to
enter the house of Robert Rote to ask for the rent of the king and thus the rent of
the king is in arrears, nor did the same Robert Rote allow himself to be brought
to justice through the bailiffs of the lord king at any time at anyone’s suit.

[X16] They say that a certain thief by the name of Gilbert broke out of the prison
of Northampton castle and in fleeing was seized and taken back to the castle;

9 The correct total is £882 5s. 4d.
10 MS = aliguo. Record Commission = alio (other).



The 1274-5 Hundred Rolls 353

before he was hanged he said in the hearing of the coroners of Northampton
and several others who were present that a certain Alice Baruc, before she was
married to Reginald Sampson, had received from the possessions of the
archdeacon of Northampton what the same robber and his companions had
stolen at Empingham, namely 36s., two gold rings and other woollen cloths, of
what value they do not know. They do not know whether the words of that
robber are credible but they think better that he speaks the truth rather than not.

[X17] They say that certain robbers came by night to the town of Northampton
and unloaded certain baggage at the house of the brothers of Mount Carmel
and left it there and afterwards came to the house of the said Alice Baron and
lodged there; the bailiffs of Northampton suspected that the same robbers were
[there] and got themselves ready in going to the house of the same Alice to take
them, but the robbers heard and took flight by night before day, and left two
horses there and, at the house of the said brothers, their baggage in which were
two robes; Sir William de Lymar, knight, claimed the horses and harness and
proved them to be his in the seld of Northampton and had them.

[X18] They say that four years ago a certain John, son of the chaplain of Market
Harborough, was attached at the time of Northampton fair in the house of John
le Rus!, Jew, by William Fraunceys and Richard le Mustarder, then bailiffs of
Northampton, on suspicion that he had stolen two overtunics and two swords,
although he had done nothing wrong; they promised afterwards that he go
away law-worthy but they received nothing from him so they say.

[X19] They say that certain strangers were lodged at the house of Alice, once
the wife of Philip le Gaunter, and the bailiffs of Northampton, namely John
Niger, clerk, and others, were told that the robbers were there; before those
bailiffs could come to the said house to take them they escaped beyond the wall
of the town and left there three horses, a shirt and a bow worth 20s., which the
said bailiffs retained as abandoned goods, and they have them.

[X20] They say that Walter de Lichebarwe, custos of the toll of sheep in
Northampton, asked a certain stranger for toll on a sheep that he had sold but
he refused him the toll, claiming that he was of the honour of Huntingdon;
Walter took the stranger with the sheep to the seld to know if he should pay
toll or not, and when the stranger had to enter the seld he left the sheep and
fled to the church and abjured the kingdom; he handed over the sheep to the
bailiffs of Northampton as abandoned property.

[X21] They say that Adam de Staunford, Thomas son of Sander and Henry
Pays, butchers of Northampton, bought twenty-eight oxen from certain
strangers in Northampton at a price of 8s. each and owed them in part payment
a certain sum of money, but they do not know how much. They had a fixed day
for paying the rest at Birmingham to which the said butchers came with 100d.
and they were told that three of the men had been hanged; the butchers heard
this and went home with the money, but they do not know with how much.

[X22] They say that Robert Rote by night and on his own authority entered the
home of Adam Canon, bailiff of Northampton, against the will of the same
Adam and against the king’s peace, in seeking there the key of the prison when
he was not a bailiff, nor did he have thieves to imprison; he made hamsoken in
the same house through assaults and other vile acts and further on the next day
assaulted the wife of the said Adam in the middle of the market. Afterwards

11 MS = Rus’; Record Commission = fus.
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he made fine through two casks of wine but nothing was then paid.

[Y1] The town of Northampton of those of lesser standing, the third year of
King Edward (Villata de Northant’ de minor’ anno reg” Edwardi tercio.'?

Additional entries in the extract rolls under the town of
Northampton®

(Rot Hund 11, 15; TNA SC5/8/3)

[Z1] Likewise John son of Geoffrey le Paumer, clerk of William de Buckebrok,
bailiff of Northampton, failed to attach three felons in Cow Lane (vico de Kulane)
in the house of Alice, who was the wife of Philip le Gaunter, and in the same
house he took three of their horses and horse trappings worth 30s.

[Z22] Likewise some felons robbed Saer de Harecurt, who pursued them to
Northampton and took them to court, and Henry le Rus and Robert his clerk,
then bailiffs, were unwilling to attach them (Henricus le Rus & Robertus clericus
eius tunc ballivi noluerunt ipsos attachiare).'*

12 This endorsement is to be found at the foot of the verso of the roll, just above the holes
where the seals would have been attached. It is in a contemporary, larger and different,
although similar, hand. Record Commission = Northamt'.

13 These two entries do not appear in the main return for Northampton, perhaps indicating
that the two justices or their clerks kept separate rolls that were not identical and that the
extract roll utilised at least some part of the record not presented as the original roll.
Alternatively they might be responses from the evidence of the majores, the original roll
for which has not survived.

14 The Latin here is a little confusing. On the one hand it suggests that Robert was the clerk
of Henry le Rus (clericus eius) but then the plural ballivi would seem to indicate that Henry
and Robert were bailiffs together. Perhaps ballivi is intended to include both Henry as
bailiff and Robert as clerk to the bailiff.



Chapter 15
Mayors, Bailiffs and Other Officials

Northampton’s mayor and bailiffs were the town’s leading officials,
overseeing its governance and representing the town in dealings with the
king and his officials; the coroners provided an ongoing legal presence
on behalf of the crown. The history of the various offices and their
evolving responsibilities are discussed in Chapters 4 and 5. This chapter
looks more at the lives and careers of the men who held these various
offices and their roles in the commercial and administrative life of the
town. It also considers how developing a chronology for the holding of
office can assist our understanding of thirteenth-century Northampton:
assembling dated lists of mayors and other officials for Northampton can
be a significant aid in developing an historical framework for various
aspects of its history. While royal documents may often be securely dated
within the thirteenth century, many deeds, charters and other documents
can only be dated by reference to witness lists and the known floruits of
the individuals named. In many cases such lists will be headed by
individuals in office at that time and thus, if one knows the names of the
mayor and bailiffs for each year, an extremely useful tool is provided in
assigning a date to documents that are otherwise more imprecisely
datable, as for example is the case with elements of Northampton’s
custumal (see page 219ff).

Cox drew attention to the absence of historical lists of borough officials
for the period before the last quarter of the fourteenth century and could
cite mayors for only forty-three years and bailiffs for only thirty-four
years up to that time (1898, 547). Reginald Brown (1927, 33) updated the
list of mayors but not that of bailiffs. Brown’s revised list and Cox’s list
are combined in Table 15.1. Overall, prior to 1280 names were in
particularly short supply and unfortunately in neither list were any
references provided for any of the names, making it impossible to trace
them back to their sources. Furthermore at an early stage of undertaking
research for this volume it became apparent that there is less than
expected coincidence between the names and dates provided by Cox and
Brown and those that can currently be extracted from published
collections of documents and from manuscript sources. An attempt has
therefore been made to compile a more comprehensive, fully referenced
list, utilising sources presently locatable.

The lists of officials set out in Tables 15.2-3 relate to the official years
starting at Michaelmas, the feast of St Michael the Archangel, September
29, hence 1271-2 etc., indicating the years during which Northampton
officials normally held office. The task of compilation has not been made
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Table 15.1: Mayors and bailiffs after Cox and Brown

Year

1215-6
1221-2
1227-8
1230-1
1231-2
1232-3
1233-4
c.1240
1249-50
¢.1250

1253-4
1254-5
1255-6
1256-7
¢.1260

1264-5

1267-8
1270-1

1271-2

1273-4
1274-5
1277-8
1280-1
1282-3
1285-6
1286-7
1289-90
1290-1

1295-6
1296-7

1297-8
1300-1
1301-2
1302-3
1303-4
1304-5

1305-6
1306-7

Mayor

Tilly, William

Tilly, William

Espicer, Robert le (custos)
Mayor, Robert the
Speciarius, Robert
Speciarius, Robert
Espicer, Robert le

Theobald, Roger son of

Gangy, William

Dodd, Benedict
Gangy, William?

Ken or Kynne, Thomas
Dodd, Benedict

Apotecarius or le Spicer,
John

Moyne, John le
Fitzthomas, William

Spicer, John

Spicer, John
Pesson, William le
Staunford, John de
Fitzhenry, Robert
Fitzhenry, Robert
Horton, Philip de
Fitzhenry, Robert
Fitzhenry, Robert
Megre, John le

Kershalton, Pentecost de
Leycestre, Peter de
Kershalton, Pentecost de
Kershalton, Pentecost de
Bedford, Robert de
Kershalton, Pentecost de

Lungevil, John de

Bailiffs

Passelewe, Ralph, and Edmund

Parmenter, Luke, and Houton, Simon de

Leycester, Robert de, and Passelewe,
Ralph

St Neots, Richard de, and
Stormesworthe, Henry de

Fraunceys , William, and Mustarder,
Richard le

Blithesworth, Gilbert de, and Arderne,
Roger de

Hosier, Adam le, and Rous, Robert le
Staunford, Hugh de, and Catteworth, John de
Siberford, Robert de, and Weydon, Martin le

Porta, John de, and Wolarveston, Adam de
Jerveys, John, and Mont, William

St Neots Richard de, and Crouetrop
Osbert de

Mercer, William le, and Somersete, Gilbert de
Kershalton, Pentecost, de and Whyteneye,
Simon

Sokle, William de, and Baron, William

Nayleworth, Alexander de, and Burgo,
John de

Naylesworth, Alexander de

The list of mayors is that of Brown (1927, 33), updating and revising Cox (1898,
547ff). The list of bailiffs is that of Cox (1898, 555f).
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easy on account of the concurrent usage in the medieval period of years
commencing on January 1, regnal years, and ‘exchequer years’, which
were also the years during which borough officials held office.
Accordingly, having a document that can be dated merely to sometime
in a ‘year’ within one of the chronological systems being applied
frequently presents difficulties; a somewhat more specific date is really
needed.

A key source for the reigns of Henry III and Edward I comprises the
records of the exchequer. It is profitable here briefly to review the system
whereby the sheriffs of the various counties and others had to account at
the exchequer for the annual financial contributions due from the geo-
graphical areas for which they were responsible. The summary contained
in the rest of this paragraph largely comprises extracts from the
Introduction to The Pipe Roll for 1295, Surrey Membrane (Pipe Roll 1295
Surrey, i-ii). Each year, shortly before the beginning of the Michaelmas
term, the responsible official or body received from an exchequer
messenger a list of debts that had to be collected from those living in the
area, this list being known as the summonses of the pipe; six months later,
at Easter, a second list was received for the second half of the year.
Payment was also made half-yearly, the first payment or profer (profrum)
being taken to the exchequer at Easter each year and the second at
Michaelmas. At any time within nine months of this Michaelmas profer
the accounts were audited at the upper exchequer, or exchequer of audit.
The audit was recorded on the pipe roll, the roll being partly written in
advance and completed as the accounts were heard. The exchequer dealt
with a lot of other business, and, in order to take further action later, it
kept records in the memoranda rolls, two of which were held, by the
king’s remembrancer (TNA E159) and the lord treasurer’s remembrancer
(TNA E368) respectively. Among the well-defined divisions on these rolls
is the adventus vicecomitum containing the profers for each of the two
terms by the sheriffs and others.

During the thirteenth century we see the burgenses (burgesses) or homines
(men) of Northampton accounting for the farm of the town, frequently
through a named person who may variously be designated mayor, bailiff
(either ballivus or prepositus) or clerk, although sometimes the individual
is not given any office. In 1227-8 Robert le Especer and in 1293-4 John
Druel accounted for Northampton’s farm as custos (keeper); certainly in
the latter case the town had then been taken into the king’s hands on
account of offences committed by the town.

Two tables (15.2 and 15.3) have been compiled to try to provide a more
secure and detailed chronology for Northampton’s mayors and bailiffs
in the thirteenth century. The tables are first described and the
methodology of their compilation set out, before their historical content
is considered. The bailiffs can be taken to have appeared in the original
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sources as ballivi unless they are specifically designated prepositi in the
tables.

Table 15.2 attempts to assemble securely dated evidence. It lists
individuals named in clearly dated contexts, either as participants in the
process of paying Northampton’s farm to the exchequer or as having an
official role. In the first column (adventus) are the names of representatives
of Northampton appearing at the exchequer to make their profer. In some
years specific individuals are not identified in the sources and accordingly
no entry has been made in the table. E: preceding a name indicates the
Easter profer and M: the Michaelmas profer. Since the Easter profer would
relate to the Easter after the election or appointment of the named official
at Michaelmas and Michaelmas would relate to the Michaelmas after
election or appointment the previous Michaelmas, an appearance for the
Easter profer will have been during the bailiff’s year of office while an
appearance for the Michaelmas profer will have been at the end of the
bailiff’s year. Thus Stephen Osbern appears as bailiff for Easter in the rolls
for 1305-6 and for Michaelmas in those for 1306-7 but it is clear that he
was in fact bailiff for 1305-6 and indeed we can note other similar
examples (e.g. Ralph de Selveston 1285-7; Roger Toht 1291-3; John Trank
1292-4). In a number of cases before 1289-90 the individual making the
profer is not given any official title but in most cases it is unlikely that he
did not hold paid or elected office. These names are included in Table 15.2
and are repeated in column 6 of Table 15.3. The second column in Table
15.2 contains the names of those given in the pipe rolls as accounting at
the exchequer, in nearly all cases as bailiff. Although this process might
take place beyond the year of office, the pipe rolls for the most part clearly
assign the individuals to their year of office. In 1295-6, however, Osbert
de Crouthorp and Richard de London, although almost certainly no
longer bailiffs, were accounting for outstanding debts. The third column
lists clearly dated references to borough officials, either when they are
recorded within state papers or when they appear as witnesses to deeds.
Where the presentation of the mayor to the barons of the exchequer is
recorded in the memoranda rolls, this is signified by ‘presentation’.

Table 15.3 attempts to provide steps towards a synthetic chronology for
mayors and bailiffs commencing in 1215, the date of the first reference to
a mayor at Northampton, through to the death of Edward I. The names
of some bailiffs (prepositi) are, however, known for the latter part of the
twelfth century (Williams 1986-7, 221f). The columns for dated mayors
and bailiffs contain the various names listed in Table 15.2 where an office
and a date can both be assigned. The source is noted in brackets after each
name (A for adventus; P for pipe rolls; D for dated occurrence; pres for
presented at the exchequer as mayor), referring back to Table 15.2. To the
right the columns for "floating” mayors and bailiffs contain groups of
officials who appeared together as witnesses to deeds and in other
contexts, but where no date is given. Since mayors and bailiffs were
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elected for a year at a time, a number of different combinations of bailiffs
alongside the same mayor indicate a similar quantity of separate mayoral
years, although these did not necessarily occur in a single continuous
sequence. These combinations of mayor and bailiffs are positioned as
nearly as possible opposite examples of the same name(s) where dating
would appear to be secure. In cases where there is reasonable certainty
that gaps in the dated mayors and bailiffs columns can be filled, given
both positive connections and a lack of alternatives, names have been
added in italics to these columns, for example Robert Rote and Peter de
Leicestr’ in 1284-5. Similarly William Grilli and Simon Chaumpenys
appear in the close rolls as bailiffs for 1268-9 and separately they appear
in a deed in combination with William son of Thomas, mayor. Given the
limited alternatives, it would be reasonable to think that the undated deed
belongs to 1268-9 and accordingly William has been inserted in italics into
the dated mayors’ column. With William son of Thomas there are six
combinations of undated mayor and bailiffs, labelled [A] to [G] and a
limited number of possibilities where these combinations could be
included in the dated sequence. Similarly with Robert son of Henry there
are four such combinations, labelled [H] to [K]. Tentative transfers have
been made to the dated mayors and bailiffs columns, the italics indicating
the uncertainty, but other options are possible. At the beginning of the
table there are a number of examples of William Tilly serving as mayor
alongside a variety of combinations of bailiffs. It is reasonable to assume
that William Tilly held the office of mayor for at least seven years, possibly
yet not certainly continuously. The combinations have been left floating,
however, because of the range of possibilities in inserting them in the
dated mayors and bailiffs column. There are similar difficulties with
Robert Speciarius and Roger son of Theobald who served as mayor for
at least six and three years respectively.

The table highlights a real problem in dealing with instances where one
person might be known by more than one name, and again there might
be more than one person with the same name. In the former category one
might include William son of Thomas who was also known as William
the fishmonger — William Piscator in the Latin form and William le
Pessoner in the French form. John Spicer also had a Latin form John
Apotecarius, and le Megre, as in John le Megre, probably derived from
the old French mire or myre meaning physician; here there is an additional
problem in that there may have been more than one John Spicer, perhaps
different generations in the same family. Richard de Monte (of the mount)
was also known as Richard de la Hulle (of the hill) and other possible
examples are identified in the table. In respect of possibly different
individuals with the same name there is a real difficulty in attempting to
ascertain how many men the names Robert clericus (Robert the clerk) and
Robert son of Henry refer to. Robert clericus first appears in the adventus
for 1237-8. In the following year’s adventus Robert son of Henry, clericus,
and Robert son of Henry are named. From that date until 1260-1 Robert
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son of Henry makes seven further appearances in the adventus but on no
occasion is he referred to as clericus; a Robert son of Henry was bailiff in
1246-7 and 1250-1. Robert clericus is recorded a further seventeen times,
the last occasion being in 1283-4; in 1276-7 he is referred to as suus clericus,
that is ‘their clerk’, the clerk of the burgesses of Northampton. In 1275-6
Robert clericus is titled bailiff. Is the title bailiff correct? In 1280-1 the entry
reads ‘per Robertum clericum no ball” in both manuscript sources. While
no is regularly used as a contraction for non (not) and nostro (our — in the
dative and ablative cases) it would not be normal for nostrum (our — in
the accusative case), as would be required here to be grammatically
correct. It would seem that Robert is here being distinguished as Robert
‘not the bailiff’ or Robert ‘not a bailiff’. It can be remarked that in the same
year and possibly 1283-4 a Robert son of Henry was mayor in the same
year that a Robert clericus appears in the adventus. While it is clearly
difficult to disentangle the two or more Roberts one can note that one or
more clerks named Robert served the town of Northampton for at least
thirty-six years from 1237-8 and similarly a Robert son of Henry was
mayor of Northampton for at least nine years between ¢.1275 and ¢.1291
(Fig 4.1).

The lives and careers of all Northampton’s known mayors and bailiffs in
the thirteenth century are set out in ‘Northampton Biographies” at the end
of this chapter. These biographies and the chronological lists feed into
discussions throughout this book but it is interesting here to consider
what the lists on their own can tell us about the governance of and society
in thirteenth-century Northampton. For much of this time the mayoralty
was dominated by a relatively small number of individuals who held the
office either continuously or intermittently for fairly long periods. It is
possible to identify the mayors for just over half the years between 1214-
5 and 1306-7 although not always to assign a specific year to that
mayoralty. Four men can be seen to have held the mayoralty over thirty
times between them while other men only had the office for one or two
years. Thus, in the years following 1214-5, William Tilly was mayor at
least seven times and probably more: in addition to the evidence
presented in Tables 15.2 and 15.3 there are frequent undated deeds in
which William Tilly appears as a witness in his capacity as mayor and
where there are no witnessing bailiffs to help distinguish between years.
Around 1230 Robert Speciarius was custos and also mayor for at least six
years. The absence of other known mayors at this time and the over-
lapping nature of witness lists alongside William and Robert as mayor
suggest that in the twenty years or more following 1215 the mayoralty
was dominated by these two individuals even more than it is presently
possible to demonstrate conclusively. In the middle of the century Roger
son of Theobald was mayor for three years and Benedict Dod for two,
and then in the 1260s and 1270s William son of Thomas, also known as
William Piscator and William le Pessoner, held the office for at least nine
years; in the 1280s a Robert son of Henry was mayor a similar number of
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times. We can, however, only identify one year of office as bailiff for
William son of Thomas and two for Robert son of Henry. Continuity was
also provided by the town’s clerk Robert, whether it was one, two or more
individuals'.

John Sampson’s career seems to have been somewhat different. A John
Samson was bailiff in 1208-9, and then we find a John Samson in the
adventus accounting for the farm of the town in eight years between 1246-
7 and 1261-2; on no occasion is he identified there as a bailiff even though
in 1251-2 he held the office. He is identified as being a bailiff in four other
years, two of which, undated, may have been when he was accounting
for the farm. There is, however, no record of him having achieved the
office of mayor. For the most part men held the office of bailiff for one or
two years.

In 1293-4 John Druel was custos after Northampton was taken into the
king’s hands for about sixteen months because of ‘the action of the
burgesses in usurping the mayor for themselves by their own authority
without warrant’. It is difficult to determine the precise nature of the
offence or indeed whether the offence was genuine or rather a pretext for
increasing royal revenues, but there would seem to be a suggestion that
the mayor himself, or perhaps the office of mayor as part of the governing
body of the town, had become too powerful or maybe independent in
relation to royal authority. The names of the mayors in the years
immediately after 1293-4 are presently unknown, but although Peter de
Leycestre served for three years from 1299-1300 and Pentecost de
Kershalton was mayor two and perhaps more times, there are not the
extended mayoralties like those of William Tilly, Robert Speciarius,
William son of Thomas and Robert son of Henry. Was this in any way a
consequence of the events of 1293-4?

1 See above.
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Table 15.4: Dated occurrences of coroners.

The dated references to coroners are rather more limited than those for
bailiffs. Unlike mayors and bailiffs they were not chosen just for a single
year but might continue in office for many years.

Coroners were appointed for the first time at Northampton as a result of
John's charter of 1200: “‘We wish also in the same borough of Northampton
that four of the more law-worthy and discrete men of the borough shall
be chosen through common counsel of the town to keep the pleas of our
crown and other things that pertain to us in the same borough, and to see
that the reeves of that borough treat the poor as well as the rich justly and
lawfully’” (Markham 1898, 32).

The various references are as follows:

1253 (TNA JUST1/615 m. 14r and v, aalt 0928, 0998)

Coroners since the last eyre: Adam de Staunford and Philip son of
Robert — removed; Adam le Viniter, Simon Vitor, Richard son of Ralph,
Richard le Estreys — who now are.

Ralph Champeneys, William B..., Robert de Leyc, Thomas de B...,
William son of Michael — these remain.

1273 (CCR 1272-9, 32)

John le Estreys to be replaced having been elected mayor.

1285 (JUS B1):

Coroners since the last eyre: William son of Michael, John le Estreys,
Robert son of Henry, Roger de Cowey, Adam le Burser, John le Megre,
William de Stormeswrth, and Robert de Bedford, who still are.

1294-5 (CAD B2460):
Robert Sauce, Robert de Bedford, Robert de Catteworth, William de
Steynisworthe.

1299-1300 (CAD B2549):
Philip le Rous, Robert de Bedford, Robert de Cattewrth.

1303 (CCR 1302-7, 53):
Robert de Bedford to be replaced, having been elected mayor.
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Northampton Biographies

(References are not given below for mayors, bailiffs and coroners; the
reader is referred to Tables 15.2 — 15.4. It is possible that there was more
than one person with the same name and two or more lives are being
combined. This might, for example, be the case with father and son.
Alternatively the same person might be known by more than one byname
as with William son of Thomas = William le Pessoner. Alternative
identities are given and cross-referenced apart from where the variations
in form are minor and would be located fairly close to the main entry. Cf
‘Mercer, William le (= William Mercenarius)’ — no separate entry is given
for William Mercenarius. Hopefully the information given below will
allow both deconstruction and construction.)

Abathia, Ellis de: Bailiff early C13.
Alkmundebyr, Roger de: Bailiff c.1280. See Robert Speciarius.

Apotecarius, John (?= John Especiar, le Especer, le Espicer, le Spicer, le
Spycer, Speciarius, Spicer): Mayor c.1264 (HR 13.6). John Especiar was
mayor alongside Roger de Arderne and Gilbert de Bliseworth as bailiffs,
probably late 1260s; a John Spicer was named as mayor in 1271 and 1273
by Cox (1898, 549) but no documentary corroboration has been found.
John Apotecarius probably not the same person as the somewhat later
John le Megre, mayor 1278-9. Wine and cloth merchant. In 1247 eyre
Hugh de Quarrera sought 2 messuages from John le Espicer and his wife,
the case being referred to the town court; John le Spicer was pledge for
Philip son of Richard re. wounding and breach of peace (TNA JUST1/
614B, aalt 0755, 0799). Royal purchase of cloth for £1 18s. from John
Speciarius at St Ives fair, Easter 1248 (TNA C47/3/29; Table 3.1), a liberate
to pay coming in 1250 (CLR 1245-51, 320). John le Especer was one of the
24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1267-8 the
bailiffs were to pay John le Especer, wine merchant, £12 for 4 tuns of wine
taken by the king’s butler (CLR 1267-72, 46). In hundred rolls John
Apotecarius was said to have appropriated the king’s ditch between the
west gate and Mervyn’s mill, land from the royal way near the west gate,
and water of the king outside the west gate (FHR 13.6-8); and, as mayor,
not to have paid to the exchequer £50 collected from the town (HR 23. 1).
See also John le Megre.

Ardern, Roger de (= Roger de Arderne): Bailiff sometime between 1264
and 1270. Adventus 1267. Had a daughter Maud (BA G32). A Ralph de
Arderne was among the 24 charged with protecting the Jews in 1264 (CPR
1258-66, 320) and a Robert de Arderne was appointed assayer to the
Northampton mint in 1248 (Hall 1896, 1076) and held a house outside the
south gate (REN AC18).
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Barun, William (= William Baron, Baroum, Baroun): Bailiff 1304-5.
Adventus 1305. In 1293-4 he was fined 12d. for false claim and 6d. for
default (BA G101, 111). In 1300-1 he supplied ale worth 3s. 9d. as part of
the royal prise (PRIS E9). In 1305 he was part of a large crowd, perhaps
led by Pentecost de Kershalton, which was accused by the prior of the
Friars Preachers of breaking into his close, felling trees and carrying them
and other things away (CPR 1301-7, 400).

Bedford, Robert de (= Robert de Bedeford): Mayor 1303-4; bailiff ¢.1280;
coroner 1285, probably 1294-5 and possibly to 1303 when a new coroner
was to be chosen because Robert was elected mayor. Adventus 1281.
Represented Northampton in parliament in 1304-5 and 1307 (House of
Commons 1879, 19, 28). Referred to as apothecary in 1300-1 (PRIS I1). In
1285 general eyre he was a grand assize jury selector and member (JUS
A13, 16, 34). In 1292 he was one of those attached to answer Robert son
of Henry for seizing Robert’s cloth when they were apparently seeking
to make him render account of 500m. from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938,
113). In 1293-4 he paid 34d. for a sales-place at Northampton fair (BA F15);
William de Asshewell paid 3s. 6d. for the moiety of his shop at North-
ampton fair (BA F38) and 6d. for standing with his merchandise in the
shop (BA F49). In prises in 1300 he provided 35lb wax worth 20s. 5d. and
11b saffron worth 8s. (TNA E101/358/6), and spices worth 14s. (TNA
E101/360/13); in 1300-1 prise he provided waxes and spices worth 113s.
9d. and ale worth 6s. 42d. (PRIS I1, E79). In 1300-1 he supplied the
wardrobe with wax and various spices worth £9 6s. 4d. (TNA E101/
359/18; see also Chapter 3, Food and Drink). He had his capital tenement
in Gold Street (REN P1).

Bliseworth, Gilbert de (= Gilbert de Bleseworth, de Bleswrth, de
Bliseworthe, de Blisewrth, de Blisseworth, de Blyseworth): Bailiff with
John Spicer as mayor, probably late 1260s (BL Add Ch 22347; see Table
15.3 n.27). Referred to as wine merchant in 1267-8 (CLR 1267-72, 46). In
hundred rolls he is recorded as perpetuating a purpresture outside the
north gate (HR 13.17). In 1284-5 he is recorded paying 10s. for a writ and
20d. for false claim (TNA E372 /130 aalt 3758). In 1285 general eyre he was
a grand assize jury selector and member (JUS A34), and claimed a
messuage (JUS A4). In 1293-4 he paid 6d. felteragium (BA 128). He held a
curtilage next to Northampton Castle for 4d. and watch (REN T5).

Bokebroc, William de (= William de Bokebrock, de Bukebroc, de
Buckebroke): Bailiff 1273-4. In 1285 general eyre he was a grand assize
jury member (JUS A13, 16). In 1293-4 he paid 3s. for the lease of the garden
outside the west gate and 6d. for agreement (BA C15, G184).

Burgo, John de (= magister John de Burgh; possibly = John le
Mynsmyth?): Bailiff 1303-4? In 1300 Laurence de Preston acknowledged

1 See Table 15.3 n.57.
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that he owed John 2 sacks of wool worth 10m. (CLR 1296-1302, 393). In
1300-1 prise he provided ale worth 6s. 3d. and unspecified provisions
worth 2s. 8d. (PRIS E80, L42).

