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SUMMARY

The Irish exchequer was the financial department of the government of

the king of England’s lordship of Ireland. The memoranda rolls were

used to record proceedings in the exchequer and correspondence

received or issued by it. Only two original rolls now survive, but

there are manuscript calendars of about 150 rolls. This thesis is an

edition of the earlier of the two original rolls, that for 3 Edward II

(30 September 1309 - 29 September 1310, abbreviated as 1309/i0). It

contains the text of the memoranda roll, three appendixes, a lengthy

introduction, and an index of persons and places.

According to the published lists there were two memoranda rolls for

the year 1309/10, but the second roll was in fact the first plea roll

covering a full year ever kept by the exchequer. As it was an

offshoot of the memoranda roll, and since the contents of one roll

cannot be fully understood without reference to the other, a calendar

of the plea roll has been appended to the text of the memoranda roll.

The organisation, functions and procedures of the exchequer are

discussed in the first part of the introduction. This is the first

detailed and systematic study ever made of the medieval Irish

exchequer, and should be of interest not only to Irish historians but

also to those concerned with the English exchequer and its records.

The second part of the introduction begins with a general survey of

the memoranda and plea rolls, in which it is shown that the Irish

exchequer, unlike the English exchequer, never kept more than one

series of memoranda rolls. The contents of the different sections of

the rolls for 1309/10 are then analysed in turn.

The final part of the introduction outlines the editorial practices

and conventions followed in preparing the text, calendar and index.

In general tile recommendations made by Hunnisett in Editing records

for publication and Indexing for editors have been accepted.

xiv
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INTRODUCT ION

PART I

The Irish exchequer in the

early fourteenth century



THE IRISH EXCHEQUER IN THE EARLY FOURTEENTH CENTURY

The exchequer was the financial department of the government of the king

of England’s lordship of Ireland.    It supervised the collection of the

revenue of the lordship, and itself received the greater part of that

revenue. It paid the fees of officials and the other expenses of central

government, authorised local expenditure, and made a substantial

contribution towards the cost of the war in Scotland¯    It audited the

accounts of officials collecting and spending money under its authority¯

It was also a court of justice¯ Legal actions related in any way to its
of

financial functions were heard by it, as were actions^debt, trespass and

account in which one of the parties was an exchequer offlclal, an

accountant, a debtor of the king or a person specially licensed to sue in

it.1

The exchequer was ultimately responsible to the king himself.    The

treasurer and its other senior officers were appointed by the king.2

Most orders from the king or the English council were conveyed in writs

from the English chancery under the great seal. A few orders from the

king were conveyed in writs from the wardrobe or privy seal office under

the privy seal.3    The Irish treasurer was obliged to account for

receipts and issues of the Irish exchequer at the English exchequer.4

Orders concerning the treasurer’s account were usually conveyed in writs

from the English exchequer under its own seal.

Within Ireland the exchequer answered to the chief governor and the Irish

council¯ The chief governor was usually a justiciar, although when Peter

Gavaston was chief governor in 1309-9 he had the title of king’s

¯

2.

3.

¯

See below, pp. 7 -- 106.

See below, pp.7 -- iZ.

For an analysis of writs from England and the Irish chancery see

below, pp.142-59¯

See below, pp. 18--19.



lieutenant¯ 5     The membership of the council varled, but it must

normally have included the chief governor, the chancellor and the

treasurer.6 Many of the orders of the chief governor or the council to

the exchequer must have been given orally to the treasurer. Those that

had to be put in writing were conveyed in writs from the Irish chancery
the

under Irish great seal
A

Major decisions concerning financial matters were sometimes made by or at

the time of meetings of parliaments or great councils.7 It seems that

a number of such decisions were made by the justiciar and council

immediately folowlng the parliament held by Kilkenny in February 1310.

Unfortunately only part of an ordinance concerning the appointment of

unsuitable persons as sheriffs is included in the surviving records of

the partllament.8    However the council’s decision that the exchequer

should appoint a receiver of the king’s money in each county was almost

certainly made on this occasion¯9     And it is probable that the

implementation in Ireland of provisions of the Statute of Rhuddlan of

1284 relating to dividend tallies and inquests concerning debts was a

result of a decision made at this meeting of council.10

¯

6.

¯

¯

9.
10.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., pp. 8-14.

Richardson and Sayles, Ir. parl. in middle ases, pp. 20-38.    The
council later became known as the privy council (secretum

consilium), in order to distinguish it from great councils, which

were similar to parliaments in composition and function (ibid., pp.

104-10)¯

See llst of parliaments and councils in ibid., pp. 332-65.    The
parliament listed as being held at Kildare during the year beginning

25 March 1310 probably met in Dec. 1310 (Cal. 3ustic. roll Ire.,
1308-14, pp. 163-4). At least four parliaments or great councils

held in the early fourteenth century are not included in the list.

In the year beginning 30 Sept. 1307 a sum of £666 13s. 4d. was paid

to the earl of Ulster per ordinationum prelatorumt procerum et
masnatum Hibernie (E 101/235/9).    A parliament was held on the
Monday after the Decollation of st. John the Baptist (31 Aug.) 1310

at Cashel (RC 8/5, pp. 279-80). A parliament was held on the morrow

of St. Martin (12 Nov.) 1311 at Dublin (RC 8/6, p. 208). And a

parliament was held sometime during the year commencing 8 July 1322

at Dublin (RC 8/13 pp. 540-1). It is likely that there were other

parliaments not recorded in the surviving sources.

Stat. Ire., John-Hen. V, pp. 276-7.

See below, p.38.

See below pp. 22 , 9Yr.



Many of the lesser officials of the lordship were answerable to the

exchequer.     The sheriffs and receivers of counties were generally

appointed in the exchequer by the treasurer. The seneschals of the major

liberties and the mayors of a number of cities and boroughs had to be

presented in the exchequer after their appointment or election.    The

collectors of customs and purveyors of victuals were usually appointed in

the exchequer or elected in accordance with instructions given in letters

from it. The escheator was too senior an official to be appointed in the

exchequer, but he was still obliged to answer to it for his receipts and

payments.II    The exchequer’s orders to these and other officials were

generally conveyed in writs issued under its own seal.12

Throughout most of its history the exchequer was based in Dublin,

although it was based in Carlow for most of the period 1361-94.13 By

the early fourteenth century the exchequer had its own buildings in the

king’s manor in the suburbs of Dublin near the modern Exchequer

Street.14 These buildings were among those destroyed when the suburbs

were burnt by the citizens in 1317 when they feared an attack by the army

of Robert Bruce.15    To replace them the exchequer rented premises in

the city from Robert Willoughby.    These premises were retained after

Robert’s death, the rent being paid to his widow Alice up to 1339.16

11.

12.

13.

14.

See below, pp. 36 --#I.

See below, pp. 210 - 4~

Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., pp. 160, 287, 327; Philomena Mary

Connolly, "Lionel of Clarence and Ireland, 1361-1366" (Ph.D. thesis,

University of Dublin, 1977), pp. 194-6.

Dublin c. 840 to c. 1540: the medieval town in the modern city, map

15.

16.

prepared by Howard B. Clarke for The Friends of Medieval Dublin

(Ordnance Survey, Dublin, 1978); "Calendar of Christ Church deeds",

nos. 517, 539-42, 544, 573~ 638, 1197, 1407 (in P.R.1. reps. D.K.

23-4); John Thomas Gilbert, A history of the city of Dublin, iii
(Dublin, 1859, reprinted, Shannon, 1972), pp. 181-2, 184.

Doc. affairs Ire., no. 140; Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., p. 238; J.F.

"ThLydon,     e Bruce invasion of Ireland"; Historical Studies papers

read before the Irish conference of historians; iv (London, 1963),
pp. 111-25.

E 101/237/8; E 101/239/7; E 101/240/1, 13, 18.
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At some date between then and 1346 either the exchequer moved or the

owenershlp of the premises changed, as in 1346-7 the rent was paid to

Walter Islip.17    From the summer of 1347 the rent was paid to John

Tailor for buildings which seem to have been in Nicholas Street. 18

These buildings were retained until June 1364, when they were surrendered

to Tailor. 19

The exchequer was open during the usual four law terms, although as in

England20 its terms were rather longer than those of other courts. It

was closed during vacation and on those Sundays and major feast days

which fell within term.     Michaelmas term opened on the morrow of

Michaelmas (30 September), and generally ended on a Saturday about a week

before Christmas Day; it was normally about 11 weeks long. The vacation

at Christmas was usually about three and a half weeks long. Hilary term

began on the morrow of Hilary~ (14 January), and generally ran into the

first week of Lent, ending shortly before or after Quadrageslma Sunday;

it could be as short as four weeks or as long as eight weeks.    The

vacation at Easter was six to seven weeks long. Easter term opened on

the morrow of the close of Easter (the second Monday after Easter

Sunday), and ended on the Saturday before Whlt Sunday, a period of six

weeks. The vacation of Whit lasted two weeks. Trinity term opened on

the octave of Trinity, and generally ended in early August, although in

1308 it continued until 23 August; it varied in length between six and

ten weeks. The vacation in autumn was between five and six weeks

21long.

The year commencing on the morrow of Michaelmas (30 September) is

commonly referred to as the exchequer year. As H.G. Richardson has shown~

17. E 101/241/12.

18. ibid.; Doc. affairs Ire., p. 196.

19.    Connolly, "Lionel of Clarence", pp. 194-6.

20. Handbook of dates for students of En$1ish history~ ed.C.R. Cheney,
(London, 1945, reprinted with corrections, 1970), pp. 65-70.

21. This paragraph is based on the receipt and issue rolls of the

exchequer for the period 1305-14 (E 101/234/7, 9, 16, 17; E

101/235/5, 9, 12, 13, 18, 20, 22, 24, 24; E 101/236, 1 3, 4, 6-8,

11, 12).
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this year was not used to date individual events. Normally the regnal

year was used for this purpose. 22    In the reign of Edward II the

regnal year ran from 8 July to 7 July.23 However the year beginning on

30 September was of great importance in the work of the exchequer. Most

of its records were kept on the basis of this year. Thus the memoranda

roll for 3 Edward II covers the year 30 September 1309 - 29 September

1310.24

22. H.G. Richardson, "The exchequer year", Transactions of the Royal

Historical Society, 4th series, viii (1925), pp. 171-90, and ix
(1926), pp. 175-6.

23. Handbook of dates, p. 20.

24. Throughout this thesis the exchequer year commencing on 30 September

is given in an abbreviated form. For example, the year 3 Edward II

is rendered as 1309/10.
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THE OFFICIALS OF THE EXCHEQUER

Little is known about the officials of the Irish exchequer before

1270,I but from Michaelmas 1270 to Michaelmas 1285 it is possible to

prepare fairly complete lists of officials from the treasurers’ accounts

and the issue rolls of the exechequer.2 These records show that the

establishment of the Irish exechequer was broadly similar to that of the

English exchequer.3 The most important difference was that in Ireland

there was only one chamberlain, while in England there were two. Also

the Irish receiver or treasurer’s clerk was better paid than the

chamberlain, while in England the chamberlains were better paid than the

treasurer’s clerk. The Irish exchequer ordinance of 30 April 1292

brought the Irish exchequer into line with that of England in this

regard.4 It ordered that in future there be two chamberlains, and that

the fee of the treasurer’s clerk be reduced. Apart from making these

changes, the main purpose of the ordinance was to regulate the fees paid

to exchequer officials.    Thereafter payments of fees recorded in the

issue rolls and treasurers’ accounts were warranted by reference to the

ordinance.5

After Michaelmas 1285 the issue rolls and treasurers’ accounts generally

name only the treasurer, barons, chancellor, chamberlains and usher¯

I ¯

.

o

.

¯

For what is known about the most important officials see Richardson

and Sayles, Admin. Ire.~ pp.21-7.
For lists of issue rolls, receipt rolls and treasurers’ enrolled

accounts, 1274-1384, see ibld, pp. 199-220. See also the views of

account in Cal.doc. Ire.~ 1252-84, nos. 891, 1038, 1294, 1389 and

1496 (E 101/230/2 and 12).

For the establishment of the English exchequer see Mad,x, Exchequer,

pp. 21-55, 133-40, 713-42~and Dorothy Mary Broome, ’The exchequer in
the reign of Edward III, 1327-1377’ (Ph.D. thesis, University of
Manchester, 1922), pp. 68-129.

The version of the ordinance in Mary Bates.n, ’Irish exchequer

memoranda of the reign of Edward I, Eng. Hist. Rev., xviii (1903),

pp. 512-13, is more complete than that in Red book of the exchequer,
iii, pp. 974-6. For the date of the ordinance as 1292 see Cal.doc.

Ire.~ 1293-1301, no. 183. The ordinance refers to the treasurer’s
clerk as received before 1292. The usage is confirmed by the issue
rolls and treasurers’ accounts, although the report on the state of

the exchequer, c. 1284, refers to him as the treasurer’s clerk

(Cal.doc. Ire.~ 1285-92, p.4).

e.g. Cal.doc. Ire., 1293-1301, no. 183.
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However, many of the lesser officials were entitled by custom to fixed

annual payments in addition to their fees. After 1292 these had to be

paid by assignment as they were not authorised by the ordinance. Lists

of the officials concerned can therefore be prepared from entries

relating to assignments in the memoranda and pipe rolls of the

exchequer.6 And the calendars of the patent rolls of the English and

Irish chanceries and the memoranda rolls of the Irish exchequer provide

information concerning the appointments of many of the officials. In the

early fourteenth century the only officials whom it is generally

difficult to identify are the treasurer’s clerk, the clerk of common

pleas, the under-ushers and the messengers¯ A list of the officials in

1309/10 is contained in Appendix Ill.7

It is more difficult to define the functions of the various officials.

It is also difficult to determine the extent to which their incomes

from official sources were supplemented by payments by accountants and

litigants¯    Some of their duties are implled by the titles of their

offices or are made clear in entries recording payments and assignments

to them.    But for clarification of many problems we mut rely on chance

references in the records¯ The report on the state of the exchequer in

c.1284 is of great value in this context, although the fact that it was

drawn up before the reforms of the early 1290s means that it must be used

with caution.8

The two exchequers

The exchequer had two divisions, referred to in the ordinance of 1292 as

the great and small exchequers.I    They were exactly equivalent to the

upper and lower exchequers described in the English Dialosus de

scaccario.2 The great or upper exchequer is generally referred to in

the records simply as the exchequer.3     It dealt with a11 matters

relating to accounts and legal proceedings.4 The exchequer’s

¯

7.
8.

I.

¯

3.
4.

See below, pp. 28-31.

2440-63 (notes in t~s fo.m re~r to entries {n vo[. below).
Cal.doc. Ire., 1285-92, pp. I-7.

En$. Hist. Rev., xviii (1903), p. 512-13; Red book of the exchequer,
iii, pp. 974-6.

Dialosus de scaccario, ed. Charles Johnson (London, 1950), pp. 5-61.

e.g. 198, 201, 234.

See below, pp. 82- [06.
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secretariat was contained within it, and commissions, writs and summonses

were issued by it.5    The pipe rolls, memoranda rolls and plea rolls

were all records of the upper exchequer.6 The small or lower exchequer

is generally referred to as the receipt (recepta) in its own records 7

and as the treasury (thesauraria) in the records of the upper

exchequer.8    It received revenue, issued money to pay fees and other

expenses, and was responsible for the safe-keeping of money and records.

The receipt rolls and issue rolls were records of the lower

exchequer.9 Most of the officials of the exchequer worked in the upper

exchequer¯ Only the chamberl alns, the treasurer’ s clerk and an

under-usher normally worked in the lower exchequer.I0

The treasurer

The treasurer was the official in charge of the exchequer.    He was

appointed by letters under the English great seal.11 He was personally

responsible for the exchequer’s receipts and issues, and since 1285 he

had had to account for them at the English exchequer.12 He normally

presided over the upper exchequer during the audit of accounts and the

hearing of pleas and verdicts in legal actions. 13    Commissions of

offices and lands made under the exchequer’s seal were normally witnessed

by him, as were writs ordering the assignment of revenue.14 Letters to

the exchequer were usually addressed to the treasurer and either the

barons or the chamberlalns.15    He was paid a fee of £40 per year.16

He probably also received substantial sums from debtors and defendants

seeking respites or other favours.17

¯

6.

7.
8.

9.

10.

See below, pp. 170 -BO~ ZiO -47.

See below, pp. 12-137 Bz+-6, 107--25.
e.g. E 101/235/24.

e.g. 64, 648.

See below, pp. 20, 24-25.See 1052 for a good illustration of the

responsibility of the lower exchequer for the safe-keeping of

records.

See below, pp. i0, 16.

II. Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., pp. 98-104.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

17.

See below, pp. 18- 19.

See below, p. 88.

See below, p. 173.
See below, pp. 143- $.

e.g. E 101/235/24.

e.g. Doc. affairs Ire., no. 64, p.52.
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The treasurer’s clerk

The treasurer was represented in the lower exchequer by a clerk known as

the treasurer’s clerk. The clerk was probably appointed by the treasurer

himself. He wrote the treasurer’s receipt and issue rolls, and wrote and

cut the tallies recording individual recelpts.1      He kept the

treasurer’s key to the chests containing records and, presumably,

money.2 It seems likely that he weighed and counted money received as

his precursor, the receiver, had done.3 Since 1294 he had been paid a

fee of 5d. per day during term,4 which amounted to about £4 10s. per

year.5 In the 1330s he was paid additional sums by assignment for work

done in vacations.6

The chamberlains

The two chamberlains were normally appointed by letters under the English

great seal.7    They were the senior officials in the lower exchequer¯

Writs of liberate ordering the payment of fees and other expenses were

addressed to the treasurer and chamberlains.8 Each of the chamberlains

kept counter-rolls of receipts and issues,9 and had a key to the chests

containing records and money.I0 One of them was expected to be present

when the treasurer rendered accounts at the English exchequer. 11

Deposits of money were recorded in indentures made between the depositor

and the chamberlains.12 Each chamberlain was paid a fee of 10 marks

13(£6 13s.4d.) per year.

¯

2.
3.
4.

¯

6.
7.
8.
9.
I0.
II.
12.
13.

See below, pp. Z0--5.
1052.
e.g. Cal.doc.lre., 1252-84, p. 387.
Eng.Hist.Rev., xviii (1903), p. 513; Red book of the exchequer, ill,
p.976.
e.g. E 101/235/24.
e.g. RC 8/16, pp. 52-3.
Richardson and Sayles, Admin~ Ire., pp. 118-24.
See below, p, Z~.
See below, pp. 20~ 25.
1052¯
See below, p. 19.
See below, pp. 31-- 3.
e.g. E 101/235/24¯
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The barons

In the late thirteenth and early fourteenth centuries these were two

barons¯    One was senior to the other and became known as chief baron¯

Both were normally appointed by letters under the Engllsh great seal.I

They were the senior officials in the upper exchequer. Together with the

treasurer they presided during the audit of accounts and the hearing of

pleas and verdicts in legal actions.2     Writs concerning the business

of the upper exchequer were addressed to the treasurer and barons¯3

The chief baron often deputlsed for the treasurer during the latter’s

absence.4 Each baron received a fee of 20 marks (£13 6s. Sd.) per

year.5    Like the treasurer they probably also received substantial

payments from persons seeking respites or other favours.6

The chancellor of the exchequer

The chancellor of the exchequer was normally appointed by letters under

the English great seal.7    Formally he came next in seniority to the

barons. In practice he might be more important. In 1309 John ~o~mm

deputised for the treasurer during the latter’s absence in England.8

The chancellor was the head of the exchequer’s secretariat. He held the

exchequer seal, with which all writs and summonses issued by the

exchequer were sealed.9 He was presumably responsible for seeing that

writs were correctly worded and may well have drafted the less routine

ones himself. Later in the fourteenth century he was sometimes known as

the chancellor of the green wax because exchequer writs and summonses

were sealed with green wax.I0 He was paid a fee of £10 per year.11

He probably also received payments from litigants for the sealing of

writs purchased by them in the course of legal proceedings.

I ¯

2.

3.

4.

5.
6.

7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin.lre., pp. 105-14¯

See below, p. 88.

See below, pp. 143- ~.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., pp. 98-104.

e.g. E 101/235/24¯

See above, p. 9, n.17.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., pp. 115-17.

2441.

204, 945.
RC 8/28, p. 562; EX 2/4, p. 133.

e.g. E 101/235/24.
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The engrossers

There were two engrossers. Both were normally appointed by letters under

the English great seal.l    The chief engrosser enrolled the audited

accounts of sheriffs and other officials on the great or pipe roll. The

second engrosser enrolled a second copy of each account on his counter-

roll.2 The chief engrosser was much the more important of the two. In

the upper exchequer he ranked next in seniority to the chancel lor. He

had a clerk to assist him who acted as his deputy in his absence.3

Each engrosser was paid a fee of 5d. per day during term and £1 per year

for robes,4 which amounted to about £5.10s. per year.5    The chief

engrosser was paid a further £7 per year by assignment.6 It seems that

they were also entitled to 6s. Sd. for every account engrossed and 2s. for

acquittance of every fine for trespass exceeding 20s. in value.7

The re~nembrancers

Some remembrancers were appointed by letters under the English great

seal,8 but most were probably appointed in Ireland.     Their main duty

was to write the memoranda roll, which was used to record copies of writs

received, abstracts of writs issued, and memoranda of a wide variety of

proceedings in the upper exchequer.9 They must also have written the

writs whose issue was recorded by them, as there is no evidence that any

other officials were employed to do this. They probably also wrote the

rolls of attermined debtsI0 and the estreats of fines and amercements

recorded in the memoranda rolls.11 They kept the files of writs from

13 and the12 the files of extents and inquisitions,England,

¯

2.

3.
4.

¯

6.

7.

8.
9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

e.g. Cal.pat.rolls, 1307-13, pp. 3,12.
See below, p. 86.

2450.

En$.Hist. Rev., xviii (1903), pp. 512-13; Red book of the exchequer,
iii, p. 975¯

e.g. E 101/235/24.

e.g. 1327.

RC 8/18, pp. 29-31. cf. Cal.doc.lre., 1285-92, p.2.

e.g. Ca1.pat.rolls, 1307-13, p. 76.
See below, pp. 108 -Z47.

See below, p. 43.
cf. below, p. 13.
e.g. EX I/2, m. 31.

e.g. EX I/2, m. 34.
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relevant files of writs returned.14    Before 1295 there was only one

remembrancer, but thereafter there were two. However, it is virtually

certain that only one series of memoranda rolls was kept in the Irish

exchequer, and that the second remembrancer was the chief remembrancer’s

assistant rather than his controller.15 They shared a fee of £5 per

year, and a mark (13s.4d.) per year for robes. 16    They were paid

further sums by assignment which in the early fourteenth century probably

amounted to two marks (£1.6s.8d.) per year for the chief remembrancer and

one mark (13s.4d.) per year for the second remembrancer. 17     They

probably also received payments for enrolling recognisances.18

The clerk of the common pleas of the exchequer

Before 1309 all pleas in the exchequer were recorded by the remembrancers

in the memoranda rolls.I Early in that year a new officer of clerk of

the common pleas of the exchequer was created. The clerk was at first

known as clerk of the chancellor of the exchequer.2 He was presumably

appointed by the chancellor, as his admission to office was sometimes

recorded on the memoranda rolls,3 but his appointment was not.    He

wrote the rolls of common pleas which in fact consisted largely of

entries of writs issued. He also wrote the estreats of fines and amerce-

ments recorded in the rolls of common pleas.4 In addition he must have

written the writs whose issue was recorded by him, and have kept the

relevant files of writs returned.5 The chancellor of the exchequer was

paid 5 marks (£3.6s.8d.) per year for the support of the clerk.6 From

1329 at the latest the clerk was paid small sums by assignment for

writing estreats.7

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
6.

7.

e.g. EX I/2, m 9d.; EX 2/4, p. 64.

See below, pp. 109- lll.

e.g. E 101/235/24.

e.g. RC 8/7, p. 213.

See below, p.166.

See below, pp. 115-16.

See below, p. 120.

e.g. RC 8/7, p.38.

e.g. RC 8/18, p. 355.

cf. above, pp. IZ-- 13.

e.g. E 101/235/24.

RC 8/15, pp. 417-18.
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The summoner

In the early fourteenth century the summoner was often referred to as the

clerk writing the summonses.1 He wrote the summonses which ordered the

collection of fines, amercements and other debts payable to the king

arising from the work of the exchequer, the chancery and the courts.2

He probably also kept the estreats from which the summonses were

prepared¯ At least one summoner was appointed by letters under the Irish

great seal.3    This may have been normal, but it is equally possible

that most summoners were appointed by the treasurer¯ The summoner was

paid a fee of 4 marks (£2.13s.4d.) per year,4 and was paid a further £I

per term by assignment.5

The transcriber of estreats

The transcriber prepared transcripts of estreats used to charge sheriffs,

seneschals, mayors and bailiffs during the audit of their accounts¯ The

transcripts were probably also used during inquests concerning debts.6

The first definite reference to the office of transcriber dates from

Michaelmas term 1309 when Alan Clondalkln was described as the clerk

writing transcripts of estreats.7    The office may have been created

several years earlier as Alan was paid for writing summonses and estreats

in 1303 or 1304 (he cannot have been summoner as John de Ideshale was

paid 20s. for writing summonses).8    It is almost certain that the

officer existed in 1307/8, as summonses made from old transcripts in the

1320’s include a number made from transcripts of estreats used in

accounts audited in that year.9    In the only case where evidence is

available the transcriber was appointed by the treasurer¯ 10    He was

paid I mark per term (£2.13s.4d. per year) by assignment.II

¯

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.
8.

9.
I0.
II.

e.g. 227.
See below, pp. ~l~ Z42.
EX 2/2, p. 245.
e.g. E 101/235/24.
e.g. 629.
See below, pp. 91, 94.

359.
P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38, p. 77.
e.g. RC 8/13, pp. 193, 419-20.
RC 8/15, p. 486.
e.g. 359.
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The marshal

In the early fourteenth century the marshal of the exchequer was

normally a lieutenant of the marshal of Ireland appointed by the

latter.1 The marshalcy of Ireland was a hereditary office. From 1207

to 1316 it was held by a junior branch of the Marshal family¯ In 1316 it

passed to the Morley family.2

1309.3    Presumably the king

while the office was in hand.

It was in the king’s hand from 1307 to

appointed the marshal of the exchequer

The main function of the marshal of the

exchequer was the custody of prisoners.4 As in the English exchequer,

he probably also took charge of writs and vouchers brought by

accountants; presumably these are the incoming writs referred to in the

report of c.1284.5 On the other hand affidavits to the marahal were

not a normal feature of the procedure of the Irish exchequer.6 He was

not paid a fee by the exchequer, but he received a half mark (6s.Sd.) per

day from debtors committed to his custody.7

The usher and his subordinates

The office of usher was granted for life.8 It was normal for the usher

to perform his functions by deputy.9 His primary duty was to guard the

door of the exchequer.I0 He was responsible for the delivery of writs

and summonses to sheriffs and other local officials.    He purchased

furnishings and supplies of parchment, green wax and other materials. He

saw to the carriage of money and records from Dublin Castle to the

exchequer at the beginning of term, and from the exchequer back to the

castle at the end of term. 11    He was paid a fee of 1½d. per day

throughout the year, which amounted to about £3 5s. per year. 12 The

office was clearly profitable as Martin Fisacre paid 20

I .

¯

.

4.
5.
6.

7.
8.

9.

I0.

11.
12.

RC 8/6, pp. 70-I; RC 8/9, p. 242; RC 8/10, pp. 436-7; RC 8/14, pp.

83-4.

The Complete Peerage, new edition (London, 1910-59), viii pp. 525-9;

ix, pp. 211-27, and appendix H. pp. 58-60; Cal.pat.rolls, 1327-30,
p. 267.

EX 2/2, p. 254; Cal.close rolls, 1307-13. p.116.

See below, pp. 9i~ I~6-~ Z06.

Madox, Exchequer, pp. 725-6; Cal.doc.lre., 1285-92, p.3.

See below, p. 183.
Cal.doc.lre., 1285-92, p.2; Stat.lre., John-Hen. V, p. 357.

2460; Cal.~ustic.rolls.lre., 1295-1303, p. 309.
2461-2.

EX 2/2, p. 304.

e.g. E 101/235/24.

ibid.
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marks (£13 6s.8d.) to be the lieutenant or attorney of the usher for the

year 1309/10.13

The usher probably had a number of subordinates. There are occasional

references to officials called under-ushers or sergeants.14 One of the

under-ushers served in the lower

occasional references to messengers.16

dates from 1334.17

exchequer.15 There are also

The first reference to a cryer

Other officials and special commissions

A chaplain was paid £2 10s. per year for celebrating divine services in

the exchequer chapel.1    None of the chaplains of the early fourteenth

century have been identified, and it is impossible to say whether they

had other duties as wet1.    There are occasional references to other

clerks performing special duties.2 probably there was always a number

of clerks who held no formal office but were available to perform special

duties. There is no evidence that the constable of Ireland, Thomas de

Verdon,3 had any functions in the exchequer, although his English

counterpart certainly did.4

Officials of the exchequer were often given special commissions in

addition to their ordinary duties¯     In 1310 the chamberlains were

commissioned to hear accounts of the goods and the issues of the lands of

the Templars in counties Dublin, Meath and Louth.5 They and the barons

were also commissioned to hold inquests concerning debts in the Leinster

counties, while the treasurer himself held inquests in Munster.6

15.
16.

17¯

1.

2.

¯

4.

5.
6.

226.

e.g. John Colewell who was called under-usher in 1321 and 1329, and
sergeant (serviens) in 1331 (RC 8/12, p. 551; RC 8/15, p. 415; RC

8/16, p. 62).

2461.
e.g. 215.

RC 8/18, p. 358.

e.g. E 101/235/24.

e.g. Thomas Ashbourne who was paid 6s. 8d. in 1322 for transcribing
certain rolls of the biennial tenth (RC 8/13, pp. 70-i).

RC 8/5, p. 198.

Madox, Exchequer, pp. 724-5.
645.

See below, p. 95.
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Exchequer officials were frequently assigned to act as receivers of royal

service and paymasters of milltary expeditions.7     And for almost

fifteen years from 1308 to 1322 Richard Woodhouse, chief engrosser and

subsequently escheator and chancellor of the exchequer,8 served as

collector of the queen’s gold on behalf of Queen Isabella.9

.

8.
9.

See below, pp. 60--i~ 74- 6.
2449; Richardson and Sayles, Admin.lre., pp. 116, 126.
EX 2/2, pp. 348-9; RC 8/13, pp. 120-3. Persons making fines of 10
marks (£6 13s. 4d.) or more had also to pay one-tenth of the value

of the fine as queen’s gold (William Prynne, Aurum re$inae (London,
1668), p. 2.



INCOME AND EXPENDITURE

This section of the introduction will be concerned mainly with the work

of the lower exchequer. Most of the income of the lordship was received

there, and most of its expenditure consisted of issues from the king’s

treasure held there. Only expenditure by the assignment of revenue was

primarily a matter for the upper exchequer, and even this was sometimes

recorded in the records of the lower exchequer. The different ways in

which money was received and spent will be discussed in turn, and an

attempt will be made to estimate the total income of the lordship.

Particular attention will be paid to assignments, as it has been

suggested that an increase in the volume of assignments may partly

explain the fall in exchequer receipts in the early fourteenth

century.1 However consideration must first be given to the treasurer’s

account.    This will not be examined in detail as it has already been

examined by others,2 but the main facts must be stated as they

influenced both the procedure of the lower exchequer and the survival of

its records.

The treasurer’s account

For most of the thirteenth century both the justiciar and the treasurer

had been expected to account to the king for their receipts and

payments. The accounting procedures were fairly informal. In many cases

a view of the account in Ireland was considered sufficient. However the

discovery of major irregularities in the accounts of Stephen Fulbourn and

Nicholas Clere resulted in reform.3     In the parliament held at

Westminster at Easter 1293 it was ordered that the account of the

treasurer of Ireland should be audited at the English exchequer once a

4year.

.

.

3.
4.

J.F. Lydon in Ir. Hist.Stud., xviil (1962-3), p. 262, reviewing H.G.

Richardson and G.O. Sayles, ’Irish revenue, 1278-1384’, R.I.A.
Proc., Ixii (1961-2), C, pp. 87-100.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., pp. 57-64.

ibid., pp. 48-57.

Rotuli parliamentorum, i (n.p.,n.d.), p.98, no. 11.
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In practice few treasurers accounted for as short a period as a single

year. Many accounted once for their period of office.    In the early

fourteenth century Richard Barford accounted twice, once for the period 7

July 1300 - 18 April 1305 and again for the period 18 Aprll 1305 - 23

January 1308.5 Alexander Bicknor was ordered to be in the exchequer on

8 July 1310 to render account. However he was subsequently ordered to

stay in Ireland to carry out the king’s orders concerning purveyance.6

In fact he did not account until the 1320s, when he accounted for the

whole of his period in office, 24 January 1308 - 15 April 1314.7

The treasurer had to answer in detail for all receipts and issues of the

exchequer. One of the chamberlains was required to be present in order

to charge the treasurer.    Both the treasurer’s rolls of receipts and

issues and those of the chamberlain in question had to be sent to

England. Sometimes the auditors called for all warrants for payments and

all the associated receipts.8    Most of the rolls and some of the

warrants and receipts for the late thirteenth century and the greater

part of the fourteenth century survive today in the Public Record Office,

London.    These records and the treasurers’ enrolled accounts contain

detailed and exact information concerning the exchequer’s receipts and

issues.9

On the other hand the treasurer did not have to answer for assignments

unless they were recorded as receipts and issues in the receipt and issue

rolls. There was therefore no necessity for records of assignments to be

sent to England. The surviving records of assignments are difficult to

interpret.    Consequently only estimates can be given for the value of

assignments and their contribution to total income and expenditure.10

.

6.

7.

.

9.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., p. 217.

1252, n. 8.
J.F. Lydon ’The enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor, treasurer of
Ireland, 1308-14’, Analecta Hibernica, 30(198Z), pp. 9-46.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., pp. 57-61.