Burgo, Robert de (= Robert de Burgh): Bailiff 1289-90. Adventus 1290. His
capital house was at Alnoth Cross (REN Y4). In 1293-4 he paid 4d.
felteragium and 2s. brasagium (BA125, K42). In 1300-1 with others he owed
the king £10 for concealment and in the prise provided ale worth 6s. 7%4d.
and 7s. 6d. (PRIS Cé, E53, E77).

Burser, Adam le (= Adam le Bourser): Coroner 1285? He had a shop in
Glovers Row (REN J6).

Canon, Adam (= Adam Canoun): Bailiff ¢.1270. He had a stall in Butchers
Row (REN BC1).

Carshalton, Pentecost de: see Pentecost de Kershalton.

Catteworth, John de: Bailiff 1280s? In 1262 eyre Gilbert de Campeden
sought % acre meadow in Northampton from John and his wife Goda
(TNAJUST1/616 aalt 1104). In 1285 eyre a grand assize jury selector and
member (JUS A4, A13, Al6).

Catteworth, Robert de (= Robert de Catteworthe, de Catwrth, de
Catworth, ?de Chatwrth): Coroner probably 1294-5, 1299-1300. In 1285 eyre
he was a juror for crown pleas and also in mercy for selling wine contrary
to the assize (JUS G; B51). At fair-time in 1293-4 Robert son of Henry paid
12s. for the moiety of 4 shops of Robert (BA F26); he paid 2s. brasagium (BA
K21). In 1300-1 he was one of the 12 men owing £10 for concealment (PRIS
C6). He held several shops from Sir Richard Gobion (GOB).

Chadeston, Alan de: Bailiff perhaps c.1260. An Alan de Chadeston (wife
Maud) was dead by 1262 (TNA JUST1/616 aalt 1104).

Champenys, Ralph le (= Ralph Chaumpeneys): Bailiff 1260s/1270s;
coroner ¢.1253. Juror in 1253 eyre, where he was also claimed against for
2 parts of a messuage (TNA JUST1/615 aalt 1000, 960). In 1262 eyre he was
involved in case about a messuage and 3 virgates of land in Wyminton
(JUST1/616 aalt 1177). He was a prisoner in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 323).

Chaumpenys, Simon (probably = Simon Sampson?): Bailiff 1268-9. As
bailiff with William Grilli he spent £26 on repairs to Northampton castle
(CLR 1267-72, 155).

2 Simon Chaumpenys and William Grilli were bailiffs in 1268-9, during the era
that William son of Thomas dominated as mayor. William son of Thomas as
mayor and Simon Sampson and William Gril as bailiffs appear together as
witnesses (SJC 22v). With Chaumpenys and Sampson perhaps pronounced
similarly the two Simons are probably the same person.
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Clericus, Robert: see Robert son of Henry.

Coe, Roger (= Roger de Coe, de Convay, ?de Cowey): Mayor 1282-3;
bailiff 1278-9. Adventus 1279. Was he the Roger de Cowey who was
coroner before 1285? He had a wife Amabel and held a plot near
Northampton castle (REN T8).

Cressewalton, Pentecost de: see Pentecost de Kershalton.

Crouthorp, Osbert de (= Osbert de Creston, de Crouthorpe, de Croutorp,
de Crowthorp, de Crowetorp, de Crowethorp): Bailiff late 1270s and 1294-
5. Adventus 1295. Represented Northampton in parliament in 1295 (House
of Commons 1879, 5). Had a wife Juliana (SJC 149r). In 1268 he was
attached before the justices to answer charges of trespass against the Jews
but the case was not pursued. Hundred roll juror (HR 0.2). In 1285 general
eyre a grand assize jury selector and member (JUS A4, 13, 16, 34); he was
the claimant in two pleas of debt for £33 (JUS A1, 2) and a further debt of
117s. was acknowledged (JUS A22). In 1290 he obtained a licence to
alienate in mortmain to the hospital of St John 40s. rent in Northampton
(CPR 1281-92, 353). Probably in 1292-3 he granted 3s. rent to St James’
abbey from a property in Abindon Street (SJC 149r), perhaps the house on
the corner of Whitefriars Lane acquired about ten years earlier (S5JC 148v).
In 1294, as part of the arrest of goods of foreign merchants, cloths from
Ypres worth £6 8s., from Douai worth £6 13s. 4d. and from St Omer worth
£15 were seized from Osbert de Crouthorp (TNAE 101/126/7/9). He held
a house next to the north gate of Northampton (REN W5) and 2 messuages
from Sir Richard Gobion (GOB).

Dod, Benedict: Mayor 1253-4 and one other year; bailiff ¢.1220, ¢.1230 and
perhaps before 1247 (see below). Probably dead by 1268 (cf TNA
JUST1/618 aalt 1285). Had sons John and Peter (HR 3.2; JUST1/616 aalt
1178). An Aylrich Dod, one of the 40 men who first compiled the laws of
Northampton ¢.1185-90, was perhaps an ancestor (Williams 1986-7, 223).
One of the 24 drawing up additions to the custumal c.1230 (CUS 0B). In
1244 he was pardoned and quit of a previously imposed fine of 50m. for
buying in Lynn fair against the prohibition (CLR 1243-7,193f). In 1247 he
is recorded as having acted with [ ] Theobald, perhaps as bailiffs but not
recorded as such, in a case of theft (JUST1/614B aalt 0798). Pelura worth
£30 11s. were taken from him by the crown at Winchester fair in 1247, and
those at St Ives, Winchester, Northampton and Bury St Edmunds in 1248
(CLR 1245-51, 320; cf Table 3.1). In 1253 he went without day when taken
to court for unjust detention of 26m. (TNA JUST1/615, aalt 0961). In 1254
£68 6s. 4d. was allocated to Benedict and his partners for sixty pieces of
greywork, and £23 0s. 4d. to Benedict and others for 6 cloths of burnet
and 6 of dark blue, all taken at St Ives fair (CLR 1251-60, 171, 172). In 1262
eyre he was involved in a suit re. property (TNA JUST1/616 aalt 1107).
One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320).
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Draper, Abel: Bailiff sometime 1253-8. One of the 24 designated to protect
the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320).

Durvassal, William (= William Durmassal, Dyrvasa): Bailiff 1299-1300.
In 1293-4 he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K55). In 1300-1 he owed the king 20s.
fine to be delivered from jail (PRIS C8). In prise of 1300-1 he provided ale
worth 15s. and worth 5s. 8d. (PRIS E26 and E58).

Duston, John de: Bailiff ¢.1280? Possibly the same person as John de
Thorp (See Table 15.3).

Eboraco, William de: Bailiff 1265-6. One of the 24 designated to protect
the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1265 he was allocated with John
Sampson, as bailiffs, £14 13s. 8d. for 28 tuns of ale, 8s. 4d. for 268 pitchers
and 7s. 2d. for 350 cups taken for the king at Christmas (CLR 1260-7, 191),
and in 1266 74s. for pelura taken at Stamford fair (CLR 1260-7, 191, 217).
In 1285 general eyre he was a grand assize jury selector and member and
also a member of the jury for crown pleas (JUS A4, 13, 16, 34, G). In 1293-
4 he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K29).

Envesee, Hugh le: Bailiff 1271-2.

Especer, Geoffrey le (= Geoffrey Speciarius): Bailiff 1251-2, 1252-3 and
perhaps earlier. Adventus 1253. Custos of Northampton mint 1248 (Hall
1896, 1076). In 1262 eyre he went without day facing a claim of unjust
disseisin (TNA JUST1/616 aalt 1103). He had a tenement in Woolmonger
Street (SJC 179v).

Especer, John le (= John Especiar, le Espicer): see John Apotecarius.
Especer, Robert le (= Robert le Espicer): see Robert Speciarius.

Estreys, John le (= John Lestreis): Bailiff 1273-4 and on two other
occasions; coroner to 1273 and before 1285. Adventus 1272. Had wife
Diana (SJC 21v). One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR
1258-66, 320). He held land in Crowthorp (SJC 21v).

Estreys, Richard le (probably =[ ]le Estreis): Bailiff at least twice before
1247, once ¢.1230 and once in 1242-3; coroner in 1253. One of the 24
drawing up additions to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B).

Eustace, John (= John Eustach, Eustas, son of Eustace, son of Eustach):

1. had a wife Joanna and son John; had died by 1285 (JUS A9, 10).
‘Author’ of the custumal — “‘which John son of Eustach, once clerk of
Northampton, caused to be written down’ (CUS 0A). In 1262 eyre he was
in mercy for unjust disseisin of a tenement in Northampton and in two
probably linked cases relating to dower (also involving Richard de Sancto
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Neoto) agreed both to pay 40s. and went without day in respect of the
moiety of a property; he was variously named John son of Eustach, John
Eustach’, clerk, and John le Clerk (TNA JUST1/616 aalt 1177; 1103, 1105).
One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320).
In 1265 he was the Christian clerk of the chirographers of the Jews at
Northampton when he was arrested, with named Jews, on account of a
fabricated charter, although it was without his knowledge (CCR 1264-8,
57, 60). In 1265 a contrabreve provided for John and others, merchants of
Northampton, to have £36 13s. 4d. for wine (CLR 1260-7, 165). Viewer of
work on the castle in 1267 and 1270-1 (CLR 1260-7, 256; 1267-72, 155). In
hundred rolls he was reported to have blocked a drain in Swynewelle-
strete, to have stopped a common way near Dernegate and to have made
a purpresture outside the north gate (HR 13.4, 13, 17).

2. Bailiff 1293-4, responsible for the bailiffs’ account (BA A). In 1285
eyre he was the tenant in two writs of entry, arising out of the death of
his father (JUS A9, A26). In the same eyre a John son of Eustach’ de
Polevill” was in mercy for having sold wine against the assize (JUS B51).
Are this John Eustace and John de Peleville (see separate entry) the same
person? He held property in Swynewellestrete, Abyndon Street and
outside the west gate (REN B20, D4, R1)

Flandr, Hugh: Bailiff ¢.1220.

Foro, Henry de: Bailiff ¢.1220. He held a tenement in Bridge Street (SJC
176v).

Fote, Robert: Bailiff ¢.1220.

Fraunceys, William (= William le Fraunceis, le Fraunceys) : Bailiff c.1270.
In 1250 he was detained in prison with 3 others for the death of William
de Porta, then bailed (CCR 1247-51, 252). Juror in 1253 eyre (TNA
JUST1/615 aalt 1000). In ¢.1270, as bailiff, he wrongly attached John le
Rus (HR X18). In 1285 eyre he was chosen as a possible juror and was
recorded answering for chattels of wrongdoers as bailiff (JUS A4, B8). He
paid 2s. brasagium in 1293-4 (BA K93). See also William Poleville who
could possibly be the same person and Table 15.3 1269-70.

Garlekmongere, Adam le (= Adam le Garlecmongere, le Garlicmong-
ere, le Garlecksmongere, le Leir®): Bailiff 1302-3; mayor 1313-14 (SG 20;
TC 33). In 1293-4 William de Parys paid 3s. for the moiety of the shop of
Adam at fair-time and Adam paid 4d. for a salesplace (BA F25, 55). In
1300-1 he was one of the 12 men owing £10 for concealment (PRIS C6).

Gaugy, Adam: Bailiff ¢.1230.

3 Cf Anglo-Norman I'ail = garlic.
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Gaugy, John (= John de Gaugy, le Gaugy): Bailiff 1260s x 1270s. Adventus
1259. In rental he held a water-meadow next Crowthorp’ (REN Y5). In
1285 he did not prosecute a writ of covenant (JUS A31).

Gaugy, William (= William Gaugi, de Gaugy): Mayor 1251-2 and
probably 1252-3; bailiff ¢.1230. In 1219-20 he was involved in a suit of
unjust disseisin (Abb Plac 178). One of the 24 drawing up additions to the
custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). One of those appointed in the custumal to
collect 5s. 4d. from merchants wishing to be admitted to the franchise of
the town (CUS 26). In 1243 he paid 10m. to the exchequer for seisin of
land in Waude (CCR 1243-7, 218, 303; cf CPR 1232-47, 451). Moneyer of
the Northampton mint in 1248 (Hall 1896, 1076). Royal purchase from
him of cloth to the value of £8 2s. 7d. in London in 1248-9 (TNA C47/3/29;
CLR 1245-51, 320; Table 3.1). In 1262 eyre he was claimed against for the
moiety of ¥2m. rent in the suburbs of Northampton (TNA JUST1/616 aalt
1175). In hundred rolls he was reported to have retained £20 murage
money for his own use while he was mayor 20 years earlier (HR 48.1).

Gerveys, John (= John Gerveis, Gerveyse, son of Gervase): Bailiff 1288-
9. Probably = John son of Gervase Sampson (cf SJC 177v, dated to
1289-90). In 1293-4 the servant of Adam de Bukingham paid 2s. for the
moiety of the shop of John at fair-time (BA F45). He held a tenement in
Swynewellestrete and 2 shops in Regrators Row (REN B14, L6-7).

Glovernia, Henry de: Bailiff c¢.1220. Gave messuage in Woolmonger Street
to St James’ abbey (SJC 180r).

Godesfin, Swette: see Sweet le Mercer.

Grilli, William (= William Gril, Grillo, Grylli, Grylly): Bailiff 1268-9. As
bailiff with Simon Chaumpenys he spent £26 on repairs to Northampton
castle (CLR 1267-72, 155). He had property in the row in which [barley]
etc. were sold, Masters Street and elsewhere (REN H4, Z4; GOB).

Henry, Robert son of: (Fig 4.1) In the later C13 Robert son of Henry was
one of the longest serving mayors of Northampton but disentangling his
life and career is something of a challenge in that during that century
there were a number of individuals called Robert son of Henry. The issue
is further confused by the fact that one of the Roberts son of Henry is
sometimes called clericus and that that Robert is sometimes just referred
to as Robert Clericus; there are also other Roberts who were designated
clericus, for example Robert Blund in 1212 (CRR 1210-12, 236) or Robert
de Leyc” in 1253 (TNA JUST1/615 aalt 1000) and again in the 1260s or 70s,
or had a byname Clericus, like Robert Clericus, weaver, son of Robert
Clericus, who, with consent of his son Geoffrey, sold his house in Castle
Street on account of poverty (SJC 162r). In 1238-9 we have at successive
adventus Robert clericus, Robert son of Henry clericus and Robert son of
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Henry, who would all appear to have been the same individual (Table
15.3). In 1264, however, Robert son of Henry and Robert le Clerc were
both among the 24 designated to protect the Jews (CPR 1258-66, 320) and
Robert son of Henry and Robert Clericus were both selected as jurors at
the 1285 eyre, if not for the same cases (JUS A13, 16, 34). Henry son of
Robert, bailiff twice ¢.1245-50, was son of a Robert son of Henry (see
biographies below) and one might suppose, but as yet with no proof, that
the later mayor was his son. Whether the future mayor started his career
as a clerk is impossible to say and also whether all the Roberts who
appeared in the adventus between 1238 and 1283 were clerks or whether
any were bailiffs. The following entries try to distinguish references that
would appear to belong to the career of the Robert who became mayor
from those associated with the one or more of the Roberts designated
Clericus but there can be no certainty that all references have been
correctly attributed.

Robert son of Henry: Mayor 1279-80, 1280-1, 1286-7, 1287-8, 1288-9, 1289-
90, 1290-1 and on at least 3 other occasions at this general time; bailiff
before 1247 and 2 further times around 1250; coroner before 1285.
Merchant. He had a wife Lettice (SJC 176r). A Robert son of Henry was
one of the 40 men who first compiled the laws of Northampton ¢.1185-90
and who can be seen to have been part of a prominent Northampton
family at that time (Williams 1986-7, 227). Was the later Robert a descen-
dant or from different stock? He had his capital tenement in the west
quarter in Gold Street, probably close to the end of Woolmonger Street;
other properties contributed landgable against this property (REN P2).
He also held a shop in the Old Drapery (REN BF16) and a messuage from
Sir Richard Gobion (GOB). In 1285 he granted to St James’ abbey the
tenement in Cotes that was once his father’s (SJC 173r). In 1304 he held a
tenement in le Roye from St James’” abbey (SJC 176r). One of the 24
designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1280 he was
given the power, together with the sheriff and John le Clerk, to sell the
houses that had escheated to the king as forfeiture from the Jews (CPR
1272-81, 322). In the 1285 general eyre he was a grand assize jury member
(JUS A34); the prior of Luffield claimed a shop from him but later sought
and received a licence to withdraw (JUS A20); Jordan de Luda and his
wife failed in their claim against him for meadowland in the suburbs of
Northampton (A28); Robert and William Wygeyn successfully claimed
unjust detention of 10m. (JUS C16 also C87); William Trussel acknow-
ledged that he owed Robert £17 14s. and similarly Robert de Orlingbergh
that he owed him 17s. (JUS C55, 74); he was in mercy for selling wine
contrary to the assize (JUS B51). Also in 1285 he granted a tenement in
Cotton to St James’ abbey (SJC 173r). In 1288 the sheriff was instructed
by the crown to attach Robert, as mayor, because the new paving in the
town was causing waste to flow into certain houses (TNA JUST1/624 aalt
0180). At the same assize a suit of unjust disseisin was brought against
Robert and others; the claimant was to have seisin but ordered to pay the
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rent due (ibid.). In 1292 Gilbert de Lyndeseye acknowledged that he owed
Robert and William le Pessoner £18 18s. 6d. and the next day William le
Butiller acknowledged that he owed the two men £33 (CCR 1288-96, 253,
252). In 1292 13 burgesses of Northampton, headed by Roger Toht and
Jacob le Pessoner, bailiffs of the year, and including other leading men of
the town, were attached to answer why, when Henry was preparing his
cloths to take to Stamford fair, they tore them and maliciously threw them
into the street, ruining the cloth; for their part the burgesses responded
that rather they had attached some of his cloths, according to the custom
of the town, until he rendered account of 500m. that he had received from
the town during his long mayoralty; Robert claimed that he had tried to
render account but had been prevented from doing so ; the case was
therefore to be placed before a jury (Sayles 1938, 113). In 1293-4 at fair-
time Robert paid 12s. for the moiety of 4 shops of Robert de Catwrth;
William de London paid 2s. 6d., Thomas de Folisham 40d. and Juliana de
Parys 2s. 6d. for moieties of shops of Robert (BA F26, 39, 40, 47); in the
town court he paid 6d. for a licence to agree (BA G203). In 1294 he was
sued with others for unjust disseisin but the claimant then sought a
licence to withdraw (TNA JUST1/626 aalt 0357). Towards the end of C13
he granted to St Leonard’s hospital for 55m. a virgate of land with
meadow and appurtenances in Cotton (NRO NBRI1.23). In October 1306
he led the delegation presenting Alexander de Nailesworth as mayor at
the exchequer (Madox 1723, 153).

Robert Clericus: see adventus between 1238 and 1283. In about 1200
Robert Clericus held land in Gold Street and a tenement in Bridge Street
(SJC 25v; 176v, 186v). In 1220 Robert son of Henry, father of Walkelin,
clerk, complained of unlawful lending (Rigg 1905, 34). In 1221 Robert
Clericus of Northampton represented Hanon de Eston in the royal courts
(CRR 1221-2,195). In 1245 Robert Clericus was appealed and then bailed
for the death of John son of Simeon (CCR 1243-7, 306). In 1247 Robert son
of Henry, cyrograffar, appealed Robert son of Richard for breach of the
peace and robbery but when he did not prosecute his case he was
delivered to prison (TNNA JUST1/614B aalt 0799). In 1248 Henry III
appointed Robert son of Henry clerk of the mint (clericum cambii) at
Northampton (CCR 1247-51, 113). Robert le Clerc was one of the 24
designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1267 John
Sampson and Robert le Clerk delivered £19 16s. from Northampton to
the wardrobe (CLR 1260-7, 293). In 1285 general eyre Robert Clericus was
chosen as a possible grand assize jury member (JUS A13, 16). In 1287 there
was an assize to see if Adam de Waltham had unjustly disseised Robert
le Clerk (TNA JUST1/624 aalt 0180). See also Robert de Leycestr.

H’leston, Richard de: see Ralph de Selveston. Is this the Richard de
Herliston of the rental (REN F11)?

Hill, Richard de: see Richard de Hull.
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Hogelin, William (= William Hogelyn): Bailiff 1224-5. Adventus 1224.
One of the 24 drawing up additions to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). He
was one of the 4 appointed to collect 6d. from those wishing to trade with
strangers (CUS 62). He held a house in the north quarter of the town (REN
VD).

Horton, Philip de: Mayor 1285-6. Merchant. Had a wife Basilia (JUS A18).
In 1266 he obtained a charter from the king for 10 years to be free of tallage,
which according to the hundred roll jurors he had used for 8 years (CPR
1258-66, 305; HR 10.2). In 1272 Philip was paid 60s. by the crown for goods,
probably wool, arrested in Flanders, in respect of which he was bound to
a merchant of Douai (CPR 1266-72, 648), and similarly £12, 40s., £6 and £4
20d. in respect of other Flemish merchants (CPR 1266-72, 717). In 1279 he
obtained a licence to trade in 80 cloths, notwithstanding the prohibition
against cloths not of the right measure (CPR 1272-81, 305). In the 1285
general eyre he was tenant and went without day in an action of right
relating to a shop in Northampton; he was tenant and went without day
in an action of entry relating to a messuage in Northampton; an action of
debt was brought against him but the claimant sought a licence to
withdraw the suit; he brought two actions of debt (JUS A5, 18, 25; C80, 82).
In 1286 and 1289 the prioress of Markyate claimed that he and his wife
had unjustly disseised rents in Abyndon Street in Northampton and an
agreement was reached (TNA JUST1/624 aalt 0132, 0179). In the rental the
capital tenement ‘once of Philip de Horton” lay in Abyndon Street (REN
D6). In 1293-4 he and Henry de Leyc’ paid 23s. 4d. for the moiety of the
rental of the shop next the house of Pentecost at fair-time (BAA F31).

Houghton, Robert de (= Robert de Houton, Howton): Bailiff 1306-7. Had
a wife Maud (SJC 176v). In 1289 he granted a tenement in Bridge Street
to St James’ abbey for 6 quarters of grain each year (SJC 176v). In rental
he held a house in Bridge Street (REN AC12). In 1293-4 he paid 6d. for
unjust claim (BA G45).

Houton, Simon de (= Simon de Howton): Bailiff ¢.1230. A tenement in
the west quarter in Gold Street and a curtilage in the south quarter
towards Mervyn'’s Mill, both once of Simon de Howton, should perhaps
be associated with him (REN P9, AA16). The Simon de Houghton paying
4d. felteragium in 1293-4 is probably a different individual (BA I8).

Hull, Richard de (= Richard de Hill, atte Hull, de Hul, Othehull, de
Monte): Bailiff probably 1292-3. In 1285 general eyre he was the defendant
in an action of entry over a messuage in Northampton and went without
day; he was also the defendant in an action of right (JUS A10, 27). In 1300-
1 royal prise he provided new bands worth 24s. and clout nails, irons,
clamps, and thick nails worth 34s. 2d. (PRIS J5, 6). He held a messuage
from Sir Richard Gobion (GOB).
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John, William son of: Bailiff 1243-4 and 1244-5. Adventus 1244 and 1245.
One of the 24 drawing up additions to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B).
Custos of the Northampton mint in 1248 (Hall 1896, 1076). Once the holder
of a tenement in the New Land (REN E3). He held a tenement in St Giles’
Street (NRO Lee X1055%).

Kershalton, Pentecost de (= Pentecost de Carshalton, de Cressewalton,
de Crewalton, de Kersalton, de Kersaulton, de Kersauton, de Norht;
sometimes just Pentecost): Mayor 1302-3, 1304-5, 1307-8 (TNA E368/78
aalt 1971); bailiff 1290-1, 1295-6. Adventus 1291, 1296. Represented North-
ampton in parliament in 1298 and 1302 (House of Commons 1879, 9, 16).
Merchant. In 1285 eyre juror for crown pleas (JUS G); Alice, who was the
wife of John Holecote, acknowledged that she owed Pentecost, merchant
of Northampton, 46s. 8d. (JUS C6); he himself brought a suit of debt
against a number of individuals (JUS C90). In 1292 he was one of those
attached to answer Robert son of Henry for seizing Robert’s cloth when
they were apparently seeking to make him render account of 500m. from
his time as mayor (Sayles 1938, 113). In 1293-4, when the goods of French
merchants were confiscated, 20 quarters of woad were found in his
warehouse (granaria), but Mansell, his partner from Amiens, had a share
in this and other merchandise (TNA E101/126/7/9). In 1293-4 Philip de
Horton and Peter de Leyc’ paid 23s. 4d. for the moiety of his house at the
time of the fair (BA F31); he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K34); he was fined in
the town court 12d. and 6d. for not pursuing cases and 6d. for default (BA
G133, 245, 246). In the 1300 prise he supplied corn worth 26s. (TNA
E101/360/13). In the 1300-1 prise he provided transport for ale for 11s.
and supplied straw worth 3s. and unspecified provisions worth 3s. 6d.
(PRIS E96, H6, L74). In 1305 the prior of the Friars Preachers complained
that Pentecost (during his mayoralty) and a large crowd of individuals
(named) broke into his close, felled trees and took them, gates and other
goods away (CPR 1301-7, 400). In September 1308 he led the delegation
presenting John de Staunford as mayor at the exchequer (Madox 1723,
153). He had a tenement in Swynewellestrete (REN B18).

Kynne, Thomas (= Thomas de Kinn, Kin, Kinne): Mayor 1255-6.
Merchant. Had a wife Eustacia. Had died by 1285 (JUS A33, C85). He held
a house in Lariestwychene c.1220 (SJC 153v). According to the rental he
once held a house in the row where corn is sold, a shop in Regrators Row
and a capital tenement in the Parmentry (REN G4, L11, N13). One of the
24 drawing up additions to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). Pelura worth
£12 14s. 4d. were taken from him by the crown at fairs of Winchester in
1247, St Ives in 1248 and Northampton in 1249 (TNA C47/3/29; cf Table
3.1).> Moneyer of the Northampton mint in 1248 (Hall 1896, 1076). In 1249

4 ‘Abridged translation of one of Major Markham’s deeds (presented to NRS
1931)". Original not located.

5 The liberate to pay refers to peleter (TNA C62/27), translated as peltry in CLR
1245-51, 320.
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he was granted exemption from prises and tallages for 5 years provided
he stayed in the service of Simon de Montfort (CPR 1247-58, 36).
According to the hundred roll jurors he had had a charter 20 years
previously and for 9 years or more for buying goods free from tallages
etc. (HR 10.1). In 1255 he claimed at the exchequer that the burgesses of
Northampton had always had the return of writs (Cam 1930b, 10). In 1262
eyre he went without day when claimed against for disseisin of a
tenement in Northampton (TNA JUST1/616 aalt 1104). One of the 24
designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1264 the
sheriff was ordered to restore Thomas’ property after he had paid a 40m.
fine for resisting the king (i.e. siding with Simon de Montfort) (CCR 1261-
4,341). In 1273 there was a respite of £10 for Thomas, amerced before the
justices in the last eyre (CCR 1272-9, 32). In 1282-3 Sir Thomas Kynne of
Maidford granted his capital messuage in Northampton to his son Robert
(ROLLR DG11/60); was Sir Thomas the Thomas who had been mayor, or
a descendant or relative?

Lecestr, Thomas de: Bailiff sometime 1253x8. In 1253 eyre he went
without day in suit of unjust disseisin (TNA JUST1/615 aalt 1030).

Leicestr, Peter de (= Peter de Leic, Leycestr, de Leyc, de Leys): Mayor
1299-1300, 1300-1, 1301-2; bailiff, probably 1284-5. Had daughters Emma,
married to Hugh de Holebel (CIngM 1219-1307, 1532) and Isabel (GOB).
Represented Northampton in parliament in 1300-1 (House of Commons
1879, 14). Grand assize jury member in 1285 general eyre and, as bailiff,
answered for chattels of a hanged robber (JUS A4, 13, 16; B67); Thomas
de Capes acknowledged that he owed Peter 2m. (JUS C45). In 1292 he
was one of those attached to answer Robert son of Henry for seizing
Robert’s cloth when they were apparently seeking to make him render
account of 500m. from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938, 113). In 1300 prise
he provided straw worth 5s. (TNA E101/358/6). He had his capital
tenement in Abyndon Street (REN D2). Not to be confused with the royal
official in PRIS C3.

Leir, Adam le: see Adam le Garlekmongere.
Lespic, Robert: see Robert Speciarius.
Lestreis, John: see John le Estreys.

Leycestr, Robert de (= Robert de Leic, Leyc) : Coroner ¢.1253. In 1253
eyre a Robert de Leyc’, clericus, was a juror (TNA JUST1/615 aalt 1000).
Prior to 1244 Robert was in charge of the Jewish chirograph chest at
Northampton (Rigg 1905, 69). In 1253x8 Robert son of Richard de
Leycestr” held a shop in the Drapery (SJC 25v) and perhaps in the first
half of C13 one or more Roberts de Leyc” held property in St Giles” Street
and outside the north and south gates (SJC 174r, 174v, 181r). A Robert de
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Leycestr’, one of the 40 men who first compiled the laws of Northampton
c.1185-90, can be seen to have been part of a prominent Northampton
family and in ¢.1220 three separate but related Roberts de Leic’ are
recorded in a single deed (Williams 1986-7, 227). Was the later Robert, the
coroner, a descendant or from different stock? Do some of the references
to Robert Clericus refer to Robert de Leycestr’? See also Robert son of
Henry.

London, Richard de (probably = Richard Tingtor): Bailiff 1294-5. (See
Table 15.3 1294-5).

Longevile, Henry (= Henry Longevill, Lungville, de Longevill, de
Loungevill, de Lungvile): Bailiff 1282-3. Grand assize juror in 1285
general eyre (JUS A13, 16); he was attached as bailiff with others for
assault and went without day (JUS A3); he was in mercy for appealing
Robert Logges for a breach of the king’s peace and then withdrawing the
appeal, for selling wine contrary to the assize, and for non-delivery of
wool (JUS B49, 51; C57); he was appellee in a suit of trespass (JUS C89).
In 1293-4 he was fined 6d. for unjust detention (BA G98). His capital
tenement was in the row in which corn is sold (REN G1). A Henry de
Lungevill’, perhaps a different generation represented Northampton in
parliament in 1311 (House of Commons 1879, 33, 35).

Longevile, John de (= John Longvile, de Longevill, de Longevile, de
Longewyle, de Loungevill, de Lungevile, de Lungevill, de Lungeville):
Mayor 1305-6. Represented Northampton in parliament in 1298, 1300-1
and 1307 (House of Commons 1879, 9, 14, 28). In the 1285 eyre he went
without day as tenant in an action of entry (JUS A42). In 1300 prise £30
was due to John and John de Staunford, burgesses of Northampton, in
respect of a loan to the wardrobe (TNA E101/360/13); John was one of
those affixing his seal to the prise indenture (ibid.). He held a shop in
Glovers Row (REN J8) and tenements in the New Land and in Gold Street
(REN J8, E10, P12).

Mathew, John son of: Bailiff 1225-6. Adventus 1226.

Megre, John le: Mayor 1278-9 and on another occasion; coroner 12857
Probably not John Apotecarius. Merchant. He was the son of Philip le
Megre and Joanna and had a son Philip and grandson Robert (TNA
JUST1/616 aalt 1105; SJC 161v, 162r). In 1262 eyre he went without day
with his mother in an action of unjust disseisin (TNA JUST1/616 aalt
1105). In 1279 royal licence was given to John to trade with 80 cloths,
notwithstanding the prohibition of cloth not of the right measure (CPR
1272-81, 312). In 1285 general eyre a grand assize jury selector and
member (JUS A4, 13, 16, 34); he was defendant in an action of debt for
£33 and a compromise was reached that payment would be made in 2
instalments (JUS A2); he acknowledged that he owed £6 (C75). In 1292 he
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was one of those attached to answer Robert son of Henry for seizing
Robert’s cloth when they were apparently seeking to make him render
account of 500m. from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938, 113). In 1294 John
was in mercy for not attending the eyre as a recognitor (TNA JUST1/626
aalt 0359). He had a tenement in Bridge Street, eight shops and a solar
and cellar in the Parmentry, a tenement in the west quarter and a stall in
Butchers Row (REN AC5, N1, 4, 5, P8, BC7). In 1293-4 John de Arat’, John
Heyrun and Roger de Amyas all paid for moieties of shops below John
(BA F35-7). Presumably John's residence in the Parmentry was situated
above a row of shops. See also John Apotecarius.

Mercer, Mathew le: Bailiff 1297-8. Adventus 1298.

Mercer, Sweet le (probably = Swette Godesfin): Bailiff sometime in 1260s
x 1270s.

Mercer, William le (= William Mercenarius): Bailiff 1220s, 1296-7.
Adventus 1297. There are at least three generations of this name. In 1293-
4 we can see two brothers, William and Robert, who were sons of William.
Robert had a son William and there was also a John who was a son of a
William le Mercer, probably William, brother of Robert (SJC 152r). There
was also an Isolda, daughter of William — perhaps the sister of John (TNA
E372/130 aalt 3758). Clearly the bailiffs of ¢.1220 and 1296-7 are different
generations, but it is best just to list the other references in chronological
sequence. William Mercenarius was one of the 24 drawing up additions
to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). In 1253 eyre he went without day over
a claim of unjust disseisin (TNA JUST1/615 aalt 0960). In 1273 he
acknowledged that he owed Edmund de Beyvill £10 (CCR 1272-9, 53). In
1285 general eyre a grand assize jury selector and member of the jury for
crown pleas (JUS A4, G). In 1293-4 William once had a capital tenement,
a tenement and an oven in the New Land (REN E7, 9, 11). In the same
year William, son of Robert le Mercer, granted a tenement in the New
Land to St James’ abbey (SJC 152r).

Merlin, Richard (= Richard Merlyn) : Bailiff in 1260s x 1270s. Pelura
worth 14s. were taken from him by the crown at Boston fair in 1248 (CLR
1245-51, 320; cf Table 3.1).

Michael, William son of: Coroner ¢.1253 and before 1285. He had a son
Philip (REN AC23). In 1250 William and some associates were accused
before the king of threatening the Friars Preachers with fire and damage
to their houses in order to remove John of Northampton; the sheriff and
mayor of Northampton were instructed to intervene and obtain appro-
priate security and pledges (CCR 1247-51, 356). Juror in 1253 eyre (TNA
JUST1/615 aalt 1000). One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264
(CPR 1258-66, 320). Viewer of work on the castle in 1267 and 1270-1 (CLR
1260-7, 256; 1267-72, 155). Chosen as a possible juror in 1285 eyre (JUS
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A4). He had a stall in Abyndon Street and a shop in the Old Drapery (REN
D1, BF15).

Mildsmith , John: see John le Mynsmyth.

Monialibus, Robert de: Mentioned in hundred rolls as a bailiff who had
taken bribes for removing individuals from an assize (HR 16.1).

Monte, Richard de: see Richard de Hull.

Mount, William le (= William Mont, Mount, Mund, Munt, le Munt, de
Monte): Bailiff 1288-9. Adventus 1289. Called merchant (JUS C3). Juror for
crown pleas in 1285 general eyre (JUS G). As a result of an open writ of
right relating to a tenement in Northampton he agreed to pay 40s.;
successful in action of debt for 5m., with damages of 20s. JUS A4, C3, 77).
In 1292, William Mund senior was one of those attached to answer Robert
son of Henry for seizing Robert’s cloth when they were apparently
seeking to make him render account of 500m. from his time as mayor
(Sayles 1938, 113). In 1293-4 William Mount senior paid 12d. to enter into
an agreement with Osbert de Crowthorp and William Mount junior was
fined 2s. 6d. for not pursuing a claim (BA G134-5, 152). The capital
tenement of William Munt was in the Parmentry (REN N6).

Mustarder, Richard le (probably = Richard Saus®): Bailiff c.1270? In 1266
£20 was delivered to John de N’ton, clerk, and Richard for 4 tuns of wine
taken by the king’s butler (CLR 1260-7, 246). In ¢.1270, as bailiff, he
wrongly attached John le Rus (HR X18). In 1285 eyre he is recorded
answering for chattels of wrongdoers as bailiff (JUS B8).

Mynsmyth, John le (= John Minsmyth, Mynsmyth; possibly = John de
Burgo; possibly = John Mildsmiht, Mildsmith, Milsmiht ): Bailiff 1297-
8, 1303-4? Adventus 1304. Perhaps = John de Burgo (See Table 15.3 1303-4
for further discussion). Had a wife Emma (CAD B2460). In 1293-4 he paid
6d. fishmongers’ stallage and 2s. brasagium (BAH6, K65). In 1300 prise he
supplied fish worth £13 18s. (TNA E101/360/13). He had a tenement in
Fullers Street (CAD B2460). Perhaps = John le Milsmith who in 1300-1
prise supplied flesh (probably fish as he was designated a fishmonger)
worth 112s. 6d., ale worth 2s. 9d. and unspecified provisions worth 107s.
4d. (PRIS F19, E83, L1). John le Milsmith and John de Burg’ were,
however, separately named suppliers in 1300-1 prise.

Nailesworth, Alexander de (= Alexander de Nayleworth, de Nayles-
worth, de Naileston): Mayor 1306-7, 1317-8 (TC 97); bailiff 1303-4?.
Represented Northampton in parliament in 1312-13 (House of Commons
1879, 40). In 1300-1 prise he supplied ale worth 14s. %d. (PRIS E84).

6 = saucemaker.
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Nepos, Walter: Bailiff ¢.1220.
Norht, Pentecost de: see Pentecost de Kershalton.

Osbern, Stephen (= Stephen Osb’n): Bailiff 1305-6. Adventus 1306. In 1305
he was part of a large crowd, perhaps led by Pentecost of Kershalton,
which was accused by the prior of the Friars Preachers of breaking into
his close, felling trees and carrying them and other things away (CPR
1301-7, 400).

Parmentarius, Luke (= Luke Parmenter): Bailiff ¢.1230. One of the 24
drawing up additions to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). Moneyer of the
Northampton mint in 1248 (Hall 1896, 1076).

Parmentar, Sephul: Bailiff ¢.1220.

Passelewe, Ralph: Bailiff at least 3 times ¢.1230. Prior to 1244 Robert was
in charge of the Jewish chirograph chest at Northampton (Rigg 1905, 69).

Passelewe, Robert: Bailiff ¢.1230.

Paumer, Hugh le (= Hugh le Palmere): Bailiff ¢.1280. In 1300-1 prise he
supplied horseshoes worth 31s. and horseshoes and nails worth 10s.
(PRIS H3, 15).

Pelevill, John de: Bailiff 1283-4. Adventus 1284. See also John Eustace.

Pessoner, Jacob le (= Jacob Piscator): Bailiff 1291-2. Fishmonger. In 1292
(as bailiff?) he was one of those attached to answer Robert son of Henry
for seizing Robert’s cloth when they were apparently seeking to make
him render account of 500m. from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938, 113).
In 1293-4 he paid 12d. fishmongers’ stallage (BA H33). In 1300 prise he
provided fish worth 67s. (TNA E101/360/13). In 1300-1 he was one of the
12 men owing £10 for concealment (PRIS C6).). In 1300-1 prise he supplied
flesh (probably fish as he was designated a fishmonger) worth £5 6s., and
ale worth 7s. 11d. and 6s. 8%d. (PRIS F24, E39, 62).

Pessoner, William le: see William son of Thomas.
Pentecost: see Pentecost de Kershalton.

Philip, Michael son of: Bailiff c.1230. One of the 24 drawing up additions
to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B).

Piscator, Jacob: see Jacob le Pessoner.

Piscator, William: see William son of Thomas.
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Plumbe, Alan: Bailiff 1252-3. Royal purchase from him of cloth worth £5
13s. 2d. at St Ives fair in 1248 (TNA C47/3/29; CLR 1245-51, 320; Table
3.1). One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66,
320). In 1266 protection and safe conduct were given to Alan Plumbe and
his men while going with merchandise in England (CPR 1258-66, 605).

Poleville, William (= William Pelevil, Pelevill, Pelvill): Bailiff 1269-70
and on one other occasion. Adventus 1270. In 1285 in mercy for selling
wine contrary to the assize (JUS B51). See also William Fraunceys.

Porta, John de (= John de la Porte): Bailiff 1280s. Adventus 1288. Had a
son John (CPR 1301-7, 21). Juror in 1285 general eyre (JUS A13, 16, 34); he
claimed a messuage in Northampton from John son of John Eustac’ (JUS
A9). In 1288 he was involved in a suit of unjust disseisin (TNA JUST1/624
aalt 0180). In 1292 he was one of those attached to answer Robert son of
Henry for seizing Robert’s cloth when they were apparently seeking to
make him render account of 500m. from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938,
113. In 1293-4 he paid 2s. brasagium, and John de Stanford paid 2m. for 4
shops and John's gate at fair time (BA K31, F29). He had his capital house
in Swynewellestrete (REN B16).

Quarreram, Edmund (= Edmund ad Quareram, de Quarrera): Bailiff
¢.1220 and ¢.1230. Tanner? One of the 24 drawing up additions to the
custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). In 1243 Edmund le Tanur bequeathed to St
James’ abbey, together with his body, a house in Butchers Street (in vico
carnificum), which he had bought off his brother, Hugh de la Quarrere,
(CCR 1243-7,90); this possibly suggests that Edmund had a brother Hugh
and also that Edmund was a tanner — perhaps the same Edmund le
Tannur who was bailiff twice ¢.1230. See also Edmund le Tanur.

Ralph, Ralph son of: Bailiff ¢.1250. Had a wife Fyne (REN B12). One of
the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). Ralph
once had a tenement in Swynewellestrete (REN B11). Fined in 1264 for
persisting with the king’s adversaries in the struggle between Simon de
Montfort and Henry III (CPR 1261-4, 311).

Ralph, Richard son of: Coroner 1253. In 1262 eyre Richard son of Ralph
claimed a meadow in the suburbs of Northampton from him; Richard
was to recover seisin but Adam was to obtain equivalent land from the
prior of St Andrew’s in exchange (TNA JUST1/616, aalt 1109).

Richard, Philip son of: Bailiff pre-1247. One of the 24 drawing up
additions to the custumal c.1230 (CUS 0B; see also CUS 62). In 1247 eyre
he was appealed for wounding and breach of the peace, but the appellant
did not appear and the jurors said that he was not guilty (TNA
JUST1/614B aalt 0799). Juror in 1253 eyre (TNA JUST1/615 aalt 1000).
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Robert, Henry son of: Bailiff twice c.1245-50. Son of Robert son of Henry
(TNA JUST1/615 aalt 0961). In 1249 the sheriff was instructed to obtain
£77 from Henry and 3 others for wine sold to them and they were to
indicate why they had not paid (CCR 1247-51, 159). In 1253 eyre Simon
son of Roger sought 2 messuages from Henry. Agreement was reached
that the messuages should be Simon’s and Simon gave Henry Im. (TNA
JUST1/615 aalt 0961).

Robert, Philip son of: Bailiff 1224-5; coroner before 1253. In 1219 he
withdrew without day in a suit with the hospital of the Holy Trinity about
land (CRR 1219-20, 134). Custos and moneyer of the Northampton mint
in 1248 (Hall 1896, 1076). In 1253 eyre he went without day when claimed
against for unjust disseisin (TNA JUST1/615 aalt 1030). He had a
tenement in Woolmonger Street (SJC 179v).

Roger, William son of: Bailiff ¢.1220.

Rote, Robert: Mayor, probably 1284-5; bailiff 1283-4. Adventus 1284.
Merchant (JUS C56). Had a wife Margery and sons Robert and William
(JUS C56; BA G118). He was dead by the end of 1285 (JUS C56). In 1247
eyre it was claimed that he had unjustly disseised Thomas son of Richard
of a tenement in Northampton (TNA JUST1/614B aalt 0755). The case was
resolved in the 1253 eyre where Robert went without day; the jurors said
that the land was an escheat to the king after the death of a Jew, and after
the death of Richard, the first tenant, and his wife it was granted to Robert
(TNAJUST1/615 aalt 0960). In 1260, for 30s., he quitclaimed to St James’
abbey his right in a tenement in St James’ Street (SJC 13r). In the 1262 eyre
he was claimed against for unjust detention of rent, but went without day
(TNA JUST1/616 aalt 1109). Robert Bote was one of the 24 designated to
protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). The hundred roll jurors report
that he and others had blocked a common way between the postern at
Mervyn’s Mill and the west gate (HR 13.16); that he had assaulted the
bailiff of the king (HR X14); that he had, in about 1267, not allowed
himself to be brought to justice for rent arrears to the king (HR X15); that,
although not a bailiff, he had broken and entered the house of Adam
Canon, bailiff, and next day assaulted his wife in the market — he made
fine with 2 casks of wine but did not pay them (HR X22). Prior to his death
he was bound to William Godard of London for £6 10s. and other
merchandise that he had taken at Boston fair (JUS C56). In the rental
Robert Rote is recorded as having his capital tenement in the row in which
corn is sold, a house in St Giles’ Street, and a fishpond and entry to it in
St Peter’s parish (REN C8, G6, S3).

Rous, Henry le (= Henry le Row): Named as bailiff of the king in the
hundred rolls (HR X14; but see also Z2), rather than bailiff of Northampton
(cf HR 16.1 and X22) and has therefore not been incorporated in Table 15.3.
He once had his capital tenement in Masters Street (REN Z2).
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Rous, Philip le (= Philip le Rus): Mayor 1290s; bailiff 1282-3; coroner
1299-1300. Represented Northampton in parliament in 1295 (House of
Commons 1879, 5). Merchant. Had a brother Robert and a wife Lettice
(JUS A3, 40). In 1285 eyre he was attached with Henry de Longevill’ for
breach of the peace and wrongful imprisonment but was cleared by the
jury (JUS A3); he and Philip de Horton were claimed against in respect of
a shop but the writ was wrongly addressed (JUS A5); in a further case
Philip acknowledged that he had seized a messuage, which he would
surrender when arrears of rent had been paid (JUS A27); a writ of novel
disseisin against Philip and his wife was not prosecuted (JUS A40); he
acknowledged and agreed to pay a debt of £58 to William Aurifaber,
merchant of Amiens (JUS C1); and Philip himself brought a suit of debt
against various individuals (JUS C82). In 1288-9 Northampton’s bailiff
paid 1m. from Philip to the exchequer for a licence to agree in respect of
a fine of the court of king’s bench (de licentia concordandi de finibus de banco)
(TNA E372/134 aalt 1195). In the 1289 eyre he was claimed against for
unjust disseisin but went without day, the jurors saying that his son Philip
held the said tenement on the date in question, nor was the claimant ever
seized of the property (TNA JUST1/624 aalt 0132, 133). In 1292 he was
one of those attached to answer Robert son of Henry for seizing Robert’s
cloth when they were apparently seeking to make him render account of
500m. from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938, 113). In 1292-3 he was
involved in a case of unjust disseisin (TNA JUST1/625 aalt 0227). In 1293-
4 he was fined 12d. in the borough court for default and 12d. for false
claim (BA G123, 234); he paid 10s. for the moiety of the shop of Nicholas
Selch at the time of the fair (BA F30). In 1294, when the goods of foreign
merchants were seized, perhaps woad, but more probably cloth, worth
7s., belonging to Hamo Lengleis of Rouen, was taken from Philip (TNA
E101/126/7/9). In the same year a claim of unjust disseisin was made
against Philip but it was found that he was justly in possession of the
tenement in question (TNA JUST1/626 aalt 0359). In 1295 he was in mercy
in a suit of unjust detention brought by the abbot of St James’ abbey (SJC
150r). In 1302 William de Medeburn acknowledged that he owed Philip
100m. (CCR 1296-1302, 609). In 1300-1 Philip supplied the royal household
with 24 cloths of ‘rayed stamfort” worth £56 (TNA E101/359/18). In 1306
Philip acknowledged that he owed the prior of St Andrew’s priory £40
(CCR 1302-7, 445); could this be a contract for wool?

Rowell, Walter de: Bailiff 1253-4. Juror in 1253 eyre (TNA JUST1/615 aalt
1000). He had his capital tenement in Swynewellestrete (REN B21).

Sancto Neoto, Richard de (= Richard de Sancto Neot): Bailiff 1263-4,
1264-5, late 1270s, perhaps 1280-1, 1290-1. Merchant. He had his capital
tenement in St Martin’s Street (SJC 167v). In 1262 eyre, in two probably
linked cases relating to dower (also involving John Eustace), he both
agreed to pay 50s. and went without day in respect of the moiety of a
property (TNA JUST1/616 aalt 1177; 1103, 1105). In 1265 a contrabreve
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was ordered for Richard and others, merchants of Northampton, to have
£36 13s. 4d. for wine (CLR 1260-7, 165). As bailiff in 1265 and 1267 he is
recorded handling money paid to the exchequer, and also payment made
by the exchequer for pelura taken in Northampton fair (CLR 1260-7, 187,
259, 290). The hundred roll jurors reported that he and others had blocked
a common way under the wall of Northampton (HR 13.20). He was
chosen as a possible juror in 1285 general eyre (JUS A34). In 1292-3 John
Trang as bailiff of Northampton paid %2m. to the exchequer from Richard
for not appearing before G de Leukenor and ] de Metingham (justices) in
year 2 (TNA E372/138 aalt 2132). He granted to St James’ abbey the right
in two tenements (no date: SJC 13r).

Salceto, Robert de: Mayor, probably 1292-3. He had a tenement in the
Grateria (SJC 177v). A Robert de Salceto was a justice ¢.1230 (cf CPR 1225-
32,39,47;, CCR 1231-4,520). About 1235 a Robert de Salceto, son of Robert
de Salceto, granted land in Harpole to St James” abbey (Bodleian, Ms. Top
Northants ¢.5, 23). Around this time a Robert de Salceto had a messuage
in St Giles’ Street, which he gave to St James’ abbey (SJC 1471).

Sampson, John (=John Sampsun): It is clear that there were at least 3
‘generations’ of John Sampsons (see below), perhaps but not certainly in
direct line, but it is not really possible to establish separate biographies
and the references are thus combined to create a single narrative. Bailiff
c.1220, ¢.1250, 1251-2, 1253-4, 1263-4, 1265-6. Adventus 1246, 1249, 1250,
1251, 1252, 1257, 1259, 1261, 1262. In 1285 Alice is named as the daughter
of John Sampson, whose father was also John Sampson — both these Johns
were dead by this time; John, Alice’s father, had a brother Adam (JUS
A15); was Thomas son of John Sampson, who was outlawed in the 1285
eyre for killing a man, Alice’s brother (JUS B9)? In 1250 he paid to the
exchequer the town’s fine of 10m. for trespass (CCR 1247-51,269). In 1253
assize he was in mercy for selling wine contrary to the assize (TNA
JUST1/615 aalt 0998). As bailiff in 1254, 1265 and 1266 he is recorded
handling payments to be made by the exchequer to burgesses for cloth,
ale, pitchers and cups, furs and wine (CLR 1251-60, 172; CLR 1260-7, 191;
217) and in 1267 money from the town paid to the exchequer (CLR 1260-
7,290, 293). One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR
1258-66, 320). In 1295-6 Pentecost, as bailiff of Northampton, rendered
Yam. from a later John Sampson for false claim and also a further 10s. from
him (TNA E372/143 aalt 0154). In the rental John Sampson is recorded as
once having had a tenement in the New Land and another one in the west
quarter in Gold Street (REN E2, P4).

Sampson, Simon: see Simon Chaumpenys.
Sartrino, Thomas de (= Thomas Sarterin, de Saturno, del Sartrin, del

Sartryn, de Zartarin): bailiff 1271-2. Merchant. In 1272 Thomas was paid
40s. and then 66s. 82d. by the crown for goods, probably wool, arrested
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in Flanders, in respect of which he was bound to two merchants of Douai
(CPR 1266-72, 648, 717). Juror in 1285 general eyre (JUS A13, 16, 34); he
was summoned for unjust detention (JUS A29); he was in mercy for non-
delivery of wool (C57). He had a shop in the Old Drapery (REN BF21).

Sauce, Robert (= de l1a Sauce, de la Sausee, Sawce): see Robert Speciarius.
Saus, Richard (= Richard le Shus): see Richard le Mustarder.

Selche, Nicholas (= Nicholas Selye): Bailiff c.1280. As bailiff he was
indicted because a man he arrested on suspicion of robbery escaped from
the town’s prison; he was declared not guilty by the jurors (JUS B61, 63).
Juror in 1285 general eyre (JUS A4, 13, 16). In 1288 he was one of a number
of burgesses whose houses were subject to waste flowing in following the
raising of street levels during paving of the streets, presumably as a result
of the pavage grant of 1284 (TNA JUS1/624 aalt 0180). In 1289 Philip de
Monte Gomeri acknowledged that he owed Nicholas £16 11s. (CCR 1288-
96, 54). In 1293-4 he paid 2s. brasagium; Philip le Rous paid 10s. for the
moiety of Nicholas” shop at the time of the fair (BA K85, F30). He had a
house in Laryes Twichene (REN O1).

Selveston, Ralph de (= Ralph de Selmston, de Selviston, de Silverton):
Bailiff 1285-6, 1305-6. Adventus 1272, 1286. Richard de H'leston may be
the same person (see Table 15.3, 1285-6). In 1285 eyre, he and his fellow
bailiff were in contempt and fined 100s. but later pardoned (JUS A38). In
1294 he was, with others, sued for unjust disseisin but the claimant then
sought a licence to withdraw (TNA JUST1/626 aalt 0357). He supplied
ale worth 17s. 1d. in the prise of 1300 (TNA E101/358/6) and worth 31s.
4'4d. in the prise of 1300-1 (PRIS E68). In 1305 he was part of a large
crowd, perhaps led by Pentecost of Kershalton, which was accused by
the prior of the Friars Preachers of breaking into his close, felling trees
and carrying them and other things away (CPR 1301-7, 400). In the rental
he had his capital tenement in the Parmentry and had acquired some
perhaps Jewish property from the king (REN N10-12; Chapter 9,
commentary n.7).

Siberford, Robert de (= Robert de Syberford, ?de Sybertoft): Bailiff 1286-
7. Juror for crown pleas and a pledge for prosecuting in 1285 eyre (JUS G;
B49). In 1300-1 prise he supplied ale worth 7s. (PRIS E20).

Sotel, William: Bailiff 1304-5. Juror at the inquest of Sir Richard Gobion
(GOB).

Spaldewyke, Ralph de (= Ralph de Spalwyk) : Bailiff 1289-90. In 1293-4
he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K115).

Speciarius, Geoffrey: see Geoffrey le Especer.
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Speciarius, John: see John Apotecarius.

Speciarius, Robert (= Robert le Especer, le Espicer, Lespic, Spec, Spiciar,
Sauce, Saucee, Sause, de la Sauce’, de la Sausee, de la Sauceia, de
Saucee): There are almost certainly at least three Roberts of this name.

1. Robert Speciarius/le Especer: Custos 1227-8 and mayor at least seven
times ¢.1230. Adventus 1230, 1231, 1232. In 1220 Robert de la Sausee junior
was chosen as one of the jurors of grand assize in relation to lands held
by Richard Gobion in the suburbs of Northampton (CRR 1220-1, 215). In
1222 Robert Spiciar was fined 40d. for selling wine against the assize
(Barratt 2003, no 4393). Robert Speciarius as mayor led the 24 drawing up
additions to the custumal c.1230 (CUS 0B). A Robert de la Sauceia is
mentioned c.1231 as having confirmed land in Harpole to St James’ abbey
(Bod., Ms. Top Northants c.5, 51).

2. Robert le Espicer: Bailiff 1269-70.

3. Just possibly = 2. Robert Lespic/de la Sauce bailiff in 1285-6. Coroner
probably 1294-5. Adventus 1287. Possibly = Roger de Alkmundebyr (Table
15.3, 1285-6). In 1285 general eyre Robert Sauce was a grand assize jury
selector and member and member of the jury for crown pleas (JUS A4,
13,16, 34, G). In 1292 he was one of those attached to answer Robert son
of Henry for seizing Robert’s cloth when they were apparently seeking
to make him render account of 500m. from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938,
113). In 1293-4 he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K43).

Spicer, John: see John Apotecarius.

Staunford, Adam de (= Adam de Stamford, Stanford, Stanforde): Mayor
sometime 1253x8; bailiff 1242-3 and perhaps also before 1247; in 1253 he was
named as a coroner since the last eyre, now removed. One of the 24 drawing
up additions to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). In 1247, as bailiff, he was ‘to
judgement’ for escape of a prisoner (TNA JUST1/614B, aalt 0898). Custos of
the Northampton mint in 1248 (Hall 1896, 1076). In 1262 eyre Richard son
of Ralph claimed meadow in the suburbs of North-ampton from him;
Richard was to recover seisin but Adam was to obtain equivalent land from
the prior of St Andrew’s in exchange (TNA JUST1/ 616, aalt 1109). One of
the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1279
John de Whitneye was to be delivered to gaol for the death of Adam de
Stanford (CPR 1272-81, 341). He once held property in Bridge Street (REN
AC15) and he also once had a shop in the Drapery (SJC 181v).

Staunford, Hugh de (= Hugh de Stanford, de Stansted): Bailiff 1284-5
and again about that time. Adventus 1285. Chosen as possible juror in 1285

7 =saucemaker.
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general eyre (JUS A4); he was ‘to judgement’ as bailiff for attaching a man
without there being pledges for prosecuting the suit (JUS B50); as bailiff
he answered for the chattels of a man hanged (JUS B67). In 1293-4 Richard
de Oxinford paid 2s. 6d. for the moiety of his shop at Northampton fair
(BA F46); Hugh and his wife Matilda were fined 12d. for unjust detention
(BA G170); he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K69).

Staunford, John de (= John Staunford, de Stanford): Mayor 1307-8?
1308-9 (TNA E368/79 aalt 2664), 1310-11 (CAD B2774) and 1311-2 (SJC
161v); bailiff 1301-2 and 1306-7. Represented Northampton in parliament
in 1304-5, 1306 and 1309 (House of Commons 1879, 19, 22, 31). In 1293-4
John paid 2m. for the moiety of 4 shops of John de la Porte at North-
ampton fair (BA F29); he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K86). In 1300 prise £30
was due to John and John de Longevill, burgesses of Northampton, in
respect of a loan to the wardrobe (TNA E101/360/13); John was one of
those affixing his seal to the indenture (ibid.). He held a messuage from
Sir Richard Gobion (GOB).