The records including the accounts are listed in: ibld., pp.

199-220; List of various accounts and documents connected therewith

formerly preserved in the exchequer, P.R.O., London, Lists and

indexes, xxxv (H.M.S.O., London, 1912), pp. 152-60; List of foreisn

accounts enrolled on the sreat rolls of the exchequer, P.R.O.,
London, Lists and indexes, xi (H.M.S.O., London, 1900).

10. See below, pp. ~7--31.



Receipts

Normally revenue was received in the lower exchequer. Almost all of it

was received in money.    Only a few rents of insignificant value were

payable in kind.    These payments in kind were reported to the upper

exchequer by the chamberlains and recorded in the memoranda rolls.1

Cash receipts were recorded in two different ways, in receipt rolls and

tallies. Most receipts were recorded in annual rolls of great receipt,

commonly known simply as receipt rolls.2 Receipts of certain types of

revenue were sometimes entered in speclal receipt rolls which covered

more than one year. Thus when Alexander Bicknor was treasurer, special

rolls were kept of receipts of the fifteenth of 1292, the goods of

Nicholas Clere, royal services and the new custom on wines.3 The rolls

were kept in triplicate, the treasurer’s clerk and the two chamberlains

each having a copy. They were journals, the entries being made day by

day.    A separate entry was made for each receipt.    The name of the

county, liberty, city or borough in question is given in the left-hand

margin. The entry itself records the name of the debtor, the name of the

payer if different from the debtor, the nature of the debt, and the sum

received. The sums received were totalled by day, week, term and year in

the right-hand margin.    In entries of sums received during vacation the

precise date of the receipt was not recorded.4

The few references to Irish exchequer tallies are not very informative,

but there is no reason to think that they differed substantlally from

English exchequer tallies.5 The English exchequer tally was a squared

I ¯

2.

3.
4.

5.

See below, pp.l~6- 7.

e.g. E 101/235/22.

E 101/235/15-16.
Receipts during vacation are discussed below, pp. ~-5.

The following description of English exchequer tallies is based on

Hilary Jenkinson, ’Exchequer tallies’, Archaeolo$ia, lxii, part 2
(1910-11) pp. 367-80 and ’Medieval tallies, public and private’

Archaeologia, Ixxiv (1923-4), pp. 289-351. We do know for certain

that the details written on Irish tallies were similar to those
written on English tallies (e.g. EX I/2, m. 46).
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stick usually made of hazel wood. In the early fourteenth century it was

about eight inches long. Notches of varying size were cut into one side

of the tally to indicate the sum received, the widest notch signifying a

thousand pounds and the narrowest a penny¯    In addition the county or

other place name, the debtor’s name, the nature of the debt and the sum

received were written twice on opposite sides of the tally, using the

same wording as on the receipt roll. After about 1290 the term and year

were added on the notched side.6 The tally was then split through the

notches for about two thirds of its length, and cut horizontally from one

side to the longitudinal split to produce two parts each of which was

notched and carried a written description of the sum received.    The

larger part (the stock or tally) was given to the debtor and retained by

him for production at the upper exchequer when seeking allowance for the

debt in question¯    The smaller part (the foil or counter-tally) was

retained by the exchequer so that it could be compared with the larger

part when the latter was produced by the debtor in the upper exchequer¯

In the Irish exchequer tallies were written and cut by the treasurer’s

clerk.7 In the thirteenth century he wrote and cut the tallies before

making the corresponding entries on the receipt rolls¯    However the

report of c.1284 criticised this practice, and it seems likely that in

the early fourteenth century the entries on the rolls were made first as

recommended by the report.8 Occasionally the debtor lost his part of

the tally. In that event the tally could be renewed in accordance with

an English exchequer ordinance of 1286¯9 The old tally was cancelled

and kept in a file of cancelled tallies.I0 The fact of renewal was

11recorded in rolls of renovated tallies.

¯

¯

8.
9.

It seems that Jenkinson thought that the term and year were written

only once (Archaeologia, ixii, part 2, p. 375; Ixxiv, p. 296).

However the year appears twice on a miscut tally (Archaeolo~ia,
Ixxiv, plate LXII, no. 2). It is more likely that the year and term

were written twice so that they would appear on both parts of the

tally when it was cut.

e.g. 101/235/10¯

Cal.doc. Ire., 1285-92, p. 4

Placita parliamentaria, ed. William Ryley (London, 1661), p. 450
(calendared in Cal.close rolls, 1279-88, pp. 384-5).

RC 8/12, pp. 478-9.

RC 8/5, pp. 533-4¯
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Often a sum received from a sheriff or other collector of revenue

comprised payments in respect of a number of individual debts. In such

cases the tally was called a dividend tally.12 In England the Statute

of Rhuddlan of 1284 had ordered that the chamberlains should not make a

dividend tally for a sheriff or other collector unless he had given them

particulars of the debt in question.13     This provision of the statute

was brought into force in Ireland by order of the treasurer on 18

February 1310. He also instructed the engrossers not to give allowance

for such tallies until they had inspected the particulars.14    In the

case of a receipt from a sheriff, the particulars were to be the receiver

of the county’s part of the indenture made between him ~nd the sheriff at

the collection at which they received the debts in questlon.15    The

treasurer’s order was probably made in pursuance of a decision of the

council at its meeting following the parliament at Kilkenny in February

1310.16

The surviving records of exchequer receipts commence in the 1270s. Total

annual receipts varied greatly from year to year during the later

thirteenth century, but the average was about £5,500.17     Annual

receipts in the period 1300-20 are set out in Table I. From 1300 to 1309

they amounted to an average of about £5,000.    They fell sharply to an

average of just over £3,000 in the years 1309-15.    And in the period

1315-20 they declined further to an average of less than £2,200.18

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The pipe roll for 1295, Surrey membrane, ed. Mabel H. Mills (Surrey
Record Society, xxi, 1924), p.x.

Stat. Ire., John-Hen.V, pp. 44-5; Statutes of the realm, i (Record

commission, London, 1810), pp. 69-70.

618.
See below, p. 3~.

See above, p. 3.

17. H.G. Richardson and G.O. Sayles, ’Irish revenue, 1278-1384’, R.I.A.
Proc. lxii (1961-2), C, no. 4 (1962), pp. 87-100; David Craig,

’Irish revenues, 1285-1313’ (B.A. thesis, Dublin University, 1973).

18. The extent to which this decline represents a decline in total

exchequer income and the reasons for the decline are discussed
below, pp. 3~ - ~.
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TABLE I: TOTAL ANNUAL RECEIPTS OF THE EXCHEQUER

30 SEPTEMBER 1300 - 29 SEPTEMBER 132019

Year

1300/I

1301/2

1302/3

1303/4

1304/5

1305/6

1306/7

1307/8

1308/9

1309/10

1310/11

1311/12

1312/13

1313/14

1314/15
1315/16

1316/17

1317/18

1318/19

1319/20

Total receipts (£ s.d.)

5,417-13- 8½

6,291-14- 4~

5,310-19- 8½

4,164-14- I~

4,752- 4- 2½

3,641- 0- 7½

5,894- 6- 6½
6,016- 7- 7~

3,723-12- 2

2,818-14- 7½

3,032-17- 7

2,872-16- 2½

3,244-16- 91

3,491-12-111

2,968- 4- 9
2,271- 5- 4

2,122-18- O~

2,018- 5-11~

2,194-16- 7~

1,906- 6- 4½

Issues

Money received in the exchequer was known as the king’s treasure.

Payments from the king’s treasure were known as issues. No issue could

19. This table has been prepared from the treasurer’s enrolled accounts

(E 372/150, m. 40; E 372/153, m. 35; Lydon, ’Enrolled account of
Alexander Bicknor’, pp. 15-19 ; and E 372/166, mm. 25-6) and the

surviving receipt rolls (E 101/233/15-16; E 101/234/2, 4, 5, 9, I0,

11, 16 and 18; E 101/235/5, 6, 12, 15, 18, 22 and 25; E 101/236/I,
4, 8, 10, 12 and 14; E 101/237/I, 3, 7 and 11, and E 101/239/13).
The chamberlain’s counter-roll has been used only if the treasurer’s

roll is not available. The figures relating to the account for the

period 24 Jan. 1308-14 April 1314 differ from those given in Craig,

’Irish revenues, 1285-1313’, p. 121, for two reasons. Firstly a sum

of £I ,333 6s. 8d. of the money of Peter Gavaston was received

entirely in 1307/8 (schedule to E 101/235/11) rather than being

split evenly between 1307/8 and 1308/9 as argued in Craig, ’Irish

revenues, 1285-1313’, p. 167.    Secondly the figures in Table I

include £400 11s. 11d. received in respect of the goods and issues

of the lands of the Templars recovered in E 101/239/13.    However

they do not include a further £20 13s. of the goods of the Templars

and £10 of the goods of John Bonneville because it is not clear when

they were received. For the same reason the figures relating to the

account for 15 April 1314 - 1 Aug. 1321 do not include £476 15s.

3½d. received in respect of goods of debtors, loans and other

foreign receipts.
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be made without due warrant¯ For most issues the warrant required was a

sealed writ of liberate from the Irish or the English chancery ordering

the treasurer and chamberlains to deliver a specified sum of money from

the king’s treasure to a named person for a stated purpose. The person

to whom the issue was made had to give letters testifying to the receipt

of the money.    The writs of llberate and the letters of receipt were

filed together and retained for production on the treasurer’s account.I

Only two kinds of issue could be made without a sealed writ of liberate

from chancery.    Both related to the business of the exchequer itself.

Issues of fees of exchequer officials were warranted by reference to the

exchequer ordinance of 1292.2     Issues made to the usher for the

purchase of parchment, wax and other supplies and the payment of

messengers’ expenses were warranted by unsealed writs of llberate

witnessed by one of the barons of the exchequer.    These writs were

duplicated, one copy being given to the treasurer and chamberlains and

the other to the marshal.3     They were sometlmes enrolled on the

memoranda rolls.4    In the 1330s they were enrolled on the close rolls

of the Irish chancery.5

In the first instance issues must have been recorded day by day in

journals similar in form to the receipt rolls. The issue rolls produced

on the treasurer’s account for the period 1278-85 appear to be journals,

although the dates of issues are not recorded.6     And there are

occasional references to journals of issues in the early fourteenth

century.7 However after 1285 the journals of issues were not normally

sent to England. Consequently no original journal of issues later than

1285 now survives, although there is a transcript of a journal of issues

for the period Easter term 1374 - Easter term 1376.8

I ¯

2.

3.

¯

5.

6.

¯

8.

e.g. E 101/233/23.

See above, p.7.

Eng.Hist.Rev., xviii (1903), p. 513; Red book of the exchequer, iii,
pp. 975-6.

e.g. EX 1/2, m. 8d.

Rot.canc.Hib., p. 42, nos. 51-3.

e.g. E 101/230/8 (Cal.doc.lre., 1252-84, nos. 1497, 1525, 1535 and

1570).
e.g. EX 2/I, p. 151.

E 101/245/7.



The entries in the issue rolls sent to England after 1285 are classified

by type of expenditure. In the roll for 1309/10 the issues were recorded

in the following order:

(a) the fees of the justiciar, chancellor, justices and other

officials of the justiciar’s court and the Dublin bench, and

constables of castles;

(b) alms;

(c) payments to clerks assigned to pay wages, the keeper of the

works of Dublin Castle, and purveyors of victuals;

(d) gifts and grants;

(e) payments to Alexander and John MacDougal of Argyll;

(f) the fees of exchequer officials;

(g) payments to the usher of the exchequer for messengers’ expenses

9and the purchase of supplies.

The rolls for the early fourteenth century normally cover a single

exchequer year each.     Some, including the roll for 1309/10, make no

distinction between the issues of the different terms, and cannot have

been written until the end of the year at the earliest. In others the

entries are arranged by term and may have been written at the end of the

term in question.I0 However in the 1330s the issue rolls were written

specially for the treasurer’s account, and this may always have been the

case.11 They were written in triplicate, the treasurer’s clerk and

the two chamberlains each having a copy.

Over any period of several years the total issues of the exchequer were

of course roughly equal to its total receipts¯ However in any one year

the total issues might be very much more or very much less than total

receipts¯ In Table II total issues in the period 1306-13 are compared

with total receipts in the same period.    In 1306/7 issues were almost

£2,000 greater than receipts, while in the following year receipts were

almost £3,000 greater than issues. Only in 1310/11 were issues almost

exactly the same as receipts¯

¯

I0.

II.

E 101/235/24.

e.g. E 101/233/20 (Cal.doc.lre., 1302-7, nos. 128, 281, 303, 306).

RC 8/16, p. 52; P.R.I. rep. D.K. 44, p. 52.
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TABLE    II: COMPARISON    OF    THE    TOTAL ANNUAL    RECEIPTS    AND    ISSUES    OF THE

EXCHEQUER~ 30 SEPTEMBER 1306 - 29 SEPTEMBER 1313.12

Excess of receipts Excess of issues

Receipts Issues over issues over receipts

Year ([ s.d.) ([ s.d.) ([ s.d.) ([ s.d.)

1306/7 5,894-6-6½ 7,860-7-8½ m 1,966-I-2

1307/8 6,016-7-7~ 3,I08-12-5~ 2,907-15-2½
1308/9 3,723-12-2 5,616-4-2½ 1,892-12-0½
1309/10 2,818-14-7½ 2,314-18-4½ 503-16-3

1310/11 3,032-17-7 3,057-11-7~ 24-14-0~

1311/12 2,872-16-2½ 2,621-II-2~ 251-4-11~
1312/13 3,244-16-9¼ 2,096-I-5 1,148-15-~

Loans and prests

The fact that issues were almost [2,000 greater than receipts in 1306/7

requires further comment. There may have been some cash in hand at the

beg inning of the year, but it is unllkely that there was as much as

13[2,000, as receipts had been lower than usual in the previous year.

The explanation may be that the exchequer borrowed money in anticipation

of income of the following year.    Unfortunately there is very little

evidence concerning loans made to the exchequer. They were not recorded

in the receipt and issue rolls.    There is proof that the exchequer

borrowed almost [800 during the period 1300-5 and more than £300 during

the period 1314-21.14 However we know about these loans only because

they had not been repaid at the time of the treasurer’s account. We have

no way of knowing the number or size of loans which had been repaid.

The facts concerning prests are equally obscure. A prest was a loan made

by the exchequer which had to be either repaid or converted into an

issue. Prests were not recorded on the receipt and issue rolls. They

were occasionally recorded on the memoranda rolls, although this was

certainly not normal practice.15 And there is a list of prests made to

12. The annual totals of receipts and issues in this table have taken

from Table I (see above, p.23) and Table XIII (see below, pp.~7-~).
See above, p. %3, Table I.

Cal.doc. Ire., 1302-7~ no. 409; Rot.canc.Hib., p. 6, no. 58; E
’Edward I, Ireland and Scotland’ in372/166, mm. 25-6; James Lydon,

England and Ireland in the later middle ases: essays in honour of
Jocelyn Otway-Ruthven, ed. J.F. Lydon (BlacKrock, county Dublin,
1981), p. 55.

15. e.g. 360.
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Alexander Bicknor as treasurer, which shows that in 1309/10 he received

11 prests amounting to a total of almost £200.16 But the evidence is

not good enough for generalisatlons to be made.

Assi~uments

Not all revenue was physically received at the exchequer.    Some was

assigned in advance.    Occasionally all the revenue from a particular

source was assigned to an individual or group of individuals. The main

example of this in the early fourteenth century was the assignment of

revenue from the customs to creditors of the king for lengthy

perlods.l     Also the revenue arising from a proclamation of royal

service was sometimes assigned for a particular purpose and received by a

specially appointed receiver.2 However the assignment of specific sums

of money to individuals occurred much more frequently.    The discussion

which follows will be concerned excluslvely with assignments of the

latter type.

In England most assignments were made in accordance with one or other of

two systems. Under the older system a writ was sent to a collector of

revenue ordering him to deliver money to a named person from whom he was

to receive letters patent testifying to the receipt of the money. Before

1300 the writ usually said that the creditor would be given allowance for

the sum paid when he accounted. After 1300 it generally said that the

collector would be given a tally in exchange for the writ and letters

patent. This change was merely one of wording, as even in the thirteenth

century a tally was given to the collector when he accounted.    This

system has been described as the writ and letters patent system. It was

the standard system in the thirteenth century, and remained in use

alongside what has been called the writ and tally system.    The latter

system appears to have been introduced during the first decade of the

fourteenth century. Under this system a tally recording receipt of the

sum of money was cut in advance of payment.    The tally and the writ

ordering the assignment were given to the assignee who exchanged them

with the collector for the mo~ey. Under both systems most assignments

16. E 101/235/17.

I. See below, pp. ~I-Z

2. See below, pp. ~q-~o
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were made by exchequer writs, but some were made by writs under the great

seal, and a few were made by writs under the privy seal.3

In Ireland assignments occurred on quite a large scale in the years

1278-85.    The issue rolls contain numerous references to payments for

which collectors of revenue or debtors had a tally or tallies.

Corresponding entries can be found in the receipt rolls. For example,

the issue rolls for Hilary term 1281 state that the justiciar, Stephen

Fulbourn, bishop of Waterford, was paid £40 for which the bailiffs of

Drogheda on the side of Louth had tallies on 20 February.4 The receipt

roll for the same term records the receipt of £40 of the farm of Drogheda

on the side of Louth.5 The precise system by which these assignments

were made is uncertain. The assignment just cited would have been made

by the writ and letters patent system.    However the wording of other

entries on the issue rolls suggests that the tally was given to the

assignee and that a form of the writ and tally system was in use. Thus

in Easter term 1281 the chancellor, Fromund le Brun, was paid £10 of his

fee for which he had a tally for the farm of Newcastle Lyons by Walter de

6Adgo.

For more than 20 years after 1285 there is little reliable evidence

concerning assignments.     The issue rolls of the classified form

characteristic of the late thirteenth and fourteenth centuries make no

mention of assignments.    The Irish receipt rolls lack the marginalia

which make the English receipt rolls such a valuable source for the study

of assignment in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries¯ 7     The

calendars of pipe rolls contain some information concerning assignments

allowed on account, but all too often they fall to distinguish between

payments into the exchequer and assignments.8 However the entries of

¯

¯

5.
6.

7.

8.

J.F. Willard, Parliamentary taxes on personal property, 1290 to

1334: a study in medieval English financial administration (Medieval
Academy of America, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1934), pp. 233-49;

Michael Prestwich, Wart politics and finance under Edward I (London,

1972), pp. 157-8; Anthony Steel, The receipt of the exchequer,
1377-1485 (Cambridge, 1954), pp. xxlx-xxx.

E 101/230/13 and 15 (Ca1.Doc.lre., 1252-84, p. 373).

E 101/230/16 (Cal.Doc.lre., 1252-84, p. 372).

E 101/230/13 and 15 (Cal.Doc.lre., 1252-84, p. 386).

Steel, Receipt of the exchequer, pp. xxx-xl, 1-36.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 35-54.
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writs ordering assignments in the memoranda rolls for 1307/8 and

subsequent years provide a great deal of information concerning

assignments ordered by the exchequer.9 And beginning in 1308 the close

rolls covered by the calendar of Irish chancery rolls give some

I0indication of the extent of assignments ordered by the chancery.

Also the rolls of the justiciar’s court record occasional fines which

were not entered in the estreats sent to the exchequer because they had

been assigned.I! Precise totals cannot be calculated, both because the

value of an assignment is not always clear and because one cannot be

certain that a particular assignment was actually paid. Nevertheless the

memoranda, close and justiciary rolls enable one to make a reasonably

satisfactory estimate of the total volume of assignments in the early

fourteenth century.

Up to 1315 the assignments recorded in the memoranda, close and

justiciary rolls were fairly small in amount and few in number.    For

example, the memoranda roll for 1309/10 contains entries of 27 writs

ordering assignments for sums that amount to a total of about £175.12

The calendar of the close roll for the same year contains entries of

three writs ordering assignments with a total value of £12 5s.6d.13

The calendar of justiciary rolls for the period is incomplete, but it

seems likely that fines amounting to at least £6 6s. Sd. were assigned in

1309/10.14    The average annual total of assignments at this period

(excluding assignments of revenue from the customs and royal services)

was probably of the order of £200.    Most assignments were made by a

modified form of the writ and letters patent system. The writs recorded

in the memoranda rolls generally ordered collectors of revenue to pay

specific sums of money to named persons, receiving letters patent

testifying to the receipt of the money which were to be produced at their

account, when allowance would be made for the sum paid.15    In a few

cases the letters patent were exchanged by the collector for a tally, and

9. See below, pp. 17z~-5.

10. Rot.canc.Hib.

11. Cal.~ustic. rolls Ire., 1295-1314; P.R.O.I., KB I/I, and KB 2.

12. See below, pp.| 7~-- 5

13. Rot.canc.Hib., p. 12, no.5, and p. 15, nos. 231, 248.    In the

calendar the roll is described as a patent roll, but it was in fact

a close roll.

14. £1 6s. 8d. were assigned as alms on 24 Sept. 1310 (Cal.~ustic.rolls
Ire., 1308-14, p. 158). A further £5 had probably been assigned to

the clerk writing the estreats of the court, as this sum was paid by

assignment in other years (ibid., pp. 76, 199, 280, 314).

15. See below, pp. $7~ -5.
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entries were made on the receipt and issue rolls.16 But as a rule no

tally was cut and no entries were made on the receipt and issue rolls.

Instead the payment was recorded as an allowance in the collector’s

enrolled account on the pipe roll. 17     The main reason for this

divergence from English and Irish practice must have been to make

payments which would not have been passed by the auditors of the

treasurer’s account.     Thus many assignments were for the customary

18payments    to exchequer officials in addition to their fees.

Assignments were also used to pay the fees of receivers of counties,19

21 and to pay20 and certain constables of castles,justices of assize,

alms to the Carmelite friars.22    In addition some of the expenses of

23purveyance were paid for by assignments.

The Bruce Invasion in May 1315 resulted in a dramatic increase in the

number and value of assignments recorded in the memoranda rolls. Most of

the additional assignments were for the payment of wages to men fighting

the Scots. It is not possible to give a definite figure for the total

value of assignments in any one year.    Many assignments were ordered

several times and may never have been paid, and in other cases the sum

assigned is not stated in the calendar.    But it can be said that the

memoranda roll for 1315/16 contained more than 100 writs ordering

assignments with a total value of more than £I,000.24    unfortunately

the calendars of this and other memoranda rolls do not give the full

wording of the writs.    However the roll for 1319/20 survives,25 and

enables one to distinguish between two types of writ. Assignments of the

kinds normal before 1315 continued to be made by writs ordering the

production of letters patent on the collector’s next account. But the

great majority of assignments were made by writs ordering the collector

to be in the exchequer on a stated date to exchange the letters for a

tally. These assignments were recorded on the receipt and issue rolls.

16. e.g. 609.

17. e.g. 359.
18. e.g. 1327.

19. e.g. RC 8/6, p. 285.

20. e.g. Rot.canc.Hib., p. 15, no. 231.

21. e.g. 1078.

22. e.g. 503, 992, 1323.

23. e.g. 1044.

24. RC 8/10, pp. 411-812.

25. EX I/2.
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For example, on 25 March 1320 Pelegrine Bonoditi, keeper of customs, was

ordered to pay £8 10s. to the attorney of a Gascon merchant for wine

purveyed, receiving letters of acquittance which he was to have in the

exchequer in the quindene of Easter (21 April 1320) to exchange for a

tally. The receipt roll records the receipt of £8 IOs. from Pelegrlne on

the latter date.26 Since assignments of this kind were recorded on the

receipt and issue rolls, they need not be considered when calculating the

total income of the exchequer. Assignments not recorded on the receipt

and issue rolls probably still amounted to about £200 per year.

In the early 1320s the number and value of assignments recorded in the

memoranda rolls fell sharply.    By 1325/6 they consisted largely of the

kinds of payment which would not have been passed by the auditors of the

treasurer’s account and were not normally recorded in the receipt and

issue rolls.27 However it should not be assumed that the exchequer had

ceased to make assignments of the kind recorded in the receipt and issue

rolls.     It is more likely that the exchequer was now making such

assignments by giving the assignee a tally which he then gave to the

collector in exchange for the money. Thus an entry on the memoranda roll

for Michaelmas term 1331 stated that a tally for £I00 from the sheriff of

Cork was delivered to Peter Tintagel to be brought to the sheriff, who

was to pay Walter Cardiff (de Kerdyf) the £100 which he had recently lent

the king.28 It seems probable that this assignment was recorded on the

memoranda roll only because the tally was delivered to a third party

rather than to the assignee. At any rate assignments of this kind had

become standard practice by the 1370s, when they were referred to in the

memoranda rolls only when they gave rise to dispute.29

Deposits

Deposits of money in the exchequer were recorded in indentures made

between the depositors and the chamberlains.    The indentures do not

normally survive, but a few deposits were also recorded in the memoranda

rolls. Sometimes these were essentially private in character. For

26. EX I/2, m. 24; E 101/237/12.

27. RC 8/14, pp. 606-25, 753-63, 825-54.

28. RC 8/16, pp. 39-40.

29. RC 8/30, pp. 378-83; RC 8/31, pp. 355-61.
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example, John Barry deposited a sum for delivery to the merchants of the

company of the sons of Bettori of Lucca, provided that they made him due

acquittance.!    However most of the deposits recorded in the memoranda

rolls related to royal revenue. Several entries consisted of enrolments

of indentures recording payments of royal service.2    Generally the

services in question were those assigned for receipt by special

3collectors.

A good illustration of the nature of deposits is provided by a record of

proceedings against Henry Walton, a chamberlain of the exchequer. He was

found to have taken from the exchequer £19 17s.7~d. of the king’s

treasure and deposits amounting to £222 2s.6½d.    The latter included

£9 lOs. of a carucage and £18 14s.2d. of a clerical subsidy levied in

county Dublin for the war in Leinster, which had been deposited in the

exchequer pending a decision by the justiciar and council because they

had not been spent on the war. Also deposited pending a decision by the

justiciar and council was a sum of £40 levied from William Fatlnel,

because a widow had recovered in dower against the king one third of a

manor, the farm of which Fatinel had sold to the king for £120. A sum of

£20 levied from the goods of Ralph Stanes after his death had been placed

in deposit until his heirs or executor accounted for the time when he was

a receiver. The mayor and bailiffs of Dublin had deposited £22 8s. in

respect of forfeited goods of John Steel, because full acquittance in the

form of a tally could not be given until the relevant estreats were

delivered to the exchequer. And for the same reason, or because of the

closure of the exchequer during vacations, various unspecified persons

had deposited a further £111 10s.4½d.4

The fact that the exchequer was closed during vacations must have been a

common reason for the making of deposits. During the vacation at Easter

1315 the chamberlains received various sums for which tallies could not

be made in the absence of the treasurer’s clerk. Tallies were made later

and the receipts in question were entered on the receipt roll under the

I ¯

2.

3.

4.

EX 2/2, p. 34.

RC 8/7, pp. 38-9, 194.

See below, pp. 60-1-

E 368/79, m. 89d. cf. 64 and its cross references.
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heading Recepta in medio tempore.5 The treasurer’s clerk was paid by

the day during term and was evidently not normally expected to be present

during vacation.6    Presumably all sums received during vacation were

recorded as deposits in the first instance, and were recorded in tallies

and on the receipt rolls only when the treasurer’s clerk returned at the

beginning of the following term.

When the goods and lands of the Templars were taken into the king’s hand,

the resulting payments into the exchequer were recorded as deposits.7

However the auditors of the treasurer’s account considered them to be

receipts and they have been included as receipts in Table 1.8 Most

other deposits were private in character, were subsequently recorded as

receipts, or related to revenue assigned for receipt by special

collectors. Consequently it is not necessary to make specific allowance

for deposits when calculating the total income of the lordship¯

Total income

Any estimate of the total income of the lordship in the early fourteenth

century must take account of four types of income in addition to the

receipts of the exchequer listed in Table I.1 The revenue from customs

on wool and hides was assigned to creditors of the king for most of the

period 1299-1314.     It probably amounted to about £800 per year.2

Income from royal services received entirely by special receivers

probably amounted to about £400 per service¯ The services in question

were proclaimed in 1304, 1305, 1306, 1311 and 1312. Some of the revenue

from the service proclaimed in 1315 was also received by one or more

receivers¯    This may have amounted to £200 or more.3    Revenue from

other assignments not recorded as receipts and issues probably amounted

to about £200 per year throughout the early fourteenth century.4 And

a11owances must be made for £476 15s.3½d. received between 15 April

¯

6.
7.
8.
I.
2.

3.
4.

RC 8/10, p. 13; E 101/237/I.
See above, p.lO.
E 101/239/13; RC 8/7, pp. 38-9.
See above, p. Z3 , n.19.
See above, p. 23.
See below, pp.51 -2~ 56- 5.
See below, pp. 61 -3.
See above, pp. Z9 -31.



1314 and 1 August 1321, which could not be included in Table I because it

is not clear in which years its component sums were received.5

It is not possible to give a reliable estimate of total income for any

one year. However it is clear that the decline in the value of exchequer

receipts between Michaelmas 1300 and Michaelmas 1320 must have been

paralleled by a similar decllne in total income.    During the period

6 lying an1300-9 total income was probably of the order of £53,200, g

annual average of almost £6,000 per year. Total income in the period

7    lying an annual average of1309-15 was probably about £23,800,    g

slightly less than £4,000 per year.

income was probably about £12,100,8

under £2,500 per year.

And in the period 1315-20 total

giving an annual average of just

The decline in both exchequer receipts and total income which took place

in about 1309 cannot be explained by any single event. Presumably it was

caused mainly by

lordship

receipts

explain¯

the growth in lawlessness

in the early fourteenth century.9

and income which occurred in about

and disorder within the

The further decline in

1315 is much easier to

It is clear that it was a direct consequence of the invasion of

Ireland by Edward Bruce in May 1315.10

¯

6.

.

.

See above, p. Z3 n.19.

Made up of exchequer receipts of about £45,000, income from customs

assigned of about £5,200, income from royal services received by

special collectors of about £1,200, and income in respect of other

assignments of about £1,800.    The total income from customs was

probably about £7,200, but of this about £2,000 were received in the

exchequer (See sources for Table I listed above, p. 23, n. 19).

Made up of exchequer receipts of about £19,000, income from customs

assigned of about £2,800, income from royal services received by

special collectors of about £800, and income from other assignments

of about £1,200. The total income from customs was probably about
£4,800, but about £2,000 were received in the exchequer (See sources

for Table I listed above, p. 23, n. 19).

Made up of exchequer receipts of about £10,500, income from royal

services received by special collectors of perhaps £200, income from

other assignments of about £I,000 and income from receipts not

included in Table I of about £400.

Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., pp. 218-23.

ibid., p. 226.



THE COLLECTION OF REVENUE

Since most of the income of the lordship was received at the exchequer,

the records of exchequer receipts can be used to identify the main types

of revenue and to determine their relative importance.    However the

records do not provide the relevant information in an immediately usable

form. All entries in the receipt rolls must be individually examined and

classified, before one can establish totals for each of the main types of

revenue. As this is a very slow process, totals have been calculated for

only two years in addition to those for the year 1309/10¯ The totals for

1312/13 were already available.I    Because 1312/13 was the third year

after 1309/10, it was decided also to calculate totals for 1306/7, the

third year before 1309/10.

The results of analysis of exchequer receipts in these three years are

summarised in Table Ill. It will be seen that the three main types of

revenue were the profits of justice, farms and rents, and the customs.

Significant sums were also received in respect of wards and escheats.

Very little was received in respect of royal service, but larger sums

were received in other years, and of course much of the revenue from this

source was assigned.2    Subsidies were insignificant as a source of

income in the period 1306-13, although they were quite important at

earlier and later dates.3    Each of these types of revenue will be

considered in turn, but the role of sheriffs and other local officials in

the collection of revenue must be considered first, as they collected a

number of different types of revenue.

I ¯

2.

3.

’Irish revenues, 1285-1313’Craig, , pp. 118-81.
See below, pp.59-61.

See below, pp. 65- $.
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TABLE I I I: ANALYSIS OF EXCHEQUER RECEIPTS IN THE

YEARS 1306/7~ 1309/10 AND 1312/134

1306/7 1309/10 1312/13
(£ s.d.) ([ s.d. ) ([ s.d.)

Profits of justice 2176-15- 2½ 1165-10- 6¼ 1257- 4- 9
Farms and rents 1743-16- 3~ 1152-14- O~ 963-16- O¼
Customs and the

price of wines 1052- I- 6~ 146- 2-10½ 746-I 8- 4
Profits of the escheatry

and related revenue 612-19- 3 79-14- 7 198- 3- 6
Royal service 14-3-4 34-14- 0 0-4-0
Subsidies 45-I 5- 4½ 6-12- 2 I-6-8
Other revenue 248-15- 6 233- 6- 5 77-3-6

TOTAL 5894- 6- 6½ 2818-14- 7½ 3244-I 6- 94l

i

The role of sheriffs and other local officials

The primary unit of local administration was the county.5 In 1309/10

there were twelve royal counties: Dublin, Louth (Uriel), Meath, Kildare,

Carl¯w, Tipperary, Waterford, Cork, Kerry, Limerick, Connacht and

Roscommon. Most of them were roughly equivalent to the modern counties

of the same names.6 County Dublin included most of the modern county

Wicklow and the crosslands lying within the liberties of Kilkenny,

Wexford and Ulster (the crosslands were lands held by the church when the

liberty in question was created).7    Strictly speaking the liberties

themselves were also in county Dublin, although their seneschals normally

answered directly to the exchequer.8    County Meath consisted of half

¯

¯

¯

¯

8.

This table has been prepared from the treasurer’s enrolled accounts
’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’(E 373/153, m. 35; Lydon,

pp. 15-19) and the receipt rolls (E 101/234/11, 16 and 18; E
101/235/15, 22; E 101/236/4; E 101/239/13)¯
For a general discussion of local administration see A.J.
Otway-Ruthven, ’Ang 1o-lrish shire government in the thirteenth

century’, Ir. Hist. Stud., v(1946-7), pp. 1-28.
See the map ’Ireland circa 1300’ in Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., facing
p. 408.