Stok, Nicholas de (= Nicholas Stok, de Stoke): Bailiff 1302-3. Adventus
1303. Had a son Geoffrey (GOB). He had a capital dwelling in the west
quarter in Gold Street (REN P11). In 1300-1 prise he supplied unspecified
provisions worth 2s. 8d. (PRIS L61). In 1305 he was part of a large crowd,
perhaps led by Pentecost de Kershalton, which was accused by the prior
of the Friars Preachers of breaking into his close, felling trees and carrying
them and other things away (CPR 1301-7, 400).

Stormwrth, Henry de (= Henry de Stormesworth, Stormeworth): Bailiff
1264-5. He had a wife Isabel (JUS A23). Grand jury selector in 1285 general
eyre (JUS A4); Hugh son of Robert de Sancto Neoto claimed a messuage
in Northampton from him but Henry went without day (JUS A6); there
is a perhaps an alternative but less full recording of the same case (JUS
A37); Philip son of Henry le Barun claimed a messuage in Northampton
from him and his wife, the claim was faulty and Philip sought and
obtained a licence to withdraw (JUS A23). As bailiff in 1265 he is recorded
handling money paid to the exchequer, and also payment made by the
exchequer for pelura taken in Northampton fair (CLR 1260-7, 187, 259).

Stormeswrth, William de (= William de Stormeworth, de Stormesworth,
?de Steynisworthe): Coroner 1285? probably 1294-5. Had wife Basilia,
whose first husband was Roger Malebraunch (Abb Plac 178). In 1247-8
William held for life from the abbot of St James’ a tenement outside the
south gate (SJC 1771). One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in 1264
(CPR 1258-66, 320). In 1268-9 William was found to have unjustly
disseised Alice daughter of Gervase (Abb Plac 178). He was chosen as a
possible grand assize juror in 1285 (JUS A4, 34). He held a waste shop in
the row in which barley, oats and dredge were sold and a tenement
outside the south gate (REN H6, AC 20). He held a tenement from the
abbot of St James’ abbey (SJC 177r).
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Tannator, Turstan: Bailiff ¢.1220.

Tanur, Edmund le (=Edmund le Tannur): see Edmund Quarreram. Bailiff
twice ¢.1230.

Theobald, Roger son of: Mayor ?1242-3, 1249-50 and at least once more
at about the same time. In 1247 [ ] Theobald is recorded as having acted
with Benedict Dod, perhaps as bailiffs but not recorded as such, in a case
of theft JUST1/614B aalt 0798). A Theobald son of Roger, one of the 40
men who first compiled the laws of Northampton ¢.1185-90, was perhaps
an ancestor (Williams 1986-7, 229). One of the 24 drawing up additions to
the custumal ¢.1230 and also one of four elected to collect 5s. 4d. from those
wishing to be admitted to the franchise(CUS 0B, 26). In 1249 the sheriff
was instructed to obtain £77 from Roger and 3 others for wine sold to them
and they were to indicate why they had not paid (CCR 1247-51, 159). He
held a tenement in Fullers Street (SJC 174r). In rental he once held a gate
at the head of Berewardstrete and also a garden there (REN V4, 7).

Thingden, Ellis de (= Ellis de Thyngden, Tinctor, Tincturar): Bailiff 1293-
4, responsible for the bailiffs’ account (BA A). Probably a dyer - Ellis
known as Tincturar (SJC 151v). He had a plot or house in Bridge Street
(REN AC21). In 1293-4, when the goods of French merchants were
confiscated Ellis was £6 in debt to Andrew Malerbe, probably for woad
(TNA E101/126/7/9). At this time 350 wool-fells of Robert de Liour of
Rouen were found in the custody of Ellis for which Ellis undertook to
answer to the king; it is not clear whether he held them as a merchant or
as bailiff (TNAE101/101/126/7/8). In 1300-1 prise he supplied ale worth
8s.4d., 9s.2d., and 6s. 8d. (PRIS E19, 22, 38).

Tholous, Robert: see Robert Tolouse.

Thomas, William son of (= William le Pessoner, Piscator, Piscenarius):
Mayor 1271-2, 1273-4, 1275-6 and on at least 7 other occasions; bailiff
¢.1250. William Piscator and William son of Thomas appear with the same
bailiffs in 1273-4 (Table 15.3). Merchant but probably son of a fishmonger
(cf SJC 158r ‘Will’ fil’ Th’ piscatoris’ where “piscatoris’ perhaps relates to
Thomas although it could refer to either, Will’ also being in the genitive).
Had a wife Helen and a son William (SJC 165r, 167v). In 1247 he was
appealed with others for robbery and breach of the peace but the appeal
was withdrawn (TNA JUST1/614B). In 1267 he obtained a charter from
the king for life not to be put on assizes and juries and to be free of prises
and tallages, which according to the hundred roll jurors he had used for
7 years (CPR 1266-72, 120; HR 10.3). In 1272 William was paid £22, 100s.
and 100s. by the crown for goods, probably wool, arrested in Flanders, in
respect of which he was bound to merchants of Douai, and £4 similarly
in respect of another Flemish merchant (CPR 1266-72, 648, 717). In 1274
William obtained a licence ‘to trade in wool or other goods in the realm
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... on condition that he do not take them without the realm ...” (CPR 1272-
81, 67). He possibly worked in partnership with John Duraunt and Henry
Chadde, leading wool merchants of Dunstable (cf Chapter 3, Wool, wool-
fells ...). Perhaps in 1285-6 he granted a shop in the Drapery to St James’
abbey (SJC 181v). In 1292 Gilbert de Lyndeseye acknowledged that he
owed William and Robert son of Henry £18 18s. 6d. and the following
day William le Butiller acknowledged that he owed the two men £33
(CCR 1288-96, 253, 252). The next month Henry de Appelby acknow-
ledged that he owed William £42 (CCR 1288-96, 256). In 1293-4 he paid
2s. brasagium (BA K60). He had a staircase in Laryes Twichene (REN O2),
and once held property in St Martin’s Street (§JC 159v) and in St Mary’s
parish (SJC 165r).

Thorp, John de (= John de Throp, de Trop, de Torp): Bailiff ¢.1280?
Possibly the same person as John de Duston (See Table 15.3). Had a
daughter Isabella (TNA JUST1/626 aalt 0357). As bailiff he was indicted
because a man he had arrested on suspicion of robbery escaped from the
town’s prison; he was declared not guilty by the jurors (JUS B61, 63). Juror
in 1285 general eyre (JUS A4, 13, 16). He had his capital tenement in the
Parmentry and 2 shops in Mercers Row (REN N8, K4, 5).

Thurveye, Jordan de: see Jordan de Turveye.

Tilly, William (= William Teilli, Tylli, Tylly, de Tilly): Northampton’'s
first recorded mayor, in 1215; also mayor in 1220-1 and in total at least 7
times, possibly but not certainly continuously. He had a son William (JUS
A20). In 1274 a William Tilli de Flore witnessed deeds present in St James’
abbey cartulary (SJC 34v) and at a similar date a William Tilli was
receiving rent from a property in Lariestwychene (SJC 153v). Geoffrey
son of Peter, earl of Essex granted rent of 26d. and 4 capons from the
tenement of William to St Leonard’s hospital (NRO NBR IL.6). He was
named in the custumal as one of four persons chosen to collect 6d. from
those wishing to trade with strangers (CUS 62). He was in arrears of rent
for a shop to Robert son of Henry for over twenty years (JUS A20). He
had land in Cow Lane (BL Harley ch 85 G50), rent from a property in
Lariestwichene (SJC 153v) and land in Flore (CRR 1227-30, 530).

Tincturar, Ellis: see Ellis de Thingden.
Tingtor, Richard: see Richard de London.

Tolouse, Richard de (= Richard de Toluse): Bailiff ¢.1270. In 1266 he
obtained a charter from the king to be free from serving on assizes, juries
etc. and from prises, prests and tallages assessed in Northampton, which,
according to the hundred roll jurors, he had used for 6 years and more
(CPR 1266-72, 67; HR 10.4); the hundred roll jurors also said that Richard
owed the king £496 collected from the town (HR 23.2).
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Tolouse, Robert (= Robert Tholous, Tulouse, de Tulouse): Bailiff 1299-
1300. Adventus 1300. In 1293-4 he paid 4d. for a salesplace at the time of
the fair (BA F54). In 1300 prise he provided fish worth 20s. (TNA
E101/360/13). In 1300-1 prise he provided ale worth 11s. 8d. and wine
worth 23s. 4d. (PRIS E4, 89); he owed the king 60s. fine to be delivered
from jail (PRIS C7).

Toth, Roger (= Roger Toht): Roger Toth senior and Roger Toth junior are
both named and sometimes there is no qualifier. Thus Roger Toth: bailiff
1291-2. Adventus 1292. Had wife Christiana (JUS A45). In 1285 eyre he was
in mercy for unjust disseisin (JUS A45). In 1292 (as bailiff?) he was one of
those attached to answer Robert son of Henry for seizing Robert’s cloth
when they were apparently seeking to make him render account of 500m.
from his time as mayor (Sayles 1938, 113). In 1292-3 he was involved in a
case of unjust disseisin (TNA JUST1/625 aalt 0227). Identified as a skinner
providing 2 coverings worth 50s. in 1301 prise; also fish worth 10d. and
29s. 1d. (TNA E101/360/13). Roger Toth senior paid 2s. brasagium in
1293-4 (BAK90). In 1293-4 Roger Toth junior paid 36s. for the lease of the
fish market and 3d. for fishmongers’ stallage (BA C9, H39); he paid 18d.
for his salesplace at the time of the fair (BA F51). In 1300-1 he was one of
the 12 men owing £10 for concealment (PRIS C6).

Trank, John (= John Trang, Tranke, le Tranc): Bailiff 1292-3. Adventus
1293.

Turveye, Jordan de (= Jordan de Thurveye): Bailiff 1298-9. Adventus 1298,
1299. In 1293-4 Jordan and his wife were fined 6d. for false claim; he paid
2s. brasagium (BA G22, K52).

Viniter, Adam le: Coroner 1253. He had a son William (TNA JUST1/616
aalt 1177). In 1240 he was allowed to pay in 2 instalments a 12m. fine
imposed during the previous visit of the justices (CCR 1237-42, 186).
Before 1241 the manor of Overstone (Oveston’) had been let by the king
to Adam at farm (CCR 1237-42, 324). In 1249 the sheriff was instructed to
obtain £77 from Adam and 3 others for wine sold to them and they were
to indicate why they had not paid (CCR 1247-51, 159).

Vitor, Simon: There were at least 2 Simon Vitors — senior and junior. A
Simon Vitor was bailiff 1221-2 and on at least one other occasion. Simon
Vitor senior was one of the 40 men originally drawing up the custumal
(CUS 0A). Simon Vitor senior and Simon Vitor junior were both witnesses
to a deed of perhaps after 1210. The biography of Simon Vitor senior is
more fully described in Williams 1986-7 (229). Simon Vitor junior:
coroner in 1253. Adventus 1221-2. In 1221 he was in gaol in Northampton
for the appeal made against him by Simon son of Ralph de Trop for the
death of his father Ralph, but the sheriff was instructed to allow him to
be bailed if Simon Vitor found twelve good and law-worthy men to stand
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surety for him (Rot Litt Claus, I, 454). One of the 24 drawing up additions
to the custumal ¢.1230 (CUS 0B). In 1241 his service of % fee in Draughton
and Holcot is mentioned and in 1242-3 he and his partners held % fee in
Holcot. He sold his messuage in Old to the rector of Walgrave (Williams
1986-7, 229).

Vyneter, Peter le (= Peter Vinitarius): Bailiff 1260s x 1270s. Had wife
Amice (CLR 1260-7, 230). One of the 24 designated to protect the Jews in
1264 (CPR 1258-66, 320). His capital tenement was in Swynewellestrete
(REN B23).

Walensi, William (= William de Walensi): Bailiff at least twice ¢.1220.

Weidour, Martin le (= Martin Wadis, le Wagir, le Waidir, le Waidur, le
Wayder, le Waydour, le Waydur, le Weydon): Bailiff 1286-7. Adventus
1287, 1288. Merchant. Native of Normandy, but burgess of Northampton
for at least 20 years by ¢.1290, with children born there (TNA E101/126/
26/18). At the time of the conflict between Henry III and Margaret of
Flanders in the early 1270s Martin exported three sacks of wool-fells to
Rouen through Southampton during the prohibition (HR 39.5). He is
probably the Martin de Norhampton who in 1286-7 exported through
South-ampton 3 sacks and 42 cloves of wool and 107 wool-fells; in 1288-
9 one sack and 44 cloves of wool and 250 wool-fells; and in 1290-1 501
wool-fells, then 5 sacks of wool and 600 wool-fells, and then 500 wool-
fells (TNA E122/136/1, E122/136/2, E122/136/3). In 1290-1 Martin le
Waidir exported 110 wool-fells through Southampton (TNA E122/136/3).
In 1293-4 he paid 3s. brasagium (BA K57). In the 1300-1 prise he supplied
ale worth 10s. and 8s. 172d. and unspecified provisions worth 2s. 2d. (PRIS
E3, 57, L15). See also Chapter 3, Wool, wool-fells ...

Witeneie, Simon de (= Simon Whyteny, Whyteneye, Witeney, Wyteny,
de Whiteneye): Bailiff 1295-6. Adventus 1296. Butcher. In 1293-4 he paid
9d. for butcher’s stallage (BA D4). In 1300 and 1301 prises he provided
meat worth 10d. and 66s. 5d (TNA E101/358/6; E101/360/13). In 1300-1
prise he supplied flesh (probably meat as he was designated a butcher)
worth 66s. 5d. and hay worth 13s. 4d. (PRIS F2, H8). In 1305 he was part
of a large crowd, perhaps led by Pentecost of Kershalton, which was
accused by the prior of the Friars Preachers of breaking into his close,
felling trees and carrying them and other things away (CPR 1301-7, 400).

Wollaston, Adam de (= Adam Wolaveston, Wolveston): Bailiff 1280s. In
1293-4 he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K96). In 1300 prise he supplied ale worth
5s. (TNA E101/358/6).

Wytman, Adam: Bailiff 1300-1. In 1293-4 he paid 2s. brasagium (BA K74).

Zartarin, Thomas de: see Thomas de Sartrino.
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abjuration: felons could seek sanctuary in a church and then, having
admitted their guilt before the coroners, abjure the realm, that is swear
to leave the country. Providing they did so by an agreed route they had
safe passage (see Chapter 12, The 1285 pleas of the crown).

adventus (vicecomitum): the twice yearly appearance at the exchequer of
sheriffs and others to make profers of their farms.

affeer: to confirm.

amercement: a financial payment or fine.

approver: an individual who confessed to a felony might seek to save
himself by accusing accomplices and others of the same crime. It was
an all or nothing situation with the defeated party subject to immediate
execution.

assayer: in the recoinage of 1248 the assayer was in effect a quality
controller who could be called upon to test the fineness of the silver
being handed in for recoinage and also the fineness and weight of the
blanks before and the coins after striking (Allen 2012, 64).

attach: to ensure that someone will come to court by obtaining sureties.

bis: squirrel skins (Veale 2003, 228).

brasagium: a customary payment for brewing. See discussion in Chapter
8: Receipts from brasagium.

brasil: an expensive red wood dye imported over long distances; it was
much used by the Indians and Persians and derived from the East
Indian tree Caesalpina Sappau (Carus-Wilson 1967, 219).

brudtol’: (or pontage) a due payable on crossing bridges (Chapter 7).

burel: a rough coarse cloth worked on a large loom (Furley 1923, 81).

burnet: a dark brown woollen cloth.

chalun: a blanket, worked on smaller looms than burels (Furley 1923, 81).

childwite: a fine paid by the reputed father of an illegitimate child to the
lord of the villein mother (Chapter 7).

chirographer: a chirograph recorded an agreement between two parties
in duplicate on the same sheet which was then cut in half, each party
receiving a copy. Along the line where the cut would be made and
which might be indented (hence ‘indenture’), a formula or just the
word CHIROGRAPHUM would be written. In the case of a dispute
the two halves could be checked, the one against the other, to see if
they joined. Those charged with the safe-keeping of Jewish bonds in
communal archives in towns such as Northampton following Hubert
Walter’s statute of 1194, became known as chirographers (Clanchy
2009, 87, 167).

contrabreve: at the same time that instructions were given by writ to
sheriffs and others a counter writ was sent to the exchequer, to act as
an auditing check when accounts were presented there.

404
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cordwain: the word derived from Cordovan (relating to Cordova) and
was applied to Spanish leather.

curtilage: the area around and belonging to a property.

distraint: the seizing of goods or property in order to force an individual
to settle his debts or perhaps to appear in court.

dolium: a medieval measure which for wine in the time of Edward I
amounted to 208 or 240 gallons (Prior 1924, 95).

escheat: when a tenant of a fee died heirless the estate could be escheated,
that is forfeited to the crown. The lands of a convicted felon or an
outlaw were also subject to escheat.

essoin: an excuse for non-attendance at court.

estreat: an extract of an record, frequently containing information about
fines and other monies due, so as to facilitate future action.

ewagium: a customary payment for a stream drawn off a river, sometimes
to power a mill but perhaps also for other purposes. It could also be
applied to ferry dues. See discussion in Chapter 8: Receipts from felter-
agium and ewagium.

exacted: when a person suspected of criminal acts did not appear in court
a writ of exigent could be taken out for his or her appearance and
proclaimed in court, the person thus being exacted. Failure to appear
by the fifth proclamation would result in a man being outlawed and a
woman being waived.

farm: the fixed amount of rent, either in money or kind, due from a given
area such as a county or town. The Northampton farm was the annual
sum due to the crown from the town. Farms could be leased or let to
farm (hence ‘to farm out’) to individuals who would be guaranteeing
the sum due and hoping to make a profit in its collection, as for
example market tolls (see Chapter 8, Franchises; also Jewell 1972, 97ff).

felteragium: a customary payment probably linked to woven cloth
processing and felting during fulling. See discussion in Chapter 8:
Receipts from felteragium and ewagium.

feoffee: see feoffor.

feoffor: one who enfeoffs or grants a fee, that is transfers property by
deed, to another. A person receiving a fee was a feoffee.

fine, levy a: conveyance land by means of a compromised fictitious action
brought by the grantee against the grantor, with the formal settlement
being recorded on a fine or final concord, a written document that was
then cut into three, one part each going to the grantor and grantee and
the third part, the foot being retained by the court. The fine was the
most secure way of conveyancing in medieval times. For a fuller
consideration of the process see Simpson 1961, 115f.

first finder: when a body was found in suspicious circumstances it was
the duty of the person who found it, the first finder, to raise the hue
and cry and report the discovery. The first finder, however, might then
have to be cleared by the inquest jury of any involvement in the death.

grand assize: see writ of right.

greywork: winter squirrel skins with grey back (Veale 2003, 224).
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infangthief: the right to hang thieves caught with stolen goods.

(to) judgement: when officials or others, possibly in carrying out their
duties, committed an offence or failed to follow the law they could be
called ‘to judgement’, that is summoned to appear before the king’s
justices.

landgable: see rent of assize.

lastage: a due taken in markets, perhaps for buying and selling goods by
measure.

liberate to pay: a royal writ instructing payment.

licence to concord: after a action had been initiated in court either party
could seek permission for the parties to withdraw from the court and
reach an agreement by means of a licence to concord for which a fee
would be payable. Sometimes both parties might be willing partners
in an action being commenced, with the intention of reaching a formal
written agreement.

m.: used in this volume as an abbreviation for metre(s) as a unit of length
and for mark(s) as a unit of currency worth 13s. 4d.

minever: furs made of bellies only, white with a little grey surrounding
(Veale 2003, 228).

miskenning: a mistake in following the formal rules of pleading.

moiety: the half-share of a property.

mortmain: this refers to the inalienable holding of property by a
continuing legal institution such as the church; since the institution as
such would not die the land could not escheat to the crown. This gave
rise to the statutes of mortmain in 1279 and 1290 restricting the
proprietorial rights of the church.

murder-fine: (murdrum) a fine levied on a hundred or other administra-
tive area where murder had been committed.

novel disseisin: a writ of novel disseisin could be initiated to examine
whether a recent dispossession of land by the current possessor of that
land had been done unjustly.

outlawed: when a man considered to have committed an offence was
summoned to court and failed to appear the justices would place him
outside the law. The equivalent for a woman was being waived (see
also exacted and Chapter 12: The 1285 pleas of the crown).

pelura: a general term for furs but one also used in a more limited sense
for lamb- and sheep-skins, which would appear to have been the usage
in respect of thirteenth century Northampton (see discussion in
Chapter 3: Wool, wool-fells ...).

pipe rolls: an individual pipe roll contains the financial records of the
exchequer arranged by year. Unlike chancery rolls where parchment
membranes were sewn together to form a continuous roll, the pipe rolls
comprised a series of rotuli of two membranes with a total length of
less than 2m. which were then secured together with threads at their
heads. Each rotulus was intended to contain the account of a different
county or bailliwick but accounts could run over on to another rotulus.
When rolled up the rolls had the appearance of a pipe (see Clanchy
2009, 140).
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porter: The openings in the reed of a loom are normally grouped into
porters; thus a 30 porter or 600 reed had 20 openings in a porter. See
Chapter 11 Text, no 61.

prise: otherwise known as purveyance, involved the compulsory
purchase of goods or services for the king and his close associates. See
also Chapter 13.

provostry: the office of the bailiffs.

purpresture: the unlawful taking of public or crown land for personal
use, such as the appropriation or inclosure within one’s own property
of part of the king’s highway.

record type: a typeface that aims to replicate the forms of abbreviation
appearing in a medieval document.

regnal year: many documents are dated to the year of the reign of a given
monarch. Thus with Edward I becoming king on 20 November 1272,
the year 20 November 1272 — 19 November 1273 becomes 1 Edward I,
the year 20 November 1273 — 19 November 1274 becomes 2 Edward I
and so on.

rent of assize: a fixed rent which continued to be paid to a lord even when
he granted away the property concerned in perpetuity (see Chapter 9,
especially: Landgable and rent of assize).

russet: a coarse reddish-brown or grey woollen cloth.

scotale: a drinking party to which the official invited burgesses and then
levied contributions.

seisin: to have seisin of a property is to have been in physical possession
of that property over time, exercising the rights belonging to that land.

seld: either a stall or, and of particular interest at Northampton, a public
building of the town which probably provided selling places that could
be let out at ground level with a hall above that could be used for
market regulation and other civic functions (see Chapter 3, especially:
The seld).

tale, payment by: payment according to the face value of the coins.

tallage: a tax imposed by the king, without needing consent of the
taxpayers, on rural royal demesne lands, cities and boroughs. It was
raised irregularly, not annually, tallages being frequent during the reign
of Henry III but only on one occasion during that of Edward I, who
moved more to taxation by consent (cf Powicke 1953, 529).

tapener: a weaver of chaluns (Furley 1923, 81).

tenancy at will: the tenancy, of a property that is owned by another, until
the landlord or tenant gives notice of ending the tenancy.

ustilagium: a customary payment for weaving (see discussion in Chapter
8: Receipts from ustilagium).

vair: generally used for furs made from whole squirrel skins (Veale 2003,
228).

vee de naam, pleas of: pleas about the taking and holding of distress.

virgate: a unit of land measurement equivalent to a quarter of a hide, or
30 acres.

vouch to warrant: call [someone] to court to provide warranty of title.
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waived: being waived for a woman was the equivalent of being outlawed
for a man.

wardrobe: the wardrobe, under the chamberlain, was responsible for the
financing of the king’s household but also acted at times as a second
treasury alongside the exchequer, more under the personal control of
the king.

wergild: in ancient Germanic and then Anglo-Saxon law the value and
thus the amount of compensation paid to an injured party, or, in the
case of death, to his or her family, for an offence committed against that
person. Sometimes it might be paid to the king or the person’s lord.

without day: when a defendant went without day it meant that the case
was dismissed and the defendant was discharged from court.

writ of covenant: a writ where a party claims damages for breach of a
promise or covenant.

writ of entry: the name derives from the allegation of the claimant that a
tenant ‘entered’ a property, although peacefully, by means of a title that
was no longer, if ever, valid (see Harding 1973, 70).

writ of right: the oldest form of royal writ, owing much to the idea that
all free tenants were tenants of the king. An aggrieved party could
purchase a writ from the king instructing his superior lord to do right
to him in respect of his claim. Failure to do so would result in the case
being referred to a court under a royal officer. In 1279 Henry II
introduced a form of jury trial whereby the party defending a writ of
right could choose to have the matter tried by a jury of twelve or
sixteen knights of the neighbourhood, or in the case of urban
communities such as Northampton, by a similar number of burgesses.
This was a trial of grand assize (see Simpson 1961, 25).
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Note: alternative spellings of bynames are given in brackets but these
alternative spellings are not generally indexed separately. Wives, sons
and daughters are noted against individuals but are not separately
indexed when they occur in the various texts identified only as being the
wife etc. of an individual. Forenames without a byname are not indexed
unless they are particularly distinctive, nor are only partially readable
names. Either of the forms ‘de’ and ‘of” in bynames may occur, depending

on which was used in the source.

Abathia, Ellis de 368, 377

Abbedthorp, Richard de (Abthorp)
301

Abbeye, Robert del 136

Abbot, John 303

Abindon, John de 136

Abindon, Ralph de 153

Abindon, Robert de 324, 332

Abington, Humphrey le Moyne of
301

abjuration of the kingdom 67, 79-80,
85, 258-9, 285-92, 311, 353, 404

Abraham, William 330

Abynton, Roger de 181, 200

Acre, Robert de (brother Reginald) 41

actions 252-6; of right (I) 75, 85, 265-7,
270-9, 281-2, 284, 386; of dower (II)
279-80, 282; of entry (III) 268-70,
275,277-8, 386, 389; of novel
disseisin (IV) 276, 280-4; on
limited descent (V) 280; personal,
including debt (IX) 260, 262, 264,
277-9, 282-3, 300-1, 386, 389, 391

Acton Burnell, statute of 86, 261

Acton, Thomas de 143

Adam, Gilbert son of 188

Adam, Peter son of 230

Addon, Thomas de 317

Adenham, John de 301
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adventus vicecomitum 56, 220, 357-75,
377-81, 383-7, 389-94, 396-9, 402-4

advowson of Northampton churches
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agreement without licence 121, 143

aid of court 121, 145, 147

Aixeby, Hugh de 345

Alan, William son of 349, 352

Albus, Robert 230

Aldenbi, Richard de 323, 326
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Amiens 38-40

Amiens, Mansell, partner of Pente-
cost de Kershalton, from 387

Amiens, William Aurifaber of 262,
296, 395

Anable, Richard 282

Andover 4, 39

Andrew, Geoffrey son of 33

Aninton, William de 331

Annierie, Thomas de 326

Apotecarius, John (?= John Especiar,
le Especer, le Espicer, le Spicer, le
Spycer, Speciarius, Spicer) 48-9,

419
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63, 72,285,338, 346, 349, 356, 359,
371-2,377-8, 381, 389-90, 398

apothecary 327, 378

Appelby, Henry de 401

Appelthorp, Stephen de 331

approver 291, 312, 348, 404

Arat, John de 141, 389

Arblaster, Joceus le 287-8

Archyr, Nicholas le 309

Ardern, Walkelin de 99

Arderne, Ralph de (Ardern) 63, 377

Arderne, Robert de (Ardern) 63, 124,
195

Arderne, Roger de (Ardern)
(daughter Matilda) 142-3, 356, 364,
377

Arderne, Thomas de (Ardern) 83,
151, 194, 294, 312

Argentin, Richard de 99

Arle, William de 329

Arnesby 27, 119

Arnesby, Roger Peres of (sons Robert
and Richard) 139

Arundel, countess of 345

ashes 26, 43, 58, 65, 114, 116, 135-6,
204, 208, 210

Ashwell 30

Aspervill, William de 279

assayer 47, 63-4, 404

Asseburn, Geoffrey de 294

Asseby, Adam de 298

Asshewell, William de 141-2

Asterton, William Trussel of 305-6,
384

Aston, Robert de 290

Athelyn 144, 146

Attemscon, Alice de 154

Aula, Robert de 183

Aungervill, John de 303

Aurey, Adam 149

Aurifab, William 331

Aurifaber, Geoffrey 237

Aurifabr, John 347

Aurifabry, Nigel 189

Austyn, Robert 142

Aylesham 46

Ayleston, John de 145

Aylred, Richard 286

Town and Crown

Azur, Swein son of 17

Bachelere, Joanna la 183, 186

Bachet, William 323-4

Bacon, R 301

Baddon, William de (brother
Baldwin) 310

Bagard, Ellis 167

bailiffs 7, 30, 38, 40, 42, 48-9, 53-65,
67,72,77-84,90-1, 95, 97-100, 102-
3,113, 115-6, 118-9, 128, 133, 176-7,
179-80, 182, 196, 198, 209, 2134,
218-21, 225-6, 229, 231, 234-6, 238-
45,247, 249-50, 253-6, 259-60, 262,
264-5,267,269-71, 273-4, 282-3,
286, 292, 295, 305, 311, 313, 315-6,
319, 321, 328, 335, 337-9, 342-3,
347-8, 352-403, 407; bailiffs (not
Northampton) 38, 286, 343-4, 348-
9,352

bailiffs” account 6-8, 25, 27, 31, 43, 46-
8,50, 55, 57-8, 61, 65-7, 71, 75-6,
82-3, 104-56, 162-3, 176, 178, 206,
220, 257,319

Baker, Augustine le 150; see also
Augustine Pistor

Bakere, Hugh le 183

Bakere, Peter le 288, 311

bakers 47-8, 61, 106-8, 114, 119, 128-
31, 135-6, 158, 162, 164, 170, 186,
215-7, 226, 238-9; association of
bakers 64, 106, 108, 115, 137, 226,
319

Baketon, Hugh de 146, 149, 155

Baldewine, Henry 330

Baldock 44

Balle, Robert 151

Balle, Thomas 150

Balle, William 330

Balmesholm 194

Baltic, the 32

Banbury 26, 28, 35, 336, 349

Banbury, Richard Wy (de Wy) of 299

bark 32, 206, 210, 243

Barkere, Gilbert le 324

Barnstaple 4

Baron, Alice (Baruc, Barun) 81, 148,
187, 190, 285, 322, 325, 353



Index

Barry, Roger 350

Barry, William 332

Barsham, John de 293

Barton 27, 30

Barton on Humber 44

Barton, Hugh Flaxemongere of (wife
Juliana) 138

Barton, Isabel de 153

Barton, Mabel of 138

Barton, William de 140

Barun, Henry le (Barbur) (son Philip)
277,399

Barun, William (Baron, Baroum,
Baroun) 145, 322, 356, 367, 375, 378

Barwell, Walter de 186

Basset, Richard 147

Bassingburne, Nicholas de (servant
Martin) 145

Batayle, Guy (Bataylle) 125, 152, 191

Batayle, John (Batallee) 137, 144

Bate, Adam 332

Bate, William 329

Bateman of Middleton Hall 213

Bateman, John 331

Bateman, Thomas 213

Bateman, Thomas William 213

Bateman, William 213

Batesford, John de 307

Bath, Jocelin, bishop of 99

Bathon, Henry de 99

Baud, Geoffrey le 189, 270, 339, 351

Baud, Robert le 184, 303

Bayllol, Alexander de 349

Baytall, Roger 198

Beauchamp, Walter 100

Beauver, William de 183

Becket, Thomas 18, 21, 258

Bedeford, Matilda de 156

Bedel, Arnold le 306

Bedford 11, 12, 15, 26, 27, 44, 47, 141

Bedford, county of 39, 260, 286

Bedford, John de 49

Bedford, John de Muro of 138

Bedford, Robert de (Bedeford) 30, 49,
66, 140-1, 175, 189, 254, 273-4, 280,
285,293, 319, 324, 327, 356, 365,
367, 373-6

Bedon, Richard de 322
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Beel, John, collector of deodand 297

Beland, Michael 230

Beland, William de 345

Bele, Thomas 196

Belehoste, Isolda 192

Belleietere, Richard 330

Bello Alneto, Richard de (wife Helen)
275

Bello Campo, Reginald de 298

bello fronte (fine frontage) 163-5, 183,
186,192

Belond mill, William Miller of 145

Belond, Sara (Boland, de Belond)
(daughter Edith) 143-4, 146, 150,
185

Belond, Walter de 63

Beloste, Cecilia 259

Belound, John 254, 273-4

Benedictines 52

Benefeld, Christian de 326

benefit of clergy 258, 289, 293

Benifeld, Nicholas de 145

Benifeld, William de 150

Berchir, William le 331

Berd, John le 310

Bere, Ellis le 151

Bereford in Geytingdon, Thomas de
282,314

Berkamstede, Abraham de (son
Joceus) 294

Berkhamsted 44

Bernewell, Ralph de 311

Bernnyd, John de 155

Besevile, Richard de 332

Beudon, Henry de (Boudon) 322-3

Beur, Walter le (le Bewr) 294

Beuveir, Robert de 330

Beverley 42, 44-5, 64

Beyvill, Edmund de 390

Bicester, prior of 300

Bifeld, John 33

Billing 15, 336, 343

Billing Bridge 116, 292, 343, 345

Billingge, John de 142

Billingge, Walter de 144

Billingge, William de (Billyng) 145,
184

Bisle, John 322
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Bisle, William 323

Bissop, Peter 193

Blachele Won, John 148

Blak, Adam le 140

Blak, Geoffrey le (le Blake) 125, 152,
194, 197

Blak, John 329

Blake, John de le 293

Blaunche, Richard 154

Bliseworth, Gilbert de (Bleseworth,
Bleswrth, Bliseworthe, Blisewrth,
Blisseworth, Blyseworth) (father,
grandfather and brother Richard;
brother Robert) 48, 125, 152, 155,
191, 254, 265 -7, 280, 347, 356, 371,
377-8

Blosevill, Ralph de 48

Blund, Edward le 230

Blund, Henry le 190

Blund, Robert (le Blund) 176, 182,
237,383

Bobton, Laurence de 341

Bokebroc, William de (Bokebrock,
Bukebroc, Buckebroke) 136, 148,
254,273-4, 354, 364, 372

Boketon, John de (Buketon) 278, 282

Bolington, Roger de (Bolyngton) (son
Roger) 288

Bolle, Robert (Belle) 299

Boltesham, Thomas de 303

Bonavente, John 153

bond of surety 266-7

Boneyre, Nicholas de (Bonere) 304

booth-hall 71

Bosenho, William de 297

Bosevill, Ralph de (father Ralph -
wife Petronilla) 230, 282

Boston 11, 29, 33-7, 39, 46, 61, 90, 262,
305, 308, 339, 339, 351-2, 390

Bosworth 27

Bosworth, Alan Julian of 139

Bote, Robert 63

Botilbrigge, Ralph de 147-8

Botilbrigge, Robert de 145

Botiler, Ralph le 200

Boudon, John de 147

Boudon, Richard de (Bowdon) 156,
198, 302, 329

Town and Crown

Boughton, Randal de 136

Boure, Alice en le 191

Bourser, Alan le (le Burser) 136, 153,
321

Bourser, John le 181, 200

Bouton, Ralph de 314

Bowyer, Robert le 145

Boyvill, William de 279

Brackel, Geoffrey de (Brackele) 279

Brackley, William Myle of 310

Braddene, William de (Braden) 301

Bradenstoke, prior of 304-5

Brafield, John Sot of 310

Braie, Simon de 332

Bramham, Richard de (son Nicholas)
311

Brampton 27, 260, 285, 336, 345

Brampton, Henry de (son William)
294,310

Brampton, Ivo de (son Mathew) 299

Brampton, Nicholas de 151

Brampton, Ralph Dyve of 301, 310

Brampton, Richard de 142, 148, 151

Brampton, Robert de Nevyle of (wife
Anchoret) 310

Brampton, Thomas de 83, 294, 313

Brampton, Walter Broun of
(daughter Lettice) 139

Brampton, Walter Hert of 285

Brampton, Walter Man of 138

Brampton, William son of Henry of
310

Brampton, William son of Thet’ of
310

brasagium 48, 105, 108, 126, 127, 318-
9,379, 381-2, 387, 391, 393, 397-9,
401-4

Bray, Henry (de Bray) 297, 299, 308,
313

Bray, Richard le 300

Bray, William de 162, 183-4, 270-2,
345

Brayn, Alexander (daughter Matilda)
311

Brayn, Alice (daughter Matilda) 289

bread 26-7, 48, 59-60, 65, 82, 106-8,
114-6,118-9, 122, 127-9, 131, 135-6,
138-9, 145, 147, 156, 227, 236, 238-
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9, 316, 318-9, 321-2; assize of bread
77,126,213-4, 221, 238, 344

Bretford, Norman de 144

brewing 48, 59, 106, 109, 126-8, 131,
152, 322, 404

Briar Hill causewayed enclosure 13

Brictewell, Simon de 343-4, 349

Bridport 4

Briggewater, John de 150

Bristol 4, 11, 20, 157, 261

Brixworth 27-9, 119, 336, 345

Brixworth, Hugh of 138

Brixworth, John Bisshop of 138

Brixworth, John Jow of 138

Brixworth, Simon Baroun of 138

Brixworth, Simon Jour of 138

Brixworth, Thomas Alrey (Aurei,
Aurey, Averay) of 148, 257, 289,
303

Brixworth, William Hendeman of 148

Brixworth, William le Mey of 139

Brixworth, William son of Hugh
Schapman of 138

Bro'me, Agnes de 324

Brochole, Robert de 140

Brodheye, John 301

Broghton, Robert de 365, 374

Broghton, Thomas de (Brouton)
(daughter Helen) 287

Brom, John de (Robert de Borow) 280

Bromham, Richard de (son Nicholas)
286

Brompton, Edith de 322

Bromwell, Ralph de (Bormewell) 286

Broughton, John Russel of 144

Brouhton, Emma de 185

Broun, John 141-2, 328-9

Broune, Aline la (la Brune) 297, 313

Browton, Geoffrey de (wife Alice)
145

Bruban, John 292

brudtoll 98, 102, 404

Brun, Robert le 230

Brun, William le 100

Brunne, Gilbert de 312

Bruselante, Roger (Brycelante) (wife
Emma) 292

brushwood 205, 207-8, 210
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Brycleswrth, John de (Briclesworth)
(son Henry) 285

Buckby 27

Buckby, John Lucas of 139

Bucketon, Randal de 148

Buckingham, county of 39

Bucstan, Duce 294

Bukingham, Adam de (servant
Walter) 141, 383

Bukton, Laurence de 348

bull and boar 51, 336, 344

Bullivant, Benjamin 213

Bulmer, John de (Belmer, Bulem,
Bolmere, Bulym) (wife Alice) 302,
310

Bunton, John Billing of 327

Burgeys, Robert 150

Burgeys, Walter (Burgeyse) 125, 152,
187,191

Burgh, Elizabeth de, lady of Clare
318

Burgh, Henry de 262, 308, 313

Burgh, William de (de Burghe) 162,
197

Burgo Sancti Petri, Helen de (brother
Geoffrey le Peyntur) 294

Burgo, John de (= magister John de
Burgh; possibly = John le
Mynsmyth) 324, 330, 356, 367, 375,
391

Burgo, Robert de (Burgh) 125, 152-3,
175,192, 198, 321, 324, 365, 374,
379

Burgoyne, brother Imbert de 276

Buri, William de (Bury, Byry, Biri)
323, 329

Burn, Gilbert de 294

Burnel, Robert 351

Burser, Adam le (le Bourser) 186, 376

Burton 304

Buru, Robert de (Boron) 281

Bury St Edmunds 35, 44, 46, 71, 351

Busard, Geoffrey 138

Bussard, Thomas (Bossard) 289, 311

Buston, Hugh de 326

butchers 47-8, 58-9, 64, 105, 107-8,
115-8, 123,131, 137,159, 161-4,
170-1, 188, 196, 217-8, 226-7, 238,
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240-1, 244-5, 319, 347, 353, 379,
390, 393, 403
Butemleyn, William 307
Butiller, William le 385, 401
butter 48, 239
Butterclot, Geoffrey 276
buttery 318, 322, 325, 333
Byfeld, Agnes de (Byfeud) 282, 309
Byfeld, John de (son Robert) 264, 282
Byfeld, Robert de (Bifeud) 264-5
Byfeld, William de 272
Bykenatr, John de, deacon 294
Byry, William de 30

Cahors 38

Caldecote, Stephen de (son Adam)
307

Caldecote, William de 286

Cambrai, 39

Cambridge 4, 11, 20, 71, 157

Cambridge, county of 260, 293

Campeden, Gilbert de 379

Campeden, John de (Camnpeden)
190, 341

Campioun, Philip 237

Cancell, Hugh de 182, 305, 309

Cancell, Katherine de 269

Cancell, William de 141

Canon, Adam (Canoun) 196, 353,
371,394

Canterbury 4, 11, 18, 56, 83, 100, 178,
242,261, 320

Canterbury, archbishop of 18, 19, 221

Canterbury, Hubert Walter,
archbishop of 19, 221

Canun, Jordan 119, 138, 151

Canun, Simon 137

Capel, Richard 310

Capella, Henry de 99

Capellam, William ad 149

Capellanus, Reginald 145

Capello, John 146

Capes, Thomas de 303, 388

capon 181, 199-200, 283-4, 401

Capp, Nicholas 325

Cappe, Randal 185, 188

Cappe, Stephen 125, 152, 188, 191

Cappe, William 137, 154

Cardinall Hatte, le 172

Cardoil, Henry de 329

Carettar, Ace (Carectar) (wife Alice)
294,312

Carlel, Gilbert de (Carler, Karlou)
150, 321, 326

Carleton, Geoffrey de 285

Carpenter, John le 155

Carpenter, Samuel le 185

Carpenter, William (le Carpentir)
142, 330

Carso, Philip de 323

Carta Mercatoria 45

Carter, Matilda la 147

Casterton 180

cat 32,203, 210, 262, 299

Catelyn, Matilda (son Adam) 278

Catener, Geoffrey le 294

Catesbi, Richard de (Catisby,
Katesby) 147, 149, 317, 323-4

Catesby, John de 144, 173, 191

Cateworthe, William de (Catteworth)
(son Geoffrey; daughters Agnes,
Alice, Emma and Lettice;
granddaughters Agnes and
Idonea) 279

Catour, William le (Catur, Cathur)
146-7, 149, 192

Catteford, Robert de 273, 329

Catteworth, Adam de 183

Catteworth, John de 254, 265, 273-4,
348, 356, 373

Catteworth, Robert de (Catteworthe,
Catwrth, Catworth, ?Chatwrth)
66, 140, 153, 181, 198, 200, 254, 292,
315, 321, 374, 376, 385

Cattewrth, Thomas de (Cathewrth,
Catworth) 291, 312

cattle — see cows

Cattworth, Nicholas de (Catwrth)
(wife Cecilia) 147

Cattworth, Simon de (Catwrth) 142,
148, 155

Catwrth, Alice de 153

Caudron, John (Cauddron) 46, 58,
136, 330

Caxton Wood 293

Cerm, John 310
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Cesstrehunte, Margery and John de
(Cestrehunte) 300, 309

Cestrehunte, William de 309

Cestreton, Gilbert de 302

Chadde, Henry 41, 401

Chadeston, Alan de 371

chamberlain 55, 79, 214, 408

chamberlain of the exchequer 320

Champeneys, Ralph (Ile Champenys,
Chaumpeneys) 33, 185, 371, 376,
379

Champion, Simon le (Champyon,
Champyoun) (wife Annora -
brother Ellis) 267, 283, 314

chapele, Simon de la 193

Chapman, William 67, 137, 150

charcoal 328

Charewrth, Henry de 63

Charles, Henry 136

charters (royal) to Northampton 20,
26, 54-6, 73-81, 86, 95-103, 220, 228,
322, 336-7, 339, 349, 352, 376

Chaucombe, Warin de 335, 341

Chaumpenys, Simon (probably =
Simon Sampson) 33, 359, 364, 371,
379, 383

Chaundelere, Margery la 326

Cheapside 68

cheese 48, 67, 114, 117, 226, 235, 239-
40

Chester 4, 11, 68

Chester House, Irchester 345

Chesterfield 44

Chesterton, William de (Chestreton)
287,301

Cheval, Jordan le 341

Chichester 17

Chichester, Ralph, bishop of,
chancellor 99

childwite 98, 102, 404

Chiltern hills 41

Chirchestacheden, William de
(Chyrchestachedenn,
Kyrkestachesden) (son Adam) 285,
311

Chivaler, John le 282

Cintour, Agatha la 117

Cirugyen, William 41

425

claim/appeal, not pursuing a(n) 82,
121, 142-3, 145-9, 259, 287, 289-91,
294, 311-2, 314, 387, 391

Clapthorn, John Wet of 288

Clare 128

Clarendon, assize of 74, 84

Clatercote, John de 185

Clay, Thomas de 307

Clerc, Robert le 63

clericus, Adam 347

Clericus, Alexander (le clerk) 182,
280, 314, 348

Clericus, Jocelin 230

Clericus, Robert 56, 254, 273-4, 354,
359-60, 362-5, 369-73, 380, 383-5,
388-9

Clerk, John le 384

clerk, Roger the 174

clerk, Roger Wayteskathe 136

Clifford, Roger de 352

Cloppham, Hugh de 143

cloth: general 24, 30-1, 42-6, 61, 91,
126, 141, 338, 353, 380, 385, 404,
410; Northampton cloth 34, 42-6,
49,52, 89-91, 126, 338;
Northampton cloth merchants 45-
6,377,380, 385-6, 389, 393, 395;
English cloth 30, 34-6, 38, 43-6, 89,
126, 395; foreign cloth 30, 45-6, 64,
69, 89, 339, 380; regulations 64, 69,
126, 216, 218, 227, 242-4, 246; tolls
and charges 46, 69, 108, 114, 126,
133-6, 204, 206, 208-10, 226-7, 246;
assize of cloth (1202) 43-4

Clupham, Ralph de (son Ralph) 285

Clynton, Matilda de 307

Clyve, William de 194

coal 26, 65, 108, 114, 116, 135-6, 226,
239, 316

Cobbe, Richard 192

Coe, Roger (de Coe, Convay, Cowey)
191, 285, 364-5, 372-3, 376, 380

Cogeho, Adam de 186

Cogenhoe 336, 345

Cogenhou, Sir Nicholas de 345

Cok, Thomas 181, 200

Colbeyn, Alice (Colbeyne) 175, 194

Colchester 4, 36, 56, 58-9, 80, 115
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Colchester, Walter Durdant of 310

Cold Ashby 27

Coldwell, Benjamin (Benoni) 213-4

Coldwell, George 214

Coldwell, Raphael 213-4

Coldwell, Samuel 213

Coldwell, Tobie (Caldwell) 214

Coleshill, John de (Koleshill) 291, 312

Coleshill, John le Chapman of (son
Robert) 290, 311

Colevill, William de 303

Comaunder, William le 195

Comber, John le 347

common hall 68-9, 86, 285

Conan, Henry son of 54

concealment 240, 246, 256, 286, 288-9,
313, 320-1, 348, 379, 382, 392, 402

Congesmylnes 341

contempt 121, 143, 147, 282, 397

Coppedeclerke, Robert le (wife
Felicia) 148

Corbe, William de (Corle, Corlee)
142,149, 151

Corder, Adam le (?le Cordewaner)
185, 335, 341

Cordere, Joanna la 153, 167, 183, 185,
232

cordwain 32, 203, 208, 210, 299, 405

corn 47,58, 61, 68,114,117, 158, 163-
4,170, 185, 203, 208-10, 238-9, 316,
318-9, 326, 387, 389, 394

Corner, Thomas le 197

Cornub, Thomas de 302

Cornwall, earl of 157

Cornwall, Edmund, earl of 343, 349

coroner 7, 55, 63-5,71,77,79-82, 85,
223,231, 253-4, 256, 258, 260, 285-
94, 344, 348, 353, 355, 374, 376-81,
384, 388-90, 393-5, 398-9, 402, 404

coroners’ rolls 80, 82, 85

Corp, John 146

Corpus Christi 197

Cosgrove, John le Frere (Prere) of 297

Cotes (Cotton) 344, 349, 384-5

Cotes, William de (son Ellis) 309

Coting, Richard 330

Cottesbrooke 27, 307

Cottesbrooke, Thomas Wyteny of 137

Town and Crown

Cottesbrooke, Walter Kas of 138

councils (great) at Northampton 18-9,
21

Couper, Hugh le 150

Couper, Richard le 142, 148-9

Coupeur, Ellis le 193

court, not coming to 82, 121-2, 144,
147, 149, 279, 283, 287, 289-90, 308

Coutances, bishop of 17

Coventry 11, 35, 44, 140

Coventry, Robert Granntpe of 30, 140

Coventry, William le Vineter of 61

Covintre, Geoffrey de 329

Cow Mede (Cowe Mede,
Cowmeadow) 47, 65, 88, 114, 166,
196

Cowper, Roger le 197

cows 15, 26, 47-8, 58, 65, 69, 77, 88,
107-8, 113-6, 131, 135-6, 166, 173,
182, 196, 202-3, 207-10, 236, 244-5,
354,401

craft regulations 218, 227, 243-4, 246

Cranford 303

Cranford, Arnold Hoppeythetuuel
(Hoppezcowell) of (wife Annora)
303

Cranford, Thomas de 306

Cranisle, William de 140

Cransley 30

Crantesden, William de (Crantesdon)
286

Cravenho, Richard de (Carvenhow)
256, 295

Crede, John 274

credit 217-8, 241, 249, 261-2, 277

Creton, Hugh de (Creyton)

Creton, Robert de (wife Agnes) 148

Creton, Simon de 298

Creton, William de (son Simon) 296

Crick 27

Crick, Thomas Ned of 139

Cricklade 35

Crouthorp, Osbert de (Creston,
Crouthorpe, Croutorp,
Crowthorp, Crowetorp,
Crowethorp) 30, 46, 63, 120, 140,
145-6, 148, 154, 180-1, 192, 200,
254, 264-5,273-4,277, 280, 313,
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323,327, 330, 335, 341, 356, 358,
366, 372, 374, 380, 401

Crowland (Croyland), abbot of 345

Crowthorp 165, 192, 366, 381, 383

crusades launched at Northampton
20

Cugeho, Lettice de 151

Cumberland 18

Cundy, Hugh (?= Hugh Oundy) 282

Cunham, Richard de 183

Cuppator, William 325

Cuppere, Adam le 325

Cuppere, Roger le 330

Curteys, Clement 294

Curteyse, Thomas 140

Curton, Robert (Curzun) 303

customary law 71, 76-7, 81, 97-9, 101-
3, 212-49, 255, 265-6, 268, 270-2,
274-6, 278, 280-1

custos (of Northampton) 54, 104, 113,
176, 221, 356-7, 360-2, 364, 366,
369, 371, 374, 381, 398; (die-keeper
of Northampton mint) 62-3, 387,
394, 398; (of toll of sheep) 58, 67,
115, 353; (of Northampton gaol)
79; (custos mercati) 320

custumal 4, 7, 38, 43, 45, 48, 62, 64,
67,71,75-6,81, 83,114, 116-7, 119,
122-3,126-7, 176, 212-49, 255, 355,
380-1, 383, 386-7, 390, 392-3, 398,
400-3; other custumals 4, 117, 119,
127

Cuuer, Richard le 154

Cuureur, Ellis le 124, 151

Cuureur, William 155

Cypun, Augustine 151

Dachet, William 141, 153, 188

Daffe, Thomas (son Roger) 146

Dafforne, Alice 189

Dagett, William 197

Dalderby, John de 307

Dalington, Laurence de 150

Dallington 173, 260

Dallington causewayed enclosure 13

Dallington, bailiff of (son William)
286

Dallington, Robert Hamelyn of (son

427

Hugh) 289

Dallington, William, son of the bailiff
of 260

Damyen, Roger 301

Dandelin 347

Daniel, Simon son of 146

Daventr, Robert de 83, 294, 312

Daventre, Philip de (son John) 302

Daventry 28-9, 302, 336, 345, 349

Daventry, prior of 345

David, Geoffrey (son Roger) 294, 313

David, king of Scotland 18, 53

David, Prince of Wales 20

dean of Christianity 258, 289, 293

debt 98-9, 102-3, 122, 217-8, 225, 236,
241, 249, 255, 260-4, 277, 279, 283,
296-310, 338, 349, 351-2, 386-7, 389,
391

Deeping 28, 336

default 82, 86, 121, 142-3, 145-9, 282,
308, 378, 387, 395

Deister, Osborn 328

Deminge, Henry 326

Dene, Thomas de la 329

Denton, Simon de (son Richard) 257,
259, 291

deodand 260, 286, 289-90, 297

Derby 17

Derby, Richard de 290

Derby, Robert de 124, 151, 193, 347

die-keeper — see custos

Dingley, master of the hospital of 343

Dispensator, Robert 63, 237

Dispenser, Adam 230

disseisin 75, 253, 255, 266, 269-70,
276,281-4, 314, 381, 383-6, 388-90,
393-5, 397, 399, 402, 406

distress/distraint 98-9, 102-3, 122,
217, 225, 228, 234, 236-7, 255, 260,
266, 281, 284, 308, 337, 349, 352

Dive, Ralph 81

Dive, Robert de (Dyve) 145, 345

Dod, Aylrich 230, 380

Dod, Benedict 33, 42, 45, 61, 63, 220,
221,237,341, 356, 360, 363, 368-70

Dod, Peter (Dodde) 264-5, 310

Dod, Simon 183

Dod, William (Dodd) 162, 184
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Doddyngton, Thomas de
(Dodyngton) 301

Dodeford, John de 155

Dodington, John de (Dodinton) 321,
331

Dodinton, Walter de 329

Dodyngeseles, William de 309

Domesday Book 17, 21-2, 53, 178-80

Dominicans 50

Doncaster 116

Donypas 211

Dorsete, William de 147, 151

Dosevill, Walter de 307

Douai 46, 350, 386, 397, 400

Douce, Francis 214

dower 75, 78, 217, 224, 232, 252-3,
255,269, 271, 277, 279, 282, 307,
381, 395

Downham Market 28, 336, 349

draper(y) 14, 24, 42-3, 159, 164, 170-2,
187,197, 313, 345-6, 351, 384, 388,
391, 397-8, 401

Draper, Abel 63, 370, 381

Draughton 402

Dray, John 39

Drekenesford, John de (Droxford) 321

Druel, John 57, 104, 113, 163, 357, 361,
366, 374

Dublin 4

Dunstable 41, 60, 311, 316, 401

Dunstable priory 41

Dunstable, Henry Stonhard of 78,
291, 312

Dunstable, Lettice de (Dunstaple,
Donestaple) 125, 152, 155, 191

Dunstable, William of 41

Dunstaple, Richard de 79, 293

Dunwich 17

Dura..., John 155

Durand, Gilbert son of 230

Durandus, papal legate 19

Duraunt, Gilbert 33

Duraunt, John 41, 401

Duraunt, Matilda (Durraunt) 192,
198

Durham 71

Durham, Anthony, bishop of 100

Durham, bishop of 18

Town and Crown

Durnassal 326

Durvassal, William (Durmassal,
Dyrvasa) 154, 322-4, 366, 375, 381

Duston 173

Duston Roman settlement 13

Duston, Honor de 152

Duston, Hugh de 137

Duston, John de 373, 381, 401

Duston, Simon de 283, 289

Duston, Walter de 272-3, 313

dyeing (dyers) 43, 64, 114, 216, 218,
227,243-4,247, 260, 345, 400, 404

Dyve, Ralph de 192

Ealnard, Richard son of 230

East Deeping 28

East Haddon 27

East Haddon, Henry le Brewster of
144

East Haddon, Ralph son of Amice of
138

East Haddon, Robert Talkot of 139

Eboraco, John de 147

Eboraco, William de (Ebor) 42, 63,
153, 254, 256, 266, 273-4, 280, 315,
364, 371, 381

Ecton 27

Ecton, Margery of 138

Edgar, King 73

Ediman, John (Edman) 137, 142

Edmund, brother of Edward I 349,
351

Edward I, King 20, 47-9, 60-1, 73-4,
89, 227,334, 357

Edward II, King 90, 123

Edward, count of Cornwall 342

Edwards, Thomas 195

Edwin, Robert son of 292

Edyman, Richard (son Thomas) 287

eggs 48, 239

Eketon, Peter de 143

Eketon, Stephen de 145

Elingham, Robert de 326

Ellis, Leo son of master 185

Elwyn, William son of 230

Ely 26, 28, 336, 349

Ely, bishop of 349

Elys, John 331



Index

Empingham 352

encroachment 51, 72, 338, 346-8, 378,
382,407

Engayne, John 299

Englishry 285

Ennem, William 329

Envesee, Hugh le 364, 372, 381

Enveyse, William de (?= William de
Euneyse) 280

Epo, Wellens 301

Especer, Bartholomew le 48, 61

Especer, Geoffrey le (Espicer,
Speciarius) 63, 363, 370, 381, 397

Esseby, Giles de 140, 310

Esseby, Robert de 143

essoins 75, 121-2, 149, 235, 252, 405

Esteley, Andrew de 306

Eston, Hanon de 385

Estoremewrth, William de 63

Estreys, John le (Lestreis) 63, 285,
364, 372,376, 381

Estreys, Reginald le 294, 313

Estreys, Richard le (probably =[] le
Estreis) 221, 237, 362, 369-70, 376,
381

Ethewell, Alice 153

Eton, Nicholas de 303

Ettewell, William de 292

Euneyse, Richard le (le Enneyse) 140,
306

Euneyse, Robert le 156

Euneyse, William de (?= William de
Enveyse) 154, 254

Eustace, John (Eustach, Eustas, son of
Eustace, son of Eustach) (wife
Joanna) 57, 63, 66, 113, 133, 141,
145, 153, 176, 182-4, 190, 198, 216,
220, 223, 228-30, 253, 269-70, 277,
314, 323, 346-7, 366, 374