’Anglo-Irish shire government’Otway-Ruthven, , pp. 7-8.
e.g. 41.
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the old liberty of Meath and the crosslands in the liberty of Trim, and

was made up of scattered portions of the modern counties Meath,

Westmeath, Longford and Offaly.    County Kildare included parts of the

modern counties Laois, Offaly and Wicklow.    County Connacht comprised

most of the modern counties Galway, Mayo and Sligo.

The senior official in each county was the sheriff.    In the early

fourteenth century sheriffs were normally appointed in the exchequer by

the Irish treasurer, although they were sometimes appointed by letters

under the English great seal.9 The sheriff had overall responsibility

for the collection of revenue in his county.    Writs and summonses

ordering the debt to be levied were addressed to him. If he failed to

carry out an order, the locally elected coroners might be ordered to act

in his place.I0 It seems that most sheriffs were entitled to levy an

allowance for maintenance of at least I mark (13s.4d.) per year from each

of the cantreds in their countyll (the cantred was the equivalent of

the English hundred and the modern Irish barony).

The sheriff did not normally levy debts in person. This was done by the

sergeants. In most counties there was a hereditary chief sergeant. He

appointed a sergeant for each cantred. The sergeant of each cantred had

his own sub-sergeants.12 Frequently chief sergeants were found to have

been negligent or fraudulent in the performance of their duties. In such

cases their bailiwick was taken into the king’s hand and a chief sergeant

was appointed by the exchequer. 13 There seems to have been only one

sergeant in county Roscommon who was appointed by the exchequer. The

14sergeants of crosslands were also appointed by the exchequer.

Sums levied were received at collections held periodically by the

9.    See below, pp. 15gjl 70

I0. e.g. 1477, 1519, 1560.

11. e.g. Cal. doc. Ire., 1285-92, p. 316; Cal. ~ustict rolls Ire.,

1295-1303, pp. 13-14; Doc. affairs Ire., no. 116.
’Anglo-lrlsh shire government’12. Otway-Ruthven, , pp. 21-6.

13. e.g. 131; EX 2/I, p. 145; EX 2/2, pp. 256, 269, 374.

14. See below, PF-170-1"
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sheriff.15 until 1310 the sheriff had sole responsibility, as far as

the exchequer was concerned, for the receipt of sums levied and their

payment into the exchequer. However he must always have had subordinates

to help him.     There are occasional references to under-sheriffs,

sheriff’s clerks and receivers. 16     Normal ly they must have been

appointed by the sheriff, although the receiver in Co. Tipperary was

appointed by the exchequer at least as early as 1308.17

In 1310 the Irish council decided that the exchequer should appoint a

receiver of the king’s moneys in each county. 18    This decision was

almost certainly made at the meeting of council held following the

parliament at Kilkenny in February. 19    Towards the end of the month

five men were ordered to come to the exchequer on 5 March to do and

receive as commanded on behalf of the king.20 On 6 March two of them

were given commissions as receivers in counties Louth and Meath.21 By

July the exchequer had appointed receivers in counties Dublin, Kildare,

Carlow, Tipperary, Waterford, Cork and Limerlck.22     It was clearly

intended to appoint receivers in counties Kerry and Connacht as well.23

However the exchequer did not in fact appoint a receiver in county Kerry

until 1315, and it is unlikely that it ever appointed receivers in

counties Connacht and Roscommon.24 The exchequer continued to appoint

15. e.g. Cal. ~ustic. rolls Ire.~ 1295-1303, pp. 19-20, 47.
16. e.g. ibid., pp. 53, 349; EX 2/I, pp. 66, 203.

17. EX 2/2, pp. 296-7.

18. 1018, 1026.
19. See above, p. 7.

20. 755-9.

21. 648-9.

22.    967, 1018-19, 1026, 1271, 1330, 1348.
23.    786, 788.

24. In 1312 and 1313 writs sent to all counties concerning the

collection of all outstanding debts were in most cases addressed to

the sheriff and receiver, but those sent to counties Kerry, Connacht

and Roscommon were addressed to the sheriff alone (RC 8/6, p. 319;

RC 8/7, pp. 507-8). The exchequer commissioned Henry Hore as

receiver in county Kerry on 31 Oct. 1315 (RC 8/10, pp. 441-2). He

was already acting as sheriff’s receiver on 26 Oct. 1314 (E

101/236/14/3), and may have held this post in 1310, as the exchequer

had intended to give him his commission in April 1310 (786).
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receivers in most counties until the late 1330s.25

The duties of a receiver were outlined in the commission given to Hugh

Clinton as receiver in county Louth on 6 March 1310. Collections were to

be held only in the presence of the sheriff, the sergeants and the

receiver. Money received was to be placed in the custody of a reliable

and law-abiding man of the county in a chest locked with two keys, one of

which was to be held by the sheriff and the other by the receiver.

Details of receipts were to be recorded in an indenture, of which the

sheriff was to have one part and the receiver the other.    When money

received was paid into the exchequer, the recelver’s part of the

indenture was to be given to the chamberlains. 26    Entries of other

commissions state that the receiver was to make tallies and other

acquittances for sums received.27     And the receipt rolls of the

exchequer show that from 1310 payments into the exchequer on behalf of a

sheriff were normally made by the receiver.28 His expenses were paid

to him by assignment.29

In addition to the counties, a number of liberties, cities and boroughs

answered directly to the exchequer. In 1309/10 four major liberties were

in private hands: Kilkenny, Wexford, Trim and Ulster. The first two were

roughly equivalent to the modern counties bearing the same names. Trim

was the second half of the old liberty of Meath. Ulster comprised the

modern coun£ies Antrim and Down and parts of counties Donegal and

Londonderry.30 The senior official in each liberty was the seneschal.

25. The precise date when the exchequer ceased to commission receivers

cannot be determined because of gaps in both the memoranda rolls and
the receipt rolls. The last payment by a receiver recorded in the

receipt rolls was that made by Nicholas Abbot on 24 Feb. 1336 (E

101/240/9). In Trinity term 1335 writs ordering the assignment of

revenue were still addressed to the sheriff and receiver (RC 8/18,
p. 659), but by Michaelmas term 1338 they were addressed to the

sheriff alone (RC 8/21, p. 36). The decision that the exchequer

should no longer appoint receivers may have been made at the

parliament or great council held at Dublin in January 1338

(Richardson and Sayles, It. parl. in middle ages, p. 338).

26. 648.

27. e.g. 1018-19.

28. E 101/235/25.
29. e.g. RC 8/7, p. 183.

30. See the map ’Ireland circa 1300’ in Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., Facing

p. 408.
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He was appointed by the lord of the liberty, but his appointment had to

be notified to the exchequer and he had to take an oath there.31 His

subordinates need not be mentioned here, as the exchequer normally dealt

only with the seneschal or his duly appointed lieutenant.32 Writs and

summonses ordering that debts be levied were addressed to the seneschal

in the first instance. Only if he or his subordinates failed to carry

out the order, could the sheriff of Dublin be ordered to act in their

33place.

Apart from these major liberties there was a number of lesser liberties

in private hands within the counties¯ Of these the most important was

the archbishop of Dublin’s liberty of Saint Sepulchre, which comprised a

large part of the modern counties Dublin and Wicklow.34 The archbishop

appointed a bailiff who was roughly equivalent to the sergeant of a

cantred, but who accounted directly at the exchequer with the sheriffs of

Dublin and Meath.35

In 1309 there were also two royal liberties: Carlow and Kildare. They

adjoined each other and had a single seneschal. The liberty of Kildare

had been surrendered to the king and made a county in 1297.36 However

when the liberty of Carlow fell into the king’s hand in 1306,37 the

liberty of Kildare was recreated. Arnold Power (le Poer) was paid as

seneschal of both libertles from 26 August to 16 October 1308,38 and

had probably been seneschal since 1306. In 1308 he was replaced by John

Bonneville at the instance of Peter Gavaston.39    They were evidently

31. e.g. EX 2/2, p. 295.

32. For an example of a seneschal’s failure to appoint a lieutenant in

due form see 168.

33. e.g. 1487 and its cross references¯

34. Charles McNeill, ’The secular jurisdiction of the early archbishops

of Dublin ’ R S.A I Jn , xlv (1915), pp. 81-108, ¯        ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

35. e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 39, p. 21.

36. A.J. Otway-Ruthven, ’The medieval county

Hist¯ Stud¯, xi(1958-9), p.195.

’Carlow in the middle ages’37. W.F. Nugent,

(1955), pp. 75-6.

38. Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’, p. 26.

39. Cal. pat. rolls, 1307-13, p. 147.

of Kildare’     Ir

R.S.A.I. Jn., Ixxxv



enemies. When Bonneville was killed in February 1310, Power was alleged

to have been responsible.40    Both Power and Bonneville were paid the

exceptionally large fee of £100 per year (5s.6d. per day).41 It seems

likely that their duties were at least partly military and that they were

expected to use part of their fee to pay for a number of armed men.

During the period 1306-10 both the seneschal and the sheriffs of Carlow

and Kildare answered directly to the exchequer.42 After Bonneville’s

death Carlow and Kildare reverted to purely county status, but they were

recreated as private liberties in 1312 and 1317 respectively.43

Six cities and boroughs answered directly to the exchequer. They were

Dublin, Drogheda on the side of Louth, Drogheda on the side of Meath,

Waterford, Cork and Limerick.44    The citizens or burgesses elected a

mayor and two bailiffs (or seneschal and two bailiffs in the case of

Drogheda on the side of Meath).    The mayor of Dublin, the mayor and

seneschal of the two Droghedas, and sometimes also the mayor of

Waterford, were presented and took oath in the exchequer on 30 September

each year.45 The mayor of Dublin was not permitted to leave the city

without first presenting his lieutenant in the exchequer.46 Writs and

summonses ordering that debts be levied were addressed to the mayor (or

seneschal) and bailiffs in the first instance. Only if they failed to

carry out the order would the sheriff of the county in which the city or

47borough lay be ordered to act in their place.

The profits of justice

The profits of justice fell into two main groups: the profits of the

central courts of the lordship, and the profits of the county courts.

40. Rot. canc. Hib., p. 13, no. 49; Cal. Oustic. rolls Ire., 1308-14,

pp. 156, 163-4.

41. Lydon, ’Enrolled    account    of    Alexander    Bicknor’                                                                         ,     p.     26;

Rot. canc. Hib., p. 8, no. 70. The fee paid to Power was apparently
mistranscribed as 5s. per day in ibid, p. 7, no. 25.

42. 89 and its cross references.

43. Otway-Ruthven, ’Medieval county of Kildare’, pp. 197-9; Nugent,

’Carlow in the middle ages’, p. 76.

See below, pp. ~6-7.

See below, pp.l~O-~.

76.
e.g. 1488 and its cross references.

44.

45.

46.

47.



The former were much the more important and will be considered first.

The best evidence concerning their composition is provided by the entries

of summonses issued in the memoranda rolls.l    These show that the

profits of the central courts consisted largely of fines and amercements

arising out of proceedings in the justlciar’s court, the Dublin bench and

the exchequer, and before justices of assize and gaol delivery, the

keeper of the market, and officials assigned to inquire concerning debts

and the misdeeds of local officials. They also included the issues of

the goods of convicted felons, payments for writs purchased in chancery,

reliefs paid by heirs to tenements taken into the king’s hand by the

escheator, and cloth declared forfeit by the keeper of the alnage.

Unfortunately the entries of summonses issued cannot be used to determine

the relative importance of the different courts as sources of revenue,

because they recorded only the first debt listed in each summons¯

Nevertheless there can be little doubt that fines made and amercements

imposed in the justiciar’s court must have formed the lion’s share of the

profits of the central courts, given the dominant role of the court in

the administration of both civil and criminal justice.2

Each court prepared estreats of debts to the king incurred during its

proceedings, and sent the estreats to the exchequer. There the summoner

prepared summonses from each estreat for every county, liberty, city and

borough from which debts were due.    After a sheriff’s, seneschal’s, or

mayor and bailiffs’ account had been heard, he also prepared summonses of

debts still owing from enrolled accounts, old estreats, transcripts of

estreats and llsts of debts removed from the account because they related

to another locality.     Each summons began with a command to the

appropriate sheriff or other local official that he have the debts listed

in question in the exchequer at the following Michaelmas or Easter.3

When a sheriff received a summons, he had estreats prepared from it for

each cantred. These were delivered to the chief sergeant for execution

by the sergeants of the cantreds.4    presumably a similar procedure

¯

2.

3.

4.

See below, pp. ~[~£-7.

Hand, En$. law in Ire., pp. 40-88.
See below, pp. Z@f-7.

e.g. EX 2/2, pp. 304-5.



applied in liberties, cities and boroughs. As already explained, sums

levied were received at collections.5 Normally a number of such

receipts were paid into the exchequer at the same time. In the resulting

entry on the receipt roll they were referred to as "debts of divers".6

Of course not all debts were paid at local collections. Debtors living

near Dublin evidently preferred to pay money directly into the

exchequer. In 1309/10 the sheriff of Dublin paid only £9 18s. of debts

of divers, while various individuals paid a total of £106 16s.2d.7

Also very large debts were not normally paid at collections. Most such

debts were normally attermined. This meant that the exchequer gave the

debtor terms for the payment of his debt by instalments, generally at

Michaelmas and Easter¯    Provided the debtor paid at his terms, the

appropriate sheriff or other local official was ordered not to levy the

debt.8    The giving of terms was recorded in the roll of attermined

debts. The roll for the first thirty years of the reign of Edward III

survived long enough to be calendared.9

Little is known about the collection of the profits of the county

courts¯ Presumably the sheriffs’ clerks kept records of debts arising

from proceedings in the courts, and made estreats which were delivered to

the sergeants for execution¯ The sums levled must have been received at

collections. A number of such receipts were paid into the exchequer at

the same time.    In the resultlng entry on the receipt roll they were

referred to simply as "profit of the county".I0 Normally the sheriff

must have supplied particulars of the profit of the county when he

rendered his account. If he failed to do so, the amount of the profit

had to be fixed by agreement with the treasurer and barons.11 But even

if he did supply particulars, the exchequer had no independent means of

knowing whether they included all debts incurred in the county court.

¯

6.

7.
8.

9.
I0.

11.

See above pp. F7-@.

e.g. E 101/235/22.

ibid.
See below pp. 237- ~.

RC 8/15, pp. 209-373.

e.g. E 101/235/22.
e.g. RC 8/13, p. 283.



Perhaps for this reason, the exchequer often preferred to farm

profits of the more remote counties for a fixed sum per year.12

the

Exchequer receipts of the profits of justice in the years 1306/7, 1309/10

and 1312/13 are analysed by type of revenue in Table TV. Even in 1312/13

the profits of the counties barely exceeded 2% of total receipts. Debts

paid individually were substantially greater in value than debts of

divers in 1306/7, but by 1312/13 debts of divers were more than twice as

valuable as debts paid individually. Clearly the proportion of revenue

received at local collections had increased.    Presumably debtors had

greater confidence in local collections as a result of the appointment of

independent receivers by the exchequer.    In 1306/7 almost 40% of the

receipts consisted of the arrears of account of sheriffs and seneschals.

This must in part explain the fact that total exchequer receipts in

1306/7 were much higher than in the immediately preceding years.13

TABLE IV: ANALYSIS     BY    TYPE     OF    REVENUE    OF    EXCHEQUER    RECEIPTS OF THE

PROFITS OF JUSTICE IN THE YEARS 1306/7~ 1309/10 AND

AND 1312/1314

1306/7 1309/10 1312/13

(£ s.d. ) (£ s.d.) (£ s.d. )

Profits of the counties 26-9-3 23-13-4 26-14- 8

Debts of divers 525- 4- 4½ 383-19-3 706- I- 1

Debts paid individually 743- 5- 45 458-18-8 269-14-10

Arrears of account 881-16- 2¼ 298-19-3~ 254-14- 2

TOTAL 2176-15- 2! I165-I0-6~ 1257- 4- 9

The same receipts are analysed by locality in Table V. This gives some

indication of the relative importance of different areas. Receipts from

12.

13.

14.

e.g. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38, p. 74.
See above, p. 2.3, Table I.

This table has been prepared from the receipt rolls (E 101/234/16; E

101/235/22; E 101/236/4).     The arrears of account must have
consisted largely of profits of the central courts, although they

may have included small amounts of other revenues.



the counties were generally much higher than those from the liberties,

cities and boroughs, due to the limitations on the jurisdiction of the

central courts in the latter.15 The exceptionally large receipts from

the liberty of Kilkenny in 1306/7 included £200 in respect of a single

fine for trespass and £180 13s.4d. of arrears of account of the

seneschal.

TABLE V: ANALYSIS BY LOCALITY OF EXCHEQUER RECEIPTS OF THE PROFITS OF

JUSTICE IN THE YEARS 1306/7~ 1309/10 AND 1312/1316

1306/7 1309/10 1312/13

(£ s.d.) (£ s.d.) (£ s.d.)

Counties and liberties

Carlow 16- 0- 0 65- 6- 8 19-I I- 2

Connacht 68- 6- 8 70-13- 4 59-6-8

Cork 224- 4- 1 50-13- 6 1 78- 6-10

Dublin 212-16- 9½ 139- 5-10 129- 6-4

Kerry 32- 2- 7 29-13- 4 29-7-0

Kildare 134-11-10 33- 6- 8 57-0-0
Kilkenny 400-13- 4 20- O- 0 25-16- 8

Limerick 257-17- 9 85- 6- 8 128- 6- 8

Louth 118-17- 5 168- 5- 6 81-I-8
Meath 138- 3- 133- I- 9 65-18- 6

Roscommon 15-12- 2~ 9-13- 0 0-6-8

Tipperary 310-I i- 4 178- 6- 8 291- 1- 0
Trim 10-10- 0 5-I-0 9-6-8

Ulster 4-16- 8

Waterford 39-13- 4 19-13- 4 45-6-8

Wexford 95-13- 4 48- 0- 0 74-12- I

TOTAL 2075-14- 0 1056- 7- 3 1199-I I- 3

Cities and boroughs

Cork 12- 3- 4 6- 0- 6 9-13-4

Drogheda (Louth) 20- 9-10½ 16-16- 1¼ 11-12-4

Drogheda (Meath) 4-16- 8 10- O- 0 11-11-2

Dublin 37- 8- 0 41- 6- 8 14-16-8

Limerick 26- 3- 4 35- O- 0 3- 6-8

Waterford 6-13-4

TOTAL 101- i- 2½ 109- 3- 3~ 57-13-6

15. Hand, En$. law in Ire., pp. 113-34.
16. This table has been prepared from the receipt rolls (E 101/234/16;

E 101/235/22; E 101/236/4).     Receipts from the archbishop of

Dublin’s liberty of Saint Sepulchre have been included with those

from county Dublin.
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Farms and rents

The farms and rents under discussion here were sometimes referred to as

the rents of assize.1 They fell into three main groups: the fee farms

of the cities and major boroughs, the farms and rents of manors answered

for directly at the exchequer, and other rents payable to the king. They

did not include rents from lands taken temporarily into the king’s hand

by the escheator, nor did they include rents from lands formerly

belonging to the Templars.2

The six cities and boroughs which answered directly to the exchequer

through their mayor (or seneschal) and bailiffs3 were held at fee

farm.    This meant that the citizens or burgesses held their city or

borough for ever by charter from the king, rendering a fixed annual

payment or farm at the exchequer. The amounts of the farms were in all

but one case specified in their charters, and are set out in Table VI.

In addition to their fee farms, some of the cities and boroughs owed

other smaller farms and rents. For example, Cork owed the farm of the

faith for land acquired by the city in the late thirteenth century.4

An inquisition held in February 1310 stated that the borough of Roscommon

was also held at fee farm. 5    And in the same year the burgesses of

Roscommon claimed the liberty of answering at the exchequer through their

mayor and bailiffs, rather than through the sheriff of the county.6

However there is no evidence that their claim was accepted¯

¯

2.
3.
4.

¯

6.

e.g. Cal. doc. Ire., 1252-84, no. 2329.
See below, pp. Y~-8, 6F-~.
See above, p. ~I.

William O’Sullivan, The economic history of Cork City from the
earliest times to the Act of Union (Dublin, 1937), pp. 28-9.
552.
1293; RC 8/5, pp. 223-4, 521-2.



TABLE VI: THE FEE FARMS OF THE CITIES AND MAJOR BOROUGHS7

City or borough

Cork city

Drogheda borough on the side of Louth

Drogheda borough on the side of Meath

Dublin city

Limerick city

Waterford city

Annual farm

80 marks (£53 6s.8d.)

60 marks (£40)

40 marks (£26 13.s.4d.)

200 marks (£133 6s.8d.)

II0 marks (£73 6s.8d.)

i00 marks (£66 13s.4d.)

The manors whose farms and rents were answered for directly at the

exchequer are listed in Table VII. They were concentrated in west county

Dublin and north County Kildare. Most of the manors in these areas were

held at farm by their tenants. The latter elected a reeve (prepositus)

who answered for the farm at the exchequer. In exceptional circumstances

this election might take place in the exchequer.8    The reeves were

supervised by a seneschal or keeper (custos) of demesne lands, who was

normally appointed by the exchequer.9 The seneschal must have presided

over the manor courts, and sometimes answered at the exchequer for the

profits of the courts.I0

o

¯

9.

10.

The amounts of the farms of all except Limerick are specified in

charters printed in Geardid Mac Niocaill, Na buir~isf, XII-XV aois
(Dublin, 1964), i, pp. 86, 159, 177, 187, 237, 251. The farm of

Limerick was II0 marks, but £I0 of this was paid to the bishop of

Limerick for the fishery there (e.g.P.R.I. rep. D.K. 42t p. 28).

e.g. 127.
e.g. RC 8/9, p. 210.

e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 43, p. 66.



TABLE VII: FARMS AND RENTS OF MANORS ANSWERED

FOR DIRECTLY AT THE EXCHEQUER IN THE

EARLY FOURTEENTH CENTURY11

Annual farm or
COUNTY AND MANOR rent (£ s.d.)

County Connacht
Admekin ca. 60-0-0

County Dublin

Bray 15-8-7
Chapelizod (Capella Isolde) 23-6-8
Crumlin 37-7-6
Esker 14-I-0
Cork Great (Corkagh) 11-5-0
Newcastle Lyons 147-5-8
Newcastle Mackinegan 40-0-0
Saggart (Tassagard) 112-18-4

County Kildare
Castlewarden and Oughterard 33-12-I
Leixlip (Saltus Salmonis) 77-10-0½

County Louth
Ardee (Atherde) and Mansfieldstown 98-11-11½

(Mandevilleston)

Liberty of Trim

Dysart 20-0-0

County Tipperary
Carrick-0n-Suir (Carrickmacgriffln) 32-13-4

and Kilnoleran

11. This table has been prepared from the accounts in the calendar of

pipe rolls in P.R.I. reps. D.K. 38, pp. 68-9, 84-6, 94-6; 39, pp.
26-7, 37-8, 50-I, 56, 72; 42, pp. 26-7. In a few cases in which the

farm or rent payable changed, the figure chosen is that for the year

nearest in date to 1309/10.    Increments of farms have not been

included.     The manor of Okethy in county Kildare was almost

certainly also answered for directly, but none of the pipe rolls

calendared contained an account for it. The manors of the liberty

of Carlow were answered for directly while they were in the king’s

hand (P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, pp. 54-5).
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Most of the other manors were granted during pleasure to an ind{vldual

who answered for the farm or rent. For example Ardee and Mansfleldstown

were granted to Walter Cusack by letters patent under the English great

seal dated I0 June 1308. He held them until they were granted to Richard

Tuite by letters dated 7 October 1309. Tuite held them until they were

granted to the earl of Ulster by letters patent dated 22 May 1313.12

Cusack’s account

December 1309.

December 1313.13

for the manors covered the period 24 June 1308-25

Tuite’s account covered the period 25 December 1309-25

Other farms and rents were answered for through the sheriff of the county

in which they lay. They included some very large rents, but these tended

to be badly in arrear. For example Reynold and Margaret Russell owed a

farm of 200 marks (£133 6s. Sd.) per year for Decles in county Waterford,

but in 1306 they and their sub-tenants had paid barely half the sum owed

for a period of seven years.14 Even larger sums were payable for lands

in counties Connacht and Roscommon, but only a small proportion was

actually paid.    In 1309 the king quitclaimed the rent of 500 marks

(£333 13s.4d.) formerly payable by the earl of Ulster for his lands in

Connacht.15

Exchequer receipts of farms and rents in the years 1306/7, 1309/10 and

1311/12 are analysed by locality in Table VIII. The farms of the cities

and major boroughs consistently amounted to just under 30% of the total.

The farms and rents of manors and other lands in counties Dublin and

Kildare amounted to substantially more than half of the remainder.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Cal. fine rolls, 1307-19, pp. 23, 50, 172.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, pp. 37, 56.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38, p. 102.

35 and its cross references.



TABLE VIII: ANALYSIS BY LOCALITY OF EXCHEQUER RECEIPTS

OF FARMS AND RENTS IN THE YEARS 1306/7

1309/10 and 1312/1316

1306/7 1309/10 1312/13

(£ s.d. ) s.d.) s.d.)

Cities and major

boroushs

Cork 57- 6- 8 59- 6- 2 34-13-4
Drogheda (Louth) 61-12- 0 40- 0- 0 25-19-4
Drogheda (Meath) 46-18- 8 26-13- 4 36- 0-0
Dublin 137- - 123-13-11 67- 0-0
Limerick 73- 6- 8 68-13- 4 31-13-4
Waterford 96-12- 0 22- 0- 0 73- 6-8
TOTAL 473’-11- 5 340-06-09 268-12-8

Counties and liberties

Carlow 85-06- 8 76-10- 7½ 61- 5-9
Connacht 56-03-10 28-0-0 30- 0-0
Dublin 399-09- 3~ 259-1 I- 2 275-17-8
Kildare 308-i 7- 4 181-14- 9½ 132- 6-9¼
Louth 210-13- 0 40-0-0 49- 0-0
Meath 29-13- 4 39-13-2
Roscommon 34-00- 0 65-06- 6
Tipperary 35-00- 0 14-11-10~
Waterford 111-01- 5 128-13- 4 107-00-0
TOTAL 1270- 4-I~ 794- 7- 34~ 695- 3-4¼

GRAND TOTAL 1743-16 3~ 1134-14- 0~ 963-16-0~

The customs and the prise of wines 1

The customs were taxes on overseas trade. They were collected at the

ports of Drogheda, Dublin, Wexford, New Ross, Waterford, Youghal, Cork,

16.

I ¯

This table has been prepared from the receipt rolls (E 101/234/16;

E 101/235/22; E 101/236/4). Receipts from manors of the liberty of

Carlow which lay within the liberty of Wexford have been included

under Carlow.

To a considerable extent this sub-sectlon is based on Harriet

Brodie, ’The Irish customs, 1275-1327’ (B.A. thesis, Dublin
University, 1966). For the English background see Norman S.B. Gras,

The early En$1ish customs system (Cambridge, Mass., and London,
’The English customs service, 1307-1343"1918) and Robert L. Baker,

a study of medieval administration’, Transactions of the American

Philosophical Society, new series, Ii, part 6 (1961)¯
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Kerry, Limerick, Galway and Ulster.2 The first permanent customs were

granted in 1275. They were levied on exports of wool and hides, at the

rates of 6s.8d. on every sack of wool, 6s.8d. on every 300 woolfells, and

13s.4d. on every last (200 hides) of leather.3    They were generally

referred to as the new custom or the great new custom.

In 1302 the merchants of the duchy of Acquitaine granted a custom of 2s.

per tun of wine imported, in lleu of the prise of wines.4 And in 1303

alien merchants granted additional duties, in return

privileges. They consisted of:

for certain

2s. per tun of wine imported, in lieu of the prise of wines;

3s.4d. on each sack of wool and every 300 woolfells exported,

and 6s.8d. on each last of hides exported, in addition to the

duties granted in 1275;

duties on cloth, wax and all other goods imported and

exported.5

The customs of 1302 and 1303 were abolished by the Ordinances of 1311¯

In Ireland their abolition took effect from Hilary term 1312.6 They

were not re-imposed until the early 1320s.7 As a group they were often

referred to as the latest new custom.    The duties on cloth and other

goods were frequently described as the small custom.

For much of the early fourteenth century the customs were assigned to

creditors of the king in repayment of his debts to them. The citizens of

Bayonne probably received the issues of the great custom throughout the

¯

.

¯

.

6.
7.

See below, p. 64, Table X. Both Kerry and Ulster contained more than

one port. The main port in Kerry was Ardfert (e.g. EX 2/2, p. 366)

and the main port in Ulster was Carrickfergus (e.g. 302). The two

boroughs of Drogheda were administered as a single port for customs

purposes.

Gras, English customs system~ ~p.~2B-- Z~ , citing the fine roll
calendared in Cal. fine rolls, 1272-1307, p. 47.

Cal. charter rolls, 1300-26, pp. 29-31; Cal. pat. rolls, 1301-7,

p. 99.

Gras, English customs system, pp. 259-64.
RC 8/6, pp. 156-7.

They had been re-imposed by Trinity term 1323 (E 101/238/7).
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period June 1299-April 1304.8    From April 1304 the great custom was

assigned to the Frescobaldi of Florence. In October 1304 the additional

duties on wool and hides of 1303 were granted to the Frescobaldi.9 All

the customs on wool and hides had been taken back into the king’s hand by

June 1306, but in December 1307 they were again assigned to the

Frescobaldi.I0 By January 1310 the Frescobaldi were also in receipt of

the small custom and the custom on wine, but by Easter term 1311 these

customs had been assigned to Walter de Waldeshef.II However later in

the same year all the customs were taken into the king’s hand with

retrospective effect from February 1311.12 By June 1313 at the latest

the great custom had been assigned to Anthony Pessaigne of Genoa, but it

was taken permanently into the king’s hand sometime in 1314.13

There was normally a central collector (or keeper or receiver) of the

great custom.    Martin de Lysegor was central collector while it was

assigned to the citizens of Bayonne.14    When it was granted to the

Frescobaldi in 1304, Andrew Gerard was made central collector.15 There

was apparently no central collector while it was in the king’s hand in

1306-7, but Gerard was re-appointed in 1308.16    He continued to act

8. The assignment was made in May and took effect on 7 June 1299

(Cal. close rolls, 1296-1302, p. 250; P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38, pp.
43,51).    Assignments to the Frescobaldi in 1303 were revoked and

never took effect (Cal. doc. Ire.~ 1302-7, no. 172; Cal. fine rolls,

1272-1307, p. 470; Cal. pat. rolls, 1301-7, p. 136; P.R.I. rep.
D.K.38, pp. 55-63). On 20 April 1304 Martin de Lysegor, merchant of

Bayonne, delivered his part of the cocket seal (presumably that of
Dublin) to the treasurer, who gave it to Andrew Gerard of the

Frescobaldi (EX 2/I, p. 78).

9. Cal. pat. rolls, 1301-7, p. 213; Cal. doc. Ire., 1302-7, no. 360.

10. Cal. ~ustic. rolls Ire., 1305-7~ p. 229; Cal. doc. Ire., 1302-7,

no. 515; Cal. pat. rolls, 1307-13, p. 28.

II. 541 and its cross references; Cal. fine rolls, 1307-19, pp. 68-9; RC

8/5, pp. 607-10; RC 8/6, pp. 15-16.

12. Cal. fine rolls, 1307-19, p. 97; RC 8/6, pp. 14-5, 21-2; P.R.I.

rep. D.K. 39, pp. 38-9.

13. Cal. fine rolls, 1307-19, pp. 153, 194-5; Cal. close rolls, 1307-13,

p. 539, and 1313-18~ p. 23; RC 8/9, pp. 145-6, 465-6.

14. EX 2/1, pp. 59, 78.

15.    ibid., pp. 78-9.
16.    EX 2/2, p. 366.
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until the custom was taken back into the king’s hand in 1314.17    In

September 1314 John de Monelia was appointed central collector.    He

retained the office until 1319, when he was succeeded by Pelegrine

Bonoditi de Contron.18

There were two local collectors of the great custom in each port.

Generally they were described simply as collectors or receivers, but a

number of references make it clear that strictly speaking one was the

collector or receiver and that the other was a controller. 19    They

recorded their receipts in indented rolls, and each held a part of the

cocket seal with which letters recording the payment of the custom were

sealed.20    In the five most important ports (Cork, Drogheda, Dublin,

New Ross and Waterford) the collector was appointed by the central

collector, or by the exchequer when there was no central collector, while

the controller was locally elected.     In the other ports both were

normally locally elected.21    Often the customs of Galway and Ulster

were farmed. 22

The additional duties on wool and hides of 1303 were probably collected

with the great custom, but there was a separate system for the collection

of the small custom and the custom on wines.    As a rule there was no

central collector of the customs, and a collector and controller were

elected in each port.23     However when they were assigned to the

Frescobaldi in 1310, Andrew Gerard acted as central collector. At first

it seems to have been intended that the same local officials should

collect both the customs on wool and hides and those on wine, cloth and

other goods, but in January 1310 orders were issued for the election of

separate collectors of the latter.24     When they were assigned to

Waldeshef in 1311, his attorney Stephen Bercote acted as central

17. e.g. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, pp. 38-9; Cal. close rolls, 1313-18, p.

23.

18. Cal. fine rolls, 1307-19~ pp. 209-10, 392.

19. e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 39, pp. 34-5.

20. e.g. Cal. doc. Ire., 1285-92, p. 309; P.R.I. rep. D.K. 42, p. 78.
21. e.g. EX 2/I, pp. 78-9, 94; EX 2/2, pp. 248-9, 366.

22. e.g. 114, 568.

23. e.g. EX 2/I, pp. 55, 94, 174.

24. 542, 299-305, 582-6, 693-703.



collector, and only the controller was elected in the five main

ports. 25

The prise of wines had its origin in the right of the king to take wine

for his own use. However by the early fourteenth century it had become

in effect a custom, and is best considered with the customs. The king

was entitled to take two tuns of wine from every cargo of 20 tuns or

more, and one tun from every cargo of between I0 and 19 tuns.26 The

wine might be kept for the use of the justiciar,27 but normally it was

sold on the open market. The importer was paid £I a tun, and the profit

was paid to the king.28 It seems that the king was not entitled to the

prise from wine landed at ports in the liberties. Thus the prise of wine

in Wexford was answered for at the exchequer only when the liberty was in

the king’s hand. 29

Traditionally the prise was collected by the head of the Butler family as

the king’s butler in Ireland. However it had been in the king’s hand for

a long period before 1308.30 During this period there was a keeper in

each port, who was sometimes appointed by the exchequer and sometimes

elected locally.31     In August 1308 Peter Gavaston ordered that the

prise be delivered to Edmund Butler.32 When Edmund died it was taken

into the king’s hand, but in January 1322 it was restored to his son

James. 33

Exchequer receipts of the customs and the prise of wines in the years

1306/7, 1309/10 and 1323/13 are analysed in Table IX. It will be seen

that the great custom was much the most important. Of course the custom

received in 1309/10 represented only a small part of the total income

from the great custom in that year, as most of it was paid to the

Frescobaldi. However the receipts in 1306/7 and 1312/13 probably give a

reasonably accurate impression of total income from the great custom in

those years, although some of the income in 1313 may have been paid to

Anthony Pessaigne. Total income from the great custom in the period of

just over two and a half years from 21 May 1301 to 30 November 1303 was

25. RC 8/5, pp. 607-10.

26. Gras, English customs system, pp. 37-42.

27. 1263.

28. e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 39~ p. 26.

29. e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 43, p. 64.

30. 66.

31. e.g. EX 2/I, pp. 152, 166.

5, 5767, 6485o



probably about £2,000,34 which gives an annual average of about £800.

And total income in the 21 months from 1 February 1311 to 29 October 1312

was about £1,400,35 which again gives an annual average of about £800.

TABLE IX: ANALYSIS BY TYPE OF REVENUE OF EXCHEQUER RECEIPTS

OF CUSTOMS AND THE PRISE OF WINES IN THE YEARS

1306/7~ 1309/10 AND 1312/1336

1306/7 1309/10 1312/13

Type of Revenue (£ s.d.) ([ s.d.) (£ s.d.)

Great new custom 842- 8-3~ 142-16- 8¼ 746-18-4

Latest new custom 56-13-3
Prise of wines 153- 0-0 3-6-2¼

TOTAL 1052- I-6~ 146- 2-10½ 746-18-4

For most of the early fourteenth century we lack reliable figures for the

amount of customs revenue collected in individual ports. However details

of the amount of the great custom collected in individual ports are

available for the period 21 May 1301 to 30 November 1303, and are set out

in Table X. New Ross, Waterford and Cork were clearly the most important

ports in the trade in wool and hides. Drogheda and Dublin also exported

large quantities of these commodities. More than 90% of the income from

34.

35.

36.

The total amount collected was about £2,105 (P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38,

pp. 55, 63, 85). However the accounts do not show any deductions

for the cost of collection, probably because the sums collected were

paid to the citizens of Bayonne. When the sums collected were paid
into the exchequer, allowance was given for the costs of collection

(e.g. ibid., p. 43).

The total shown in the enrolled account is £1231 15s. 8~d.    This

does not include the sums received at Cork and Limerick. On the
other hand it does include small sums relating to earlier years, and

it also includes sums subsequently allowed for the costs of

collection (P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, pp. 38-9).
Prepared from the treasurer’s enrolled accounts (E 372/153, m. 35;

’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’Lydon,                                                          , p. 17) and the

receipt rolls (E 101/234/16; E 101/235/15; E 101/235/22; E

101/236/4).
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the great custom came from these five ports. The other ports were of

little importance. Together they exported less than any one of the five

main ports.

TABLE X: AMOUNTS OF THE GREAT CUSTOM COLLECTED IN INDIVIDUAL PORTS

21 MAY 1301 - 30 NOVEMBER 130337

21 May 1301 10 June 1302 26 May 1303
Port - i0 June 1302 - 26 May 1303 - 30 Nov. 1303

(£ s.d.) (£ s.d.) (£ s.d.)

Drogheda 142-11-03½ 102-03- 8½ 80-00-04
Dublin 120-07-05¼ 76-00- 2~ 57-15-11
Wexford 1-18-04 2-16- 0
New Ross 189-02-06½ 120-06- 8 167-17-09~
Waterford 194-10-07¼ 127-16-11½ 81-05-00½
Youghal 26-04-08¼ 4-07- I 3-08-04
Cork 210-03-08½ 116-18- 5~ 122-03-06

Kerry 5-17-01¼ 3-04-10½
Limerick 17-18-02~ 7-5-(?) 10-02-03
Galway 20-00-00 20-00- 0
Ulster 35-11-02¼ 31-10- 2 5-06-08

TOTAL: 964-05-01 612-(?)-(?) 528-09-09~

The profits of the escheatr7 and related revenue

The profits of the escheatry arose from lands and their appurtenances

taken into the king’s hand by right of his position at the head of the

feudal system. Lands escheated to the king as a result of forfeiture, or

if the heir of a deceased lay tenant-in-chief had no heir.    Escheats

remained in hand unless and until they were granted to another tenant.

Lands were taken in hand as wardships if the heir of a deceased lay

tenant-in-chief was a minor. Wardships remained in hand until the heir

came of age. The temporalities of a bishopric were taken in hand when a

bishop died, and were retained until the election of his successor had

been confirmed on behalf of the king. The temporalities of a religious

house, which held lands of the king by knight service, were taken in hand

37. Prepared from the accounts in P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38, pp. 55, 63, 85.

The words Youghal and Galway were illegible when the account for

1302-3 was calendared, but the amounts shown in the table have been
allocated to them by a process of elimination.
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when its superior died, and remained in hand until a successor had been

elected. 1

Most escheats, wardships and temporalities were administered by the

escheator while they were in the king’s hand. The escheator was normally

appointed by letters under the English great seal and was usually a

member of the Irish council.2    Although he paid the profits of the

escheatry into and accounted at the exchequer, he was less subject to its

control than most collectors of revenue¯ Orders that lands be taken into

and delivered from the king’s hand were generally conveyed to him in

letters from the English and Irish chanceries.3 In the records of the

exchequer there are references to under-escheators in each county and

major liberty,4 and to keepers, receivers and farmers of particulars

lands. However these lesser officials normally answered to the

escheator. They were called to account by the exchequer only if they had

failed to account to the escheator.5

The larger wardships and bishoprics in the king’s hand were sometimes

committed to a specially appointed keeper who answered directly to the

exchequer. In the case of the archbishopric of Dublin this seems to have

been standard practice, presumably because of its exceptional wealth.6

And when Gilbert Clare died at the battle of Bannockburn in 1314, the

liberty of Kilkenny was administered by two keepers, one being a member

of the local Butler family and the other being the treasurer (a former

escheat¯r) .7

Although the escheator’s title derived from his responsibility for

escheats, the profits of the escheatry arose mainly from wardships and

I ¯

¯

¯

4.

5.
6.

7.

E.R. Stevenson ’The escheator’, in The English Government at work,
1327-1336, ii, ed. William A. Morris and Joseph R. Strayer
(Cambridge, Mass., 1947), pp. 110-13; G.J. Hand, ’The church and

English law in medieval Ireland’, Proceedings of the Irish Catholic
Historical Committee, (1959), pp. 12-13; J.A. Watt, The church and

the two nations in medieval Ireland (Cambridge, 1970), pp. 46, 50-I.

Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire., pp. 27-9, 125-30, and It. parl.

in middle ages, pp. 24-8.
e.g. Rot. canc. Hib., p. I0; Cal. close rolls, 1307-13, p. 197.

e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 42, pp. 21, 26, 60.
684, n. 12.

e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 39, p. 62.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 42, p. 50.
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temporalities.     Large escheats were relatively rare, and when they

occurred they were generally not administered by either the escheator or

a specially appointed keeper. When the liberty of Carlow escheated to

the king in 1306, the receiver of the lands which had belonged to the

lord of the liberty answered ~directly to the exchequer.8 payments of

farms and rents of manors in the liberty were recorded in the receipt

rolls in the same way as the farms of manors which had always belonged to

the king.9 They must therefore be classified as farms and rents rather

than as profits of the escheatry and related revenue.

During the period 1306-13 the escheator administered escheats, wardships

and temporalities whose issues amounted to an average of more than £300

per year. However by no means all the issues were at the disposal of the

Dublin government. A large proportion of them had to be spent on the

support of minor heirs and on wages and other expenses.I0 Consequently

exchequer receipts give a more accurate impression of the profits of the

escheatry and related revenue than do the issues recorded in escheators’

and keepers’ enrolled accounts.

Exchequer receipts varied greatly from year to year.    In 1306/7 they

amounted to more than £600, but in 1309/10 they amounted to less than

£100.11 Such fluctuations were due primarily to changes in the number

and value of lands in hand. In 1306/7 the lands in hand included those

of the archbishoprics of Dublin and Armagh and the liberty of

Kilkenny.12 During the period 1306-13 receipts per year amount to an

average of a little over £200.13

Royal service

Like scutage, its English equivalent, royal service originated in the

obligation on the feudal tenant to serve his lord.    Nearly all lay

tenants-in-chief of the king in Ireland held their lands by knight

o

9.
I0.

11.

12.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39~ pp. 54-5.
e.g. E 101/235/22.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39~ pp. 22-4, 28-30, 39-44, 57-62.
See above, p.~b, Table III.

E 101/234/16; P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, p. 23.

13.     E 101/234/16; E 101/235/12, 19, 22, 25; E 101/236/I, 4.
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service. In the early thirteenth century they were expected to answer a

summons to military service in person¯ They had to serve for 40 days at

their own expense with arms and followers in proportion to the number of

knight’s fees held by them¯    However by the late 1230s the duty of

personal service had in general been replaced by a financial obligation.

By the second half of the thirteenth century royal service was levied at

a standard rate of 40s. from each knlght’s fee.1 At the end of the

thirteenth century the total of knight service owed to the king was about

425 fees.2    A proclamation of royal service should in theory have

brought in about £850, or more if lands of tenants-ln-chlef were in the

king’s hand.3

The decision that a service should be proclaimed was probably normally

made by the Irish council.4    Since the service might on occasion be

served in person, the council had to specify where and when it was to be

given. Thereafter the service was identified by the name of the place

specified in the proclamation.    However the council usually decided,

probably at the same time, that the service was to be levied in money.

It also decided whether the service was to be received at the exchequer

or by a special receiver.5 Most services were proclaimed in order to

meet part or all the costs of a military expedition within Ireland. When

the council decided that a receiver should be appointed, its intention

was probably to prevent the money being spent instead on the war in

Scotland¯ Once it had been decided that a service should be proclaimed,

each sheriff and seneschal was ordered to have the service proclaimed in

his county or liberty, and to have it levied and paid to the exchequer or

I ¯

¯

¯

4.
5.

’Knight service in Ireland’    R.S.A I Jn.~A.J. Otway-Ruthven, , . .
Ixxxix (1959), pp 1-15, and ’Royal service in Ireland’ R S A.I¯ , ¯ ¯ ¯

Jn., xcviii (1968), pp. 37-46; Stephen G. Ellis, ’Taxmtlon and

defence in late medieval Ireland: the survival of scutage’ ,
R.S.A.I. Jn., cvii (1977), pp. 5-28.

¯ . . ’Irish exchequerCal. doc Ire , 1252-84, no 2329; Mary Bateson,

memoranda of the reign of Edward I’, E,~. H[st. Eev., xv~{iILg03)~
pp. 50L-7; ’Book of Howth’ ~n Calendar of the Carew manuscripts
pmesemved in the archiepiscopal 1£brary
(H.M.S.O. London~ Ig7!), pp. Z30-Z~.
Otway-Ruthven, ’Knight service’, pp. 5-6¯

e.g. Cal. justic, rolls Ire., 1295-1303, p. 362.
e.g. Rot. canc. Hib., p.ll, no. 410; EX 2/I, p. 67.
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receiver as appropriate¯ The initial writs to sheriffs and seneschals

were probably always issued by the chancery, but subsequent writs were

issued by the exchequer.6

At least nine services were proclaimed in the period 30 September 1300 -

29 September 1320. They are listed in Table XI. Only three of the nine

were received entirely at the exchequer¯ One was received partly at the

exchequer and partly by one or more special receivers. The other five

were received entirely by receivers, four of whom are known to have been

exchequer officials.    There may have been other services received by

receivers, as such services were not normally recorded in the receipt

rolls or pipe rolls¯ However it is unlikely that there were many, as

most of those listed are referred to a number of times in the calendars

of the memoranda, close and justlclary rolls.

TABLE Xl: ROYAL SERVICES PROCLAIMED BETWEEN 30 SEPTEMBER 1300

AND 29 SEPTEMBER 13207

Date Service Received by

January 1302 Newcastle Mackinegan The exchequer8

7 January 1304 Kilkenny Henry Walton,

chamberlain of the

exchequer.9

Before 17 July Kildare William Moenes,

1305 baron of the exchequerI0

(see al.so p. 6t.)

¯

¯

8.

¯

10.

e.g. Rot. canc. Hib., p. 9, nos. 106-7 and p. 11, nos. 410-12; RC

8/5, pp. 531-2, 657, 762-3.

’Royal service’c f. Otway-Ruthven,                      , pp. 43-4.
The receipts from this service are recorded in the treasurer’s

enrolled account as having been received in late 1304 or early 1305

(E 372/150, m. 40).    However it is clear that the service was
proclaimed in connection with the military expedition which took

place between January and March 1302 (P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38, p. 87).
A memoranda roll entry dated 20 July 1304 proves that the service

due from Trim was deposited in the exchequer in 1302 (EX 2/I, p.

98.). The explanation seems to be that payments into the exchequer

were at first recorded as deposits, and were recorded as receipts

only in 1304/5.

EX 2/I, p. 67.

ibid. p. 140; Cal. Oustlc. rolls Ire., 1305-8, pp. 215-6, 242, 296.
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TABLE Xl: ROYAL SERVICES PROCLAIMED BETWEEN 30 SEPTEMBER 1300

AND 29 SEPTEMBER 1320 - continued

1306

1307

April 1309

25 June 1311

1312

1315

Ballymore

Loughsewdy

Castlekevin
Carrickfergus

Cork

Greencastle

A receiverII

The exchequer12

The exchequer13

Nicholas Balscote,
chancellor of the

exchequer14

Alexander Bickenor,
treasurer15

The exchequer and John

Power (le Poer), baron of
Dunhil116

In the period 1285-1300 exchequer receipts from services designated for

receipt by the exchequer never exceeded £400 per service.17 Receipts

from the service of Newcastle Macklnegan of 1302 accounted to the

exceptionally high total of £588 16s.9½d.18     Unfortunately the

particulars do not survive, but it is possible that this total in fact

includes arrears from other services.    Receipts from the service of

Loughsewdy of 1307 amounted to £388 17s.4½d., a figure in line with those

for the thirteenth century. Receipts from the service of Castlekevin of

1309 amounted to only £212 15s.6d. The receipt rolls for the latter two

services show that in each case most of the receipts were paid into the

19exchequer within a year from the date of proclamation.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

EX 1/2, p. 180. A receiver must have been appointed. Only receipts

of arrears are recorded in the receipt rolls, which describe the

services of Ballymore and Kildare as pertaining ad career’ re$is
(e.g. E 101/234/16 at 24 Jan.)

E 101/235/6; Cal. Oustic. rolls Ire., 1308-14, pp. 3-4.
Rot. canc. Hib., p. 9, nos. 106-7 and p. 11, nos. 410-12.

RC 8/5, pp. 531-2, 657, 762-3.

RC 8/7, pp. 121, 141, 250.

By Michaelmas 1317 a total of £122 0s. 6d. from this service had

been received in the exchequer (E 372/166, mm. 25-6). However on 22

Dec. 1315 John Power (le Poer), baron of Dunhill, was commissioned
to levy and have the service from county Waterford in part payment

of wages when accompanying the justiciar in the marches of Meath and

Louth (RC 8/10, p. 471). He accounted in 1316 (P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39t
p. 69). It is possible that there were other receivers who may have

received £200 or more.
’Irish revenues’Craig, , pp. 136-8.

E 372/150, m. 40.
E 101/235/6,15.



The fact that the exchequer receipts of services fell so far short of

their theoretical value merits further examination.    The receipts from

the services of Loughsewdy and Castlekevin have been analysed by

locality, and are compared with the amounts due from each county and

liberty in Table XII. In each case the tenants of a number of counties

or liberties paid more than half the sum due.    This means that the

services cannot have been levied at a low rate of 20s. per knight’s fee,

as was sometimes the case in the reign of Henry 111.20

TABLE XlI: ANALYSIS BY LOCALITY OF EXCHEQUER RECEIPTS OF THE ROYAL

SERVICES OF LOUGHSEWDY AND CASTLEKEVlN~ 1307-1321

County or Amount or Receipts from services of:
liberty service due Loushsewdy     Castlekevin

s.d. ) (£ s.d.) (£ s.d.)

Carlow 44- 8-10½ 27-13- 0
Connacht 55- 0- 0 55- O- 0 2-0-0
Cork 123- 0- 0 45- 0- 0 47-I I- 4

Dublin 49-11- 0 18- 5- 0 22-13- 0
Kildare 66-13- 4 31- 7- 0
Kilkenny 44- 8-10½ 44- 8- 0½
Limerick 104-14- 1½ 29- 0- 0 20-0-0
Louth 70- 2- 8 24- 4- 4 18-6-8
Meath 5O- 0- 0 13- 6- 8 33-4-6

Tipperary 125- I- 8 11-0-0
Trim 50- 0- 0 50- 0- 0 40-0-0

Ulster 6- 0- 0

Waterford 18-10- 4½ 10-13- 4 8-0-0

Wexford 44- 8-10½ 40- 0- 0 10-0-0

TOTAL 851-19- 9½ 388-17- 4½ 212-15- 6

And it is unlikely that there was extensive personal service.    In the

case of Castlekevin it is possible that the tenants of Carlow, Kildare

and Kilkenny served in person.    They came from areas fairly near to

20. Otway-Ruthven, ’Royal service’, p. 40.

21. The amounts of service due are based on the lists in the 5ourcer
referred to above, p.~9, n. 2. The details of receipts have been

prepared from E 101/235/6 and 15.



Cast lekevin and did not pay any money into the exchequer. However even

if they did serve in person, the total value of the service to the

government would still have been less than £400.     In the case of

Loughsewdy some of the tenants of Meath may have served in person. But

the tenants of Connacht and Trim, the other areas nearest to Loughsewdy,

paid the whole of their service into the exchequer.22

The main reason why exchequer receipts of a service normally amounted to

less than half its theoretical value must be that at least half the

tenants did not perform their service in any form. The calendar of the

pipe rolls generally omitted entries concerning service, but even so it

contains plenty of evidence that many tenants consistently failed to

perform the service due from them. For example, in the rolls for 1322/3

and 1324/5 there were numerous entries of sums not yet discharged in

respect of the services of Loughsewdy and Castlekevin.23     And in

Michaelmas term 1314 the receiver of the service of Carrickfergus of 1311

had not yet received sums amounting to a total of at least £389.24

Even if it is assumed that there was normally a certain amount of

personal service, the average value of a service was in fact probably

only about £400.

Subsidies

The exchequer was normally concerned only with subsidies which affected

the whole of the lordship.    There are numerous references to local

subsidies, but these were not usually received in or accounted for at the

exchequer.I     No subsidies affecting the lordship as a whole were

granted in the period 1306-13.    Consequently exchequer receipts from

subsidies were negligible in those years.2    However subsidies were a

22. In the case of the service of Kildare of 1288, the entire service of

the Leinster liberties, which was worth £200, was served in person

(Cal. doc. Ire.~ 1285-92, pp. 265-6).     For other examples of
personal service see Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., p. 103.

23. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 42, pp. 46-63.

24. RC 8/9, pp. 134-5.

I.    e.g. Cal. Oustic. rolls Ire., 1305-7, p. 13.

2.    See above, p. B6, Table III.
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more important source of revenue at earlier and later dates¯

period 1300-20 the exchequer received payments in respect

subsidies¯

During the

of three

The fifteenth of lay movables granted in 12923 was almost certainly the

most valuable subsidy ever granted in medieval Ireland¯    By Michaelmas

1294 almost £7,000 had been received in the exchequer. A total of almost

£12,000 had been received by Michaelmas 1320¯4 About £100 was received

in the period 1306-13.5    It seems that as in England, there were two

chief collectors in each county, city, liberty and major borough.6

The value of the subsidy granted in 1300 was very much less. The sums to

be paid were agreed separately with the communities of each county,

liberty, city, major borough and group of crosslands, and in some

counties    each market    town.       The    total    amount    granted was

£2,373 13s.4d.7    By Michaelmas 1304 a little over £1,600 had been

received at the exchequer¯    The local communities answered for the

subsidy through the sheriffs and other local offlcials.8

In 1315 a subsidy was granted as a contribution to the costs of

resistance to the army of Edward Bruce¯    It was levied by specially

appointed collectors at the rates of 2s. per carucate of land and a

twentieth of the value of ecclesiastical benefices. The few collectors’

accounts which were calendared suggest that much of it was assigned.9

The exchequer receipts of the subsidy amounting to about £230 certainly

did not represent its full value.I0 A comparable subsidy granted in

¯

¯

.

6.

¯

8.

9.

10.

H.G. Richardson and G.O. Sayles, Parliaments and councils of
medieval Ireland (Irish Manuscrips Commission, Dublin, 1947), pp.

198-9.

E 372/139, m. 9; E 372/144, m. 28; E 372/145, m. 26d.; E 372/150,

m. 40; E 372/153, m. 35; Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander
Bicknor’, p. 16; E 372/166, mm. 25, 26.

E 101/234/18; E 101/235/15.
E 101/232/10;    E 101/232/15¯

willard, Parliamentary taxes

study in medieval En$1ish

Mass¯, 1934).

Stat. Ire.~ John-Hen. V, pp. 228-37¯

e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 38, pp. 60-I.
P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, p. 69;__42, pp. 76-7;                           __43, p. 67.

E 372/166, mm. 25, 26.

For the English background see J.F.

on personal property, 1290-1324: a

financial administration (Cambridge,
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1335 seems to have been worth about £600.11 The nominal value of the

subsidy granted in 1315 was probably greater, but it is unlikely that all

of it was collected.

The clergy did not contribute to the subsidies of 1292 and 1300. They

refused a request for a tenth in 1292.    However the king undoubtedly

received much of the taxation imposed on the clergy by the papacy.12

Unfortunately it is not possible to make any reliable estimate of the

amounts received.    The Irish exchequer was not responsible for the

collection of papal taxation, although officials of the exchequer

sometimes acted as collectors.13 The receipt by the exchequer of 1,000

marks (£666 13s.4d.) of a papal tenth in 1308 was quite exceptional.14

Other revenue

Revenue was received from a variety of other sources. Generally the sums

involved were small, but they could be quite substantial.    During the

period 1306-13 the most important were the sums amounting to a total of

£1,333 6s.8d. which were paid into the exchequer on behalf of Peter

Gavaston in the summer of 1308. It seems that this and other money was

almost immediately paid out in prests to the earl of Ulster and other

magnates who were to accompany Gavaston on a projected expedition to

Scotland.     In the records the money is referred to as if it was

Gavaston’s own money, but it may in fact have been given to him by the

1king to be spent on the proposed expedition.

The goods and lands of the Templars were also quite important as a source

of revenue. They were taken into the king’s hand early in 1308.2 Some

of the lands were granted temporarily to individuals who answered for the

farm or rent. In others the exchequer appointed receivers to levy and

11. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 45, pp. 50-4.
12. W.E. Lunt, Financial relations of the papacy with En$1and to 1327

(Cambridge, Mass., 1939), pp. 311-404.

13. The treasurer, Alexander Bicknor, was appointed a collector in

1309 (Cal. pat. rolls, 1307-13, p. 227).

14. ibid., p. 27; schedules attached to E 101/235/11-12.

1.    Schedules attached to E 101/235/11-12.

2. EX 2/2, pp. 274, 298-300.



receive rents.3    From time to time officials of the exchequer were

commissioned to audit the accounts of these farmers and receivers 4

The revenue arising from the goods and lands was deposited in the

exchequer¯ In the period 24 January 1308-14 April 1314 the total amount

deposited was £421 4s.11d.5

Significant sums were also received in payment of the debts of former

royal officials and agents. In 1306/7 the exchequer received about £170

of the debts of the Riccardi of Lucca, who had been the king’s bankers

and collectors of the great custom¯ In the same year about £70 of the

debts of Nicholas Clere, a former treasurer, were paid into the

exchequer.    Smaller payments in respect of these and other debts were

made in subsequent years.6

¯

4.
5.

6.

e.g. ibid., pp. 295-7, 331.
e.g. RC 8/6, pp. 287-8¯

Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’, p. 17; E 101/239/13.

’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’E 372/153, m. 35; Lydon,

p. 16; E 101/234/11 and 16. For discussions of the activities of

the Riccardi in Ireland see M.D. O’Sullivan, Italian merchant

bankers in Ireland in the thirteenth century (Dublin, 1962),
especially pp. 59-77, and Richard W. Kaeuper, Bankers to the crown:

the Riccardi of Lucca and Edward I (Princeton, New Jersey, 1973),

pp. 48-55.
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THE PAYMENT OF FEES AND OTHER EXPENSES

Just as the records of exchequer receipts can be used to identify the

main types of revenue, so the records of the issues of the exchequer can

be used to determine the main types of expenditure.    And since the

records of issues provide the relevant information in a classified form,

it is much easier to establish totals for the different types of

expenditure for each year in any given period than it is to arrive at

totals for the different types of revenue. It is also more important to

analyse the issues for each year, because they varied in value from year

to year to a much greater extent than receipts. Accordingly the issues

of the exchequer have been analysed for each year in the period 1306-13.

The results of the analysis are summarised in Table XIII.

TABLE XIII: ANALYSIS OF THE ISSUES OF THE EXCHEQUER

30 SEPTEMBER 1306 - 29 SEPTEMBER 13131

Expenditure
on Irish 1306/7 1307/8 1308/9 1309/10
Affairs (~ s.d. ) (£ s.d.) (£ s.d.) (£ s.d. )

Fees and Alms 1079-6-0½ 1063-12-8 1208-5-9½ 1012-10-11

Keeping the Peace 1821-I-4 869-13-0 1232-19-2½ 495-6-8

Other Expenditure 68-6-8 55-13-4 44-0-4~

TOTAL: 2900-7-4½ 2001-12-4 2496-18-4 1551-17-I I~

Expediture
on the war in

Scotland

Purveyance of

Victuals 2172-9-5½ 1107-0-1¼ 395-4-2½ 6     359 -7-Oz

Arrears of wages

and other

expenditure 2787-10-10½ 2724-1-8 166-13-4

TOTAL: 4960-0-4 1107-0-1¼ 3119-5-10½ 763-0-4,~

GRAND TOTAL : 7860-7-8½ 3108-12-5¼ 5616-4-2½ 2314-18-4½

NOTE : Footnote s on following page.
(see also p. 68.)
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TABLE XlII: ANALYSIS OF THE ISSUES OF THE EXCHEQUER
30 SE~7~R 1306 - 29 SEPTEMBER 1313 - continued

Expenditure
on Irish 1310/11 1311/12 1312/13
Affairs (£ s.d.) (£ s.d.) (£ )

Fees and Alms 911-6-543- 940-5-I 903-3-7

Keeping the Peace 36-11-8 834-8-0½ 1176-17-10

Other Expenditure 15-0-0 5-6-8 16-0-0

TOTAL: 962-18-15 1779-19-9½ 2096-1-5

Expenditure
on the war in

Scotland

Purveyance of

Victuals 884-10-6 565-4-9¼

Arrears of wages

and other
expenditure 1210-4-0 276-6-8

TOTAL: 2094-14-6 841-11-5¼

GRAND TOTAL: 3057-12-75 2621-11-25 2096-I-5

During the period as a whole barely half the issues were spend on Irish

affairs.    Slightly less than half were spent on the war in Scotland¯

There were two main elements in the expenditure on Irish affairs. About

£1,000 was spent on fees and alms each year. An average of slightly less

I ¯ This table has been prepared from the treasurer’s enrolled accounts

(E 372/153, m. 35; Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’)
and the surviving issue rolls (E 101/234/17; E 101/235/9, 13, 20 and

24; E 101/236/3 and 6.    None of the issue rolls for 1310/11
survive.    There are some minor discrepancies between the figures

given in the enrolled accounts and those given in the issue rolls.

In most cases it seems likely that the figures in the accounts are
wrong, and those in the issue rolls have been preferred. However

the entries in the issue rolls of payments for the sustenance of the
Templars were clearly added later¯ The auditors refused to allow

these payments and they have not been included in the table.
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than £I,000 per year was spent on keeping the peace¯ The most important

single element in expenditure on the Scottish war was the purveyance of

vlctuals, on which the exchequer spent about £800 per year.    Other

expenditure, consisting largely of payments of arrears of wages, amounted

to an average of about £900 per year.

There was nothing new about the fact that much of the income of the Irish

lordship was spent on the king’s affairs outside Ireland¯ In addition to

spending money on wages and supplies for the king’s armies in Scotland

and elsewhere, the Irish exchequer was often required to send money

directly to the king or the English exchequer¯    During the period

1203-1311 the sums sent to England from Ireland amounted to at least

£90,000 and perhaps much more.2     Also the revenue from the Irish

3customs was often assigned to the king’s creditors.

The practice of spending Irish revenue on the king’s affairs outside

Ireland must always have ben damaging to the lordship. The Irish council

must always have argued the case for spending it on Irish affairs, but

the king was unlikely to agree voluntarily to any change in practice¯

However the temporary ascendancy of the Ordainers in England in 1311

opened the way for reform. Early in 1312 the Irish exchequer informed

all sheriffs, seneschals, mayors and bailiffs that it had been decided

that in future all Irish revenue should be spent on keeping the peace in

Ireland and on other Irish affairs.4 In the short-term the reform was

fairly effective. Although the exchequer was ordered to have purveyance

made for Scotland in 1312,5 all of its issues in 1312/13 were spent on

Irish affairs.6 But by June 1313 the revenue from the customs had again

been assigned,7 and on 24th April 1314 the king ordered that all money

received in the exchequer up to Ist August be handed over to Alexander

Convers, whom he sent to Ireland to raise men for Scotland.8 The Bruce

¯

¯

4.

5.
6.

7.

8.

J.F. Lydon, ’Edward II and the revenues of Ireland in 1311-12’

Ir. Hist. Stud. xiv (1964-5), pp. 41, 53-7.

See above, pp.51-~.

’Edward II and the revenues of Ireland’Lydon, , pp. 39-40, 52-3.

ibid., p. 48.

See above, p. ~g, Table XIII.

See above, p. YZ.

Lydon, ’Edward II and the revenues of Ireland’, p. 48.
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invasion in 1315 put a temporary halt to expenditure on affairs outside

Ireland, but in the 1320 s and early 1330 s the Irish exchequer again

spent substantial sums on military expeditions to Scotland. Large-scale

expenditure on affairs outside Ireland finally ceased only after the

expedition to Scotland of 1335.9

Fees and alms

Most fees and alms were fixed in amount and had to be paid every year¯

Consequently the fluctuations in the amount spent on fees and alms were

relatively sma11. In general fees and alms were paid by issues from the

exchequer, although some of the smaller fees were paid by asslgnment.1

Since fees and alms were fixed in amount, the payees were not required to

account.

The fees and alms paid by issues from the exchequer in 1309/10 were

fairly typical of those paid in the period 1306-13¯ They are summarised

in Table XIV.

TABLE XIV: SUMMARY OF FEES AND ALMS PAID BY ISSUES FROM THE

EXCHEQUER IN 1309/102

Fees (£ s.d.)

The justiciar and the justice of the
the justiciar’s court 540-00-0

The justices and the keeper of rolls

and writs of the Dublin bench 151-13-4

Officials of the exchequer 132-12-7

Constables of castles 84-18-4

The chancellor 40-00-0

The king’s pleader 3-06-8

(see also p. 71¯)

¯

¯

2.

Robin Frame, English lordship in Ireland, 1318-61 (Oxford, 1982),
pp. 130-56; Ranald Nichoison, ’An Irish expedition to Scotland in

1335’ Ir Hist Stud , xiii (1962-3), pp. 197-211, ¯             ¯ ¯ ¯

See above, p. FO.

E 101/235/24.
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TABLE XlV: SUMMARY OF FEES AND ALMS PAID BY ISSUES

FROM THE EXCHEQUER IN 1309/10 - continued

Alms

The Dominican friars of Dublin, Cork,
Drogheda, Limerick and Waterford 23-06 -8

The Franciscan friars of the same cities
and boroughs 23 -06-8

The Augustinian abbey of St. Thomas,

Dublin 13-06-8

TOTAL: 1012-10-11

By far the largest fee was that of £500 paid to the chief governor. He

was required to maintain at all times a force of 20 men-at-arms.3 The

justice of his court was paid a fee of £40 per year.

In the early fourtenth century fees were payable to the constables of 10

royal castles: Drogheda, Dublin, Newcastle Mackinegan, Lelxlip, Kildare,

Carlow, Limerick, Athlone, Rinndown and Roscommon. The annual value of

individual fees varied from a little over £2 for Leixlip4 to £60 for

Roscommon.5 The fees for Drogheda and Leixlip were normally paid by

assignment .6 The others were generally paid by issues from the

exchequer, although they were sometimes paid by assignment.7    In 1309

the castles of Athlone, Rinndown and Roscommon were granted to the earl

of Ulster for life. The letters recording the grant stated that he was

to receive the usual fees,8 but it seems that in fact they were not

usually paid after 1309.    They disappeared from the issue rolls and they

were only occasional ly paid for by assignment. 9     Consequently the

¯

¯

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

A.J. Otway-Ruthven, ’The chief governors of medieval Ireland’,

R.S.A.I. Jn., xcv (1965), p. 230; Rot. canc. Hib., p. 16, no. 57,

and p. 18, no. 127.

e.g. RC 8/6, p. 217.

e.g. E 101/234/17.

e.g. 1078; RC 8/7, p. 343.
e.g. RC 8/7, pp. 40-I, 431, 450-i, 477-8.