Eustace, Simon 331

Eustach, Robert 184

Evenl, Theobald de 298

Everard, Peter 100

Everard, Thomas 41, 198, 254, 308-10,
315

Evesham 19

Evesham, Peter de 181, 199, 292

ewagium 59, 105, 107-8, 123, 125-6,
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131, 151-2, 405

Ewell, Richard de 351

Eweyn, William 181, 199

exchequer 6, 53, 55-7, 59-60, 71, 75,
87,90, 95, 98-100, 102-4, 113, 128,
130-2, 158-9, 164-5, 176, 179-80,
182,189, 211, 220, 307, 317, 320,
341-2, 350, 357-8, 362, 375, 377,
383, 385, 387-8, 395-6, 399, 404,
406, 408

Exeter 4, 11, 127, 227, 261

Eyr, Roger le (son Roger) 306

eyre ... (justices in) 63, 69, 71, 73-87,
120-1, 229, 250-315, 334-5, 377-91,
393-9, 401-2

faggot 204, 210

fairs: general 4, 25, 29, 30, 49, 89, 90,
217, 226; Northampton 24-5, 29-30,
33-8, 45-6, 49-50, 52, 59-61, 65-7,
88-9, 99, 103, 105-9, 113, 115-6, 119-
20, 129, 131, 140-2, 176, 219, 240-1,
282,296, 338, 353, 378-80, 382-3,
385-7, 393, 395-7, 399, 402; Boston
29, 33-8, 46, 61, 90, 262, 305, 352,
390, 394; Bury St Edmunds 29, 33-
38, 46, 65-6, 120, 380; St Ives 29,
33-38,42,45-6,59, 61, 65,90, 120,
293, 377, 380, 387, 393; Stamford
33-8,42,45-6, 61,91, 381, 385;
Winchester 33-8, 66, 68, 380, 387;
other 29, 34-7, 58, 60, 62, 89, 380

false claim 82, 121-2, 142-9, 265, 267-
70, 277-8, 281-2, 284, 300, 314, 378,
386, 395-6, 402

farm of Northampton 3, 6, 17, 43, 45,
48,51, 53-67,71,76,89-91, 95, 102,
104-33, 157, 167-8, 176-80, 182, 198,
200, 219-20, 228, 317, 319, 321, 336,
338, 342-3, 357-8, 361, 404-5

farming of tolls etc. 31, 46-8, 58-9,
114, 118

Farthingstone, Hugh Lovel of 282,
303

Farthingstone, John de Wardon of
143

fat 67,235

felony 74-5, 79-80, 85, 87, 120, 250,
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256-60, 291, 293-4, 298, 312, 348,
350, 354, 404-5

felteragium 43, 59, 105, 107-8, 123-6,
131, 176, 195, 378-9, 385, 405

feltmaking 123-5

Fenny Stratford, Philip Bowde of 145

Fenstanton 291

Ferm, Walter le 155

Ferme, Daniel le 150

Ferme, Robert 196

Ferour, Michael le 331

Ferrers, countess de 349

Ferur, Walter le (Forrur) 83, 144, 294,
312

Finedon 336, 345

firewood 26, 65, 108, 114, 116, 135-6,
202, 226, 239, 316

first finder 257, 285, 288, 405

fish 26, 48, 60, 90, 108, 114-6, 118, 123
129, 136, 165, 191, 202, 206, 208-10,
217, 238-9, 316, 318, 321, 344, 391,
394, 402; fish-market 47, 58, 65,
114-5, 402; fishmonger 47-8, 59,
105-8, 115-8, 123, 131, 136, 150, 159,
161-2,164, 170,197,217, 238, 319,
359, 391-2, 400, 402

Fisher, John 213

Fisschere, William le 181, 199

Fixden, John le 125, 194

Flanders 30, 45, 339, 386, 400

Flanders, Margaret, countess of 350,
403

Flanders, war with 89, 339, 350-1

Flandr, Hugh 368, 382

flax 204, 206, 208

Fleming, Gervase le 147

Fleming, Walter the 17

Flemmyng, Adam le 195

Flore 336, 401

Flore, Henry de 150

Flore, lord of 345

Flore, William de (son Henry) 279

Florence 38, 351

flour 68, 82,122, 145

Floure, Matilda de 327, 329

Foderby, William de 183, 190

Folewsl, Walter de 136

Folisham, Thomas de 141, 385

Town and Crown

Fontagne, Juliana a la 182

Fontagne, William de la 63

Fonte, William de 33, 363, 370

Fontem, John ad 291

Fontem, Philip ad 192

Fontem, Richard ad (son Henry) 257,
291, 310

Fordwich 4

forestallers, statute of 123

forestalling 48, 59, 82, 121-3, 142, 144,
146,217,226, 238, 322, 344

Forester, Henry le 304

Forho, William de 310

Fornar, Rayner de 351

Foro, Henry de 368, 382

forty men of the first custumal 62,
176, 220, 223, 229-30

Foston, Robert 147, 156

Fote, Robert 368, 382

Four, Hugh de la 351

Fowler, Robert 213

fox 32,203, 210

Fraden, John 151

Framlingham 119

France, king of 39-40

France, war with 89

frankpledge 74, 82-4, 336, 348

Fraunceis, Matilda 326

Fraunceys, Robert 341

Fraunceys, William (le Fraunceis,
Fraunceys) 155, 254, 265, 269, 286,
311, 353, 356, 372, 382, 393

Fre, John le 150

Frevell, William de 40

Fréville 40

Fryman, Robert of Ke...gg... 310

fulling (fullers) 43, 106, 123-5, 131,
151-2, 405

Fulur, Richard (le Fulur) 260, 286

fur 31-2, 35, 38, 42, 61, 90, 203, 206,
283, 293, 396, 406-7

Furner, Ralph le (Ie Furn) (son
Robert, daughter Isabella) 143-4

Furnere, Lettice la 326

Fyden, John (Fiden, Fydn, Fixden)
(wife Agnes, son John) 283

Fysseburne, Thomas de (Ficheburne)
300



Index

Fyssewike, Richard 197
Fysy, Julia de (Fysi) 290

Galant, Jean (Gena) 307

gallows 77, 344

Gangy, William 356; see also William
Gaugy

gaol delivery, justices for 84, 250, 257,
291

Gardiner, Simon le 193

Garlekmongere, Adam le (le
Garlecmongere, le Garlicmongere,
le Garlecksmongere, le Leir) 140,
142, 321, 367, 375, 388

Garlekmongere, Geoffrey le
(Garlicmongere) 181, 199, 330

garlic 47-8, 118, 139, 199, 203, 208, 210

Gascony 334

Gascony, Peter de Bleyve of 61

Gaugy, Adam 45, 369, 382

Gaugy, John (de Gaugy, le Gaugy)
192, 279, 314, 363, 371, 383;
(Gangy) 356

Gaugy, William (Gaugi, de Gaugy)
63,221, 237, 338, 351, 363, 369-70,
383

Gaunt, Norman le 186

Gaunter, Philip le 353-4

Gaunter, William le 83, 186, 294, 313

Gayton 27, 30

Gayton, Alice Bene of 139

Gayton, Amice de 189

Gayton, Ivo de (Geyton) 294, 302

Gayton, Nigel de 119, 142, 151

Gayton, Philip de 298, 307

Gayton, Roger Brayn of (son John) 139

Gayton, Roger de 144

Gayton, Thomas de 142, 146

Geddington 12, 30

geese 181, 199

Gelre, Matilda 323

Geoffrey son of Peter, earl of Essex
401

Geoffrey, son of Henry II 18

Gerard, Robert 325

Germ, John 309

Germany 39

Gervase, Alice daughter of 399

431

Gerveys, John (Gerveis, Gerveyse,
son of Gervase) 141, 183, 187, 197,
268, 365

Geytington, Roger de 140

Giffard, John (Guiffard) 214

Gifford, Osbert (Giffard) 301, 352

Giggeleie, William de 332

Gilbert, Robert son of 230

Gilbert, William son of 230

Gitlee, John de 143

Gloucester 4, 11, 44, 51, 71, 80, 250, 269

Gloucester, earl of 306, 349, 351

Gloucester, Henry de 125, 152, 194

Glovernia, Henry de 368, 383

gloves (glovemaking) 31-2, 65, 108,
114, 116, 135-6, 158, 163-4, 170, 181,
186, 200, 345, 379

goats 48, 202-3, 207-8, 210

Gobion, Hugh (Gobyun) 175

Gobion, Richard (Gobioun, Gobyun)
17,66, 161, 167-8,175,177,179,
182, 198, 379-80, 384, 386, 399

Gobiun, Warner 230

Godduskalk 30, 140

Gode, John (Gede) 303

Godesfin, Swette 371, 383

Godhose, John 143, 151

Godmanchester, John le Cuppere of
329

Godrich, Philip (Gordrych) 279, 314

Godwin, Ralph son of 54, 230

Golafre, Thomas (Golaffre) 154, 321

Goldinham, William de
(Goldyngham) 303

goldsmith 47, 63

Gondblond, Thomas 330

Gornay, William de 230

Gotham, Geoffrey de 294

Gotham, Henry de 332

Gotland 32, 35

Grafham, Richard de (Grofham) 154

Grafton, John de 297

Grafton, William de 271-2

Granby 30

Granby, John 142

grand assize 63, 74, 252-4, 265, 273-4,
280, 378-81, 384-5, 388-90, 398, 405,
408
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Grandison, Otto de 100

Grantham 28, 336, 349

grease 67, 117,204, 210, 226, 240

Great Creaton, church of 298

Great Creaton, Eve of (son Henry)
298

Great Yarmouth 4, 71

Grendon 336, 345

Grendon, Iwea de (mother Matilda in
ye Slade) 184

Grendon, Robert de (Grendene) 142,
146

Grene, Simon 195

Grene, Simon de la (son Simon) 294,
312

Grenehull, Simon de (wife Lettice —
sons William and Almeric) 194,
284

Gretton 260

Gretton, Robert, parson of 287

Grey, John de 298

Grey, Reginald de 352

Grey, Simon 136

Grey, William de 99

greywork 31-2, 42, 61, 203, 210, 380,
405

Grilli, William (Gril, Grillo, Grylli,
Grylly) 180-1, 186, 193, 199, 254,
359, 364, 371, 379, 383

Grilly, Simon 124, 151, 193

Grimeston, Ralph de 140

Grimsby 44

Grymescote, Richard de 309-10

guild 64, 68-9, 115, 123, 225

Guildford 17, 59, 124

Guildford, Walter Hereman of 30,
120, 141

guildhall 16, 24, 62, 68-70, 78, 86, 88

Guilsborough 309

Gurnay, Adam de 54

Gylor, Simon le (Gylor) 294

H’leston, Richard de 374, 385, 394

Hach, John le (atte Hach) (wife
Margery) 309-10

Hackleton 27

Hackleton, Robert Broun of 139

Hadden, Robert de 146

Town and Crown

Hadden, Simon de 146

Haddon, Thomas (de Haddon) 153,
197, 321, 324, 329

Hakeney, Henry 288

Haldeby, Thomas de 147

Haliday, John (Halyday) 146, 148

Haliere, Simon le (le Halyere) 294,
312

Hamsbr..., Walter Blund of 310

hamsoken 123, 149, 353

Hamtun 14

Hanington, Simon de (Hanynton)
193, 307

Hanslap, John le 197

Hanslape, Robert de 275

Hanslope 27

Hanslope, Robert Julian of 139

Hanvill, Henry de (brother Thomas)
253,275

Hanvill, Thomas de (Hanvyl) 275

Harberwe, Simon de 195

Hardewyn, Roger 310

Hardingham, John de 326

Hardingstone, Colm Pistor of 329,
331

hare 32, 203, 210

Hare, Thomas le 150

Harecurt, Saer de 354

Harewold, Henry de 181, 199, 330

Harlestone 336, 345

Harpole 336, 345, 396, 398

Harpole, John le Lu (Ie Lon) of 291-2,
312

Harpole, Thomas parson of 309

Harringworth 299

Harudon, Walter de 147

Harwdon, Luke de 144

Harwdon, Peter de Harwdon 146

Harwol, Nicholas de (Harwold) 142-
3

Harwold, Richard de (Harewold)
145, 181, 200

Haselbech, John de (son James) 301

Haselbech, William de (Haselbeche)
290, 301

Hastinges, Agnes de (Hasting,
Hastynges) 278, 282, 314

Hastinges, Henry de 341, 343-4, 349



Index

Hastinges, Simon son of Henry de
341

hay 198, 216-7, 239, 318, 327, 403

Hay, John de 298

Heccham, Robert de 143

Hechelere, Walter de 147

Hedon 44

Heliere, Hubert le 330

Hellidon, John le Ken (Kin) of 304

Henry I, King 18, 21, 74

Henry II, King 18, 20, 73-4, 84, 252,
258,408

Henry III, King 12, 19, 23, 25, 30, 38,
47,59, 89, 176, 385, 393, 403, 407

Henry, Ingram son of 230

Henry, Robert son of 30, 45, 55-7, 63,
66,72,81,91, 120, 140-1, 148, 163,
172, 175-6, 180-1, 190, 198-200, 230,
254,276,278, 280, 285, 292-3, 299,
305, 309-10, 356, 359-65, 368-70,
372-4, 376, 378-9, 383-5, 387-8, 390-
5,398, 401-2

Hereford 4, 30, 44, 71, 178

Hereford, William de 141

Hering, Roger 79

Herliston, Richard de 185, 385

Hert, Richard 150

Hetewel, Robert (Hetewell) (wife
Alice) 265

Hetherinton, William de
(Hetherington, Hetheryngton) 33,
176,182, 237

Heydon 35

Heyford, William le Fleming of 144

Heyrun, John 141, 389

Heyrun, Richard (Heirune) 298

Higham Ferrers 28, 336, 349

Hilkesdon, William de 323

Hinton (Hynton) next to Brackley
302

Hinton next to Brackley, Robert
Turry (Terry, Torry) of 302, 310

Hinton, John Bottle of 310

Hogelin, William (Hogelyn) 63, 176,
191, 220-1, 237, 246, 362, 368, 386

Hogelyn, Idonea 192

Holcot 27, 402

Holcot, Robert le Vause of 148

433

Holcot, William Bathe of 138

Holdenby 27

Holdenby, Richard Pelk of 139

Holebel, Hugh de 388

Holecote, John (de Holecote,
Halecote) (wife Alice) 297, 387

Holewell, Henry de 148

Holewell, Roger de 148

Hollowell, Thomas le Blound of 149

Holme 28-9, 336, 349

Holme-next-the-sea 29

Holy Trinity, hospital of the 342, 345,
394

honey 203, 210

Hornecastell, Nicholas 196

Horpell, Thomas de (Horpol,
Horpoll) 147, 185, 279, 282, 310

Horpol, parson of 191

horses 14, 22, 26, 47, 57, 65, 67, 107,
114-8, 129, 135, 138,172, 174, 196,
202-8, 210, 236, 249, 260, 285-6,
288-90, 299, 308, 327, 344, 353-4

Horsenere, William 332

horseshoes 14, 174, 318, 327, 341, 392

Horton, Hugh de 154

Horton, Philip de 40, 46, 72, 91, 120,
141, 184, 263, 267, 275, 277, 285,
309, 337, 344, 356, 373-4, 386-7, 395

Horwod, Edith 324

Horwode, John de 136

Horwode, William de 193

Hosberne, Thomas 198

Hosier, Adam le 356

Hotot, Ralph de 364, 371

Hotot, Robert de (father Robert) 281,
314

Houghton, John le Jovene of 299, 310

Houghton, Robert de (Houton,
Howton) 143, 175, 194, 367, 375,
386

Houghton, Theobald de 46, 61

Houghton, William de (Howton) 136,
153

Houhgton, John de (Houton) 155,
181, 199

Houton, Alexander de 301

Houton, Matilda de 323

Houton, Ralph de 282
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Houton, Sauge de 331

Houton, Simon de (Simon de
Houghton, Howton) 124, 151, 190,
193, 337, 356, 369, 386

Howeyn, Robert 312

Howton, Cok de 143

Howton, Gervase de 152

Howton, Nicholas de 146

hue and cry 78, 82-4, 257-9, 285-6, 405

Hugh, Hel son of 331

Hugh, Henry son of 54, 230

Hugh, Simon son of 331

Hull, Richard de (Hill, Hul, Monte,
atte Hull, Othehull) 180-1, 199,
270,278, 328, 359, 374, 386

Hull, Simon atte 331

Hull, William atte 327

Hunsbury iron age hillfort 13

Huntedon, Dulcie de 189

Huntedon, Nicholas de 296

Huntedon, William de 230

Huntingdon 44, 64

Huntingdon, county of 291

Huntingdon, honour of 67, 343

Huntingdon, John de (wife Caroline)
277

Hurliston, Robert de 331

Hurt, Adam (Hurst) (son Roger) 288,
311

hustings, court of 55, 77, 81-2, 86, 98,
101

Hybernia, Gilbert de 290

Hybernia, Richard de (Hybern) 286,
311

Hyne, Robert 150

Hynton, Hugh de (Hinton) (wife
Matilda) 300

Illeye, William de (Ylleye, Dylleye)
277,310

infangthief 77-8, 84, 99, 103, 120, 257,
406

Infirmaria, Adam de (de le
Enfermerye, del Enfermerie, de la
Fermerie) 144, 155, 273, 283

inheritance 217, 224, 228, 231-4, 255,
269-71, 273, 275-6, 280-1

Ipswich 4, 6, 11, 17, 26, 28, 34-7, 65,

Town and Crown

80, 81, 114, 119, 228, 337, 349
Irchester 336, 345
Irmongere, Henry le 322, 324
ironmongery 328
Irtillingburg, Robert de 145
Isaak , Benedict son of 287
Ismongere, Adam le 327
Ismongere, Daniel le 329

Jerveys, John 356

Jew, Jordan the 191

Jew, Peytemin the 192

Jewess, Dulcie the 192

Jews 175-6, 191-2, 258, 287-8, 294,
312, 353, 380, 394; Jewish cemetery
51; chirograph chest 382, 388, 392,
404; Jewish community 51; Jewish
property 51, 171, 191-2, 384, 397;
Jewish quarter 173; synagogue
159, 165, 171, 176, 189; protection
of Jews in 1264 20, 63, 176, 221,
377, 380-5, 388, 390, 393-4, 396,
398-9, 403

John, Henry son of 33

John, Hugh son of 64

John, John son of 363, 370

John, King 18-9, 30, 44, 63, 88

John, Richard son of 298

John, Robert son of 45, 197, 264-5

John, William son of 63, 176, 184, 221,
237,269, 363, 370, 387

Jordan, Bartholomew son of 230

Jordan, Philip son of 54, 230

judicial combat 74, 97, 101, 252

Judith, Countess 17-8, 53

jury(or) 26, 29, 40, 43, 49-51, 63, 74,
80, 83, 85,91, 115-6, 121, 176-7, 179,
198, 215, 217, 220-1, 237, 240, 250-
4, 256-60, 264-5,278-9, 272-7,
280-1, 283-95, 300, 304-5, 307-8,
313, 315, 320, 334-6, 339-41, 348,
378-82,384-91, 393-401, 405, 408;
hundred roll juries 335

Juvene, Hawise la 125, 152, 194

Kays, John 41, 262, 305, 313
Kaysho, Alice de 175, 194
keeper of the market 322
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Kekl, Alan 256, 295

Kellawe, William de 300

Kelmers, Robert de 341

Kendale, William de (Dendall) 279, 314

Kene, Roger 329

Kenilworth 19, 60

Kent, Honor de 313

Kent, Hubert de Burgh, earl of 99

Kershalton, Pentecost de
(Carshalton, Cressewalton,
Crewalton, Kersalton, Kersaulton,
Kersauton, Norht; sometimes just
Pentecost) 40, 66, 141, 146, 149,
153, 175, 183, 254, 256, 263, 297,
310, 315, 325, 327, 331, 356, 361,
365-7, 374-5, 386-7

Kesewyk, Simon de 140

Kettering 15

Keylmers, Simon de 148

Kibbewurth, Hugh de 300

Kilsby 27

Kilsby, Simon of 139

King’s Cliffe12

King’s Sutton 14

Kings Lynn (Lynn until the reign of
Henry VIII) 11, 26, 28-9, 34-7, 39,
71,337, 349, 380

Kirkeby, John de 336

Kirkeby, Thomas de 329

Kislingbury 260, 336, 345

Kislingbury, Emma Frost of 285

kitchen 181, 200, 318-9, 325

Knights Templar 41

Knycht, John (Knych) 260, 288

Knycht, Richard (Knyth) (son
Richard) 289

Knyfesmythe, Walter 198

Knyfsmith, Geoffrey le 143

Kok, Alan 313

Kyde, Simon 189

Kyn, Robert 187

Kyng, Ralph (son John) 80

Kynne, Thomas (Kin, Kinne de Kinn)
(wife Eustacia) 20, 33, 56, 63, 72,
91,171,176, 185, 188-9, 221, 237,
279, 282, 310, 337, 344, 356, 363,
370, 387-8

Kyrkeby, Alice de 152
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Kyrkeby, Gilbert de (sheriff) 289

Kyrkeby, John de 303

Kyrkeby, William de 184

Kyselingbury, Roger de (Kyselingbyr,
Kyslynbyr, Kyslyngbir) 125, 152,
191, 286, 311

Laman, Baldwin 140

lambs 30, 32, 203, 210, 338, 406

Lambekyn, William 291, 312

Lanator, William 124, 151, 193

Lancaster 71

landgable 7, 59, 157-200, 336, 384,
406-7

Laner, Robert le 275, 277

Laner, Simon le 145

Langeport, parson of 187

Langetoft, William de (de Lagetost)
140, 153, 198, 321

Langton, Robert de 316

lastage 97, 101, 406

Laster, John le 154

Latimer, William le (Latymer, de
Latym) 304, 313

Latoner, Robert le 147

Launcelyn, Roger 149

Lavendene, Roger de 146

lead 67, 117, 226, 240

leather 31, 42, 119, 208, 405

Lecestr, Thomas de 370, 388

Lee, Henry 64, 172-3, 213

Legat, Robert 282

Leicester 11-12, 16, 19, 26, 28, 34, 39,
43-5, 64,127,337, 349

Leicester, county of 260, 288, 295

Leicester, earl of 337

Leicester, Emma de 49

Leicester, Robert de 54

Leicestr, Peter de (Leic, Leycestr,
Leyc, Leys) 30, 141, 175, 181, 184,
200, 254, 256, 263, 265, 273-4, 291,
295, 303, 313, 320-1, 356, 359, 361,
366, 373, 375, 387, 388

Lely, Osbert 186

Lemese, Robert (Lemteyse) 186, 189

Leo son of master Ellis 176

Lestr, John de (Leyc) (son John) 140,
145
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Lestraunge, Roger 349

Leukenor, G de 396

Leukenore, Ralph de 304

Lewelin 174, 194

Lewell, Richard 196

Leyc, Emma de 141, 153

Leyc, Henry de 141, 386

Leyc, Hugh de 301

Leyc, Walter de (Leicestr, Leycestria)
149, 154, 331

Leycestr, Robert de (Leic, Leyc,
Leycester) 230, 376, 383, 385, 388

Leyton, Peter de 153

Lezum, Geoffrey de 99

Lianer, Robert de (wife Cristiana)
181, 200

licence to agree (concord) 121-2, 143,
146, 148-9, 251, 264, 266, 280, 299,
306, 313, 385, 395, 406

licence to carry 48, 118-9, 138-9, 142

licence to export wool 38-41

licence to trade in wool etc. 400

licence to withdraw 251, 268, 273,
276-7,384-6, 397, 399

Lichebarwe, Walter de (Licheberwe)
58, 67,115,136, 180-1, 199, 322, 353

Lifford, John de 349

Liks, John 155

Lilbourne 27

Lilbourne, Roger Sampson of 139

Lilbourne, William Pegg of 139

Lilleford, Roger de 330

Linc, Gilbert de (Lync) (wife Alice)
300

Lincoln 7, 11, 17, 29, 38-9, 43, 44-5, 51,
60, 64, 80,97,117,127-8, 178, 226,
261, 335

Lincoln, bishop of 343, 349

Lincoln, county of 260, 292

Lincoln, Henry de 140

Lincoln, Henry de Lacy, earl of 100

Lincoln, Hugh of Avalon, bishop of 22

Lincoln, Ralph son of Lefwin, bailiff
of 38

Lincoln, William de Parys of 30, 120

Lindsey 27, 78

Lindsey, Walter of 139

linen 26, 34, 37, 46, 58, 65, 68, 108,

Town and Crown

114, 116, 135-6, 204, 210

Liny, Geoffrey de 309

Lisours, Walter de (Lysurs) 148, 327

Litchborough 27

Litchborough, Hugh of 139

Little Oxendon, William, lord of 310

Loddington 30

Loddington, John de (Loddinton,
Lodinton) 144, 149, 156

Lodington, Hugh de 148

Lodington, Thomas de (Lodiggton)
140, 155

Lodyngton, William de 150

Logges, Robert 291, 389

Loker, Roger le 186

London 4, 11, 17, 19-21, 32, 34-9, 49,
62,68,72,81,88-91, 95,97-8, 101-2,
219, 226, 261-2, 299, 304, 308, 320,
341-2, 350, 352, 383

London Bridge 218, 242

London, Adam de Harne of 140

London, Henry de Cestrehunte of
262, 306

London, John de 351

London, John May of 30, 120, 141

London, Matilda de 148

London, mayor of 308

London, Michael de 192

London, Paul le Potter of 141

London, Richard de 64, 358, 366, 374,
389, 401

London, Thomas de 148

London, Thomas de Graffham of 262,
306

London, William de 141, 150, 385

London, William de Harne of 30

London, William de Sancto Brevell of
30, 120, 141

London, William Godard of 262, 303,
305, 394

Longe, Robert le (le Longge) 317, 324

Longevile, Henry (Longevill,
Lungyville, de Longevill,
Loungevill, Lungyvile) 41, 78, 145,
167,185, 190, 254, 262, 264, 273-4,
291-2, 305, 310, 312-3, 365, 373,
389, 395

Longevile, John de (Longvile, de
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Longevill, Longevile, Longewyle,
Loungevill, Lungevile, Lungevill,
Lungeville) 187, 196, 282, 316, 356,
367,375, 389, 399

Lord, Walter le 125, 151, 194

Lorimer, John le 63, 144, 154, 364, 371

Louis, prince of France 38

Loveday, Roger 250, 303

Loveday, William (Luveday) 298

Loverd, Walter le 270

Loverd, William le 33

Lovet, Henry 39, 350

Lucas, R 213

Lucca 38

Luda, Jordan de (wife Cecilia, niece
of Thomas Malebraunche) 154,
253,278, 314, 384

Luffield, Adam, prior of 276

Luffield, prior of 384

Luffield, William, prior of

Luk, John 181, 200

Lumbard, Adam 144, 186

Lundres, Matilda de 329

Lungeville, Matilda de (Lungevill)
324,329

Lupo, Richard 309

Luscy, Geoffrey de 346

Lutegareshal, John de
(Luttegershale) 292

Luterworth, Willliam de 297

Luton 27

Luton, Amice of 119, 139

Luton, Hugh de 183, 350

Luttirworth, William de (Loterworth)
300

Luveine, Gote de 330

Luvel, John 300

Luvel, Philip 99

Lymar, William de 67, 353

Lymis, Richard de 300

Lyncoln, John de 293

Lyndeseye, Gilbert de 385, 401

Lyndeseye, Hugh de 186, 279

Lyndeseye, John de 279

Lynn, Christiana Odes of 352

Lynn, Henry Lomb of 145

Lynn - see Kings Lynn

Lysours, Christiana de 154
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Lysurs, Geoffrey (wife Christiana)
275

Machim, Simon le (wife Ida) 292

Maidford, Robert Kynne of 303

Maidwell 27

Maidwell, William de Bacur of 139

Malebranch, Henry 330

Malebraunch, Roger (Malebraunche)
(wife Alice with daughter Cecilia)
343,399

Malebraunche, Ingram 63, 237

Malebraunche, Thomas (uncle of
Cecilia) 278

Malemeyns, Beatrice (Malemeynes,
Malomoynes) 304-5, 313

Malerbe, Andrew (de Malerbe) 39,
194, 339, 347, 350, 400

Malerham, Philip 187

Malesoue, Henry de (Maleshoueres)
(son Richard) 286, 311

Malherb, Honor 331

Malherbe, Henry 324

Malore, John 298

Maltmongere, Nicholas le 143-4, 156

Malton 116

Mandeville, Robert 138

Mangeben, Robert 33

Mansel 40

Mansell, John 99

March, Gilbert de la (de la Marche)
141, 143

Marchal, Richard le (le Mareschal)
125,152,192

Marche, Henry del 185

Marescall, Henry (le Mareschal) (son
Henry) 142, 291

Mareschal, Sarah le 144

Mareschal, William le 147

Margaret, countess of Flanders 38

Markaunt, Adam 183

market centres 14, 24-9, 43, 46, 67-71,
89-90, 118-20, 337, 345, 348-9;
market charges 25-6, 28, 31, 38, 46,
50, 57-9, 65-71, 97, 105-6, 108, 112-
20, 133-42, 150-1, 206, 226-7,
238-40, 242-3, 245-6, 405-6; market-
places 16, 23, 50, 65-71, 88, 114-8,
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135-8, 167, 170-1, 176-7, 196;
market regulations 58-9, 68-71,
218, 226-7, 235, 238-47, 320, 322,
407; markets for specific goods 14,
22,26, 31, 38,47,58, 65-71, 88, 108,
114-8, 135-8, 172-3, 402; clerk of
the market 320