38 and cross references.
e.g. RC 8/9, pp. 58-9.
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annual value of the fees actually paid fell from just over £200 to about

£70.

The fees paid to the officials of the exchequer and those paid to the

justices of the Dublin bench were about equal in value. When allowance

is made for the customary payments made to exchequer officials by

assignment, they received a total of almost £150 per year.10    The

amount paid to the justices of the Dublin bench varied from about £I00 to

about £150, depending on the number of justices.    There was a chief

justice who was paid £40 per year and up to four pulsne justices who

received 40 marks (£26 13s.4d.) each. The keeper of rolls and writs of

the bench was paid £5 per year.II

In the thirtenth century the amount paid to itinerant justices must often

have been as great as that paid to the justices of the Dublin bench.

However few eyres were held after 1307.12    In the period 1306-13 the

only fees paid to itinerant justices were those paid to the justices of

the eyre in Tipperary in 1307.13    Of the remaining fees the most

important was that of £40 paid to the chancellor.14 There were one or

two king’s pleaders, each of whom was paid 5 marks (£3.6s. Sd.) per

year. 15 In some years fees were also paid to messengers sent to

England. For example, Richard Woodhouse was paid £20 as a messenger in

1311/12.16

The total value of the alms paid by or on behalf of the exchequer was

about £80. Those listed in Table XIV were usually paid by issues from

the exchequer, although they were sometimes paid by assignment.17 Alms

10.

11.

12.

See above, pp. q - /~-

e.g. E 101/235/24.

Hand, Eng. law in Ire., p. 104; Richardson and Sayles, Admin. Ire.,

pp. 144-7.

13. E 101/234/17.

14. e.g. E 101/235/24.

15. e.g. E 101/236/3.

16. ibid.
17. e.g. RC 8/6, pp. 80-3, 95, 104-5.
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were also paid to the Franciscan friars of Athlone and the Carmelite

friars of Ardee, generally by assignment.18

Keepin$ the peace

Unlike expenditure on fees and alms, expenditure on keeping the peace was

essentially optional in character.    Failure to spend money might of

course have unfortunate or even disastrous consequences in terms of loss

of territory to the Irish and disorder among the Anglo-Irlsh. There can

be no doubt that the Irish council would have liked to spend much larger

sums on keeping the peace.    This is borne out by the wording of the

decision to spend Irish revenue on Irish affairs communicated to sheriffs

and other officials in 1312.1    However in practice the Irish council

could spend on keeping the peace only that money which was left over

after fees and alms had been paid, and after the king’s orders concerning

expenditure on the war in Scotland had been carried out.

In the early fourteenth century expenditure on keeping the peace

consisted largely of the wages of men taking part in military

expeditions. The decision that an expedition should be undertaken must

normally have been made by the chief governor and the council.2

Sometimes they decided that a royal service should be proclaimed to meet

part of the costs of the expedition.3    Under the terms of the chief

governor’s commission, he and the treasurer and barons of the exchequer

were to assign a clerk of the exchequer to pay the wages of those taking

part in an expedition.4

consisted entirely of

included sums paid to

subsidies.    He accounted at

issues

him

In many cases the money spent by the clerk

from the exchequer, but sometimes it

him.5 Occasionally separate

supplies for the larger expeditions.

by

the

purveyors

6

assignment or received from local

exchequer for all sums received by

were appointed to provide

18.
I.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

e.g. 503 and its cross references; RC 8/7, p. 76.
Lydon, ’Edward II and the revenues of Ireland’, p. 52.
e.g. Rot. canc. Hib., p. 14, no. 222.
See above, pp. ffq-K1.

e.g. Cal. pat. rolls, 1307-13, p. 75.
e.g.P.R.I, rep. D.K. 39, p. 24.
e.g. ibid., p. 38.
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The main military expeditions of the period 1306-13 and the amounts spent

on them are listed in Table XV.    All but two of the expeditions were

directed against the Irish of the Lelnster mountains and their

Anglo-Irish allies.    Of the two exceptions one was an expedition to

Munster in 1310 which was probably not very large as no issues were made

from the exchequer for it.    The other was the expedition against the

rebellious de Verdons in Co. Louth in 1312.    Some but not all of the

clerks assigned as paymasters can be identified as exchequer officials.

The amount paid for individual expeditions varied enormously, from less

than £100 to more than £2,000.

TABLE XV : EXPENDITURE ON MILITARY EXPEDITIONS WITHIN IRELAND

30 SEPTEMBER 1306 - 29 SEPTEMBER 13137

Purpose of
Date Expedition Leader Paymaster Expenditure

May-Oc t. To subdue the Irish John Wogan John Holtham 21 14-04-10½8’

1306 of the Leinster justiciar (de Hothum)

Mountains baron of the
exchequer

May-July To garrison New- John Dover 64_08_069 ’

1308 castle Mackinegan l! (de Dene),

and resist the Irish chamberlain of

of the Leinster the exchequer

Mountains

Oc t- Nov. To subdue the Irish William de Philip 285-1 1-0410

1308 of the Leinster Burgh, Staunton

Mountains deputy
justiciar

(see also p. 75.)

7. In each case the figure given for expenditure includes all issues
from the exchequer, but in those cases in which the paymaster’s

enrolled account is not available it may not include sums paid by

assignment or from local subsidies.    Some of the paymasters have
been identified as exchequer officials in H.G. Richardson and G.O.

Sayles, Admin. Ire. For related proclamations of royal service see

above, pp.~a-1, Table XI. cf. list of military expeditions in Robin
Frame, ’The Dublin government and Gaelic Ireland, 1272-1361’ (Ph.D.

thesis, Dublin University, 1971), pp. 498-9.

8. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, p. 24; E 101/234/17; Cal. doc. Ire., 1302-7,

nos. 549, 556, 561, 567.    The royal service of Ballymore was

proclaimed to pay for this expedition.

9. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39~ p. 34; Rot. canc. Hib., p. 9, no. 77; E

101/235/13; Cal. justic, rolls Ire., 1308-14, p. 67.

10. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39~ p. 34; Rot. canc. Hib., p. 8, nos. 41-3, 47,

52, and p. 9, no. 98; E 101/235/20.



TABLE XV: EXPENDITURE ON MILITARY EXPEDITIONS WITHIN IRELAND

30 SEPTEMBER 1306 - 29 SEPTEMBER 1313 - continued

April-

June

1309

Summer

1309

Sept.

1309

November

1309

Spring

1310

To suppress the

Irish of the

Leinster mountains
and repair

Castlekevin

To suppress the

rebellion of

Maurice Condon (de

Caunteton) and his

Leinster Irish

allies.

To suppress the

rebellion of Maurlce

Condon (de

Caunteton) and his
allies

To suppress the

rebellion of the

allies of Maurice

Condon (de

Caunteton) and his

allies.

To settle discords

between different
persons in Munster

and bring rebels

to justice

Peter

Gavaston,
king’s

lieutenant

John

Wog an,
justiciar

John

Wog an,
justiciar

John
Wog a n,

justiciar

John

Wog an,
justiciar

John Holtham

(de Hothum),

chancellor of

the exchequer

Henry Halford

John Warre

John Warre

Alexander

Bicknor,

treasurer

8 34-01-02 ½1 1

75-14-0812

300-00-0013

140-00-0014

? 15

(see also

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, p. 34; Rot. canc. Hib., p. 9, nos. 103, 106-7,
and p. 11, nos. 410-12; E 101/235/20.     The royal service of

Castlekevin was proclaimed to pay for this expedition.

Halford was paid £13 6s. 8d. by the exchequer (E 101/235/20) and

£62 8s. by the seneschals of Kilkenny and Wexford (P.R.I. rep. D.K.
39, pp. 31, 49).

Rot. canc. Hib., p. 12, no. 9; E 101/235/24.

Rot. canc. Hib., p. 14, nos. 222-3, and p. 12, no. 21; E 101/235/24.

The scale of this expedition is unclear. There was no issue from

the exchequer for it, but the sheriff of Tipperary was allowed on

his account an unknown amount paid to Bicknor when accompanying

Wogan ’with a great force’    (P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, p. 46).
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TABLE I~: EXPENDITURE ON MILITARY EXPEDITIONS WITHIN IRELAND

30 SEPTEMBER 1306 - 29 SEPTEMBER 1313 - continued

Summer &

autumn

1311

?Spring

1312

Dec .

1312

June

1313

To subdue the Irish

of the Leinster

mountains who had

rebel led and

at tacked Saggart

To suppress the

rebellion of the

de Verdons in

Co. Louth

To subdue the

O’Byrnes of the

Leinster mountains

John

Wog an,

justiciar

John

Wog an,

justiciar

Edmund de

Butler,
keeper

Nicholas

Balscote,

chancellor of

the exchequer

Philip de

Staunton

John Dover

(de Dene), a

former

chamber lain of
the exchequer

521-03-0416

306-11-04½17

721076-I 1018

No expedition was undertaken in 1307. However in Michaelmas term 1307

the earl of Ulster was granted 1,000 marks (£666 13s.4d.) for his good

service in fighting the MacGeoghegans.    And during 1307/8 John son of

Thomas and Peter son of James Bermingham were granted a total of

£125 13s.4d. for fighting the Irish of Offaly.19    Smaller sums were

granted for similar reasons in subsequent years. In Michaelmas term 1310

small sums were paid for the warding of Rathfarnham and Saggart south of

Dublin, perhaps because the exchequer could not afford a full-scale

expedit ion.20     And from time to time the constable of Newcastle

16. Rot. canc. Hib., p. 19, nos. 3, 14; E 101/236/3. Balscote was also
receiver of the service of Carrickfergus. This service was

primarily intended to be used in aid of the earl of Ulster in

fighting the Irish in his lands (RC 8/5, pp. 762-3), but Balscote

was ordered to spend some of the money received on the Leinster

campaign (Rot. canc. Hib., p. 19, nos. 8, 27; RC 8/6, pp. 24-5).

Allowances were made to the seneschals of Wexford and the farmer of

the manor of Fynnagh for their service in the campaign (P.R.I. rep.
D.K. 39, p. 49; Rot. canc. Hib., p. 19, no. 19).

E 101/236/3; Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., pp. 222-3.

E 101/236/6; Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’,

pp. 29-30. Andrew Gerard, keeper of customs, was ordered to pay an
unknown amount to Dover in Hilary term 1313 (RC 8/7, pp. 220-I).

E 101/234/17.

Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’, p. 32.
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Mackinegan received payments in addition to his fee for the sustenance of

21a larger than usual garrison.

Other expenditure on Irish affairs

In the thirteenth century very large sums of money had been spent on

building castles and other fortifications.22    However by the early

fourteenth century only maintenance work was being carried out. During

the period 1306-13 the keeper of works in the castle, exchequer, and

king’ mills in Dublin was paid an average of about £20 per year in issues

from the exchequer.    He was accountable at the exchequer.23    On at

24least one occasion a keeper was elected by the citizens of Dublin.

The remaining expenditure on Irish affairs was totally miscellaneous in

character. For example, when Edward I died in 1307, the exchequer issued

25£35 for religious services in his memory.

Purveyance for the war in Scotland

Purveyance had its origins in the king’s traditional right of prise, or

compulsory purchase, of food for his household. This right was easily

extended to enable the compulsory purchase of victuals for his armies.

Most of the supplies for the armies of Edward I and Edward II in Scotland

and elsewhere were obtained by purveyance.    The supplies for Scotland

were channelled through Berwick in north-east England and Carlisle in the

north-west.I A large proportion of the supplies sent through Carlisle

21. e.g. E I01/235/24.

22. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 36, p. 48.

23. P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, p. 25.
24. EX 2/I, p. I01.

25. E 101/235/9.

I.    A Lincolnshire assize roll for 1298 (P.R.O. assize roll no. 505),
ed. Walter Sinclair Thomson, with an introduction on English

government in Lincolnshire during the war of 1294-81 Lincolnshire

Record Society, xxxvi (1944), pp. lii-Ixxxviii; Michael Prestwich,

War, politics and finance under Edward I (London, 1972), pp. 114-36.
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were purveyed in Ireland¯ The main items surveyed were wheat, oats and

wine. Ships were also Durveyed, to transport both victuals and men.2

A good illustration of the Irish exchequer’s role

provided by entries in the memoranda roll for 1309/10.

English chancery dated II November 1309 informed

in purveyance is

A letter from the

the justiciar and

treasurer that the king intended to go to Scotland with an army in the

following summer. It ordered them to arrange for the purveyance of 1500

quarters of wheat, 2000 quarters of oats and 500 tuns of wine, which were

to be ready for carriage to Scotland before the summer¯ It went on to

say that an official named Edmund de la Mare was being sent to Ireland to

supervise the purveyance. Finally it instructed them to have a further

500 quarters of wheat, 500 quarters of oats and 100 tuns of wine sent as

soon as possible to Skinburness, the port of Carlisle, as provisions for

the castles and towns of Scotland.3

This letter seems to have been received in Ireland shortly beofre

Christmas, when the exchequer ordered the seizure of all wine, wheat and

oats in Dublin City and Drogheda.4    In January 1310 the seneschal of

Trim and the sheriffs of Kildare, Louth and Meath were ordered to seize

all wheat and oats in their bailiwicks.5     Early in February the

exchequer appointed two purveyors in Dublin and another in Drogheda. It

issued almost £500 to the Dublin purveyors and just over £100 to the

Drogheda purveyors to be spent on victuals.6 During February and March

further directives were sent to the sheriffs of Dublin, Kildare, Louth

and Meath concerning the seizure and threshing of corn and the carriage

of the threshed grain to the purveyors of Dublin and Drogheda.7    A

number of actions of trespass concerning interference with the purveyance

¯

¯

4.
5.

¯

7.

James Lydon, ’Edward I, Ireland and the war in Scotland, 1303-1304’

En$1and and Ireland in the later middle ases: essays in honour of
Jocelyn Otway-Ruthven (Blackrock, county Dublin, 1981), pp. 43-61.

549.

361-2.

668-9, 682-3¯
Dublin orally.

599, 605, 628 (including footnotes).

729-32, 768, 651, 879, 882-5.

A similar order was probably given to the sheriff of
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were heard in the exchequer in the middle of Lent.8     There are

references to ships being arrested in May.9 It seems likely that the

victuals purveyed had been sent to Skinburness by the end of May, as the

purveyors at Drogheda were ordered to be in the exchequer to render

account on 1 June 1310.10

A further letter from the English chancery dated 18 June 1310 informed

the justiciar and treasurer that the king and his army would be in

Berwick on 8 September. It ordered them to have 1,000 quarters of wheat,

1,500 quarters of oats, 1,000 (unum miliare) dried fish, 300 quarters of

salt and 500 tuns of wine purveyed and sent to Sklnburness as quickly as

possible.    This letter was received in the exchequer on 29 July.    It

seems that the exchequer did not have enough money in hand to carry out

further purveyance immediately.11    Instead it instructed all sheriffs

and other local officials to have all debts owed to the king levied for

payment to the exchequer on 31 August. It warned them that if they were

negligent or remiss in carrying out these instructions, they would be

guilty of contempt and would be treated as partisans of the king’s

enemies.12    This threat had little effect.    Less than £150 had been

received at the exchequer by the end of September.13 Purveyors were

not appointed until November. 14

0

9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

See below, p. 199.
1203, 1103.
1141.
1251.
1474-92 and their cross references.
E 101/235/22.
RC 8/5, pp. 249-50, 257-8, 261-2.
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TABLE XVl ANALYSIS BY PORT OF ISSUES MADE BY THE EXCHEQUER TO

PURVEYORS    OF    VICTUALS    FOR THE    WAR    IN    SCOTLAND~     30    SEPTEMBER

1306 - 29    5~PTE~B£R 131215

1306/7 1307/8 1308/9 1309/10 1310/11 1311/12
(£ s.d. ) (£ s.d.) s.d. ) s.d.) (1 s.d. ) (1 s.d. )

Dundalk n 17-00-0 m

Drogheda 697-08-743- 496-I0-3~ 278-5-6½ 106-01-0141 438-17-2

Dublin 500-14-I~ 610-09-9½ 490-05-11½ 423-13-4 424-05-44!

Water- 768-05-4 140-19-516

ford

Youghal 108-6-8

Cork 197-01-4 m

TOTAL: �2163-09-5½ 1107-00-15 386-4-2½ 596-07-00~ 879-I0-6 565-04-9¼

The issues made by the exchequer to purveyors in the period 1306-12 are

analysed by port in Table XVI. Almost 80% of the sums issued were spent

in the ports of Dublin and Drogheda. These were, of course, the ports

nearest to Carlisle. Their hinterlands were also the areas most fully

under the control of the Dublin government.    In deciding whether to

appoint purveyors in other ports the exchequer presumably took into

account both the quantity of victuals required and the amount of money

available to pay for purveyance.     Thus it appointed purveyors in

Waterford and Cork in 1306/7, when it spent almost twice as much on

purveyance as it did in any other year in the period 1306-12.

15. This,table has been prepared from the sources listed above at p. g g,
Table XIII, n.1. It does not include a total of £20 12s. paid to
persons other than purveyors in 1306/7, 1308/9 and 1310/11. There
were no issues for purveyance in 1312/13.

16. This sum was paid for purveyance in New Ross as well as Waterford (E
101/236/3).
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Other expenditure on the war in Scotlaud

In the last 10 years or so of the reign of Edward 1Anglo-lrish magnates

took part in a number of military expeditions to Scotland.1    Their

wages were often paid by a clerk sent from Ireland for that purpose. In

1302 John Holtham (de Hothum) accounted at the exchequer for more than

[3,600 spent by him as paymaster for the expedition of 1301-2.2    In

1307 Richard Woodhouse spent just over £300 as paymaster for a much

smaller expedition.3 During the period 1306-13 most of the expenditure

on the war in Scotland other than that on purveyance consisted of the

arrears of wages still owing for the expedition of 1303-4. In 1306/7 the

earl of Ulster, Alexander Bicknor, Thomas Mandevill and Eustace Power (le

Poet) were paid arrears amounting to almost £2,500.4 And in 1308/9 the

earl of Ulster alone was paid more than £2,000, while a prest of £400 to

Roger Mortimer of Wigmore was converted into an issue.5

Edward II tried repeatedly but with little success to persuade

Anglo-Irish magnates to accompany him on expeditions to Scotland.6 No

issues were made to Anglo-Irish magnates for service in Scotland in the

period 1309-13. However in Michaelmas term 1310 the king informed the

treasurer that he had asked the earl of Ulster to provide 500

footsoldiers for Simon Montague, the admiral of the fleet being sent to

Scotland. All money available was to be paid to Alexander Convers for

the wages of the soldiers and sailors.7 The exchequer issued £1,000 to

Convers.8     Smaller sums were paid to the MacDougals of Argyll in

1309/10, 1310/11 and 1311/12.9

.

¯

3.

4.

5.
6.

7.
8.

9.

J.F. Lydon, ’An Irish army in Scotland, 1296’, Irish Sword, v

(1961-2), pp. 184-90; idem, ’Irish levies in the Scottish wars,

1296-1302’, ibid., pp. 207-17; idem, ’Edward I, Ireland and the war

in Scotland, 1303-1304’.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 38, pp. 54-5.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, p. 25.

E 101/234/17.

E 101/235/20.
e.g. 1252.

RC 8/5, pp. 154-5.

Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’, p. 37.

Ibid., pp. 35-6.
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ACCOUNTING AND RELATED MATTERS

All collectors of revenue were required to render accounts at the

exchequer. In addition all officials who paid wages or purveyed victuals

on behalf of the exchequer were accountable to it.     The exchequer

exercised its powers in this regard in a variety of ways. All accounts

were audited sooner or later. Some collectors of revenue were obliged to

proffer at the exchequer twice a year. Accounts might also be viewed

from time to time.     And officials of the exchequer held inquests

concerning debts owed to the king in particular counties once every year

or SO.

Proffers and views

Proffers were statements made in the upper exchequer by certain

collectors of revenue twice a year at the beginning of Michaelmas and

Easter terms concerning the amount of revenue which they were able to

levy and would pay into the lower exchequer either immediately or during

the current and following terms.    In the early fourteenth century only

sheriffs, seneschals, mayors and bailiffs, and the escheator were obliged

to proffer.    Their proffers were recorded in

treasurer and barons for acceptance by them.

accepted it was enrolled on the memoranda roll.

schedules shown to the

Once a proffer had been

The sum proffered might

be paid immediately or some time later. A few proffers were never paid.

The sums paid might be greater or less than the sums proffered¯ Even as

it seems that proffers gave the exchequer a reasonably accurate

impression of the amount of revenue likley to be received from the

collectors in question during the following six months.I

In England it was usual for a view to be made of a sheriff’s account

after each proffer as a preliminary to audit, unless his account was due

to be audited in the same term. These views of account were recorded on

the memoranda rolls. The entries on the rolls comprise a statement of

the charge, sometimes with figures for the main items which compose it

¯ See below, pp.|~-7.
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but without detailed particulars, followed by a brief llst of sums to be

deducted from it.      The deductions represented payments into the

exchequer, local expenditure authorised by warrant, debts chargeable to

other accounts and items respited for further consideration.2

Views of this kind were made at the Irish exchequer after the reforms of

1369.3 However there is no reason to think that this was the case in

the early fourteenth century. There is evidence which suggests that a

view of some sort took place before a proffer was accepted, but this was

probably merely a view of the proffer schedule. At any rate it cannot

have been a view of the English type and it is unlikely to have been a

view of summonses of the kind about to be described.4

Views made as a preliminary to audit must be distinguished from views

made in order to determine the amount of revenue which could be expected

from collectors.    Views of the latter kind occur occasionally in the

memoranda rolls of the early fourteenth century. For example a number of

such views were made in the autumn of 1310 when the exchequer needed

money urgently to pay for purveyance. Summonses held by sheriffs, mayors

and bailiffs in the vicinity of Dublin were viewed in order to determine

how much they could be expected to levy and pay into the exchequer at

Michaelmas, while the accounts of reeves and receivers of demesne manors

were viewed in order to establish the amount of rent they could be

expected to pay on the same date.5 Summonses were also viewed in the

6course of inquests concerning debts.

A few of the views recorded in the memoranda rolls of the early

fourteenth century probably related to arrears of accounts which had

already been audited.    Thus the account of John le Jeune as reeve of

Saggart which was viewed in 13207 is likely to have been audited before

Michaelmas 1318, as he was not one of the reeves of the period 1318-22

whose accounts were audited in 1318/19 and 1321/2.8 Views of arrears

¯

3.
4.

5.

6.

7.
8.

Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. xxiii-xxiv.

e.g. RC 8/30, pp. 562-4.

See below, p. 136.

See below, p. l~.

See below, p. qB.

EX I/2, m. 45d.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 42, pp. 27, 33.



of account first occur in the rolls in large numbers in 1324, at the same

time that entries of the states of accounts at the close of audit become

a standard feature of the rolls.9    Like the latter, they sometimes

include details of payments and allowances.10

Audits

All accounts rendered at the exchequer were audited and enrolled in

duplicate on the pipe rolls kept by the two engrossers. The accounts for

each county and city and each of the major liberties and boroughs were

audited and enrolled separately. The escheator, reeves and farmers of

manors answered for directly at the exchequer, collectors of customs,

collectors of some subsidies, clerks assigned to pay wages, and purveyors

also acounted separately. Accounts for other manors and lands and the

lesser liberties and boroughs were audited at the same time as the

accounts of the counties in which they lay and were enrolled within the

icounty accounts.

In England sheriffs normally rendered accounts once a year. This ceased

to be so for a period in the 1260s as a result of the Baron’s War, but

accounts were again being audited annually by the 1270s.2    In Ireland

annual audits were also the norm in the first half of the thirteenth

century. As in England this ceased to be the case in the 1260s.3

However in Ireland the practice of demanding annual accounts from

sheriffs was never re-established in the middle ages.

In the early fourteenth century most enrolled accounts covered a period

of at least two years and many covered much longer periods¯ The most

extreme case was the account rendered for the liberty of Ulster in 1314

which covered a period of more than 27 years.4    In general officials

¯

I0.

I.

2.

¯

4.

See below, p. ~@-

e.g. RC 8/14, pp. 629-38.

Calendar of pipe rolls in P.R.I. rep. D.K. 35-54¯

Mabel H. Mills, ’Adventus vicecomitum, 1258-1307’, En$. Hist. Rev.,
xxxvi (1921), pp. 481-96, and xxxviii (1923), pp. 331-54.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 35, pp. 29-50.

P.R.I. rep. D.K. 39, pp. 51-2.



from places near Dublin accounted more frequently than those from more

remote areas.    The accounts enrolled separately on the pipe roll for

1309/10 are listed in Table XVlI.    It will be seen that accounts were

rendered for only one half of the cities and major boroughs. There was

an account by the escheator, but there were no accounts for any of the

manors answered for directly at the exchequer, although both these types

of account appeared on most other pipe rolls¯ Accounts for customs and

the purveyance of victuals were rendered for a few ports about a year in

arrears. And there were accounts of clerks assigned to pay the wages of

men taking part in military expeditions over the previous year or so.

In many cases a number of sheriffs or other officials accounted

together. Thus in 1310 two sheriffs of Louth accounted for a period of

just over two years. 5     The periods covered by the accounts of

collectors of customs, purveyors and clerks assigned to pay wages

generally coincided with their terms of office, but this was not

necessarily true of the accounts of sheriffs, seneschals or the

escheator. For example, Bennet Nauberge held office as sheriff of Louth

from September 1307 to October 1308, but he accounted twice, once in 1308

and again in 1310.6    In the case of county accounts the position is

complicated by the fact that the period covered by the account as a whole

was rarely the same as the period covered by the sheriffs’ accounts for

the profit of the county.

The account for county Louth enrolled in 1310 covered the period 2

February 1308 - 19 April 1310, but Bennet Hauberge and Walter Dowdall’s

accounts for the profit of the county covered the period 2 November 1307

- 29 June 1301.7

The process of audit began with a writ demanding that the accountant come

to account on a given date. If the accountant was a sheriff or other

major official who still held office, a writ of sis was sent to him

instructing him to be in the exchequer on the date in questlon.8 In

¯

6.
7.
8.

ibid., p. 32.

ibid., pp. 25, 32.

ibid., p. 32.

See below, p~. r7 q l 7.



TABLE ~ I I : ACCOUNTS ENROLLED SEPARATELY IN THE

PIPE ROLL FOR 1309/109

IDENTITY OF ACCOUNTANTS

Sheriffs and seneschals of the

counties and liberties of:

Carlow

Kilkenny

Louth

Roscommon

PERIODS COVERED BY ACCOUNTS

3 April 1307 - 29 Sept. 1309

13 Jan. 1306 - 13 Jan. 1310

2 Feb. 1308 - 19 April 1310

7 June 1306 - 24 June 1310

Mayors and bailiffs of the

cities and boroushs of:

Cork

Drogheda on the side of Louth

Dublin

Collectors of the great custom at:

Cork

Drogheda
Youghal

The escheator:

Clerks assigned to pay the wages

of men fightin$ the Irish of the
Leinster mountains:

John Dover (de Dene)
Philip Staunton

John Holtham (de Hothum)

Purveyors of victuals for
the war in Scotland at:

Drogheda

Youghal

Michaelmas term 1305 -

term 1310

Michaelmas term 1309

Michaelmas term 1309

1 June 1306 - 29 Aug. 1308

1 June 1306 - 3 July 1308
25 April 1306 -31 July 1308

22 Jan. 1308 - 14 Jan. 1310

20 May - 16 July 1308

23 Oct. - 18 Nov. 1308

April - June 1309

I May 1306 - 9 Aug. 1308

Easter term 1307

Easter
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most other cases a writ of venire facias was sent to the appropriate

sheriff directing him to cause the accountant to come as required.I0

After 1310 writs concerning sheriffs’

receiver of the county be present.II

bring all relevant records and vouchers.

accounts also ordered that the

The accountant was expected to

In writs relating to sheriffs’

accounts these were commonly described as "rolls, tallies, writs,

summonses and other things touching his account".12 The latter would

have included rolls of particulars of the profit of the county, stocks of

tallies recording payments into the exchequer by or on behalf of the

sheriff, writs and summonses ordering the collection of debts, and writs

ordering the attermination or respite of debts.

On many occasions the accountant did not come when ordered. This was a

serious offence and rendered him liable to heavy amercement unless he had

a good excuse. When the seneschal of Louth failed to appear in 1320, he

was amerced £5 on the first day, £10 on the second day, and £20 on the

third day. 13 However the exchequer might itself postpone the hearing

of an account.    Proceedings in 1310 with regard to the account for

Connacht provide a good illustration of the delays which might result.

The sheriff, Richard du Lit, was ordered to render account on 27 January

and to cause his predecessor, Richard Blake, to come on the same day. As

Lit was keeping the peace in Silmurray in January, he and Blake were

subsequently ordered to account on 3 May instead. Beacuase Lit neither

came nor returned the writ in May, he was heavily amerced and instructed

to be in the exchequer with Blake on 21 June. Lit came on 25 June and

paid his proffers for the year. However it seems to have been decided

that he could not account without Blake who was still absent.

Consequently he was ordered to take Blake’s lands in hand and have his

14body in the exchequer on 30 September.

12.

13.

14.

See below, p.i 79j Zlq-20"

e.g. writs ordering the sheriffs of Dublin and Meath to account in

1320 (EX I/2, m. 25).
e.g. 291.

EX 1/2,. m. 14.

136 and its cross references.
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The accountant was usually required to be present in person at the

beginning and at the end of the audit of his account. However he could

appoint an attorney to represent him in the intervening period.    For

example, the mayor of Drogheda was permitted to appoint one of the

bailiffs and a clerk to account for him in 1309 on condition that he be

present at the close of the account.15 It may have been normal for a

sheriff to be represented by his clerk. When the sheriff of Louth was

given a day to close his account in 1310, it was conceded that his clerk

could account for him in the meantime.16    And in December 1309 the

clerks of the seneschal, sheriff and former sheriffs of Carlow were

ordered to warn their principals to come to close their accounts on 14

January 1310.17

In the eighteenth century the greater part of the process of audit was

delegated to the lesser officials of the exchequer. A sheriff’s account

was dealt with in open court only at its beginning when he took oath to

give a true and just acount, and at its close when his total charge was

calculated. 18 It is impossible to say to what extent this was the

case in the fourteenth century.    It is clear that all accounts came

before the treasurer and barons in open court at their opening and

closing stages, and that adjournments were normally given by the

treasurer.19    But it must be remembered that the chief engrosser was

paid the exceptionally large allowance of £7 in addition to his fee.20

It therefore seems possible that much of the routine business of audit

was carried out by the chief engrosser, with the assistance of he second

engrosser, the summoner and the transcriber of estreats.

The memoranda rolls record little of what happened during the audit of an

account. And the calendar of the pipe rolls is generally so abbreviated

as to obscure much of the evidence which the rolls themselves must have

15. 179.

16. 1039.

17. 245. cf. below, p.l~9.

18. Gorges Edmond Howard, A treatise of the exchequer and revenue of
Ireland (Dublin, 1776), i, pp. 169-72.

19. e.g. 168, 179, 245, 619.
20. See above, p. li.



contained on the subject. It must be assumed that in general the process

of audit was the same as in England. Certainly the chequered cloth which

was used in the English exchequer to calculate an accountant’s charge and

21discharge, and which gave the exchequer its name,    was also used in

the Irish exchequer. It was shown in a fifteenth century illustration of

the upper exchequer in session. 22     However there were undoubtedly

differences of detail in the procedures of the English and Irish

exchequers, which gave rise to corresponding differences in the records

of accounts.

The most important of these differences relates to the manner in which a

sheriff’s charge and discharge was calculated and recorded. In England

the charge and discharge was calculated separately for each of the main

types of revenue collected by the sheriff. The net debt or surplus on

the account as a whole was not recorded in the pipe roll. Instead it was

given in the state or final view of the account entered in the memoranda

rolls.23    In Ireland the charge and discharge was calculated once for

all types of revenue collected by the sheriff, and the net debt was

recorded in the pipe rolls.24    States of account were not normally

recorded on the Irish memoranda rolls in the early fourteenth century.

They become a standard feature of the rolls only in 1324.25

On the Irish pipe rolls a county account began with statements of the

sums owed by each sheriff rendering account in respect of debts noted in

the previous enrolled account. These were followed by entries relating

to farms, rents, royal services, and debts noted in estreats.    Most

county accounts ended with details of each sheriff’ s charge and

discharge.    In each case the total of the charge was given first, the

23.

Dialogus de scaccario, ed. Charles Johnson (London, 1950), pp. 6-7.
’The court of exchequer in Ireland’    TheJames F. Ferguson,

Gentleman’s magazine, new series, xliii (1855), pp. 37-44---~,

Facsimiles of the national manuscripts of Ireland, ed. J.T. Gilbert,
(Dublin, 18), pp. 119-20 and fascimile XXXVII.

The pipe roll for 1295, Surrey membrane, ed. Mabel H. Mills (Surrey
Record Society, xxi, 1924), pp. xx-xxviii, 1-31; Cal. mem. rolls,

1326/7, pp. xxiii-xxiv, xxxvii-xxxix, 289-335.

Calendar in P.R.I. rep. D.K. 35-54.
e.g. RC 8/14, pp. 88.
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amount owed in respect of the profit of the county being specified.

Details were then given of payments into the exchequer and allowances for

assignments.     Finally the totals of payments and allowances were

subtracted from the charge, giving the net debt or, very occasionally,

surplus.

The enrolled accounts of the main liberties in private hands were similar

in form to county accounts, although they did not of course include

entries concerning the profit of the county. Technically the lord of the

liberty accounted for the seneschal, although in practice it was the

seneschal who rendered account.    City and borough accounts began with

entries concerning the farm and other rents. These were followed by

entries concerning debts recorded in estreats. Technically the bailiffs

accounted for the farm, while the citizens or burgesses accounted for

other debts, although in practice the mayor and bailiffs accounted for

both.     However the technical distinction meant that the charge and

discharge had to be calculated separately for the farm and for other

debts. All other accounts were rendered by a single individual or group

of individuals.    Some were very long, but they consisted simply of a

summary of the sums owed, followed by details of payments and allowances.

During the audit of a sheriff’s, seneschal’s or mayor and bailiff’s

account, a detailed review was made of all outstanding debts recorded in

estreats and previous enrolled accounts which related to the county,

liberty, city or borough in question. The entries of individual debts

were marked with symbols in the same way as was done in the English

exchequer.26 The two most important symbols were the letters T and D.

An entry was marked with a T if the accountant charged himself with the

debt.    One or more points were added to the T if the estreat already

contained entries marked with a T because the debts recorded in it had

been reviewed on a previous occasion.27 An entry was marked with a D

26. C.A.F. Meekings,

27.

’The pipe roll order of 12 February 1270’ in

Studies presented to Sir Hilary Jenkinson, ed. J. Conway Davies
(London, 1957), pp. 222-53.

e.g. J.F. Lydon, ’The country of Urlel account, 1281-3’, Journal of

the County Louth Archaeolo$ical and Historical Society, xix (1979),
pp. 200-3.
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if the accountant satisfied the exchequer that he was unable to levy the

debt.28 In much of the literature concerning the English exchequer it

is implied that an accountant was charged only with debts which had been

levied.29 However the English exchequer ordinances of the 1320s make

it clear that an accountant was charged with a debt unless he could give

a good reason why he should not be so charged.30

The procedure of the Irish exchequer in reviewing outstanding debts

during audits differed from English procedure in one important respect.

In Ireland transcripts of the relevant entries in the estreats concerned

were prepared at least as early as 1308.31    I am not aware of any

evidence that transcripts of estreats were ever prepared during audits in

the English exchequer.32    An entry in the Irish memoranda roll for

Trinity term 1364 proves that at that date the transcripts were used in

place of the estreats to charge the sheriff.33 They had probably been

used for this purpose from the date at which they were first prepared.

Summonses issued following audits were prepared from the transcripts at

least as early as 1319.34 The transcripts were probably also used in

the course of inquests concerning debts.35 A fifteenth century roll of

fines and amercements relating to county Meath may in fact be a roll of

transcripts of estreats.36

As a result of audit most accountants were found to owe arrears of

account.    If they owed very large sums they might be committed to the

custody of the marshal until they gave security for payment. 37    The

28. e.g. 706-7.

29. e.g. The pipe roll for 1295, Survey membrane, ed. Mills, p. xxv;
Meekings, ’The plpe roll order of 1270’, p. 229.

30. Red book of the exchequer, iii, pp. 850-3, 938-41.

31. See above, p. 14.

32. The estreats of outstanding debts in old estreats prepared in the

English exchequer were not transcripts of the Irish kind. They were

not prepared during audits and did not include debts with which an
accountant had been charged (Meeking, ’The pipe roll order of 1270’,

pp. 245-51).

33. RC 8/28, pp. 433-6.

34.
35.
36.
37.

See below, pp. 2#g-

See below, p. ~.

P.R.O.I., EX 3.

e.g. 594.



memoranda rolls also contain many entries of writs of levare facias

ordering the current sheriff or other official to cause his predecessors’

arrears to be levied. 38    However it was recognised that a former

sheriff might have been charged on his account with debts which he had

failed to levy during his period of office.    Since his successor was

likely to be fully occupied in levying newly summonsed debts, the former

sheriff was often commissioned to levy outstanding debts with which he

had been charged.39

After the audit of a sheriff’s, seneschal’s or mayor and bailiffs’

account, further attempts were also made to levy the outstanding debts

not included in the accountant’s charge. If it was thought that it might

still be possible to levy a debt in the accountant’s bailiwick, details

of the debt were included in a summons addressed to the accountant, if he

still held office, or to his successor, if he had left office. If the

accountant had convinced the exchequer that a debtor had no property in

his bailiwick, but had property in another official’s bailiwick, details

of the debt were included in a summons addressed to the other

official .40

Inquests concernin~ debts

It seems quite likely that inquests concerning debts were held in Ireland

in the late thirteenth century.    In 1279 Ellis Winchester and Richard

Wickham were paid their expenses incurred in travelling to various parts

of Ireland as ordered by the treasurer, and in transcribing summonses in

those places.I    They may well have been holding inquests concerning

debts. At any rate a number of such inquests were undoubtedly held in

the first decade of the fourteenth century.    For example in 1304 the

treasurer inquired in counties Cork and Tipperary concerning debts owed

to the king and misdeeds of sheriffs and sergeants.2 These inquests

were probably held in accordance with the English Statute of Fines of

38. e.g. 330-43.

39. e.g. RC 8/5, pp. 256-7.

40. See below, pp. Z ~6-~.
I.    Cal. doc. Ire., 1252-84, pp. 303-4.

2.    EX 2/I, p. 69.
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1299. This required that a baron and a clerk of the exchequer be sent to

each county to establish the names of all who had paid debts that year,

to view the tallies in question, and to hear and determine plaints

against sheriffs and bailiffs.3

On 6 March 1310 the chamberlains of the exchequer were commissioned to

inquire concerning debts owed to the king in county Louth. The text of

their commission is given in full in the memoranda roll. The preamble

stated that various sheriffs answered falsely when rendering account,

alleging that debtors had no property in their county or could not be

found there, when it was known that they had enough property there to

satisfy the debts in whole or in part. The chamberlains were ordered to

hold a sworn inquest in the county in order to establish which debts were

clear and could be levied, and which were not. They were given rolls

containing details of outstanding debts in accordance with the terms of

an unspecified statute of Edward I. The barons of the exchequer were

given a similar commission to inquire concerning debts in counties

Dublin, Meath, Carlow and Kildare.4    The county Dublin inquest was

probably made in the exchequer, as the results of the inquest were

summarised in an entry of a view of summonses on the memoranda roll.5

It seems that the treasurer himself held inquests in some or all of the

Munster counties while acting as paymaster for an expedition to those

parts.6    Thus the sheriff of Waterford was ordered to have in the

exchequer on 21 June all money owed for debts found to be clear in an

inquest held by the treasurer.7 The treasurer also visited Cork.8

The inquests made in 1310 clearly differed in purpose from those probably

made in accordance with the Statue of Fines¯ They were concerned with

the failure of sheriffs to have debts levied, rather than with their

failure to answer for debts which had been levied.    Also there is no

¯

4.

5.
6.

7.

8.

Statutes of the realm, i~ p. I Z @.

646-7.

892.

See above, pp.7~-~Table XV.

1147.

967, 1005.



reference in the chamberlains’ commission to the hearing of plaints. The

statute referred to was evidently the Statute of Rhuddlan of 1284, which

made provision for inquests of this kind in England.9 The rolls given

to the officials holding the inquests were probably transcripts of

estreats prepared during audits.I0 The decision to change the form of

inquests concerning debts was almost certainly made by the Irish council

at its meeting following the parliament at Kilkenny in February 1310.11

Further changes were made in 1311 by order of the English council.

Officials holding an inquest in a county were to cause the sheriff, the

sergeants and six jurors from each cantred to be assembled before them.

All summonses, estreats and writs in the custody of the sheriff were to

be read to the assembly, as were the estreats which the officials brought

from the exchequer (these were probably in fact transcripts of

estreats).    The jurors were to say where and in which cantreds the

debtors had property.    Estreats of the relevant debts were then to be

given to the sergeant of each cantred.    Days were to be assigned for

payment to the sheriff and receiver of debts levied by the sergeants, and

for payment to the exchequer of money received by the sheriff and

receiver.12    Inquests of this kind were held in most of the counties,

cities and major boroughs in August and September 1311. In each case the

total value of the debts which were clear and could be levied were

recorded in indentures made between the officials sent from the exchequer

and the sheriff or mayor and bailiffs. Copies of the indentures were

enrolled on the memoranda roll.13 Further inquests of this kind were

held during the Easter vacation in 1312.14

Commissions given to exchequer officials in Michaelmas term 1312 were

worded quite differently. The officials were instructed to hold inquests

to establish which debts were clear and how quickly they could be levied,

9.    Stat. Ire., John-Hen.V, pp. 44-5.

10. See above, P°gl.

11. See above, p. 5.

12. J.F. Lydon, ’Edward II and the revenues of Ireland in 1311-12’,

Ir. Hist. Stud., xiv (1964-5), pp. 45-7, 49-51.

13. ibid., pp. 51-2; RC 8/5, pp. 4-9.

14. RC 8/6, p. 170.
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how sheriffs and other officials had performed in the levying of debts,

and why and by whom the levying of debts had been delayed. They were

given powers to do anything and everything else which they considered

would hasten the levying and payment of debts. The total value of the

clear debts was to be recorded in indentures made between them and the

sheriffs or other local officials.     In addition they were to make

inquiries concerning the goods and chattels of the Templars, and the

farms and rents of manors and other demesne lands.15

It is possible that the charge in wording represented a substantial

change in procedure. However it is more likely that the only important

difference between the commissions of 1311 and those of Michaelmas term

1312 was that inquests held under the latter extended to revenues other

than the profits of justice. After 1312 inquests seem to have been held

in most counties about once a year.    Both the commissions of 1311 and

those of Michaelmas term 1312 were used as models. Thus commissions made

in 1313 and 1319 were modelled on those of 1311,16 while a commission

made in 1316 was modelled on those of Michaelmas term 1312.17

There is no evidence that officials holding inquests concerning debts

received payments of debts in the early fourteenth century. This would

have been contrary to the principle that all debts levied by the

sergeants should be paid to the sheriff and receiver at collections,

unless they were paid directly to the exchequer by the debtor. 18

However in 1330 Thomas Warilowe was commissioned to levy and receive all

debts in arrears in Munster and South Leinster.19 This may have been

exceptional, but by the 1350s it was normal for debts to be received by

officials hastening the levying of debts. 20 In 1361 it was ordained

that officials assigned to hasten the levying of debts were to account

for money received by them, even if their commissions made no mention of

21receipts.

15. RC 8/7, pp. 84-8.

16. ibid., p. 462; EX 1/2, m. 7d.

17. RC 8/10, p. 547.

18. See above, pp. Bg~ ~3.

19. RC 8/15, p. 614.

20. e.g. receipts in the exchequer on 26 Feb. 1352 (E 101/242/12).

21. Philomena Mary Connolly, ’Lionel of Clarence and Ireland, 1361-1366’

(Ph. D. thesis, Dublin University, 1977), pp. 176, 208 (citing

Foedera, iii, part 2, p. 606).

95



LEGAL PROCEEDINGS

There were three main stages through which a legal action brought in the

exchequer could pass. In the first stage of initial and mesne process

the plaintiff or his legal representative sought the appearance of the

defendant in the exchequer to answer the charge or claim made against

him. The action was resolved in the second stage, either by pleading,

trial and judgment, or by the making of a recognisance or mainprise. In

the third stage of final process a sucessful plaintiff or his legal

representative sought the enforcement of the judgment, recognisance or
Imainprise.

In practice few actions passed through all these stages. This

emerges clearly from Table XVIII, which summmrises an analysis

fact

of the types of entry in which legal actions were recorded in the

memoranda and plea rolls of 1309/I0. Slightly less than a quarter of the

actions were resolved in the course of the year, and more than half of

these appear to have been resolved by a recognisance or mainprise
2

without any writs of mesne process having been issued.    Less than one

action in 16 was resolved by pleading, trial and judgment during the

year. Almost half the actions were recorded only in entries of initial

and mesne process. Almost one quarter were recorded only in entries of

final process.

The records of legal proceedings in the exchequer in 1309/10 are

exceptionally full.    It is likely that most initial, mesne and final

process was recorded in the writs issuing sections of the memoranda and

plea rolls.3 The pleas sections of the rolls provide an almost complete
4

record of pleading, trial and judgment. And the ’Debts recognised and

other memoranda’ section of the memoranda roll is dominated by entries

of recognisances of debts, appointments
5

days given.

of attorneys, mainprises and

I ¯

2.

3.
4.
5.

See below, pp. I03-6.
e.g. 981, 1343 and their cross references.
See below, p- ~I@.

See below, pp.197- ZO9.
See below, pF.16 O- 91.
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TABLE XVIII: TYPES OF ENTRY IN ~HICH LEGAL ACTIONS WERE RECORDED IN THE

MEMORANDA AND PLEA ROLLS FOR 1309/10

Types of entry in which actions

were recorded

Number of

actions

(a) Actions recorded in entries of pleas, verdicts

and judgments6
5O

(b) Actions recorded in entries of recognisances

of debts or mainprises to acquit third parties

of debts, but not in entries as at (a)7

143

(c) Actions recorded in entries of initial and

mesne process (writs seeking the appearance of

defendants in the exchequer, days given for

appearance, and mainprises for appearance),

but not in entries as at (a) and (b)8

382

(d) Actions recorded in entries of

(writs seeking

recognisances

almost entirely

final process

the enforcement of judgments,

and mainprises,    consisting

of writs of levare facias),

but not in entries as at (a)-(c)9

200

(e) Actions    recorded only    in entries of 42

appointments of attorneys and other types of
10

entry not mentioned at (a)-(d)

TOTAL 817

The evidence available for other years is much less satisfactory.

Before 1309 the memoranda rolls contained entries relating to actions of

all kinds, including those later recorded in the plea rolls. Calendars

¯

7.
8.
9.
10.

e.g. 962, 2171 and their cross references
e.g. 238, 560 and their cross references¯
e.g. 1730, 1826 and their cross references¯
e.g. 1733 and its cross references.
e.g. 1314, 1793 and their cross references.
appointed at any stage of proceedings.

An attorney might be
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of" the rolls of 1294/5 and 1307/8 are available11 and have been analysed

12
by Hand.    Unfortunately there was almost no record of initial, mesne

and final process in the roll for 1294/5, while the record of process in

the roll for 1307/8 was highly selective and biased towards actions

affecting the king’s interests. In 1309/10 more than two-thirds of the

actions then current were recorded only in entries of initial, mesne and

final process.    It therefore seems likely that less than half the

actions current in 1294/5 and 1307/8 are now on record.

In 1309 it was decided to keep a separate plea roll devoted mainly to

entries of pleas, writs issued and days given in actions not directly

affecting the king. Only two medieval plea rolls survived long enough

to be calendared, those for 1309/10 and 1324/5.13 Consequently the

evidence concerning such actions from 1310 to 1324 and after 1325 is

confined largely to entries of appointments of attorneys and

recognisances of debts in the memoranda rolls. Moreover it was unusual

for pleading, trial and judgment in actions affecting the king to be
14

recorded in the memoranda rolls from 1319 to 1369.    During the latter

period the evidence concerning actions affecting the king is for the

most part limited to entries of initial, mesne and final process,

appointments of attorneys, mainprises and days given.

Given the nature of the sources, this discussion of legal proceedings in

the exchequer must rely mainly on the evidence contained in the

memoranda and plea rolls for 1309/10.

Jurisdiction

The types of legal action recorded in the rolls for 1309/10 are analysed

in Table XIX. Many of the actions are described as

actions of debt, trespass and account in the rolls themselves. All but

15 of the remainder can be placed in one or other of these categories by

analogy with those which are so described. Actions of debt were by far

the most numerous, amounting to more than four-fifths of the total. It

11.
12.

13.
14.

See below, pp. I~ - 15.

Hand, Eng. law in Ire., pp. 101-3.
See below, pp. ~20- I.
See below, pp. I~7~ Z O 7- ~.
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TABLE XIX: TYPES OF LEGAL ACTION RECORDED IN THE MEMORANDA     AND     PLEA

ROLLS FOR 1309/10

Types of action Number of actions

I
Actions of debt 672

Actions of trespass 113

I
Actions of account 17

2
Action of wreck of sea

Actions which cannot be classified

because of lack of evidence3

14

TOTAL 817

should be noted that there were no actions concerning real property and
4

no actions of felony. Such actions were never heard in the exchequer.

The terms debt, trespass and account had much the same meaning as in

other courts.    In addition to actions claiming sums of money, the term

debt undoubtedly comprehended actions claiming fungible goods by number,
5

weight or measure. It probably also included actions claiming the

return of specific chattels, which the professional lawyer referred to
6

as actions of detinue. The term trespass was used to cover all cases in

which the defendant was accused of doing a wrong to the plaintiff.7 An

action of account was one in which the plaintiff demanded that the
8

defendant render account for money received on the plaintiff’s behalf.

I ¯

2.

3.
4.

¯

6.

¯

¯

For references to examples see footnotes to Table XXI below¯

90.
e.g. 288, 1731.

cf. Gorges Edmond Howard, .A comp.endious treatise on the rules and
practice of the pleas side of the exchequer in Ireland, (Dublin,
1759), i, pp. I-2¯
e.g. 1003 and cross references¯
A.k.B. Simpson, A history of the common law of contract: the rise
of the action of assumpsit, (Oxford, 1975), pp. 53-61¯
S.F.C. Milsom, ’Trespass from Henry III to Edward III’
Quarterly Review, ixxiv (1958), pp. 195-224, 407-36, 561-90.
S.J. Stoljar, ’The transformation of account’, Law
Review, lxxx (1964), pp. 203-24.

, Law

Quarterly
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Legal actions can also be viewed in terms of the extent to which they

affected the king’s interests¯ In the headings of the pleas and writs

issuing sections of the memoranda and plea rolls a distinction is made

between two groups of actions: those concerning the king, and common

9
actions. The typical action concerning the king was one in which the

king was sole plaintiff¯ The typical common action was one brought by

an individual plaintiff against another individual in which the king’s

interests were not directly affected¯ However this distinction ignores

the existence of a third major group of actions, those in which the king

and individuals were joint plaintiffs.    Such actions were sometimes

treated as actions touching the king and at other times as common

actions. Table XX show the results

of an analysis of the extent to which legal actions recorded in the

rolls for 1309/10 affected the king’s interests. More than two-thirds

of the actions were brought by individual plaintiffs against other

individuals¯ The king and individuals were joint plaintiffs in slightly

less than one quarter of the actions¯ The king was sole plaintiff in

less than one eighth of the actions.

During the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries repeated complaints

made concerning the hearing of common pleas in the exchequer.

several occasions the king found it necessary to order

exchequer should not hear legal actions unless they affected

11interests or those of exchequer officials or their servants.

speaking it seems that this limitation

exchequer was obeyed in the early fourteenth

clear the jurisdiction of the exchequer

were
10

On

that the

his own

Generally

on the jurisdiction of the

century. However it is

was rather broader than a

literal interpretation of the limitation might suggest. There is ample

evidence that officials who had to account in the exchequer and other

persons who owed debts to the king could bring actions of debt or
12

account in the exchequer¯    It was of course in the king’s interest that

they should recover debts owed to them, as they would then have been in

¯

10.
11.

12.

See below, pp.191  2 ? 0.
e.g. Cal. doe. Ire., 1285-92, p. 2.
e.g. Foedera, iii, pt. I, p. 216 (CaI. ciose roiis, 1349-54, p.

292).
For example see the entries referred to in the index under ’Brett,
Geoffrey’; ’Hackett, Henry’; ’Pembroke, Roger’; ’Rice, John’;
’Roche, George’; and ’St. John, Thomas’ (all these were former
sheriffs of county Tipperary).
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TABLE XX: THE EXTENT TO ~HICH THE KING’S INTERESTS WERE AFFECTED IN

LEGAL ACTIONS RECORDED IN THE MEMORANDA AND PLEA ROLLS FOR
13

1309/10

GrOUpS of action Number of actions

Actions in which the king was

plaintiff

sole 85

Actions in which the king and

individuals were joint plaintiffs

179

Actions brought by

plaintiffs against

individuals

individual

other

551

Actions in    which     individual

plaintiffs sought redress from the

king for wrongs done in his name

2

TOTAL 817

a better position to pay their own debts to the king.    Also the king

sometimes gave special permission for particular individuals to bring
14

actions in the exchequer.    About one third of the individual plaintiffs

in legal actions recorded in the rolls for 1309/10 can be identified as
15

Italian merchants.    They may have received special permission to bring

actions in the exchequer, although most of them probably either owed

money to or were owed money by the king.

Table XXI shows the results of an analysis of the extent to which

the king’s interests were affected in actions of the three main types

recorded in the rolls for 1309/10. More than three-quarters of the

actions of debt were brought by individual plaintiffs against other

individuals. About one-flfth were actions brought by the king and

13.
14.
15.

For references to examples see the footnotes to Table XXI below.
e.g. Doc. affairs. Ire., no. 118.
The names ’Chimbardi, Gerard’ and ’Marsh,    Leopardus’    occur
especially frequently (see index).
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TABLE XXI: THE EXTENT TO kHICH THE KING’S INTERESTS WERE AFFECTED

IN ACTIONS OF DEBT, TRESPASS AND ACCOUNT RECORDED IN THE

MEMORANDA AND PLEA ROLLS FOR 1309/10

Actions in which

sole plaintiff

Actions of Actions of Actions of

debt trespass     account

the king was 916 6719

Actions in which the king and

individuals were joint plaintiffs

Actions brought by individual

plaintiffs against other

individuals

14617 2120 1123

51718 2321 624

Actions    in which

plaintiffs sought redress

the king for wrongs done in

name

222individual

from

his

TOTAL 672 113 17

individuals as joint plaintiffs in which the individual plaintiffs

demanded that the defendant acquit them of debts owed to the king. Only

nine were brought by the king as sole plaintiff, as a debt owed to the

king could usually be levied without a preliminary court hearing. For

much the same reason none of the actions of account were brought by the

king as sole plaintiff. On the other hand the king was sole plaintiff

in more than half the actions of trespass.

16.

17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.

23.
24.

e.g. 747, 1993 and their cross references.
e.g. 81, 822, 1587 and their cross references,
e.g. 816, 1742, 1955 and their cross references.
e.g. 294, 761 and their cross references.
e.g. 1080, 1688 and their cross references.
e.g. 1837, 2001 and their cross references.
70-I and their cross references.
e.g. 170, 1965 and their cross references.
e.g. 1591.
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Procedure

A party to a legal action could at any stage appoint an attorney¯

Plaintiffs were more likely to do so than defendants. About half the

attorneys appointed in 1309/10 can be identified as either exchequer

officials or professional lawyers.    Most attorneys were probably

appointed in the exchequer, although some may have been received by

exchequer officials outside the exchequer. A few were received by the
I

justiciar or by officials specially ordered to receive them.

Contested actions must normally have been begun by the plaintiff or his

attorney coming to the exchequer and making a complaint or claim against

the defendant. At least on occasion the complaint or claim was made in
2

writing in a document called a bill, and this may in fact have been

common practice.    The use of bills of plaint was of course a standard

feature of procedure in eyres, in the English court of king’s bench and

3in the Irish justiciar’s court.

Usually the exchequer then issued one or more writs demanding the

appearance of the defendant in court. It must be stressed that the

first writ issued was not an original writ of the kind issued by

chancery to initiate proceedings in the benches in ~estminster and

Dublin. Strictly speaking the latter courts had no jurisdiction in a
4

particular case until an original writ had been obtained. The exchequer

had permanent jurisdiction in actions of the kinds properly heard in it,

so an original writ was not required. Consequently the first writ issued

by the exchequer in an action was equivalent to a judicial writ in an
5

action heard in another court.

In most cases the writ used by the exchequer to demand the appearance of

I ¯

2.
3.

¯

¯

See below, pp.7(g-9.

e.g. RC 8/10, pp. 59-62.
Alan Harding, ’Plaints and bills in the history of English law,
mainly in the period 1250-1330’ in Legal History Studies, 1972:

papers presented to the Legal History Conference, Aberystwyth, 18-
21 July 1972, ed. Dafydd Jenkins (Cardiff, 1975), pp. 65-86; G.J.
Hand, ’Procedure without writ in the court of the justiciar of
Ireland’, R.I.A. Proc., lxii (1961-3), C, pp. 9-20.
S.F.C. Milsom, Historical foundations of the common law, (London,
1969), pp. 23-4.

cf. Howard, Treatise on the pleas side of the exchequer in Ireland,
pp. 2, 13-14.
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a defendant was that of venire facias. This ordered the attachment of

the defendant by gage and pledges, and could if necessary be re-issued

6
many times. In cases initiated by original writ in other courts, the

original writ was generally a writ of summons, and a writ of ~one

ordering attachment by gage and pledges could only be issued if the writ

of summons failed to secure the appearance of the defendant.7 This must

have been one of the reasons why plaintiffs wished to have cases heard

in the exchequer rather than in other courts. On the other hand it

seems that for a period in the early fourteenth century the exchequer

restricted the use of the more severe process of distraint to cases

8directly affecting the king’s interests or those of royal officials.

In especially important or urgent actions in which the king was a

plaintiff the writ normally used was that of attachies or habeas corpus.

This ordered the attachment of the defendant by the body, and was a form

of arrest. It rarely failed to secure the appearance of the defendant.9

In actions brought in the English exchequer against persons residing in

London or Middlesex, unsealed bills or precepts were sometimes used in
10

place of sealed writs.    Presumably the bills were handed directly to

the sheriffs or their subordinates, and it was therefore not necessary

to seal them to prove their validity. It seems likely that unsealed

bills could be used in actions brought in the Irish exchequer against

persons living in county Dublin.

was probably a bill of this
11

1313.

There is a reference to a bill which

kind in the record of a case heard in

When the defendant appeared in the exchequer, the action could be

resolved in one of two main ways. These could be a formal hearing of

the ease in which the plaintiff and defendant made oral pleas. This was

followed by a trial of the matter at issue, usually by a jury, and the

giving of judgment by the court. This was the only means by which

actions of trespass were resolved, but very few actions of debt were

¯

7.

¯

9.
10.
11.

See below, pp. 217- ~ O.
Donald W. Sutherland, ’Mesne process upon personal actions in the
early common law’, Law Quarterly Review, ixxxiii (1966), pp. 482-
96.
See below, pp. X 2 Z - 3.
See below, pp. Z ~9- d.
Select cases in exchequer, pp. cxxx-cxxxii.
RC 8/7, p. 471¯
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12
resolved in this manner.

The normal means by which an action of debt was resolved was the making

of a recognisance or mainprise. A recognisance was a formal

acknowledgement made by the debtor in which he declared himself bound to

pay the debt to the

generally made in actions

plaintiff.    In actions

plaintiffs, the debtor usually nlainprised

13plaintiff of a debt owed to the king.

creditor at a stated time. Recognisances were

in which the creditor was an individual

brought by the king and individuals as joint

to acquit the individual

Of course many actions were never resolved in court. It is impossible

to say what proportion were never resolved at all. Some must have been

settled out of court. In actions of debt the issue of an exchequer writ

demanding the appearance of the debtor in court must sometimes have

persuaded him to pay the debt immediately.

Final process in the exchequer was concerned almost entirely with the

levying of sums of money or specified goods. If an action of trespass

was resolved in favour of the king as plaintiff, the defendant normally

made fine. If it was resolved in favour of an individual plaintiff, he
14

might be awarded damages.    And obviously if an action of debt was

resolved in the plaintiff’s favour, the debt was then due for payment.

If the money or goods were owed to the king,

recorded in the estreats and levied by

the debt was presumably

15
summons.     Orders for the

collection of debts owed to individuals were generally made in the form
16

of writs of levare facias.    If more than a year had elapsed since the

date on which a debt became payable under the terms of a recognisance, a

writ of scire facias was issued first, ordering that the debtor be

warned to appear in

levied from his goods.

the exchequer to show why the debt should not be
17

The fact that so many actions were recorded only in entries of final

12.

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

See below, pp.19Z - Z 09.
See below, pp.16Z-g~ I~0- 3.
See below, p. T O6.
See below, pp. % ~ ~ - 7.
See below,, pp. I ~ O - 3.
See below, pp. 2 2 q- ~.
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process in the rolls for 1309/10 merits some attention.    No doubt in

some cases recognisances had been made or judgment given in previous

years, but it seems unlikely that this was so in all or even most cases.

Many of the actions in question were brought by Italian merchants. The

latter seem to have made little effort to induce their debtors to make

recognisances in their favour in the exchequer, but they may have made

greater use of the procedure for the making of recognisances before the

18mayors and other local officials under the Statute of Merchants.    It is

tempting to speculate that the exchequer may have been prepared to order

the levying of debts recognised locally under the Statute, on production

of the bill obligatory issued to the creditor in accordance with the
19

Statute.

See below, p~63.

Stat. Ire. John-Hen. V, p. 102.
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PART II

The memoranda and

plea rolls



THE ROLLS IN GENERAL
i

The memoranda rolls of the Irish exchequer are one of the most important

sources for the history of medieval Ireland¯ The entries recorded on the

rolls fall into three main groups:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

copies of writs received from the king, his English minsters or

the Irish chancery conveying orders or information to the

exchequer

abstracts of writs issued by the exchequer giving orders to

sheriffs and other officials and recording grants of lands and

offices

memoranda of a wide variety of proceedings in the upper

exchequer, including proffers of revenue, views and statements

of account, recognisances of debts, appointments of attorneys,

mainprises for the payment of debts and the appearance of

persons in the exchequer, days given for appearance, and pleas

made and verdicts and judgments given in legal actions¯

Like most exchequer records, the memoranda rolls were normally annual

rolls covering the year beginning on 30 September (the morrow of

Michaelmas). Two original rolls survived the destruction of the Public

Record Office of Ireland in 1922. They are the rolls for 3 Edward II (30

September 1309 to 29 September 1310, abbreviated as 1309/10) and the roll

for 13-14 Edward II (1319/20).

extracts are available for

1294-1509.I

In addition manuscript calendars and

about 150 rolls covering the period

I ¯ James F. Lydon, ’Survey of the memoranda rolls of the Irish

exchequer, 1294-1509’, Analecta Hibernica, 23 (1966), pp. 49-134.

The current system of short references to the records in P.R.O.I.

had not been devised when this article was written¯ The original

memoranda rolls now form the record class EX I.    The calendars

prepared in P.R.O.I., referred to by Lydon as ’Calendar’, now form

the record class EX 2.    The calendars prepared for the record

commission, referred to by Lydon as ’Rec. Comm.’, now form the

record class RC 8.     See also Philomena Connolly, ’The Irish

memoranda rolls: some unexplored aspects’, Irish economic and social

history, iii (1976), pp. 66-74¯ The latter article is concerned
mainly with the lists of goods and chattels which occurred

occasionally on the rolls¯ There are no lists of. this kind on the

roll for 1309/10.
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For a number of reasons the plea rolls of the exchequer are much less

important to the historian¯ No original rolls survive, and there are

calendars of only two rolls, those for 1309/10 and 1324/5. In any case

they were much smaller than the memoranda rolls and contained a much

narrower range of entries¯    However they were an offshoot from the

memoranda rolls and the types of entry recorded in them were also found

on the memoranda rolls.2    Consequently both series of rolls must be

examined, if a full understanding of either is to be achieved¯

The number of memoranda rolls kept per year

The memoranda rolls were kept by the remembrancers. Until 1295 there was

only one remembrancer¯ It follows that only one memoranda roll can have

been kept per year. But from 1295 ~ there were always two

remembrancers. This gives rise to the question:     did the second

remembrancer keep a duplicate memoranda roll?     In the English

exchequer the two remembrancers kept separate memoranda rolls, which in

the fourteenth century were still largely duplicates of each other.4

It might be expected that the same would have been true of the Irish

exchequer after 1295.

The most obvious reason for thinking that this was not the case is that

in the early nineteenth century there was only one series of memoranda

rolls, held by the chief remembrancer.5    However in the case of the

pipe rolls it is certain that two rolls were kept per year in the middle

ages, although only one was kept in later centuries.6 This could also

have been true of the memoranda rolls¯ Moreover the communia rolls of

the modern period, held by the lord treasurer’s remembrancer, were

¯

3.

4.

5.

¯

See below, pp. IZO-I, 19Z -~l.

faI. ~o~. Ire.,1203- I302j.a~. 27B, 3~6.
Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. vii-viii¯

Rec. comm. Ire. rep. I-5, p. 157; Wood, Guide to records in
P.R.O.I., p. 121.

Rec. comm. Ire. rep. I-5, pp. 135-9; Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, pp.
125-36; Wood, Guide to records in P.R.O.I., p. 123; ’Catalogue of

accounts on the great rolls of the pipe of the Irish exchequer, 13

Henry III - 22 Edward III’ P R I rep. D.K 35-54
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clearly closely related to the memoranda rolls.7 They were not in any

sense duplicates of the memoranda rolls, but it must be remembered that

the two series of English memoranda rolls had by this time ceased to be

duplicates of each other.8 It is therefore possible that the communia

rolls were successors to an earlier second series of memoranda rolls.

Another reason for thinking that the Irish exchequer never kept more than

one annual memoranda roll is that there were no duplicates among those

memoranda rolls for the period 1294-1509 which survived in the nineteenth

century.    The lists of memoranda rolls9 might lead one to think that

there were some duplicate rolls, but when calendars of the latter are

examined it becomes clear that they belonged to the following categories:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

rolls of other courtsI0

exchequer plea rollsII

rolls of attermined debts12

7. Rec. comm. Ire. rep. I-5, p. 132; Wood, Guide to records in
P.R.O.I., p. 117.

8. Guide to the contents of the Public Record Office,i (London, 1963),

pp. 60-2, 75.

9. Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, pp. 522-58; P.R.O.I., Detailed index of

revenue and equity exchequer records in the office before 1922, pp.
434-9, 447-53; Lydon, ’Memoranda rolls’, pp. 75-134. In these lists

the rolls are referred to by regnal year. I have referred to them

by calendar year, both because this is easier to understand and

because the lists are inconsistent in their use of regnal years.

For example the roll for 1309/10 covers about nine months of the

regnal year 3 Edward II and about three months of the regnal year 4

Edward II, while the roll for 1319/20 covers about nine months of

the regnal year 13 Edward II and about three months of the regnal

year 14 Edward II. Yet the lists refer to the roll for 1309/10

simply as the roll for 3 Edward II, but refer to the roll for

1319/20 as the roll for 13-14 Edward II. Such inconsistencies are

probably the work of the clerks who labelled the rolls for the

record commission (Rec. comm. Ire. rep. I-5, p.15).