Market Harborough 28, 349

Market Harborough, chaplain of 353

Markyate, prioress of 386

Marlborough, 64

Marscal, Ralph le 328

Marschal, Michael le (Marchal) 155,
325

Marshal, John le (Marchall,
Mareshal) 151, 195, 198

marshalsea 318-9, 327, 333

Martyn, John 196

Mascetrarius, Walkelin le 188, 194

Maserer, Adam le (Mazerer) 331, 350

Mason, John 196

Mathew, John son of 362, 368, 389

Mathew, Robert son of (daughter
Isabel) 268

Matkere, Ralph de 147

Matte, Isolda 162, 184

Maud, daughter of Earl Waltheof and
Countess Judith 18

Maydeford, Robert de (son William)
149, 154

Maydewell, William de 124, 152, 174,
193

mayor 8, 20, 41, 46, 49, 54-6, 61-5, 72,
78-82,91, 100, 103-4, 115, 128-9,
176, 208-10, 213-4, 220-1, 223, 225,
229,237,250, 253-6, 261-2, 267,
269-71,273-4, 285, 299, 305, 321,
337-8, 345-7, 349, 351, 355-403;
mayor of London 308

Mayor, Robert the 356

Mazerer, Adam le 39

meadow Eged’ 347

Mears Ashby 27

Mears Ashby, Alice of 138

meat 48, 59-60, 67, 117-8, 122, 203,
208, 218, 226-7, 236, 245, 316, 318-
9, 321, 325, 403; meat market 114

Medeburn, William de 395

Town and Crown

Medispret, Arnold (Medisprot) 118,
138, 188

Megeter, Robert le 183

Megre, Agnes le 181, 199

Megre, Henry le 183, 185

Megre, John le 41, 46, 63, 66, 141, 188-
90, 194, 197-8, 253-4, 263-5, 269,
273-4, 280, 285, 293, 309, 313, 356,
359, 364, 371-2, 374, 376-7, 389

Megre, Philip le 389

Megre, Robert le 154, 183, 188, 193,
283-4

Megre, W... le 187

Melcheburn, Robert de
(Melcheburne) 146, 149

Melton Mowbray 26, 28, 336, 349

Mendesoule, William 152

Mercer, John le 145

Mercer, Mathew le 366, 375, 390

Mercer, Robert le 390

Mercer, Simon le 72, 91, 187, 337, 345

Mercer, Sweet le (probably = Swette
Godesfin) 371, 390

Mercer, William le (Mercenarius) 40,
176, 184-5, 196, 220, 237, 254, 256,
265, 315, 356, 366, 375, 390

merchants, statute of 86, 214, 261

Merinton, Simon de 190

Merleye, Roger de 302

Merlin, Philip 33

Merlin, Richard (Merlyn) 33, 371

Merton, Walter de 99

Mervyn’s mill (Mervyn’ mill,
Merthinesmylne, M'thinesmylne)
124,173-4,191, 193, 342-3, 346-7, 377

Messer, Richard le 301

metal-working 47

Mettingham, John (de Metingham)
250, 396

Michael, Philip son of 277

Michael, William son of 63, 175-6,
184, 195, 198, 254, 266, 269, 285,
293, 310, 376, 390

Middleton 27, 119

Middleton, Agnes Bullok of 138

Mildsmiht, John (Mildsmith,
Milsmiht, Miltsmith) 325-6, 328,
391
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mill(er) 47, 124-5, 145, 152, 165, 172-4,

190-1, 193, 195-6, 236, 289, 336-7,
341-3, 345-7,377, 386, 394, 405;
millstone 204, 208, 210, 245, 344

Milsmith, Robert de 327

Minor, Robert 237

mint at Northampton 62-3, 320, 377,
381, 383, 385, 387, 392, 394, 398

mint, clerk of the 64

Mire, John le 149

Mire, William le (Myre) 41, 348-9

Mirieton, Simon de 348

misadventure, death by 86, 260, 286,
289-90

miskenning 97-8, 101, 406

Molendarius, Edgar 143

Molendarius, Robert 153

Molendarius, Thomas 181, 200

Moliner, Philip le 326

Mollesho, William de (Mellesho,
Mulsho) 291, 312

Molori, Richard 310

Monchauzy, William de
(Munchauzy) 345, 349

monetary offences 320-1

moneyer 63-4, 97,101, 383, 387, 392,
394

Monialibus, Robert de 91, 338, 348,
372,391

Mons, Hugh 136

Monseerle, John de (Monsle) 124,
151, 193

Monte Acuto, Peter de 275

Monte Alto, Millicent de 299

Monte Gomeri, Philip de 397

Montfort, Simon de 19, 20, 25, 52, 88,
336, 388, 393

Montibus, Peter de 298, 300

Montpelier 38

Morays, John le (Marays) 299

Mordon, Thomas de (Merdene) 300

Morice, Adam 30, 140, 187

Morice, Richard 183

mort d’ancestor 252-3, 280

Mortain, count of 17

mortgaging 217, 224, 232-3, 236

Morton, Emma de 155

Morton, Geoffrey de (son Robert) 301
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Morton, Margery de (son Nicholas)
301, 331

Morton, Osbert de 321

Morton, Willam de 172

Mortuo Mari, Robert de 298

Mosecote, Henry de 346

Mosele, Thomas de (Mos’le =
Mousle) (wife Joanna) 277

Moun, Richard le 152

Mounere, Alice la 181, 199

Mount Carmel, brothers of 353

Mount Sorrell 347

Mount, William le (Mont, Mount,
Mund, Munt, le Munt, de Monte)
118,137, 146, 153, 180-1, 189, 199,
254, 256, 262-3, 265-7, 296, 309,
315, 325, 356, 365, 374, 391

Moyne, John le 356

Muleward, Agnes le 331

Multon, John de 326

murage 4, 6-7, 9, 21, 26, 32, 38, 42, 46,
48, 62,117, 201-11, 228, 351, 383

murder-fine 97, 101, 285, 406

Murdok, Arnold 306

Muscott 302

Muskham, William (de Muskham) 287

Mustarder, Richard le 48, 353, 356,
372,391

Mustardir, Gilbert 329

Mustardir, Randal 45

Mustardir, Roger le 326

Muston, Richard de 279

Myddelton, John de (Midelton) 300

Mynsmyth, John le (Minsmyth,
Mynsmyth) 118, 150, 366, 367, 375,
391

Myre, William le 183

Nailesworth, Alexander de
(Nayleworth, Naylesworth,
Naileston) 325, 356, 367, 375, 391

Nappere, Walter le 329

Naseby 27

Naseby, Gilbert Child of 139

Nassaburgh, jury of 308

Navesby, Robert de 299

Neel, Robert (Nel) (wife Alice) 119,
145, 150, 330
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neighbours’ disputes 235

Nel, Matilda 331

Nepos, Walter 368, 392

Netherton, William de (son William)
288

Neubald, Agnes de 322

Neuportpaynel, William de (wife
Katherine) 268

new borough 17, 21

Newark 26, 28, 44, 336, 349

Newecastle 4, 6, 11, 39, 43-4, 261

Newenham, Osbert de 181, 199

Newgate 293

Newmarket 119, 128

Newport Pagnell 270, 272, 279

Newport, John de 145

Newport, William de 184

Newton, Hugh de (Newenton) 144-5,
149

Nicholas, Ellis son of 147

Nicholas, Ralph son of 99

Nicholas, Robert son of 47, 64

Nigel, John son of 230

Nigel, Robert son of (wife Alice) 143

Niger, John 91, 338, 348, 353

Niveman, Richard le 332

Nobottle Grove 309-10

Nogeriis, William de 345

Nonnewell 347

Nor, Ralph de 143

Norhampton, Luke de 33

Norht, Jordan de 42

Norht, Michael de 307

Norht, Nicholas de 42

Norht, Ralph de 42

Norht, Walter de (daughter Roberta)
314

Norman Conquest 12, 14, 17f, 20ff,
53, 73ff, 92, 177

Normandy 402

Norreys, Geoffrey le 33

Northampton bridges: west 173, 346;
St Thomas’ 172

Northampton castle 18-19, 21, 49, 51,
54,61, 63,78, 88,125,158, 165, 173,
190-1, 335-6, 341, 346, 350, 353,
379, 383-3, 390

Northampton cemeteries: All Saints’

Town and Crown

65, 197; Horsemarket 172; Jewish
51; new 173, 346; St Michael’s 184;
St Katherine’s churchyard 173
Northampton churches and parishes:
All Saints’ 15-6, 22-4, 50, 65, 88,
158, 161-2, 164, 170-1, 175-6, 180,
196-7, 258-9, 285-92; Holy
Sepulchre’s 16, 22; St
Bartholomew’s 16, 22, 181, 199,
259, 286; St Edmund’s 16, 22, 259;
St Giles’ 16, 22, 50, 65, 82; St
Gregory’s 14, 16, 22, 24, 160-1, 165,
173-4, 191, 193, 259; St Margaret’s
16, 22, 24, 159; St Martin’s chapel
22,24,172,190, 336, 343; St Mary’s
16,22,125, 165, 172-3, 190, 259,
401; St Michael’s 16, 22, 158, 161,
164, 170, 184, 259, 286-7; St Peter’s
13-4,16, 22,24, 42,125,159, 165,
173-4, 180, 190, 259, 394; general 91
Northampton friars and friaries:
Augustinian friars 16, 23, 175;
Carmelites (Whitefriars) 13, 16, 23,
51, 158, 163-4, 167-8, 170, 176-7,
184-5, 259, 336-7, 343; Dominicans
(Blackfriars, Friars Preachers) 16,
23,50-1, 125, 159, 165, 168, 171-3,
176-7,189, 191, 259, 268, 287, 336,
342, 346, 378, 387, 390, 392, 397,
399, 403; Franciscans (Greyfriars)
13,16, 23,50-1, 158, 163-4, 167-8,
170, 176-7, 184-5, 259, 336-7, 343;
Friars of the Sack 23; Poor Clares
23; general 24, 50, 88, 91, 168.
Northampton hospitals: St John’s
hospital 16, 23, 88, 137, 143, 175,
181, 187,194, 199, 259, 280, 285,
307, 343, 346-7, 380 (church of St
John 287); St Leonard’s hospital
16, 23, 188, 227, 245, 259, 7332, 385,
401; Walbeck hospital 16, 23;
general 91
Northampton religious houses: St
Andrew’s priory 13, 16, 19, 21-2,
24,30, 50-1, 59, 88,92, 168, 172,
174,180, 193, 197, 276, 336, 342-4,
346-7, 393, 395, 398; mill of 347; St
James’ abbey 16, 22, 24, 50-1, 67,
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88, 91-2, 114, 167-8, 170-1, 173, 195-
6, 336, 342, 345, 373, 380, 383-4,
386, 390, 393-6, 398-9, 401; St Mary
de la pré 16, 22, 50, 88, 259, 331;
general 91.

Northampton streets: Abington

Street (Abindon Street,
Abindonstrete, Abyndon Street,
Abyndonestrete) 14, 24, 69, 158,
163-4, 168, 170,172,179, 184, 195,
380, 382, 386, 388, 391; All Saints’,
opposite the west gable of 161-2,
170; Alnoth Cross 125, 160, 165,
173,177,192, 379; Barbers Row
158, 161-2, 164, 170; Barley Hill
170; Bearward Street
(Berewardestrete) 14, 172-3, 176,
192, 400; Bridge Street 14, 66, 124,
160, 165, 170, 172,174, 177, 194-5,
382, 384-6, 390, 398, 400; Butchers
Row 29, 47, 158, 163-4, 170-1, 188,
347, 390. Castle Street 81, 383;
Chalk Lane 13-14. Church Lane
173; Cock Lane 170; College Lane
173; College Street 14, 23, 171-4;
Cordwainery (Cordwaneria) 32,
170; Cornchepinge 114; Cornhill
170; Cougate 347; Cow Lane 14,
114,169, 182, 354, 401; Derngate
15,172; Drapery 14, 24,42, 171-2,
187, 346, 388, 398, 401;
Fishmongers Row 158, 161-2, 164,
170, 196; Fullers Street 42, 167, 174,
193, 391, 400; George Row 23;
Glovers Row 32, 158, 163-4, 170,
186-7, 389; Gold Street 14, 23, 46-7,
66,158,163, 165, 167, 171-3, 189-
90, 385-6, 389, 396, 399; Grateria
170; Green Street 21; Gyselgot 347;
Horsemarket 14, 22, 65, 114, 172-3;
Horseshoe Street 14, 174; Hosiers
Row 158, 161-2, 164, 170, 196; King
Street 171-3; Kingswell
(Kyngewell) 174-5, 194-5;
Kingswell Street 14, 23, 160, 163,
165-7,172,174-5, 195;
Krakebollestre 346;
Lariestwichene (Laryes Twichene)
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66, 158,165, 171-2, 174, 189, 387,
397, 401; Larye, way of 346;
Lewnyslane 166; Malt Hill 170;
Malte Rowe 170; Marefair 14, 23,
172-3; Market Square 14, 23, 65-6,
88, 167,170-2, 175-7; Masters
Street 160, 165, 167,171, 173-4,
192-3, 383, 394; Mercers Row 158,
164, 170-1, 187, 401; Merchants
Row 170, 195; New Drapery 171;
New Land 14, 158, 161, 163-4, 170,
184-5, 387, 389-90, 396, Newland
14, 170; Old Drapery 164, 170-1,
197,384, 391, 397; Old Glovers
Row 158; Ote or Oote Row 170;
The Parade 170; The Parmentry
32, 66,118,158, 163, 165,171, 188-
9, 339, 387, 390-1, 397, 401; The
Peltry 32; Potters Hill 158, 164,
170; Regratorium 47; Regrators
Row 158, 163-4, 170, 187-8, 383,
387; The row of the barbers 196;
The row opposite the bakers 47,
158, 165, 170, 186; The row where
barley, oats and dredge are sold
47,158, 164, 170, 186, 383, 399; The
row where corn is sold 47, 158,
164, 170, 185-6, 388; Roya (Le
Roye) 174, 193, 384; Rye Hill 170;
Scarletwell Street 14;
Sepulcrestrete 173; Sheep Street
14, 65, 114, 172-3; Shepcheping 47,
65, 114; Silver Street 14, 171, 173,
176; Skinners Row 32; Skinners
Street 32; St Andrew’s Street 288;
St Edmund’s End 23; St Giles’
Street 14, 23, 158, 163-4, 168-9, 172,
179, 183-4, 200, 271, 387-8, 394,
396; St James’ Street 394; St
Martin’s Street 114, 172-3, 346, 395,
401; St Mary’s Street 172; St Peter’s
Street 13, 14, 23; St Sepulchre’s
lane 160, 165, 173, 192; St
Sepulchre’s Street 160, 165, 173,
185, 192; Strawechepyng 114;
Swan Street 14; Swinewellstreet
(Swynewell Street,
Swynewellestrete) 14, 66, 158, 163-
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4,169,172, 182-3, 346, 382-3, 387,
393, 395; Tanners Street 32, 190;
Weavers Street 42, 167, 174, 193;
Whitefriars Lane (Whitefrere
Lane, Whitefreyre Lane,
Whitefryerlane) 14, 170, 380;
Wood Hill 24, 69; Wood Street 14,
170; Woolmonger Street
(Woolmongers Street,
Wolmongerstrete) 13-14, 23, 32,
160, 163, 165-6, 172, 174-5, 194-5,
383-4, 394

Northampton town defences: Late
Saxon 14-15, 21; medieval 19, 21-3,
61,88,117,163, 169, 173, 183, 201-11

Northampton town gates: east 15,
108, 136, 170, 172, 184, 196; north
16,108, 136, 172-3, 192, 287, 289,
347,378, 380, 382; south 108, 136,
160-1, 165, 174-5, 195, 347, 377,
388, 399; west 22, 107-8, 131, 135-6,
152, 159, 165, 172-3, 189, 346-7,
377, 388, 399; Dernegate
(Dernyate) 182, 346-7, 382; postern
108, 136, 182; postern de
Lurteborn’ 347; postern of
Mervyn’s Mill 347, 394; custody of
and tolls of gates 58, 106-9, 114,
116-7,129, 131, 135-6

Northampton quarters of the town:
north 160, 165, 173, 176, 191, 386;
south 83, 124-5, 154, 160-1, 165,
173-4, 193, 386; west 83, 109, 155,
159, 165, 167, 172, 189, 384, 386,
390, 396, 399

Northampton suburbs 22-3, 50, 88,
173,278, 342-3, 383-4, 393, 398

Northampton, Michael of 337

Northampton, statute of 54

Northumberland 18

Norton 310

Norway 32, 35

Norwich 4, 11, 21, 44, 51, 69, 71, 81,
88,97,127,157, 261

Norwich, bishop of 349

Nottingham 11, 17, 19, 36, 44, 64, 261

Novelmester, Simon le 191

N’ton, John de 48, 391

Town and Crown

Nuneaton, Matilda de la Grene of
(son John) 290, 312
nuts 67, 117, 226, 240

Offecherche, William de
(Offechyrche) (son Hugh) 287

Og, Michael 310

oil 117, 226, 240

0Old 27, 402

Old, Hugh Mabely of 139

Olney 28-9, 336, 345

onions 203, 208, 210

ordeal 74

Orfever, Agnes le (Orfevere) 191, 194

Orfevere, Adam le 187

Orlingbergh, Robert de (Orlingber,
Orlyngber, Ordelingbergh,
Ordelyngbyger) (wife Margery)
274,288,309, 314, 384

Orpher, William le 190

Osbern, Stephen (Osb'n) 358, 367,
375,392

Osevile, Nicholas de 237

Otewel, William 189

Otewell, Alice de 352

Oundle 14

Oundy, Hugh (?= Hugh Cundy) 314

outlawing and waiving 85, 258, 285-
8,290, 294, 396, 405-6, 408

Overstone 402

Overton, parson of 310

Overton, Thomas 197

Overton, William de (wife Alice) 145,
147

Oveston, Geoffrey de (Oviston) 143,
153, 182, 324, 341, 352

Oweyn, Robert (wife Joanna) 294

ox 48, 202-3, 207, 208-10, 238, 244, 353

Oxford 4, 11-12, 20, 30, 34, 43, 46, 64,
97,127

Oxford, county of 290

Oxford, Provisions of 19

Oxindon, Adam de (Oxenden) (wife
Alice) 144,277

Oxinford, Richard de 141, 399

Pach, Robert 33
Palefrannan, Alice le 332
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Palke, William 307

Palmer, Henry le 328

Palmer, Hugh le 67

Palmere, Alice le 327

Pandulf, papal legate 19

pantry 318, 333

Parcheminer, Henry le 145

Paris 39, 89, 339, 351

Parker, Thomas 189

parliament 60, 250; Northampton
representation at parliament 378,
380, 387-9, 391, 395, 399

Parliebien, Simon (Perleben) 143, 330

Parlour, Thomas del (Parlur, le
Parlour) 146, 7155, 181, 200, 324, 327

Parment, Warner de 347

Parmentar, Sephul 368, 392

Parmentarius, Luke (Parmenter) 63,
237, 356, 369, 392

Parmenter, Ralph le 32

Parva Oxendon, William son of John
de 302

Parys, Geoffrey de 304

Parys, Juliana de 141, 385

Parys, William de 140, 382

Passelewe, Gilbert 192

Passelewe, Henry 118, 137, 188

Passelewe, Ralph 56, 356, 369, 392

Passelewe, Robert 369, 392

Passelewe, Roger 137, 325

Passelewe, Walter 137, 325

Passelewe, William 230

pasturage 58, 107-9, 131, 136

Pateshill, Simon de (Pateshull) 184, 343

Pateshull, John de (Patesill) 300

Pateshull, William de 330

Patishall, Thomas de 41

Patoun, Alice 194

Patrick, Thomas (Patrik, Patryk) 48,
153

Paumer, Geoffrey le 354

Paumer, Hugh le (le Palmere) 327,
373,392

pavage 32, 38, 42, 48, 62,117, 201-11,
228,397

Payfot, John 301

Paynel juxta Bannebury, mistress
309-10
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Pays, Henry 353

Peak District 245

Peche, Robert 42

Pecher, Richard le 292

Pechere, Alan le 153

Pelemoll, Eustace de 190; see Eustach
de Polevill

Pelevill, John de 292, 365, 373, 382,
392

Pelevill, Walter de 125, 148, 152, 192

Pelliparius, Ralph 32

Pelliparius, Stephen 324

pelura 30-8, 45, 49, 338, 351-2, 380-1,
387, 390, 396, 399, 406

Perot, Ralph 288

Pertinhale, Matilda de 153

Peryn, William 189, 279

Pessoner, Isabel 1a 141, 150

Pessoner, Jacob le (Piscator) 151, 321,
323-4, 326, 365, 374, 385

Pessoner, William le — see William son
of Thomas

Pessuner, Walter le 63

Pestur, Walter le 273

Peter, Adam son of 342

Peter, John son of 149, 291

Peterborough 12

Peterborough, abbot of 17, 348

Peteshull, Henry de 325

Petit Cordwaner, Walter le
(Cordweyner) 265-7

Petyt, Isabel le 282

Pevenes, Richard de (Pevesseye,
Pevens, Peves) 300-1

Peverel, Ralph 310

Peverel, William 17, 22, 310

Peyntour, John le 144

Peyntour, Nicholas le (le Peyntur)
181, 199, 323

Peyntur, Geoffrey le (sister Helen de
Burgo Sancti Petri) 257, 293-4

Philip, Michael son of 221, 237, 369,
392

Piddinton, John de (Pydinton) 137,
146-7, 149

pigs 48, 58-9, 65, 107-8, 114-6, 135-6,
202, 207-10, 218

Pikard, brother Mathew (Pykard) 276
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Pikard, Richard (Pycard) 155, 280,
315

Pikke, William (wife Agnes) 142

pillory 77, 245, 344

Pippewell, Thomas de (Pipwell,
Pypwell) 125, 152, 192, 278-9, 312,
341

Piscator, Joss 151

Piscator, Michael 123, 142, 151

Piscator, William - see William son of
Thomas

Pisford, Henry de (Pisseford, Piford)
67,137,153, 328-9

Pisseford, Geoffrey de 146, 147

Pisseford, parson of 185

Pisseford, Robert de (son Philip) 278,
282

Pisseford, Thomas de 278-9

Pisson, William 197

Pistor, Augustine 325, 329; see also
Augustine le Baker

Pistor, Gilbert 325

Pistor, Thomas 325

plaints 85-6, 250-1, 260-1, 263, 296-
310, 313, 339, 351

Plecy, Hugh de 341

Plecy, William de 351

Plom..., Ediopy le 192

Plomer, Gilbert le 156

Plomer, Roger le (Plummer) 39, 156

Plomer, Walter le (wife Agnes) 272-3

Plomer, William le (Plumer) (wife
Alice) 78, 148

Plumbe, Alan 63, 363, 370, 393

Plumber, John 152

Plumer, John le 347

Plumton, Hugh de 230

Polevill, Eustach de (son John) 292;
see also Eustace de Pelemoll

Polevill, John son of Eustach de 382

Poleville, William (Pelevil, Pelevill,
Pelvill) 292, 364, 372, 382, 393

pontage 98, 351, 404

Ponte, William de (son Thomas) 286

pope, the 19

Porta, Arnold de 230

Porta, John de (de la Porte) (father
William, mother Katherine de

Town and Crown

Cancell) 66, 118, 140, 150, 153, 183,
254,269, 273-4, 280, 356, 365, 372,
374,393, 399

Porta, William de 382

Portam, Gilbert ad 125, 152, 194

Portam, Henry ad 341

Porte, Lettice de la 67, 136

Portir, William le 322

portmoot 81-2

Potecote, Is de (Pitecote) (mother of
John, son of Philip de Daventre)
302

potter (potting) 47, 120, 141, 158, 164,
170, 186, 260, 290, 319, 325, 328,
332

Pottere, Alice le 325

Pottere, Gilbert le 325

Pottere, Matilda le 260, 290

Povere, John (le Povere) 294, 313

Powel, Ralph 185, 190

Preston 300, 343

Preston, Alice de 184

Preston, Ellis de 297, 308

Preston, Gilbert de ?285, 343

Preston, Laurence de 343

Preston, Malin de 154

Preston, Nicholas de 348

Preston, Robert de 350

prise 47-9, 55, 60, 71-2, 90, 127, 263,
316-333, 338, 351-2, 378-9, 381, 386-
9, 391-2, 397, 399-403, 407

prison 71, 77-9, 84, 121, 218, 230, 257,
291, 293, 321, 344, 350, 352-3, 382,
385, 397-8, 401

privata 85, 256, 258-9

property sales 217-8, 225, 231-4, 246

Provette, Thomas 300

provincial chapters 50

Pucel, Ellis 155

Pucele, Amice 190

Puletir, Stephen le 323

purchases, royal 30-1, 33-8, 42, 45-6,
61, 90, 316-333, 338, 351, 377, 383,
393, 407

purpresture — see encroachment

Pursere, Alice le 322

Pursere, John le 329

Pycard, Richard 254
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Pydinton, Richard de 137

Pydinton, Walter de 125, 152, 172,
182, 190

Pygot, Peter 296, 309, 313

Pykering, John de 294

Pynkeny, Robert de 308

Pyrie, John de 187

Pyrye, William de 154

Pysseford, Philip de (son Thomas)
282,313, 314

Pytchley, Christiana la Rede of 294,
312

Pytchley, Felicia Bassett of 144

Quarrera, Hugh de (de la Quarrere)
377,393

Quarreram, Edmund (ad Quareram,
de Quarrera) 220, 237, 368-9, 392

Quenton, Philip de (son William)
302, 329

Quenton, William son of Philip de
308

querelae 86, 235, 243, 249, 260, 277,
339, 351

Querenden, John de (Querendon,
Querndon) (wife Isabel) 151, 154,
274, 325-6

Quinton, parson of 309

quo warranto 74, 78

rabbits 32, 203, 210

Radeford, Emma de 304

Radewell, Robert de 149

Ralegh, Peter de 303

Ralph, Ralph son of 20, 63, 176, 182-3,
370, 393

Ralph, Richard son of 347, 376, 393,
398

Ralph, Thomas son of 186, 264, 313

Ramsey, abbot of 65, 349

Ravenesthorp, Ralph de (son Henry)
288

Raveniston, Thomas de 156

Ravensthorpe 27

Ravensthorpe, John son of Robert of
139

Ray, Roger 276

Rayner, Hugh son of 351

445

Raynsford, William 213

Reading 4, 44

Redburne, Thomas de (Reddburne,
Rodburn) 48, 144, 147-9, 153

Rede, Jake le 183

Reginald, John son of 280, 314

Regrater, Philip le (wife Margery) 149

Regratere, Gunilda le 188

regrating 48, 59, 158, 163-4, 170, 187,
216-8, 226, 239, 242-3, 383, 387

Reigate, John Corsoun of 282

Reigate, Simon le Fraunceys of
(Reygate, Roygate) (Simon
Fraunceys, Simon de Reygate) 283

Reimund, Adam son of 230

Reimund, Reginald son of 230

Reimund, William son of 54, 230

rent of assize 107-9, 128, 130, 157,
163, 168, 177-9, 336, 407

rental 5,7, 32, 42,47, 50-1, 66-7, 71,
92,109, 114, 118-9, 124-5, 128, 141,
157-200, 336, 383, 385-7, 394, 396-7,
400

return of writs 55-6, 77, 336, 388

Revell, Robert 53

Reymerston, John de 149, 151

Richard I, King 18-9, 221

Richard, Philip son of 63, 221, 237,
246, 363, 370, 377, 393

Richard, Robert son of 237

Richard, William son of 287

Rinch, Jordan le 38, 61

Risle, John de (Ryslee, Risseleye) 142,
148, 322

Robert de Arderne 47

Robert, duke of Normandy 18

Robert, Henry son of 48, 363, 370,
384,394

Robert, John son of 183

Robert, Philip son of 48, 63, 281, 346-
7,362,368, 376, 384, 394

Robert, Walter son of 329

Rocce, Michael 342

Rode, Robert de 181, 199

Roer, Ralph le 153

Roger, Simon son of 394

Roger, Theobald son of 198, 230

Roger, William son of 368, 394
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Rok, Roger 322

Roke, Arnold de la (de la Rokele) 49, 61

Rokeby, William de 143

Romyn 175, 194

Roo, William le (le Rot) 347

Roper, Ralph le 186

Ropere, Roger le 328, 330

Rote, Annabel (son Nicholas) 143

Rote, Margaret 153

Rote, Robert 145, 183, 186, 191, 262,
305, 347, 352-3, 359, 365, 373, 394

Rothwell 28, 293, 306, 311, 336, 349

Rothwell, Alexander le Fyurere
(Feuere) of 301

Rothwell, Robert de Thorp of 30, 152

Rothwell, William Capellanus of 301

Rothwell, William Parson of 30, 140

Rouen 34, 39-40, 350-1

Rouen, Hamo Lengleis of 395

Rouen, Robert de Liour of 400

Rous, Henry le (le Rows) 192, 352,
354,394

Rous, John le (Ie Rows, le Rus)
(father Andrew, wife Joanna) 137,
183, 186, 270-1, 353, 391

Rous, Philip le (Ie Rus) (brother
Robert) 30, 45-6, 120, 141, 146, 149,
263-4, 267,278, 282, 296, 302, 310,
365, 373, 376, 395, 397

Rous, Robert le 356

Route, William 331

Rowell, Gemma de 300

Rowell, Walter de 33, 183, 363, 370,
395

Rows, William le 185, 198

Ruffus, William 230

Rugby, Adam le Werrur of 305

Rus, Andrew le 271

Russel, William 322

Rutland, county of 342

Rydere, William le (Rode) 288

Rysmylne 342

Ryston, Thomas Scad (Schad) of 301

Ryvere, William de la (son John) 298

Sactomo, Thomas de 196
Saghere, Ralph (le Saghere) 286, 311
Saham, William 250

Town and Crown

Salceto, Robert de 374, 396

Salcey 260, 288

Salisbury, Richard, bishop of 99

Salisbury, Simon, bishop of 100

Salstrete 343

salt 107-8, 131, 204, 208, 210, 238, 260,
316

Saltere, John le (son Henry) 289

Sampson, Gervase (sons Thomas and
John) 63, 268, 346

Sampson, John (Sampsun) (son
Thomas?) 56, 63, 90, 162, 176, 184,
273-4,286, 311, 363-4, 368, 370-1,
381, 385, 396

Sampson, Reginald 288, 346, 353

Sampson, Robert 196

Sampson, Sampson son of 268

Sancto Bartholomeo, William de 299

Sancto Johanne, William de 149, 156,
304

Sancto Mauro, Nicholas de 99

Sancto Neoto, Richard de (Sancto
Neot) 152, 154, 175, 191, 193, 254,
280, 347, 356, 364-5, 371-4, 395

Sancto Neoto, Robert de (Hugh was
son of Robert and Helen and
brother of Philip) 267-8, 281, 399

Sancto Paulo, Robert de 183, 196

sanctuary 80, 85, 258-60

Sander, Thomas son of 353

Sandiakyr, Geoffrey de 148

Sarcino, William de 58

Sartrino, Thomas de (Sarterin,
Saturno, Zartarin, del Sartrin,
Sartryn) 41, 187, 198, 254, 262, 274,
278-80, 305, 313, 364, 372, 396

Sauce, Isabel 324

Sauce, William 331

saucery 318-9, 326, 333

Saucy, Robert 322

Saundon, Nicholas de 348

Saunton, Hugh de (Staunton) 279

Saus, Richard 269, 286, 311, 372, 397

Sauvage, John le 149

Saxted 119

Scaccario, William de 307

Scadewell, Walter de (Scaldewelle)
143,197
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Scaldwell 27

Scaldwell, Ralph le Palmer of 139

Scandinavia 32

Scarnebrok, Richard de (Scharnbrok,
Scarnebroc) 188, 279

Schelton, Thomas de 191

Schepesheved, Roger de (wife
Joanna) 270

Schillbug, John (Schilbug) 294, 312

Schilling, Roger 293

Schilling, Simon (Schylling ) 294, 312

Schilling, William 294, 312

schools, Northampton 20, 24, 50, 176

Schot, Walter 310

Scot, Henry (son John) 143

Scot, John (Scote, Scotte, le Scot) 144,
149, 184, 186-7, 197

scotale 98, 102, 407

Scote, Robert 153

Scrope, Geoffrey, chief justice 80

scullery 318-9, 328, 332-3

seals 56-7, 82, 96, 321, 333

Sechere, Sarah la 326

Sefar, Henry 58

Segrave, Nicholas de 296, 341

seisin 81, 85, 230-2, 253, 265-70, 272-3,
275,277,280-2, 284, 302-3, 383-4,
393, 398, 407

Sekane, John 330

Sekatur 140

Selche, Nicholas (Selch, Selye) 66, 80,
141, 155, 189, 254, 265, 273-4, 293,
373,397

seld 24, 38, 58, 65, 67-71, 86, 88, 108,
116-7, 120, 135-7, 217, 219, 226, 235,
240, 353, 407

Sellarius, Hugh 230

sellings 225, 234-5

Selveston, Ralph de (Selmston,
Selviston, Silverton) 175, 189, 256,
282,315, 324, 358, 364-5, 367, 372-
5,397

Selyman, William (Seliman) (son
Thomas) 285

Sempnesham, Nicholas de 310

Senlis, Simon de I 18, 21, 50, 53

Senlis, Simon de II 18, 21, 22, 30, 53

Senlis, Simon de III 18
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sergeant (or...jeant) 58-9, 79, 143, 213,
237

Seward, Stephen son of 63

Sewell, Geoffrey de 345

Seys, Alice de (Seyis) 291

Shakelaunce, Henry de 145

Shayl, Robert 147

Sheen, Richmond (Shene) 328, 333

sheep 26, 47-8, 58, 65, 67,77, 80, 107-
8, 114-6, 129, 131, 135-6, 172-3,
201-3, 207-10, 238, 245, 289, 291,
353; see also pelura

sheriff 53-7, 64, 74, 76, 83, 87,95, 97,
99, 103-4, 113, 128-30, 163, 176, 207,
261-2, 264, 266, 277, 279-80, 292,
296-310, 321, 334, 336, 338, 346,
348, 384, 388, 390, 394, 400, 402,
404; under-sheriff 350

sheriff of Northampton and
Buckingham 298

sheriff (of Northampton), R le Baud,
291, 312-3

sheriff of Northampton, William de
(Beyvile) Beyvyle, 348, 350

sheriff of Northampton, Robert de
Braybroc 346

sheriff (of Northampton), T de
Kyrkeby, 311

sheriff (of Northampton), John le
Moyne, 286, 299, 311

sheriff of Northampton, Roger de
Seyton, 348, 350

sheriff of Shropshire 275

Sherman, Gilbert le (le Scherman)
147,310

Sherman, Peter le 145

Sherman, Walter le 152

shoe(making) 31, 42, 61, 68

Shrewsbury 4, 11, 39, 61-2, 71, 80, 261

Sibbertoft 27

Sibbertoft, Robert Kempe of 289, 311

Sibbertoft, Simon le Messer of 289,
311

Sibbertoft, William of 139

Siberford, Robert de (Syberford,
Sibbesford, Schipesford,
?Sybertoft) 198, 254, 289, 291, 311-
2,315,323, 356, 365, 374, 397
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Siberford, William de 156

Sickiston, Clement de 154

Sil, Roger son of 331

silk 46, 204, 210

Silverstone 12

Silveston, Richard de 197

Simeon, John son of 385

Simon, Simon son of 195, 345

Singge, Yolle (mother Belasset) 294

Sirsan, Robert de 325

Siward, Stephen son of 246

Skank, Edith 331

Skifeniton ?125, 152, 194

Skinner, Richard le (wife Ellen) 144

skins/skinners 31-2, 38-9, 48, 58, 65,
67,108, 114, 116, 118, 124-5, 135-6,
138, 165, 203, 206, 208-10, 218, 227,
338, 345, 351, 402, 404-7

Skir, Walter 45

Slade, Matilda in ye (daughter Iwea
de Grendon) 184

Slipton 116

Slipton, toll of 108, 114-6, 136, 227

Smelesho, Walter 83, 313

Smith, Welond 146

Soft, Henry (son William = wife
Rose) 289

Soht, John de 309

Sokle, William de 356

Somenour, William le 325

Somercote, John de 351

Somersete, Gilbert de 142, 356

Somersham, Alexander de (wife
Joanna) 304

Sopton, Albrich de 162, 184

Sotel, William 198, 367, 375

Southampton 6, 11-12, 31, 39-40, 178,
261, 339, 350-1, 403

Southampton, county of 273

Spain 39

Spaldewyke, Ralph de (Spalwyk)
156, 365, 374, 397

Spalding 28, 349

Speciarius, Laurence 363, 370

Speciarius, Robert (Espicer, le
Especer, Lespic, Spec, Spiciar,
Sauce, Saucee, Sause, de Saucee,
de la Sauce, Sausee, Sauceia) 49,

Town and Crown

56, 63, 81,91, 154, 220-1, 223, 237,
254,265,274, 280, 315, 357, 359-62,
365, 369, 372-4, 376, 398

Speciarius, William 362, 369

Spelhoe hundred 349

Spelhoe, jury of 292

spice 49, 199, 316, 318-9, 326-7, 333,
378; spicer 47, 49, 372; spicery 318-
9,327

Spicer, Pagan le (le Espicer) (wife
Alice) 185, 300

Spintus, John 329

Sprouton 303

squirrel 31-2, 203, 210, 293, 338, 404-
5, 407

St Albans 35, 44

St Albans abbey 41

St Andrew’s, Bernard, prior of 276

St Andrew’s, Odo, prior of 276

St Bartholomew’s, rector of 181, 199

St Devy, master of 329

St Giles’, vicar of 183

St Giles’, William Corp, vicar of, 310

St Gregory’s, parson of 174, 193

St Gregory’s, Richard, clerk of 193

St Ives 26, 28, 293, 336, 349, 351, 387

St John, master of the hospital of 280

St John, Richard, master of the
hospital of 143

St Martin, Roger de 341

St Mary, fraternity of 196

St Omer 39, 46

St Omer, William de 335, 341

St Sepulchre’s, vicar of 185

Stablir, Thomas le 331

Stafford, John de 140

stallage 47, 58-9, 105, 107-8, 115-8,
123,131, 136-7, 150, 217, 219, 223,
226, 238, 240, 319, 391-2, 402-3

Stamford 11, 16, 26, 28-9, 34-9, 42, 44-
6,61,91,335,337, 348, 351, 381,
385

Stamford Uppernene, Richard of 139

Stanford 27

Stanford, Robert, rector of 348

statute of Gloucester 269-70

Staumford, Alice de 196

Staunford, Adam de (Stamford,



Index

Stanford, Stanforde) 63, 175-6, 194,
221, 237, 353, 363, 370, 376, 398

Staunford, Hugh de (Stanford,
Stansted) 40, 141, 147, 154, 254,
256, 265, 291-2, 295, 313, 356, 365,
373,398

Staunford, John (de Staunford,
Stanford) 30, 140, 155, 181, 198-9,
260, 316, 356, 367, 375, 387, 389,
393, 399

Staunford, Richard de 332

Staunton, Henry de 330

Stephen, Adam son of 313

Stephen, Walter son of 181, 199

Ster, Juliana 181, 199

Ster, Thomas le 156

Ster, William 303

Steynisworthe, William de 376

Stockwell Hall 174

Stok, Nicholas (de Stok, Stoke) 143,
175, 190, 330, 367, 375, 399

Stok, R de 333

Stok, Seaman de 304, 307

Stone, Henry (father Henry, sister
Helen) 272

Stone, Walter atte 326

Stony Stratford 12

Stormesworth, Robert de
(Stormeworth, Stormewrth) 154,
183, 254, 315, 323

Stormeswrth, William de
(Stormeworth, Stormeworth,
?Steynisworthe) 176, 186, 195, 254,
265, 280-1, 285, 293, 310, 376, 399

Stormwrth, Henry de
(Stormesworth, Stormeworth) 254,
267,273,277, 356, 364, 371, 399

Stoteston, Beatrice de (Stotiston) 146,
156

Stratford 27

Stratford, Geoffrey de 150

Stratford, Hugh Germin of 138

Stratford, William de 153, 198

straw 108, 114-5, 136-7, 205, 208, 216-
7,239,318, 327, 387-8

Styvel, Roger 307

Such, Alan la (la Suche, Souch) 300,
309

449

Such, Helen la (la Suche) 300, 309

Suche, Henry la (Louche) 298, 313

Sudbury 44

Sulby 317

Sulby, abbot of 301, 345

Suneyns, Robert de 309

Suriegien, William D’le 341

Suthorp, Geoffrey de 299

Sutor, John 181, 199

Sutton 310

Sutwerk, John de 351

Swanne, the 171

Swette, John 300

Swineshead, Geoffrey le Bakestere of
(son Richard) 294

Swinford, Hugh le Buteler of 306

Swinford, John Nicole of 306

Swinford, Roger ... of 306

Swinford, Thomas de Heeber of 306

Sybertoft, Nicholas de 309

Sydrak, Roger (Sidrak) 301

Sylk, William (Silk) 286

Syneleho, Walter de 294

Syresham 116

Sywell 336, 345

Taggel, Walter 347

tallage 17, 72, 91, 336-7, 344-5, 386,
388, 400-1, 407

tallies 60, 71, 131, 263, 310, 316-8, 322-
33,352

tallow 67, 204, 210, 235

Tame, Thomas de 190

Tamworth, William de Rowell
(Rothewelle) of 277

Tannator, Turstan 368, 400

tanning 32, 42, 68, 124-5, 190, 206,
368, 393

Tannor, Gilbert le 323

Tanur, Edmund le (le Tannur) 56, 369,
393, 400

Tasernere, Adam de 297

Tatynton, Peter de 100

tavern(er) 47, 165, 190

Taverner, Gilbert le 142-3

Taverner, Simon le 270

Taverner, Warin le (son Robert = wife
Joanna) 292
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Tavernir, John 323, 330

Tavernir, Terry (Terricus) le 323

Tayllour, Peter le 194

Tayllur, David le (Taylor) 287

Taylor, Richard le 351

Taylor, Roger le 351

Taylur, John le 154

Taylur, Robert le (le Tayllur) 286, 311

Taylur, William 330

Tekene, William de 321, 324

Telbey, Richard de (son/brother
John) 299

tenancy at will 278, 407

tenure 217, 222, 224-5, 228, 230-5,
247-9, 255, 266

Terlington, Simon 33

Terry, Thomas 298

Teyngturer, Hugh le 183

Thappman, William 144

Theddingworth 27, 119

Theddingworth in Harborough,
Adam of 139

Theobald, Roger son of 48, 63, 176,
192, 221, 237, 356, 359-60, 363, 368,
370,400

Thingden, Ellis de (Thyngden,
Tinctor, Tincturar) 57, 64, 113, 133,
175, 195, 323, 366, 374, 400

Thingden, Geoffrey de 190

Thiringham, Adam son of Walter de
139

Thomas Averay 323

Thomas, Robert son of 191, 194, 197-
8,254, 266

Thomas, the infant son of Edward 1
48, 60, 316

Thomas, William son of (le Pessoner,
Piscator, Piscenarius) 41, 56, 72, 91,
154, 189, 337, 345, 356, 359-61, 364,
370-2, 379, 385, 400

Thornby 27

Thornby, Ralph of 139

Thorney in Yaxley, abbot of 349

Thorp, Adam de 300

Thorp, Hugh de 149, 153, 323

Thorp, Hugh Molendinarius of
Thorp 326

Thorp, John de (Throp, Trop, Torp)

Town and Crown

80, 187, 189, 254, 265, 273-4, 293,
329, 373, 381, 401

Thorp, John Kem of 331

Thorp, Jordan de 310

Thorp, Ralph de 341

Thorp, Richard de 349

Thorp, Robert de (Torp) 140, 191

Thorp, Simon de 298

Thorp, William de (William Corp,
Thorpe) 197, 299

Thorpe Achurch, Nicholas de
Haselbech, rector of 307

Thrapston, Robert Jack of 147

thread 204, 208, 218, 226, 235, 242-3

throughtoll 58, 115-6, 227, 236, 343;
see also Slipton

Thurbeek, William Barun of
(Thurbrok) 288, 292

Thurleston, Thomas de 288

Thurmodeston, William de 288

Thurstan, Robert son of 230

Tickford, prior of (Tykeford) 167, 185

Tihard, Henry son of 54

Tilbay, Richard (Tylbay, Tylay) 299,
308

Tilly, William (Teilli, Tylli, Tylly, de
Tilly) 56, 63, 91, 221-2, 246, 276,
356, 359-62, 368, 371, 401

timber 59, 114, 205, 210, 217, 219, 239,
318, 327, 350

Tinctor, Hugh 348

Tinctor, Osbert 325

Tinctor, Simon 330

Tingtor, Richard (Tingtore) 64, 389

Tirnacia, William 327

tithing 55, 58, 74, 82-3, 120-1, 142,
144-5,147-8, 217, 225, 240, 258-9,
285-92, 294, 311-3

Togo, William de 324

Toky 195

tolbooth 71, 117

Toll, Robert 185

toll-house 71

tolls; paid at Northampton 25-6, 31,
43,46, 48, 50, 57-9, 65, 67, 105-9,
112-8, 125, 128-31, 133-8, 156, 201,
206-11, 336, 343, 353, 405;
elsewhere 26, 28-9, 58-59, 69, 71,
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97-8,101-2, 116-7, 127, 227, 292,
337, 344, 348-9; petty
tolls/customs 107, 109, 116-7, 129,
131, 136

Tolouse, Richard de (Toluse) 72, 91,
337-8, 345, 350, 372

Tolouse, Robert (Tholous, Tulouse,
de Tulouse) 142, 321-2, 325, 366,
375, 402

Torksey 26, 28, 336, 349

Torveie, Adam (de Torveie,
Thurveye) 149, 322, 324

Toth, Roger (Toht) (wife Christiana)
58, 115, 136, 151, 283-4, 309, 314,
321, 358, 365-6, 374, 385, 402

Toth, Thomas 347

Totnes 4

Toucestr, Gilbert de (Towcestr) 186,
194, 254, 266

tournaments at Northampton 20

Tournour, Robert le (le Turnur) 294,
312

Towcester 12, 27-9, 118-9, 336, 345, 349

Towcester, Geoffrey Gosse of 138

Towcester, Henry Avale of 138

Towcester, Henry Fraunceys of 138

Towcester, Hugh of (father Robin)
139

Towecester, John Bacheler of 138

Towecester, John de Holcote of 139

Towcester, William de Arches in 138

town assembly 50, 64, 82-3, 271

town court 7, 55, 62, 75-7, 80, 85, 106,
120-3, 142-50, 224-5, 257-9, 320,
336, 377,385, 387

town records 4

Trank, John (Trang, Tranke, le Tranc
180-1, 198-9, 358, 366, 374, 396, 402

Trehampton, Ralph de 282, 314

trespass 71,75, 77, 82, 85-6, 90, 99,
101, 103, 120-2, 142-9, 250-2, 260-5,
276-7,292, 294, 296-310, 313, 380,
389, 396

Trille, Thomas 144

tronage 58-9, 67, 116-7, 217, 219, 240

Trop, Ralph de (son Simon) 402

Trul, Ralph (Trull, Trol) 153, 198, 322,
324
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Trul, William (Trull) 254, 265, 315

Trumpeton, Gilbert de (Trompeton)
(son, John) 287, 311

Trumppeton, Peter de (Trompton)
(wife Matilda) 278

Tulle (Tulbe), Simon 155, 330

tumbrel 77, 344

Tumby, Richard le Despenser of (son
Ralph) 292

Turnour, Alan 331

Turveye, Jordan de (Thurveye) 143,
154, 180-1, 200, 366, 375, 402

twelve (panels of twelve men) 58, 63,
252, 256, 274, 285-6, 288-9, 291,
313, 320, 335, 341, 348, 402, 408

twenty-four (jurors etc.) 20, 51, 55,
62-3, 80, 83, 176, 215, 220-2, 240,
377,380-2, 384-5, 388, 390, 393-4,
396, 398-9, 403

Tyard, Thomas 347

Tyde, Simon de (Tywe) 298

Tylur, Simon le 312

Tyngewyk, Ellis de (wife Agnes) 304

Ulverster, Alexander de 293

under age 230, 253, 255, 268, 270, 275,
280

university at Northampton 20, 50

unjust deforcement 145

unjust detention 82, 86, 121, 142-9,
249, 262, 264, 279, 282, 296-9, 301,
304-7, 310, 313-4, 380, 384, 389,
394-5, 397,399

unjust hue 121, 142-3, 146-8; (hue etc.
149-50)

Upton 22, 336, 345

Upton, Albert de 162

Upton, Henry de 190

Upton, Hugh de 310

Upton, Simon de 324

ustilagium 43, 105, 107-8, 125-6, 131,
407

Valence, William de 99
Vaude, John de 326
Vaux, John 250

vee de naam 344, 407
Veer, John le 300
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Venella, Bartholomew in 138

Venur, Robert le 284

veredicta 256, 258

Verroi, Thomas de 324

Verrour, Simon le 347

Vinetarius, Adam 48

Vineter, Peter le (wife Amice) 48, 61,
63

Vineter, William le (Vyneter) (father
and grandfather William; wife
Lettice) 184, 195, 270, 273, 309, 348

Viniter, Adam le 376, 402

Vitor, John (Vytor) 144, 185-7

Vitor, Simon 56, 220, 230, 237, 362,
368, 376, 402

vouch to warrant 265-8, 273, 408

Vyelston, Hamo de (Kent) 301

Vyneter, John le 181, 200

Vyneter, Lettice le 194

Vyneter, Peter le (Vinitarius) 176, 183,
372,403

Wahull, William de 136

Wainsfleet 39

waiving — see outlawing

Wake, Hugh 306

Wake, John 348

Walbrek, Hilda de 330

Wald, Geoffrey 230

Walde, John de 326

Waldegrave, William de 327

Walder, Richard 230

Walensi, William (de Walensi) 56,
368, 403

Waleys, Henry le 308

Walgrave 27

Walgrave, Hugh Campiun of 139

Walgrave, rector of 402

Walkeleyn, William (Walkelyn) 298

Wall, Reginald 297

Wallingford 4, 69, 157

Walsingham, Adam de
(Walsyngham) 285

Walter, Robert son of 280, 291, 345,
349

Walter, Walter son of 230

Waltham, Adam de 144-5, 155, 324,
385

Town and Crown

Waltheof, earl of Northampton 18

Walton 119

Wansford, Bartholomew le
Mareschall of 302

Wanton, Joanna de 312

Wanton, Roger de (wife Julia) 292

ward 83, 177, 299

Warde, Alice 196

Wardinton, Osbert de 146

wardrobe 38, 42, 45-6, 49, 58, 90, 317,
321, 328, 378, 385, 389, 399, 408

Warenne, Earl 348-9

Warenne, John, Earl 352

Warin, Robert son of 326

Warren, William son of 99

Warwick 44, 78

Warwick, county of 260, 291

Warwick, Guy, earl of 100

Warwyk, Lettice de 155

watch 79, 124, 163, 177, 189-94, 217,
225,241, 378

Waterledere, Martin le 182

Watervill, Reginald de 307

Watford, Robert de 33

Watleye, John de 149

Wauton, Roger de 343

wax 49, 316, 318, 327, 350, 378

Wayte, Matilda la 154

Wayteskathe, Matilda 146

weaving (weavers) 42-3, 59, 64, 106,
126, 131, 148, 152, 167, 174, 193,
216-8, 227,235, 246, 345, 383, 407

Weedon 173

Weidour, Martin le (Wadis, le Wagir,
Waidir, Waidur, Wayder, Waydour,
Waydur, Weydour) 39-40, 154, 322,
324,329, 339, 350, 356, 365, 403

Weldon, John de 196

Welford 27

Welford, Adam of 139

Welford, Henry of 138

Welleford, Nicholas de (wife Cecilia)
146, 149, 150

Welleslal, Daniel de (Welleshal) 268

Wellingborough 12, 15, 28-9, 336, 345

Welton, Agnes de 150

Welton, William Hok of 303

Wenlock 275
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Wenlynburgh, Richard de
(Wedlingbur) 301

wergild 73-4, 408

West Haddon 28-9, 336, 345

Westgate, William de (wife Ellen)
186, 290, 312

Westminster 19, 29, 60, 74-5, 84, 98-
100, 209, 273-5, 279, 333

Westminster, Provisions of 19

Westminster, statutes of 214

Westmorland 18

Weston, Henry de 330

Weston, Ralph Kyng of (son John)
291

Weston, Roger de 153

Weston, William de, 287

Weyden, Ralph de 297

Whelwrihte, Ralph le (le Whelwrist)
327-8

Whilton 12

White, Annora la 324

White, William le (le Wyte) (son
William) 287, 331

Whiteney, Hugh (Whyteny, Wyteny)
(son William) 123, 137, 146, 148-9,

Whitneye, John de 398

Wicerle, Richard de (Wicly, le Wicle)
322,330

Wildegris, John (de Wildegrise) 143, 198

William I, king of England 18, 51, 53

William I, king of Scotland 18

William le Orpher 47

William Marshal 19

William, Ellis 188

William, Philip son of 195

William, Simon son of 364, 372

William, Thomas son of 289

Wilton, John de 323

Winchecumbe, Henry de
(Wynchecumbe) 150, 326

Winchester 4, 11, 17, 20, 26, 28-9, 33-7,
39,41, 43-4, 59, 64, 66, 68,79, 83,
116-7,119, 123, 126, 157, 168, 178,
227,337,349, 351, 352, 380, 387

Winchester, bishop of 125, 349

Winchester, John, bishop of 100

Winchester, Richard Povery of 30,
140
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Winchester, Robert Chat of (servant
Richard) 30, 140

Winchester, statute of 79, 213

wine 48-9, 61, 203, 208-10, 245, 260,
292,296, 316, 318-9, 321, 325, 354,
377-9, 382, 384, 389, 391, 393-4,
396, 398, 400, 402, 405

Winemar 17

Winwick, John Cardon of (son John)
289

Wisele, John de 148

Wistman, Is 331

Witeneie, Geoffrey de (Witteny,
Wynteny) 137, 197, 332

Witeneie, Simon de (Whyteny,
Whyteneye, Witeney, Wyteny, de
Whiteneye) 137, 325, 327, 329, 356,
366, 374-5, 403

Witeneie, Thomas 325

Witeneie, William de (Wyteny) 137,
319, 326

wives and children, rights of 217,
224,231-4

Wivill, Robert de (wife Agnes) 273

Wisle, Robert de 181, 199

woad 39-40, 43, 59, 114, 204, 208, 210,
218, 227, 244-5, 247, 387, 395, 400

Wolarveston, Adam de 356

Wolaston, Robert de 144

Wolaston, Roger de 186

Wolaston, Saer de (wife Joanna) 310

Wolaston, Simon de 143, 147

Wolde, Hugh le 332

Wolde, William de 148

Woll, Robert de 142, 330

Wollaston 28-9, 260, 336, 345

Wollaston, Adam de (Wolaveston,
Wolveston) 155, 372, 403

Wollaston, John le Plumer of 301

Wollaston, Reginald de (son Robert)
272

Wollaston, Robert de Bray of 181, 200

Wollaston, William Russel of 284, 294

wool 5, 31-42, 58, 78, 89-90, 114, 262,
290, 302, 305, 339, 379, 386, 389,
395-7, 400; wool market 26, 31, 58,
65, 114, 135; wool trade and wool
merchants 5, 24, 31-42, 89, 338-9,
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349-51, 401; customary law 218,
226, 235, 240, 245; murage and
pavage charges 204, 206, 208-10;
toll on wool 108, 114, 116-7, 135-6;
tronage on wool 67, 117, 226, 240;
wool-fells 5, 30-42, 89, 351-2, 400,
403

Woolley, H 213

Wootton 343

Worcester 17, 44, 71

worsted 46, 69, 204, 210

Wotton, Makke de 144

Wotton, William de 290, 294, 308, 312

writ of covenant 279

writ of entry 251, 253, 255, 268-70, 408

writ of novel disseisin 75, 252-3, 255,
269, 282, 395, 408

writ of right 251-3, 265, 267, 269-70,
272-3,275,277-9, 281, 391, 408

Wroxton, prior of 195

Wychenomere, Robert de 153

Wycombe 35

Wydevill, Thomas de (son John) 297

Wygein, William (Wygeyn) 310, 384

Wyk, Richard de 192

Wykener, Alan le 148, 187

Wylde, William 146, 293, 312 (le
Wylde)

Wyleby, Hugh de 309

Town and Crown

Wyleby, Roger de 141

Wymale, Miles de 191

Wymersley 309-10

Wyminton 379

Wynchestr, Packes de 198

Wyndesour, William de 351

Wyse, Geoffrey le 347

Wysmon, Thomas 138

Wytene, Henry 188

Wyteny, Richard 137

Wytkake, Roger (Witlake) (son
William) 286

Wytman, Adam 154, 366, 375, 403

Yardley 30

Yaxley 26, 336

Yaxley, Henry Ponteys of 343

year and a day 217, 224, 226, 230, 234

year’s gift 97, 102

Yerdele, Henry de 140

York 6,11, 17, 35, 43-6, 58, 64, 116-7,
157,178, 226-7, 261

York, archbishop of 18

Yorkshiremen 40

Young, Thomas 45

Ypres 46, 350

Ywene, William 322

Zusche, Thomas le (Loche) 298
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