I0. The list in Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, pp. 522-58, includes plea
rolls of the    justiciar’s court and the Dublin bench the first

membranes of which bore headings beginning Placita coram, Rotul’ de

attorn, Esson’ capt’., etc.,            and close and patent rolls of chancery,         �
the first membranes of which bore headlng~ beginning Rot c[aus~
Rot’ pat’, etc. In the per[od 1307-69 the headEngs of tha

{:irst membranes of the memoranda rolls normally began
Pro~Er& ~actd..

11. See below, pp. IZO-I.

12. e.g. the roll listed as memoranda roll no. 44 in Rec. comm. Ire.

rep. 6-I0~ p. 525 (calendared in RC 8/15, pp. 209-373).



(iv)

(v)

supplementary memoranda rolls containing entries not contained

in the main series13

rolls of abstracts of selected entries in the memoranda rolls

made after the latter had been completed.14

Nevertheless it is possible that there had once been a second series of

memoranda rolls none of which survived in the nineteenth century.

A different way of approaching the problem is to search the surviving

rolls and calendars for references to a second series of rolls.

References from one series to the other are quite common in the English

rolls.15 The only phrases in the Irish rolls which might be thought to

be references to a second series are worded as follows: "void because in

the king’s roll" (vacat quia in rotulo regis). These seem rather like

references from lord treasurer’s remembrancer’s rolls to king’s

remembrancer’s rolls. However I know of no evidence that the titles

king’s remembrancer and lord treasurer’s remembrancer were used in

Ireland before the seventeenth century.16 And when references of this

type in the roll for 1309/10 are followed up, they prove to be cross

references within the roll from a membrane or rotulet headed "Common

writs issuing" to a membrane headed "Writs issuing for the king".17

Another approach to the question is to compare the handwriting in the two

original rolls. Two hands can be identified in the roll for 1309/10.18

There are three in the roll for 1319/20, but one occurs only on special

membranes relating to the collection of debts owed to the merchants of

Lucca, and can be ignored for the present purpose.19 One hand appears

in both rolls. Nicholas Hemswell was chief remembrancer in both 1309/10

13. See below, p.l[5.
14. See below, pp. [3[-3.

15. e.g. Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. viii and 352, n.2.

16. The earliest references to a treasurer’s remembrancer of which I am

aware dates from 1617 (Calendar of state papers relating to Ireland,

1615-25, p. 151).

17. 522-3, 539 and cross references.

18. EX 1/1.

19. EX 1/2.



and 1319/20, while the second remembrancers were different.20    It is

therefore probable that the hand common to both rolls is that of

Hemswel I, and that the other hands are those of the second

remembrancers. If this is correct, it is most unlikely that the second

remembrancer kept a second roll.

The weakness in this argument is that one cannot be sure that the

remembrancers enrolled all the entries themselves.    We do not know

whether the remembrancers had clerks in the early fourteenth century, but

they did have clerks in the 1340s.21    There is therefore a slight

possibility that the second hands in the two original rolls are those of

the chief remembrancer’s clerks and that the second remembrancers and

their clerks kept separate rolls.    However the wording of entries of

writs issuing in the rolls for 1309/10 and 1310/11 provides further

evidence that the second hand in the roll for 1309/10 is that of the

second remembrancer. Entries in the roll for 1309/10 written in the hand

also found in the roll for 1319/20 begin Mand’, which is an abbreviation

of Mandatur.    Entries written in the hand found only in the roll for

1309/10 begin Mand’ est, which is an abbreviation of Mandatum est.22

Both forms of wording also occur in the calendar of the roll for 1310/11

in Michaelmas and Hilary terms, but the Mand’ est form disappears early

in Easter term.23 Thomas Reynold was replaced as second remembrancer

by William Holborn early in Easter term,24 so it seems likely that the

hand found only in the roll for 1309/10 was his.

It is therefore virtually certain that only one series of memoranda rolls

was kept in the Irish exchequer, and that the second remembrancer acted

as the chief remembrancer’s assistant rather than as his controller.

20. 2252-3.

21. e.g. RC 8/21, p. 210.
22. See below, pp. 252 -3

23. The last occurrence of the Mand’ est form under the heading ’Writs

issuing for the king’ is at RC 8/5, p. 615; the last occurrence

under the heading ’Common writs issuing’ is at p. 642.

24. 2453, n. 13.
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The evolution of the memoranda rollst 1236-1369

The earliest memoranda roll referred to in the surviving sources is that

for 1236/7. A charter is said to have been enrolled in it among the

memoranda relating to Connacht.l    There is a similar reference in a

transcript of a pipe roll to a writ enrolled in the memoranda roll for

1253/4 among the memoranda of Leinster.2 These references prove that

in the reign of Henry III at least some of the entries in the memoranda

rolls were enrolled in sections devoted to particular counties or

liberties¯ This was not the case in any of the rolls for which calendars

are available. On the other hand a number of references in fourteenth

century memoranda rolls prove that writs from England were regularly

enrolled in memoranda rolls of the second half of the thirteenth

century.3 This was also a feature of later memoranda rolls. And the

report on the state of the exchequer in c.1284 describes the remembrancer

as enrolling pleas and orders of the exchequer.4 Nearly one half of

the membranes in the roll for 1309/10 were occupied by entries of pleas

and of writs and summonses issued by the exchequer conveying orders to

local officials.5

The first roll for which there is direct evidence is that for 1294/5.

The next annual roll which survived until 1922 is that for 1304/5. All

the rolls for the periods 1307-14 and 1321-6 are available in one form or

another. But only three of the seven rolls for the j/ears l~l~-Zlsurvived

until modern times, and only three of the 12 rolls for the period 1326-38

survived¯ From 1338 until 1369 the pattern of survival was much better;

I ¯

¯

3.

¯

5.

Edmund Curt is, ’Feudal charters of the De Burgo lordship of
Connacht, 1237-1325 (B.M. ADD. MSS. 6041)’, Fe~l-sgr~bhinn Eoin Mhic
N~ill (Dublin, 1940), p. 286.
R.I.A. MS 12.D.9., p. 133.
e.g. EX I/2, m. 4 (transcript printed in Hist. and Mun. docs. Ire.,
pp. 435-40); RC 8/16, p.434.
Cal. doc. Ire., 1285-92, p. 2.
See below, p. IZB , Table XXII.

113



out of a total of 31 rolls only six had been lost before 1922.6

Most of these rolls are now available only in the form of manuscript

calendars and extracts. There are good calendars in English of some of

the rolls for the period 1294-1310 prepared in the record office. After

1310 we must rely mainly on the calendars in Latin prepared for the

record commission. These vary greatly in quality, but in general the

standard of accuracy is very low. As a rule many of the entries were

omitted completely and the remainder were severely abbreviated¯

Consequently the calendars must be supplemented by extracts of individual

7entries wherever possible.

There is an English calendar of about two-thirds of the roll for

1294/5.8    For the remainder of the roll we are dependent upon a much

less satisfactory Latin calendar among the record commission’s calendars

of plea rolls.9    By coincidence it was the last of the rolls for the

period when there was only one remembrancer.    It is therefore not

¯

¯

8.

9.

’Memoranda rolls’See the calendars and extracts listed in Lydon,

pp. 75-98. Only annual memoranda rolls have been included¯    The

rolls for Easter Term 1315 (8 Edward II) and 1343/4 (17 Edward III),
which are described by Lydon as supplementary rolls (ibid. pp. 81,

89), were in fact parts of annual rolls and have been included. But

a single membrane which probably belonged to the roll for 1326/7 (I

Edward III) has not been included¯    It was not included in the
record commission’s list of memoranda rolls, although a patent roll,

two rolls of the Dublin bench and a roll of attermined debts

covering the year 1 Edward III were included (Rec. comm. Ire. rep.
6-10, pp. 524-5). However it was included in the record office’s

list of memoranda rolls (P.R.O.I., Detailed index of revenue and
equity exchequer records, p.434). A pencil note on page 525 of the

copy of the record commission’s list in the reading room of the

record office describes it as follows: ’2 Q.3. 13a is one skin of
enrolments of patents and writs to Exch.East.l Ed. III. not

mentioned here’.    None of the extracts listed by Lydon under the

heading I Edward III were taken from this membrane (op.cit., p.86).

Most of them are contained in P.R.O.I., Ferguson Collection, i.

Those on folios 235-6, 277-81v., 284-5 and 287 were in fact taken

from the memoranda roll for 1329/30 (calendared in RC 8/15, pp.

377-664). Those on folios 237-48v. were taken from one of the bench

rolls already mentioned.

’Memoranda rolls’Lydon, , pp. 67-74.

EX 2/I, pp. 1-38.
RC 7/3, pp. 247-60.    This is not mentioned in Lydon, ’Memoranda

rolls’, p. 77.



surprising that by later standards it was a very small roll.    It

contained either 12 or 13 membranes.I0 Like all memoranda rolls prior

to 1369, its membranes were gathered together by term. Within each term

the main sections consisted of pleas, memoranda affecting the king,

common memoranda and debts recognised, and summonses issued. A number of

writs from England were transcribed, but they were not given a section of

the ir own.

The roll for 1304/5 was Substantially larger.      It contained 26

membranes.ll     It was not calendared and we have only a few brief

extracts from it.12 The sections seem to have been largely the same as

in 1294/5. The main addition was of writs issuing for the king. There

were no memoranda affecting the king because these were enrolled on a

separate supplementary roll covering the period 1303-7. The latter is

available in an English calendar and also two Latin calendars.13 It is

possible that one remembrancer kept the main roll and that the other kept

the supplementary roll. Taking the two rolls together, the total number

of membranes for 1304/5 was 33.14

The memoranda rolls continued to grow over the next few years. The roll

for 1307/8 had 37 membranes.15    There are calendars in English and

Latin.16 Like previous rolls, it included sections devoted to pleas,

common memoranda and debts recognised, memoranda affecting the king,

writs issued for the king and summonses issued. But writs from England

were now recorded on separate membranes, and proffers and common writs

were enrolled for the first time.

Only extracts are available from the roll for 1308/9.17    It had 41

I0.

II.
12.
13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

12 in RC 7/3, but 13 according to Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, p. 81,

where it was listed as plea roll no. 20.

Ibid., p. 84, where it was listed as plea roll no. 70.

P.R.O.I., M 2551, ff. 6r.-10v.
EX 2/I, pp. 51-259; RC 8/I, pp. 265-96; RC 8/2, pp. 301-507.

Membranes 12-18 of the supplementary roll related to 1304/5 (EX 2/I,

pp. 108-41).

Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, p. 523.

EX 2/2, pp. 221-374; RC 8/4, pp. 1-416.

P.R.O.I., M 2551, ff. l15r.-130v.



membranes.18    Its sections were broadly similar to those in the roll

for 1307/8.    However there were two important changes, one of which

related to the treatment of pleas. In Michaelmas and Hilary Terms the

plea membranes were simply headed "Roll of pleas", but in Easter Term

they were headed "Pleas touching the king". This change resulted from

the decision to keep separate rolls of common pleas.19    The other

change seems to have been made at the same time. The distinction between

memoranda affecting the king and common memoranda was abandoned, and all

entries of these kinds were placed under the headings "Debts recognised

and other memoranda."

The format established in 1309 was maintained unchanged over the

following five years.    Each roll contained the same 6 or 7 sections,

which were generally in the following order:

(i) Proffers (Michaelmas and Easter Terms only)

(ii) Writs from England and the Irish chancery

(iii) Debts recognised and other memoranda

(iv) Pleas touching the king

(v) Writs issuing for the king

(vi) Common writs issuing

(vii) Divers summonses issuing.

The rolls were larger than before. The surviving roll for 1309/10 ha~ 58

membranes.20 The rolls for the years 1310-14 varied in size between 55

and 79.21

When the surviving rolls for 1309/10 and 1319/2022 are compared, the

one immediately obvious difference is that there are no membranes headed

"Pleas touching the king" in the later roll. The explanation is that at

18. It was not listed by the record commission, but membrane 41 is

described as membrana ultima in ibid., f. 130v.

19. See below, p. IlO.

20. See below, pp. IZ6.

21. Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-I0i p. 523. There are calendars in RC 8/5,

pp.    151-811; RC 8/6, pp. 1-329; RC 8/7, pp. 1-540; and RC 8/9, pp.

1-668.

22. EX 1/I-2.
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or soon after Michaelmas 1314 it was decided to include entries of pleas

touching the king among the "Debts recognised and other memoranda". By

1319 pleas in actions of trespass in which juries were summoned had

largely disappeared from the memoranda rolls.23    Another difference

between the rolls for 1309/10 and 1319/20 is that in the latter writs of

allocate were enrolled among the "Writs from England and the Irish

chancery". This change in practice occurred in the course of 1315.24

The roll for 1319/20 also contains a number of membranes devoted

specifically to writs seeking the payment at the exchequer of debts owed

to the merchants of Lucca in exoneration of the merchants’ debts to the

king. Nevertheless the two rolls are as a whole very similar in form and

content.

The rolls of the 1320’s were rather smaller than those of the previous

decade. The largest was the roll for 1322/3 with 46 membranes, while the

smallest was that for 1321/2 with 37.25 The reduction in size was due

partly to the fact that much less space was devoted to pleas, verdicts

and judgments. Also it seems that fewer writs issued by the exchequer

were enrolled. The rolls of the 1320s contained an average of 8 or 9

membranes of writs and summonses issuing, whereas the roll for 1309/10

contains about 15 such membranes.26 Common writs ceased to be enrolled

in the memoranda roll on a regular basis at some time in 1330 or

1331.27 Unfortunately the lack of any evidence concerning the content

of the exchequer plea rolls after 1325 means that it is impossible to

tell whether more common writs were now recorded on the plea rolls.

Views of account first emerge as a major type of entry in Michaelmas term

1324.28 This innovation may have been made by Thomas Smothe, who had

been promoted from the post of second remembrancer to that of chief

remembrancer sometime in 1323 or 1324.29 In subsequent rolls views of

23. See below, pp. 207-3.

24. See below, p. I#~.

25. Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, ..... pp. 524-5. There are calendars in RC

8/12, pp. 541-805; RC 8/13, pp. 1-586; RC 8/14, pp. 1-384, 597-881;

RC 8/15, pp. 377-664.

26. See below, p. 128.

27. They were enrolled in the roll for 1329/30 (RC 8/15, pp. 463-7) but

not in the roll for 1331/2 (RC 8/16, pp. 1-478).

28. RC 8/14, pp. 43-6, 60-I, 70-I, 85-6, 88.

29. RC 8/12, p. 645; RC 8/13, pp. 25, 66, 520; RC 8/14, pp. 89, 344.



account were normally entered on separate membranes within the "Debts

recognised and other memoranda".30 A few views of account are found on
31

earlier rolls but they were not enrolled systematically before 1324.32

It is difficult to generalise about the rolls of the 1330s because so

many of them had been lost before 1922. However it seems that they were

somewhat larger than those of the 1320s. Thus the roll of 1331/2 had 57

membranes while that for 1338/9 had 48. The roll for 1339/40 contained

60 membranes.    In the following nine years the rolls varied in size

between 49 membranes in 1342/3 and 1345/6 and 55 in 1347/8.33 The main

change in the form of the rolls during this period was that entries of

adjournments or days given became much more common, and were enrolled on

separate membranes within the "Debts recognised and other memoranda"

after 1334.34    Appointments of attorneys were sometimes also recorded

35on separate membranes.

A number of related changes took place in 1349. The number of membranes

in the rolls fell to 27 in 1349/50 and 24 in 1350/I. It rose to 44 in

1351/2 but fell again to an average of about 30 throughout the following

ten years.36 Writs issuing for the king were no longer enrolled on a

regular basis. The heading "Writs from England and the Irish chancery"

disappeared, although some writs from England were recorded under the

heading "Debts recognised and other memoranda". And for a few years the

remembrancers failed to put the membranes in a consistent order when

30. e.g. RC 8/14, pp. 629-38.

31. of. below, p. 185.

32. See above, pp. 82-~.

33. Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, pp. 525-6. There are calendars in RC
8/16, pp. 1-478; RC 8/18, pp. 267-669; RC 8/21, pp. 1-576; RC 8/22,

pp. 173-671; RC 8/23, pp. 1-705; RC 8/24, 1-809.

34. e.g. RC 8/18, pp. 358-76, 445-60, 570-6, 662-8.

35. e.g. RC 8/16, pp. 382-5.
36. Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, p. 526-7. There are calendars in RC

8/25, pp. 1-684; RC 8/26, pp. 1-713; RC 8/27, pp. 1-630; RC 8/28,

pp. 1-170.
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making up the rolls. The decline in the quality of the rolls is almost

certainly a consequence of the replacement of William Burton by Robert

Holywood as chief remembrancer.37

After 1354 greater care seems to have been taken to ensure that the

membranes were assembled in a consistent order.    From then until 1369

there were four main sections which were generally placed in the

following order:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

Proffers (Michaelmas and Easter terms only)

Adjournments

Debts recognised and other memoranda

Divers summonses issuing.

The number of membranes in the rolls did not increase until 1362/3 when

it rose to 39. In 1365/6 it reached a peak of 57, but then fell again to

40 in 1366/7 and 27 in 1368/9.38

In July 1369 William of Windsor appointed Simon Charlton (de Charwelton)

to the office of chief remembrancer and ordered him to follow English

exchequer practice in carrying out his duties.39 The results can be

seen in the next memoranda roll of which we have a calendar, that for

1373/4.40      It was longer than any previous rol I, containing 89

membranes .41    Membranes with the same headings were brought together

for the whole year, instead of being grouped within terms as had

previously been done. Many types of entry were recorded for the first

time, others were reintroduced, and there were changes in the wording

used in many of the remainder. It would be necessary to examine the roll

in great detail before the later development of the memoranda rolls could

be discussed with any degree of confidence. It is therefore appropriate

to end this survey of the evolution of the memoranda rolls in 1369.

39.

40.

41.

E 101/241/16, 19; E 101/242/2; RC 8/25, pp. 31, 468.

Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, pp. 527-8. There are calendars in RC

8/28, pp. 171-694; RC 8/29, pp. 1-501; RC 8/30, pp. 1-114.

RC 8/30, pp. 98-100.

RC 8/30, pp. 115-573.

Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, p. 528.
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It is a remarkable piece of good fortune that the memoranda roll for

1309/10 should have been one of the two original rolls to survive to the

present day. It was the first complete roll of a new format which proved

to be exceptionally long-lasting. The format in use in the 1350s and

1360s was in essence merely a simplified version of the one established

in 1309. Consequently much of what I shall have to say about the roll

for 1309/10 also applies to the ~olls of the following 60 years.

The plea rolls

The list of the memoranda rolls which were in the Public Record Office of

Ireland in 1922 indicates that there was a second memoranda roll for the

year 1309/10.I    One historian has described the surviving roll as a

king’s remembrancer’s roll and the second roll as a lord treasurer’s

remembrancer’s roll.2 However it has already been pointed out that the

titles king’s remembrancer and lord treasurer’s remembrancer were not

used in Ireland at this date. In fact it is clear that the second roll

was not a memoranda roll. It contained only 14 membranes, which were

grouped by term in the following two sections:

(i) Common writs

(ii) Common pleas. 3

It therefore seems reasonable to describe it as a roll of common pleas or

plea roll.

Proof that it was a roll of common pleas is provided by the issue rolls

of the exchequer and by the treasurer’s account based on those rolls¯

Early in 1309 the Irish council decided that a new exchequer office

should be created.    In the issue roll for 1308/9 the new officer is

referred to simply as the clerk of the chancellor of the exchequer. In

subsequent rolls and in the treasurer’s account he is described as

I ¯

2.

3.

’Memoranda rolls’Lydon, , pp.75, 79.

Hand, Eng. law in Ire., p. 102.
See below, pp. IZ9-31.



enrolling common pleas and writs.4 In due course he became known as

the clerk of the common pleas of the exchequer.5    The first clerk

identified by name in the surviving sources is Robert Cotgrave. He may

have been appointed in 1309.6

The plea roll of 1309/10 was the first full annual roll in the series

(there was probably a roll for Easter and Trinity terms 1309 as common

pleas ceased to be recorded in the memoranda rolls after Easter 1309).7

It was one of only two plea rolls of the medieval exchequer which

survived until modern times. The other was the roll for 1324/5. At some

stage the latter was attached to a plea roll of the Dublin bench of

Easter term 1325.    It was calendared for the record commission.8 When

it was calendared it contained only seven membranes, but it may not have

been complete as the membranes were disordered and there were no entries

of writs issued in Hilary and Easter terms. It was similar in content to

the roll for 1309/10, although unlike the latter it did not contain any

pleas in actions in which the king and individuals were joint

plaintiffs.9

A comparison of the English and Irish memoranda and plea rolls

Both the memoranda and the plea rolls of the Irish exchequer differed

from their English counter-parts in a number of respects. In the case of

the memoranda rolls the most obvious difference is that it appears that

the Irish exchequer kept only one annual roll. The English exchequer

1kept two which were to a considerable extent duplicates of each other.

Another obvious difference is that the Irish rolls were much smaller¯

¯

5.
6.
7.
8.

Lydon, ’Enrolled account of Alexander Bicknor’, p. 20.

e.g. RC 8/16, p. 407.
2454.
See above, p.l[6.
RC 8/14, pp. 387-437. The regnal year is not given in the calendar,
but fortunately it was recorded in Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, p.
524.
See below, p. 209.
See above, p. 109.
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Thus the Irish roll for 1309/10 contains 58 membranes,2 while the

English rolls contain II0 and 119.3    The discrepancy in size was

greater both earlier and later. For example there were either 12 or 13

membranes in the Irish roll for 1294/5,4 as compared with 90 and 113 in

the English rolls.5 And the Irish roll for 1325/6 had 44 membranes,6

whereas the English rolls for 1326/7 have 268 and 161.7

The memoranda rolls also differed substantially in form and content¯ The

most obvious difference in this regard is that until 1369 the membranes

of the Irish rolls were gathered together by section within each term,

while those of the English rolls were generally assembled by section for

the year as a whole.8    However the differences between the sections

found in the English rolls and those found in the Irish rolls are much

more significant. This becomes clear when the section headings used in

the Irish rolls in the period 1309-149 are contrasted with the

following summary of the headings used in the English rolls for 1309/10:

(i) Sheriffs’ advents

(ii) Days given to sheriffs to account

(iii) Commissions and letters patent

(iv) Common matters - writs addressed to the barons

(v) Common matters - records

(vi) Common matters - fines, mainprises, renders, affidavits and

viewers

(vii) Common matters - presentations, attorneys, days given and

respites

¯

3.
4.
5.

¯

7.
8.

¯

See below, p.126.

E 159/83; E 368/80.
See above, p. i15.
J. Conway Davies, ’The memoranda rolls of the exchequer to 1307’ in

Studies presented to Sir Hilary Jenkinson, ed. J. Conway Davies
(London, 1957), p. 154.

Rec. comm. Ire. rep. 6-10, p. 524.
Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. vii-viii.
The only exception to this was that until the reign of Edward III
the lord treasurer’s remembrancer grouped the membranes of sections
falling under the general heading ’Common matters’ by term (J.F.
Willard, ’The memoranda rolls and the remembrancers, 1282-1350’, in
Essays in medieval history presented to T.F. Tout, ed. A.G. Little
and F.M. Powicke (Manchester, 1925), p. 219).
See above, p.116.
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(viii)

(ix)

(x)

(xi)

(xii)

Recognisances

Non-returnable writs

Returnable writs

States and views of accounts

I0Orders made on accounts.

To some extent the difference between the section headings is due to the

fact that the classification of entries in the English rolls is much more

elaborate.II     Nearly all the types of entry made under the five

headings "Commissions and letters patent", "Records", "Fines, mainprises,

renders, affidavits and viewers", "Presentations, attorneys, days given

and respites" and "Recognisances" in the English rolls were placed under

the single heading "Debts recognised and other memoranda" in the Irish

rolls,12 although some of the entries enrolled as "Records" in the

English rolls would have been entered as "Pleas touching the king" in the

Irish rolls. Other headings on the English rolls were in fact direct

equivalents of headings on the Irish rolls.    Proffers at the English

exchequer were recorded as "Sheriffs’ advents" and the "Writs addressed

to the barons" consisted mainly of writs from chancery.

The difference in the manner in which the two exchequers recorded writs

issued was more fundamental. The English exchequer divided them into two

groups on the basis of whether or not they required replies, while the

Irish exchequer divided them into two quite different groups on the basis

of whether or not they affected the king’s interests.    Moreover it

appears that virtually all writs issued by the Irish exchequer in the

period 1309-20 were recorded on either the memoranda or plea rolls. This

was never the case in the English exchequer.13 Even more important is

the fact that both series of rolls contained entries which did not appear

10.

II.

The headings are given in the order they appear in the lord

treasurer’s remembrancer’s roll (E 368/80). The same headings were

used in the king’s remembrancer’s roll, but they appear in a

slightly different order (E 159/83).

The types of entries made under the various headings in the English

rolls are described in Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. x-xxv.

See below, pp. 160-91.

See below, p. Z1f+.
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on their counter-parts. Prior to 1324 there were very few entries on the

Irish rolls of the kinds made under the headings "State and views of

account" and "Orders made on accounts" on the English rolls.14    And

proffers, which were recorded on the earliest surviving English roll,

were not enrolled on the Irish rolls until 1307.15 On the other hand

summonses issued were recorded only on the Irish roll.

The differences in the content of the memoranda rolls suggests that to

some extent they differed in their basic purpose. The earliest English

rolls were dominated by entries relating to the process of accounting,

and this remained a major concern of the English rolls in the fourteenth

century.16     The Irish rolls of the early fourteenth century were

dominated by entries relating to legal proceedings and contained

remarkably few entries concerning accounts.     Unfortunately, in the

absence of calendars of any Irish rolls earlier than 1294, it is

impossible to say whether the Irish rolls were originally modelled on the

English rolls and diverged from them in the course of the thirteenth

century, or differed from them from the very beginning.

The differences between the English and Irish plea rolls were at least as

great as those between the memoranda rolls. Plea rolls were kept in the

English exchequer more than 70 years earlier than in the Irish

exchequer.17    The English rolls were very much larger than the Irish

rolls.    Thus there are 73 membranes in the English roll for 1306/7,18

as compared with 14 in the Irish roll for 1309/10.19    The form and

content of the latter roll can conveniently be compared with that of the

14.

15.

16.

See above~ pp. ~l-~
See below, p. 134

The memoranda roll for the Michaelmas term of the first year of the

17.

18.

19.

reign of King John (1199-1200), with an introduction by H.G.
Richardson, Pipe Roll Society, New Series, 21 (1943); The memoranda

roll for the tenth year of the reign of King John (1207-8), ed. R.
Allen Brown, Pipe Roll Society, New Series, 31 (1955); The memoranda

roll of the king’s remembrancer for Michaelmas 1230-Trinity 1231,
ed. Chalfant Robinson, Pipe Roll Society, New Series, II (1933);

Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7.

Select cases in exchequer, pp. xxi, xxxix-xl.
Ibid., p. xxv.

See below, p. 130.
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English roll for 1299/1300,

brought together by term:

which contained the fol lowing sections

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

Attorneys

Pleas

Days given at the request of the parties.20

Appointments of attorneys formed an important group of entries on the

English roll, but they were not recorded on the Irish roll (instead they

continued to be entered on the memoranda roll). The few entries of days

given on the Irish roll were not given membranes of their own, and were

split between membranes devoted primarily to writs or pleas.     And

although the entries of pleas were the most important on the Irish roll,

they were insignificant in number and occupied less than a quarter of the

membranes, whereas entries of pleas and related proceedings made up more

than three-quarters of the English roll. On the other hand entries of

writs issued are predominant in the Irish roll but are not to be found on

the English roll.    The decision to keep a plea roll in the Irish

exchequer may have been influenced by an awareness that such a roll was

kept in the English exchequer, but the Irish rolls were not in any way

modelled on the English rolls.

20. Select cases in exchequer, pp. Ixxii-lxxv, 158-210.
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TItE ROLLS FOR 1309/10

The memoranda roll for 1309/10 1

As far as one can tell the original make-up of the roll has never been

disturbed¯    It contains 58 membranes or rotulets of parchment.    The

membranes are fastened together head to head with parchment lacing. They

are about 22 centimetres (8½ inches) wide, and vary in length from about

36 centimetres (14 inches) to 75 centimetres (29½ inches). The roll has

a diameter when rolled of about 15 centimetres (6 inches).

The lacings pass through three holes about one-third of an inch from the

head of each membrane. There are between four and seven other holes at

the head of each membrane. These holes were probably made before the

membranes for the whole year were made up into the roll as it now is.

The membranes of each section may well have been filed together during

the current term. And it seems likely that at the end of each term the

membranes for the term were gathered together.    The membranes for all

four terms must have been laced together at the end of the year.

Separate filing or lacing holes were probably made at each stage.

The roll is in fairly good condition¯    However one membrane has been

almost entirely cut away, leaving no writing other than the note on the

dorse or back above the lacing.2 Another membrane has been cut away so

that only the first few lines of the first entries on face and dorse

remain.3    These membranes must have been missing in the seventeenth

century as they are not numbered. There is a possibility that a third

membrane has been completely removed.4 Fragments are missing from some

other membranes.5    In addition a few membranes are so worn that some

entries are partly or wholly illegible.6

¯

2.

3.

4.

¯

6.

EX I/I (see text in second volume of this thesis, entries 1-1677).
m.24A (between entries 656 and 657).

m.30A (918-19).

See note 4 to note above lacing on m.33d, between entries 956 and

957).

e.g.m.12 (see 216, n. 15; 219, n.20; 228, n.ll; 231, n.13).

e.g.m.19 (see 545, n.20; 551, n.12).



The 56 complete or largely complete membranes have been numbered twice.

Neither set of numbers is in a medieval hand. The earlier set appears to

have been written in a seventeenth century hand.    The later set was

almost certainly written by a clerk of the record commission. The same

or another clerk of the commission also attached labels to the sides of

two membranes.7 One was attached to membrane 36. It records the fact

that the roll was calendared for the commission by Thomas Litton.8 The

other label is blank and was attached to membrane 1 as a marker to

indicate the beginning of the roll.9.

Of the 57 membranes on which there are entries, 50 bear entries on both

face and dorse. The other seven have no entries on the dorse.I0 And

some are partly blank on either face or dorse.II    When allowance is

made for this, the number of membranes occupied by entries is about 52.

The total number of entries now on the roll is 1678.12 The number of

entries on individual membranes varies between two13 and 85.14    Four

entries are written entirely in French,15 and two others recite

documents in French.16 The remainder are entirely in Latin.

The membranes are grouped by term. Within each term the entries fall

into the same six or seven sections.    Each section was recorded on

separate membranes, with the exception of "Divers summonses issuing"

which were enrolled on the dorse of "Writs issuing" membranes.    The

number of membranes used for each section and the number of entries found

on them are shown in Table XXII.    Because individual entries vary in

length to a much greater extent than individual membranes, the number of

7. Rec. comm. Ire. rep. I-5, p. 15, refers to the endorsement and
labelling of rolls in the chief remembrancer’s office.

8. 997, n.3.

9. See below, vol. ii, p. I, n.3.

I0. mm. id., 18d., 20d., 31d., 33d., 44d., 46d.

11. mm. 4d., 7d., 15d., 25d., 30d., 41, 41d., 56d.
12. I omitted one entry when numbering the entries some years ago.

Consequently it has been given the number 177B, and the original 177

has been renumbered as 177A.
e.g.m. 7 (76-7).13.

14. m. 16 (366-450).

15. 551, 947, 1252-3.

16. 113, 949.

127



membranes used is a better indication of the relative size of different

sections. On the basis of the number of membranes used the "Debts

recognised and other memoranda" occupy about 40% of the roll. The "Writs

from England and the Irish chancery", the "Pleas touching the king" and

the "Writs issuing for the king" each amount to about 15%. The "Common

writs issuing" come to about 10%. "Divers summonses issuing" occupy less

than 5% and "Proffers" less than 2%.

TABLE XXlI: THE SECTIONS OF THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR 1309/10

Section
Number of

membranes

Numb er o f

entries

Proffers (Michaelmas and Easter terms only) 1

Writs from England and the Irish chancery 7¼
Debts recognised and other memoranda17 204~

Pleas touching the king18 7~
Writs issuing for the king 7
Common writs issuing 5~
Divers summonses issuing 2½

TOTAL 52

54

79

509

33

476

359

168

1678

On the face of each membrane there is a heading giving the title, term

and year of the section recorded on it. Membranes on which "Divers

summonses issuing" were enrolled also have headings on their dorse. In

addition there is a note on the dorse of each membrane above the lacing

giving similar details. These notes are normally out of sight, but can

be read if the lacing is loosened slightly. In Hilary, Easter and

Trinity terms they are usually numbered within each section, as in the

following example: "Debts recognised and other memoranda of Hilary term

in the third year, first rotulet".19

17.

18.

19.

The first three membranes of this section are headed ’Divers
memoranda and debts recognised’: mm. 8-11d (89-202). Amercements

were normally recorded in this section, so the entries under the

heading ’Divers amercements’ on m. 7d. (78-88) have been included in

it. The entries on m. 56d. (1669-77) conclude a series of entries

begun on m. 51d. (1371-2).
In three of the four terms of 1309/10 ’Pleas touching the king’

precede ’Debts recognised and other memoranda’, but in the period

1309-14 as a whole the order is generally that given here (see

above, p. 116 ).
m. 21d. (between 565 and 566).
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The entries were written in two clearly distinct hands. They are almost

certainly the hands of the chief remembrancer and the second

remembrancer.20 If this is correct, the entries prefixed by the letter

A in the text in the second volume of this thesis were written by the

chief remembrancer, Nicholas Hemswell,21 and those prefixed by the

letter B were written by the second remembrancer, Thomas Reynold.22 In

addition a few postscripts made in later years were written in hands

which are probably those of the remembrancers at the dates in

question.23    It seems that the chief remembrancer wrote all the more

important entries. He wrote nearly all entries in sections other than

those devoted to writs issuing, and some of those under the heading

"Writs issuing for the king". The second remembrancer wrote many of the

entries under the latter heading, and almost all those under the heading

"Common writs issuing". This allocation of work was not as unbalanced as

it may seem, as the remembrancers must normally also have written the

writs themselves.24    The allocation of work changed over time.    In

1319/20 the second remembrancer wrote many of the more important

entries.25

The plea roll for 1309/10

The plea roll was calendared in Latin for the record commission by Thomas

Litton.1    An English calendar was prepared for the record office2 by

David Chart.3    The English calendar is both more accurate and more

complete than the Latin calendar, but the latter cannot be ignored as its

spellings of some names are more likely to be correct, and because it is

sometimes helpful to know the Latin form which lies behind the wording of

20. See above, pp. I[I- IZ.

21. 2452.

22. 2453.

23. e.g. 969.

24. See above, p. IZ.

25. EX 1/2.

I.    RC 8/4, pp. 915-1022.

2.    EX 2/2, pp. 386-450.

3. P.R.I. rep. DK. 50, p. 8;__51, p. 12; 52, p. 10. In the latter

report and in the calendars themselves (-~ 2/2-3) the plea roll is

referred to as part 1 of the memoranda roll for 3 Edward II, while

the memoranda roll is referred to as part 2.



the English calendar.4 Accordingly the calendar contained in Appendix

I in the second volume of this thesis has been based on both manuscript

5calendars.

The roll had 14 membranes when it was calendared. There is no evidence

that any membranes were missing.    However some membranes had suffered

from wear and tear, and as a result a few entries were partly

illegible.6 All but three of the membranes appear to have been used to

something approaching their full extent¯ Of the exceptions one had only

four short entries on its dorse, another had only one short entry on its

dorse, and the dorse of the final membrane was completely blank.7 In

other words about 12½ membranes were largely or completely occupied by

entries.    The roll contained a total of 760 entries.    The number of

entries on an individual membrane varied from three to 105.8 It seems

that all the entries were written in Latin.9

The membranes were grouped by term. Within each term the entries fell

into the same two sections. In general separate membranes were used for

each section, but one membrane contained entries of one section on its

face and entries of the other on its dorse.10 The number of membranes

used for each section and the number of entries found on them are shown

in Table XXIII.

It should be noted that nine entries of days given were split between the

IItwo sections,    so that the number of writs recorded was actually 740

and the number of pleas was II. It should also be pointed out that the

backs of two membranes of writs were used only to record writs issued in

favour of specific exchequer officials or Italian merchants.12

¯

5.
6.

7.
8.
9.

See below, pp. 254 -5
1678-2437.
e.g. mm. 2 (1809-15), 9(2167).

ram. 3d. (1879-82), 8d. (2163), 14d. (after 2437).
mm. 14 (2435-7), 13-13d. (2330-2434).
RC 8/4, pp. 915-1022.

10. mm. 5- 5d. (1950-71).
II.    1826, 1969-71, 2163, 2166, 2169, 2172-3.
12. ram. 4d. (1922-49), 7d. (2094-2132).
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TABLE XXlII:     THE SECTIONS OF THE PLEA ROLL FOR 1309/10

Section Number of membranes Number of entries

Common writs 9½ 745
Common pleas 3 15

TOTAL ~ 76----O

The roll of abstracts from the mpmoranda rolls for 1309-18

This roll contained abstracts of entries on the memoranda rolls for the

period July 1309 to October 1318. It was attached to the memoranda roll

for Easter term 1315. The combined roll does not survive, but was

calendared in Latin for the record commission.1 It contained 23

roll membranes, of which the first II belonged to the memoranda roll and

the remaining 12 to the roll of abstracts. The membranes of the roll of

abstracts were numbered in reverse, so that the calendar should be read

in the following order: membranes 23d., 23, 22d., 22, 21d., 21, 20d.,

20, 19d., 19, 18d., 18, 17d., 17, 16d., 16, 15d., 15, 14d., 14, 13d., 13,

12d., 12.2

In the calendar the roll of abstracts is treated as if it was a

continuation of the memoranda roll. Consequently it is not given a title

of its own. However its true character becomes clear when it is compared

with the memoranda rolls of the period. The entries contained in it are

shortened versions of selected entries in the memoranda rolls.3 Most

of them are abstracts of commissions of lands and offices, mainprises for

the payment of debts to the king, and other entries among the "Debts

recognised and other memoranda". Presumably these entries were selected

because they affected the king’s interests, were of continuing

importance, and were not recorded elsewhere in the exchequer’s records

(unlike "Writs from England and the Irish chancery", which were also on

record in the files of writs from England4).

¯

2.

¯

¯

RC 8/10, pp. 1-273.

Ibid., pp. 269-73, 266-9, 259-65, 253-9, 246-53, 240-6, 235-40,

229-35, 224-9, 218-24, 213"18, 205-12, 196-205, 189-96, 183-8,

177-83, 169-77, 160-9, 149-60, 140-9, 134-40, 126-33, 118-26,
110-17.

Entries on the roll for 1309-10 were abstracted in the following

order: 82, 94, I00, 145-6, 152, 172, 178, 181, 193-5, 231-2, 250,

544, 564-5, 576, 602, 625, 632-5, 645, 969, 994, 1032, 1035, 1055,
1060, 1064, 1073, 1074, 1261, 1272, 1275, 1295, 1301, 1331, 1354,

1364, 1368.
See below, p. 155.          131



The fact that the earliest entries in the roll relate to the year in whch

it was decided to keep a separate roll of common pleas might be thought

to indicate that it was decided at the same time to keep a roll of

abstracts of entries in the memoranda rolls which were of continuing

interest. However if this was so, it seems certain that the abstract of

any particular entry was not made until some time after the date of

writing of the entry itself. Thus the abstracts of entries for 1309/10

were written in the order in which the entries appeared on the memoranda

roll after the membranes for the term in question had been brought

together, rather than in the order in which the entries had been

written. For example the abstracts of entries 1261 and 1272 are written

in that order, although the cross references to 1261 prove that it was

written later than 1272. Also the initial grant of land in Carlow to

John Wogan is not recorded in the roll of abstracts, but the grant which

superseded it, and resulted in its cancellation, was abstracted.5

In any case it is more likely that the roll of abstracts was prepared on

a single occasion at a later date.    It contained abstracts from all

memoranda rolls for the period July 1309 - October 1318 other than the

roll for 1314/15, and it was attached to the roll for Easter term 1315.

This suggests that the memoranda roll for Michaelmas term 1314 and Hilary

and Trinity terms 1315 had been lost, and that as a result it was decided

to prepare abstracts of entries of continuing interest in other memoranda

rolls which would serve as security copies in the event of the loss of

further rolls. If this is correct, the reason why the earliest abstracts

in the roll date from Trinity term 1309 might be that Nicholas Hemswell

decided that it should cover only his period of office as chief

6remembrancer.

All but two of the abstracts for the year 1309/10 can be traced in the

memoranda roll.     The calendared version of the two exceptions is

transcribed in Appendix II in the second volume of this thesis.7 They

date from Easter term 1310, and are abstracts of entries of kinds which

one would expect to find among the "Debts recognised and other memoranda"

5. 602, 557.

6. 2452.

7. 2438-9.
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on the memoranda roll. Since the abstracts in question were preceded and

followed by abstracts of entries which can be identified on the memoranda

roll, it seems almost certain that they were prepared from entries on a

membrane on the memoranda roll, all or part of which has since been

lost. There is no indication in the memoranda roll that a membrane of

"Debts recognised and other memoranda" for Easter term has been removed.

It is therefore more likely that a number of entries of "Debts recognised

and other memoranda" were made on the base of one of the following

membranes of "Writs issuing", and that the latter has since been cut or

8torn away.

¯ At the end of Michaelmas term 1309 a number of entries of kinds
normally made under the heading ’Debts recognised and other
memoranda’ were enrolled on a membrane of ’Writs issuing for the
king’ (356-7~ 359 -60).
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PROFFERS AND PRESENTATIONS

Proffers

Proffers were made at both ,the English and the Irish exchequer by

sheriffs and other collectors of revenue twice a year in the weeks

beginning on the morrow of Michaelmas (30 September) and the morrow of

the close of Easter (the Monday following Easter Monday)¯ There is no

doubt that they were one of the oldest features of procedure in the

English exchequer. Its earliest memoranda roll records proffers made in

Michaelmas term 1199.I     The earliest proffers on record in Irish

memoranda rolls for which calendars and extracts are available were those

made in Michaelmas term 1307,2 but it is most unlikely that they were

an innovation of the early fourteenth century. In the thirteenth century

it was probably thought sufficient that they should be recorded in the

files of proffer schedules mentioned later in this section¯

In every Irish memoranda roll after 1307 for which evidence is available,

two membranes contained entries relating to proffers.    Throughout the

period 1307-69 it was normal that the first membrane for Michaelmas term

and the first membrane for Easter term should be concerned with the

proffers due in those terms¯ In the roll for 1309/10 these membranes

contain 51 entries relating to proffers¯ Details of proffers made are

given in 41 of the entries.3 For example the first entry in the roll

states that Thomas Rathlawe, sheriff of Dublin, proffers £20 of debts of

divers and 20s. of profit of the county. The other ten entries record

amercement s of officials who failed to proffer.4     In six cases

officials who were amerced made proffers at later dates.5 The amounts

of the amercements are not given but other entries in the roll record

amercement s of £2 and £5 for failure to proffer.6     In 1330 the

I.    The memoranda ro11 for the Michaelmas term of the first year of the

¯

3.
4.

5.
6.

reign of King John (1199-1200), with an introduction by H.G.

Richardson, Pipe Roll Society, new series, 21 (1943), pp. 4-6.
EX 2/2, pp. 221-3.

1-21, 920-39.

22-7, 940-3.

9-10, 16, 21, 929, 935.

429, 824, 1217, 1231.



amercements imposed on officials who failed to proffer on the morrow of

the close of Easter and the two following days were £5 on the first day,

£I0 on the second day and g0 on the third day.7

In the Oxford English Dictionary a proffer is defined as being a

"provisional payment of estimated dues into the exchequer by a sheriff or

other officer at certain appointed times"¯ A similar definition is given

by Madox.8    However sums proffered at the English exchequer were not

necessarily paid, and if they were paid might, not be paid for some

time.9 The same is true of the Irish exchequer. Some of the proffers

made in Michaelmas term 1309 were paid immediately and in full.    For

example the mayor and bailiffs of Drogheda both proffered and paid £20 of

their farm on 30 September.I0 But other proffers were not paid until

some time later and the sum then paid might not be the same as the sum

proffered¯ Thus the sheriff of Kerry proffered £20 of his arrears of

account in early October, but paid only £13.3s.4d. on 10 November.II

On the other hand the sheriff of Waterford proffered £5 of debts of

divers on 30 September but paid £12 on 26 November.12 A few proffers

were never paid, among them the proffer of £3 made by the sheriff of

Roscommon on 30 September. 13    It is therefore clear that a proffer

cannot be defined as a payment.

The definition of a proffer as a payment implies that it was made in the

lower exchequer. This is explicitly stated to have been so by Mills.14

However since proffers were recorded on the memoranda rolls which were

records of the upper exchequer, one can be certain that they were made in

the upper exchequer. That this was so in Ireland is further proved by

records relating to the misconduct of Robert Embleton as treasurer in

La~l~lFs /

¯

8.
9.

I0.

RC 8/15, pp. 542-3.

Madox, Exchequer, p. 644.
Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. x-xi, 1-14.

15.

II. 24, I0.

12. 15.

13. 4.

’Adventus vicecomitum, 1258-72’ Eng Hist Rev ,14. Mabel H. Mills, , . . .

xxxvi (1921), p. 482.
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proffered £4 of the city farm and 50s. of debts of divers on 30 September

1349. They displayed their proffer in a schedule before the treasurer

and barons in the customary manner. The proffer was accepted by the

treasurer and barons. The schedule was placed on the file of proffer

schedules kept by the remembrancers and the proffer was enrolled on the

memoranda roll. The sums proffered were paid into the receipt of the

exchequer. But on 15 November the treasurer demanded to see the file of

proffers. Having seen it, he removed the Waterford City schedule from

the file and cancelled the entry in the memoranda roll, saying that the

proffer had neither been paid nor accepted by him.15

The fact that a proffer had to be accepted by the treasurer and barons is

especially important. A writ issued by the Irish exchequer on 8 April

1309 throws further light on what this may have involved. It ordered all

officials who had proffered on 7 April to have in the exchequer on 28

April all money "with which they were charged as clear".16 The latter

clause is reminiscent of clauses in views of summonses to the effect that

a certain amount of money could be levied from clear debts.17 The use

of the clause therefore suggests that some sort of view took place before

a proffer was accepted. However it seems unlikely that there was a view

of summonses, as there is no evidence that an official making a proffer

was expected to have his summonses with him. And there cannot have been

a view of account of the kind made at the English exchequer, as the

latter was concerned with the official’s discharge as well as his

charge.18 If a view did take place, it was probably simply a view of

the proffer schedule. It is of course possible that the proffer schedule

went into more detail than the brief entry on the memoranda roll.

In the light of the foregoing a proffer may be defined as a statement

made in the upper exchequer by a collector of revenue at the beginning of

Michaelmas or Easter term concerning the amount of money which he was

15.

16.
17.
18.

Doc. affairs. Ire., p. 201; RC 8/25, pp. 69-71 (the details of the

sums proffered have been taken from the latter, as they appear to
have been garbled in the former).

P.R.O.I., M 2551, f. 125v.

e.g. 1371-2.

See above, pp. ~ f- 3.
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able to levy and would pay into the lower exchequer either immediately or

during the current and following terms. The proffer was recorded in a

schedule shown to the treasurer and barons for acceptance by them. It

may well be that a view took place before the proffer was accepted. Once

the proffer had been accepted the schedule was filed and an entry of the

proffer was made on the memoranda roll.

In the early fourteenth century proffers were made at the Irish exchequer

by the sheriffs of counties, the seneschals of major liberties, the

mayors and bailiffs of cities and boroughs held at fee farm, and the

escheator. The latter proffered issues of the escheatry. All the others

proffered debts of divers. In addition sheriffs proffered the profit of

their county, and mayor and bailiffs proffered the farm of their city or

borough. Occasional ly sheriffs and seneschals proffered royal

service. 19    The seneschal of Ulster seems never to have proffered,

although he was amerced for failure to do so on several occasions.20

In Michaelmas term 1323 and Easter 1324 reeves and receivers of manor

were amerced because they did not proffer.21    This implies that an

effort was being made to force them to proffer but there is no evidence

that they actually did so. A more successful attempt to extend the scope

of proffering was made in the 1330s.    From Easter term 1332 until at

least Easter term 1335 proffers were made for the issues of the customs,

the royal manors and other crown lands.22 By Michaelmas term 1338 the

making of proffers for the issues of manors and crown lands had

ceased.23 The keeper of the great custom continued to proffer at least

until Michaelmas term 1339, but by Michaelmas term 1342 he had ceased to

do so 24

In Table XXIV the sums proffered by sheriffs and other collectors of

revenue in 1309/10 are compared with the sums paid into the exchequer by

them during the year.     The table shows that there was no exact

19. e.g. 4.

20. e.g. EX 2/2, p.303; RC 8/12, p. 710.

21. RC 8/13, pp. 338-40, 513-14.

22. RC 8/16, pp. 282-5; RC 8/18, pp. 270-8, 493-501.

23. RC 8/21, pp. I-3.

24. RC 8/21, p. 334; RC 8/22, pp. 173-5.



relationship between the sums proffered and the sums paid. Nevertheless

the total amount proffered was roughly the same as the total amount

paid.    So it seems that proffers did give the exchequer a reasonably

accurate impression of the amount of revenue likely to be received from

the officials in question over the following six months.    They can

therefore be used by historians for a similar purpose for years for which

receipt rolls are not available. However it must be remembered that the

proportion of total revenue collected by the officials who proffered

varied from year to year. In 1309/10 the sums paid into the exchequer by

the officials who proffered amounted to about one third of the total

25exchequer receipts.

TABLE XXlV: A COMPARISON OF THE SUMS PROFFERED AND THE SUMS PAID BY

COLLECTORS OF REVENUE IN 1309/10

Collector of Revenue
Sum proffered26 Sum Paid27

s.d.) s.d.)

Sheriffs of counties

Carlow

Connacht

Cork

Dublin

Kerry

Kildare

Limerick

Louth (Uriel)

Meath

Roscommon

Tipperary

Waterford

46-13- 4
40-0-0

41-13- 4

26-0-0

35-0-0
40-0-0

34-0-0
44-10- 0

5-0-0

65-0-0

26-10- 0

66-13- 4
34- 5-0

10-18- 0

26-13- 4

I0- O- 0

52-0-0
40-18- 0

76-6-9

2-9-8

93-0-0
13-0-0

25.

26.
27.

See above, p. Z3, Table ~.

The sums proffered are drawn from 1-21 and 920-39.

The sums paid are drawn from the treasurer’s roll of great receipt

for 1309/10 (E 101/235/22). They do not include the small amount of

assigned revenue which does not appear in the receipt roll.    In

calculating the sums paid, only payments made by or on behalf of the

officials in question have been counted.     Payments made by

individual debtors have not been counted. Also, payments have been

included only if they were made in respect of categories of revenue

for which proffers were made. Arrears of account paid by sheriffs

have been included only if they were paid by the sheriff in office,

but arrears of account paid by seneschals, mayors and bailiffs have

always been included.



TABLE XXlV: A COMPARISON OF THE SUMS PROFFERED AND THE SUMS

PAID BY COLLECTORS OF REVENUE IN 1309/10 - continued

Seneschals of liberties

Carlow

Kildare

Kilkenny

Tr im

Ulster

Wexford

Mayors and bailiffs of cities

and boroughsZ8

Cork

Drogheda on the side of Louth

Drogheda on the side of Meath

Dublin

Limerick

Water ford

The escheator

I0- 0- 0

16-13- 4

2-6-8

30-0-0

58-0-0

40-8-4

31-13- 4

149- 6- 8

73-6-8

66-13- 4

33-0-0

I0- 0- 0

16-13- 4

1-14- 4

31-6-8

65-6-8

41- I-i0 
34-13- 4

153-13- 4

93-6-8

22-0-0

38-9-3

TOTAL 915-15- 0 934- 9- 6¼

Great care was taken in the writing of entries on the proffer membranes.

In both the surviving memoranda rolls the face of the membrane was used.

The entries were made in groups in the following order: proffers by

sheriffs, the proffer by the escheator, proffers by mayors and bailiffs,

proffers by seneschals29 and amercements for failure to proffer.

Sufficient space was allocated to each group in advance to enable late

proffers to be entered in the appropriate group. A symbol consisting of

three ovals drawn in the margin was sometimes used to separate the parts

of the membrane allocated to each group.30 Late proffers can easily be

distinguished from proffers made on time by the fact that the bracket

linking the marginal heading of the group to the entries comprised in it

had to be specially extended to include them. The fact that the relevant

30.

Seneschal and bailiffs in the case of Drogheda on the side of Meath.

Including the seneschal and bailiffs of Drogheda on the side of
Meath (e.g. 18).

e.g. between 930 and 931.



bracket had to be extended to cover the entry of the proffer made only

three days late by the sheriff of Tipperary in Easter term 1310 suggests

that proffers were enrolled on the day on which they were made.31 On

the other hand the fact that there is no entry stating that the sheriff

had been amerced for failure to proffer implies that amercements were not

enrolled until some days later.

On the proffer membrane for Michaelmas term 1309 entries of proffers

which were paid are followed by postscripts recording payment.32 There

are no such postscripts on the membrane for Easter term 1310. Instead

we find marginalia indicating whether the sheriff or other official

proffered in person or by messenger. As one might expect, the officials

who proffered in person came from places close to Dublin, while

messengers were sent by officials from more distant areas.33

Unfortunately marginalia and postscripts of these kinds were usually

omitted from the calendars of memoranda rolls made for the record

commission.    However both proffer membranes in the surviving roll for

1319/20 bear marginalia similar to those of Easter term 1310, while they

lack postscripts of the kind given in Michaelmas term 1309.34 The

change made at Easter 1310 must therefore have been a lasting one.

Presentations

The last three entries on the proffer membrane for Michaelmas term 1309

record the presentation of the mayors of Dublin and Drogheda on the side

of Louth and the seneschal of Drogheda on the side of Meath in the

exchequer on 30 September. Each was presented by the community of his

city or borough, and took an oath that he would carry out his duties well

and faithfully.1    The requirement that the mayor be presented in the

exchequer appears in the charter granted to Dublin in 1229.2 In 1307

31. 928 and footnote to heading Vicecomites above 920.

32. I-2 I.

33. 920-39.

34.

I.

2.

EX I/2, mm. I, 30.
28-30.

Gear6id Mac Niocaill, Na buirg~isl, xii-xv aois, i (Dublin, 1965),
pp. 88-9.

1.4o



the mayors of Cork and Waterford were also presented in the exchequer.3

However in 1309 an inquisition confirmed a claim by the citizens of Cork

that it was not customary for the mayor of Cork to come to the exchequer

and take oath, and that the requirement that he should do so was a recent

innovation by Richard Barford when he was treasurer.4 Thereafter only

the mayors of Dublin and Drogheda on the side of Louth and the seneschal

of Drogheda on the side of Meath were regularly presented¯ The mayor of

Waterford was sometimes presented.5    Usually the presentations were

recorded on the proffer membranes, but in 1311 and 1312 they were

recorded among the "Debts recognised and other memoranda" .6     The

charter granted to the citizens of Cork in 1318 confirmed this exemption

from the obligation to present their mayor in the exchequer.    Similar

exemptions were included in charters granted to Waterford in 1331, Dublin

in 1363 and Drogheda on the side of Louth in 1364. An exemption clause

was also included in a charter granted to Limerick in 1412, although

there is no evidence that the mayor of Limerick was ever presented in the

7exchequer¯

¯

4.

5.

6.

7.

EX 2/2, pp. 253-4.

P.R.O.I., M 2551, ff. 123v-125v.

e.g. RC 8/9, pp. 5-6.
RC 8/6, p. 32; RC 8/7, p. 17.

Mac Niocaill, Na buirg~is£, i, pp. 164, 255-6, 94, 196, 243.



WRITS FROM ENGLAND AND THE IRISH CHANCERY
i

A total of 79 entries in the memoranda roll for 1309/10 were made under

the heading "Writs from England and the Irish chancery".1 Each entry

consists of a full transcript of a single writ. Four of the writs were in

French.2    The remainder were in Latin. Two writs were accompanied by

documents in French which were also transcribed in full.3 One writ was

entered twice, once in Michaelmas term and again in Hilary term,

apparently by mistake.4    Another was entered a second time among the

"Debts recognised and other memoranda", because there was not enough

space beneath the first entry for the enrolment of a postscript.5 In

many entries the transcript of the writ is followed by notes specifying

the nature of the warrant authorising the issue of the writ, or recording

the date on which the writ arrived in the exchequer.6 In a few it is

followed by a statement that the writ had been delivered to the

chamberlains or engrossers,7 by details of a return made to the

exchequer in pursuance of the writ,8 or by a postscript concerning

subsequent proceedings in connection with the writ.9

Formt address and provenance of writs

Generally speaking the writs were letters giving orders to officials of

the exchequer or conveying information which they needed to know. All

the writs entered in the roll for 1309/10 were issued in the king’s name

under one of his seals in accordance with instructions given by him or

his English or Irish ministers¯ Writs issued in the names and under the

seals of persons other than the king occur occasionally in other

rolls.I0    Each writ issued in the king’s name began with an address

¯

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
I0.

31-68, 541-53, 944-56, 1245-59.
551, 947, 1252-3.
551, 949.
66 , 543.
64, 232.
See below, pp. ? ~ 9 - ~5,.

See below, p. ?~ ~.
e.g. 31.
e.g. 548.
e.g. two letters patent in the roll for 1319/20 in the name and
under the seal of Roger Damory appointing attorneys and a receiver
in Ireland (EX I/2, m. 18).
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clause, and ended with clauses indicating its place-date (e.g. at

Westminster), time-date (the day of the month and the regnal year), and

either the identity of witnesses to it or the seal under which it

issued. Charters and letters patent included clauses describing them as

such. These clauses enable one to distinguish between letters close,

letters patent and charters, and to analyse the writs by addressee and by

provenance.

Letters close were normally sealed closed in such a way that it was

necessary to break or remove the seal in order to read them. In general

they were addressed to individuals to whom they gave instructions.

Letters patent were usually sealed open so that it was possible to read

them without breaking the seal. As a rule they were addressed to all

persons to whom they came, and were used to make known a wide variety of

grants, commissions, licences, pardons and other matters. Charters were

also sealed open.    They were addressed to the archbishops, bishops,

abbots, priors, earls, barons, justices, sheriffs, reeves, ministers and

other bailiffs, and were witnessed by a number of the most important

persons present at court.    They were solemn documents used mainly to

record grants of lands or privileges in perpetuity,11     The great

majority of writs entered in the roll for 1309/10 were letters close.

There are 13 entries of letters patent. None of the writs were Charters,

although one of the letters patent was described as a charter in the

marginalia to the relevant entry.12 Entries of charters can sometimes

be found in other rolls. Thus a charter recording a fee farm grant of

land in Leixlip to Godfrey son of Henry was entered in the roll for

1319/20.13

The results of an analysis of addressees in the writs in the roll for

1309/10 are set out in Table XXV.    Most of the letters close were

addressed to the treasurer and barons of the exchequer.14

Others were addressed to the treasurer alone15 or to a number of

11. Pierre Chaplais, En$1ish Royal Documents, King John - Henry Vl,
1199-1461, (Oxford, 1971), pp. 4-20.

12. 35.

13. EX I/2, m. 2; cf. Cal. charter rolls, 1300-26, p. 409.
14. e.g. 32.

15. e.g. 57.
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officials including the treasurer.16     One was addressed to the

justiciar and the barons of the exchequer.17    Six were addressed to

persons other than exchequer officials, but all of these related to the

business of the exchequer in one way or another.18 Similarly all the

letters patent contained information relevant to the work of the

exchequer. Most of them gave rise to letters close addressed to the

treasurer and barons ordering their implementation.19 All but one were

addressed to all persons to whom they came.    The one exception was

addressed to the Seneschal of Dieppe and all other christians.20 The

fact that only four were addressed to the treasurer and chamberlains is

worthy of note.21    Writs of liberate addressed to the treasurer and

chamberlains ordering payments were not enrolled on the memoranda rolls.

It was evidently thought sufficient that they should be filed.22

Consequently the writs enrolled on the memoranda rolls relate almost

entirely to matters concerning the upper exchequer.

TABLE XXV: ADDRESSEES IN WRITS FROM ENGLAND AND THE IRISH CHANCERY IN

THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR 1309/10

Addressees in letters close Number of writs

Treasurer and barons of the exchequer
Treasurer and chamberlains of the exchequer

Treasurer

Justiciar, treasurer and barons of the
exchequer

Justiciar and treasurer

Justiciar, chancellor and treasurer
Justiciar and barons of the exchequer

Justiciar

Sheriff of Dublin
William Outlaw (possibly a justice of assize)

Executors of a former chancellor and justice

of assize

TOTAL

42
4

5

5
2

1
I
I
I
1

1

65

(see also p. 145).

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.

e.g. 549.

949.
e.g. 1256.

e.g. 68, 544.

553.

58, 946, 950-I.
See above, p. ~-#.



TABLE XXV: ADDRESSEES IN WRITS FROM ENGLAND AND THE IRISH

CHANCERY IN THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR 1309/10 - continued

Addressees in letters patent

All persons to whom the letters come

Seneschal of Dieppe and all other christians

TOTAL

Number of writs

12

I

13

Table XXVl summarises the results of an analysis of the provenance of the

writs in the roll for 1309/10. Almost two-thirds of the writs came from

England. Most of these came from the chancery and would have been sealed

with the great seal.    Letters close and letters patent issued by the

chancery can be identified by the fact that they are stated to have been

witnesed by the king himself (Teste meipso) at places in England.23 It

must be stressed that by the early fourteenth century the inclusion of

the words Teste meipso was a convention, and that the king was not aware

of the contents of many of the letters issued by the chancery.24 One

writ was witnessed by the chief justice of the king’s bench at

Westminster.25    It may have been sealed with the chief justice’s own

seal, as the king’s bench did not have a seal until 1344,26 but it is

more likely that it was sealed with the great seal, as it came with a

writ from the chancery.27     Three writs were witnessed by English

exchequer officials at Westminster.28    They must have come from the

exchequer    and    have    been    sealed    with    the    exchequer    seal.29

Unfortunately the identity of witnesses is usually omitted in entries of

writs in the calendars of memoranda rolls prepared for the record

commission, so that it is sometimes difficult to tell whether a letter

came from the chancery, king’s bench or exchequer.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

e.g. 541.

Chaplais, English royal documents, p. 16; H.C. Maxwell-Lyte,

Historical notes on the use of the great seal of England, (H.M.S.O.,

London, 1926), pp. 242-3.
950.

Chaplais, English royal documents, p. 48.

951.

34, 64, 946.

Chaplais, English royal documents, pp. 45-8.



TABLE XXVI:    PROVENANCE OF WRITS FROM ENGLAND AND THE IRISH CHANCERY IN

THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR I~09/i0

Writs from England

From the chancery (witnessed meipso at
places in England and sealed with
the great seal)

Number of writs

43

From the wardrobe (given under the privy
seal at places in England)

From the exchequer (witnessed by an
exchequer official at Westminster and
sealed with the exchequer seal)

From the king’s bench (witnessed by the
chief justice at Westminster and
probably sealed with the great seal)

TOTAL

4

3

Writs from the Irish chancery (witnessed
at places in Ireland and sealed with
the Irish great seal)

Witnessed by John Wogan, justiciar

Witnessed by Peter Gavaston, Earl of
Cornwall, lieutenant of the king

Given by the hand of Walter Thornbury,
chancellor

TOTAL

Number of Writs

21

4

2

27

The four writs in French are all said to have been given under the privy

seal at places in England.30 They must have come from the wardrobe, as

the controller of the wardrobe was still the keeper of the privy seal in

1309/10, but privy seal writs received after 1312 must have come from the

privy seal office created during that year. Before 1312 the privy seal

was the king’s personal seal. Letters issued under it must normally have

been authorised by him. After 1312 the privy seal became more closely

associated with the council. While most privy seal writs probably still

expressed the king’s wishes, some may rather have embodied a decision of

council.    Although the newly created secret seal had to some extent

replaced the privy seal as the king’s personal seal, there are no secret

30. 551, 947, 1252-3.
14-6



seal writs in any of the memoranda rolls of the reign of Edward II now

available in original or calendar form.31

Writs from the Irish chancery are easily recognised by the fact that they

were witnessed by an Irish official at a place in Ireland. All of them

would have been sealed with the Irish great seal.32 Most of those in

the roll for 1309/10 were witnessed by the justiciar, John Wogan.33 A

few were witnessed by Peter Gavaston as lieutenant of the king in

Ireland.34 Two were described as having been given by the hand of the

chancellor, Walter Thornbury.35

Since printed calendars of most of the rolls of the English chancery are

available,36 the entries of English chancery letters on the Irish

memoranda rolls might be thought to be of comparatively little

importance. However by no means all the letters issued by the chancery

were recorded on its rolls.37 Little more than half the writs from the

English chancery on the memoranda roll for 1309/10 have been traced in

the calendars of chancery rolls.38 A calendar of warrants for chancery

letters which were not enrolled has also been published,39 but warrants

have been found in it for only two of the writs on the memoranda

roll.40 The memoranda rolls must therefore be used by anyone who wishes

to identify all surviving letters issued by the English chancery

concerning Irish affairs. They are an even more important source for

31. Chaplais, English royal documents, pp. 26-7 and 34-5; T.F. Tout,

Chapters in the administrative history of medieval England
"" ’The(Manchester, reprinted 1937), 11, pp. 282-92; John H. Trueman,

privy seal and the English ordinances of 1311’,    Speculum, xxxi
(1956), pp. 611-25.

32. Hilary Jenkinson,    ’The great seal of England: deputed or

departmental seals’ Archaeologia, Ixxxv (1935), pp. 314-20

33. e.g. 1246.

34. e.g. 948.

35. 542, 553.

36. The calendars covering the year 1309/10 are: Cal. charter rolls,

1300-26; Cal. close rolls, 1307-13; Cal. fine rolls, 1307-19;

Cal. pat. rolls~ 1307-13; Calendar of various chancery rolls,
1277-1326.

37. Maxwell-Lyte, Historical notes on the use of the great seal, pp.

363-6.

38. See footnotes to entries 31-68, 541-53, 944-56, 1245-59.

39. Calendar of chancery warrants, 1244-1326.

40. 66(=543), 549.

14-7



letters issued by the Irish chancery.41 None of the close and patent

rolls of the Irish chancery now survive. Those that survived in the

early nineteenth century were calendared for the Irish Record

42 but most of the rolls,Commission, including the patent roll for

1309/10,43 had already disappeared by then. Moreover not all letters

issued by the chancery were enrolled by it.    Only two of the letters

close from the Irish chancery on the memoranda roll for 1309/10 also

appear in the calendar of the close roll for the regnal year 8 July 1309

- 7 July 1310.44 Even when a letter can be traced in the calendar of

close and patent rolls, it will generally be found that the entry in the

memoranda roll or the calendar thereof is more complete.    Privy seal

letters enrolled on the memoranda rolls will not normally be found

elsewhere, as very few of the wardrobe’s and privy seal office’s records

of letters issued now survive.45    And only one of the three letters

from the English exchequer on the Irish memoranda roll for 1309/10 can be

identified on the English rolls.46

Two categories of writs addressed to Irish exchequer officials appear on

the rolls of the English and Irish chanceries but not on the memoranda

roll for 1309/10.     Reference has already been made to the larger

category, which consists of writs of liberate addressed to the treasurer

and chamberlains.    The other category consists of writs of allocate

addressed to the treasurer and barons instructing them to allow specified

sums to accountants on their accounts.    These are not normally to be

found on the memoranda rolls of the early fourteenth century, although

they occur in large numbers after 1315.47 Only two are to be found on

the roll for 1309/10. One ordered that Robert Carrick should be allowed

the I00 marks remitted to his father of a fine of 300 marks made by his

41. The preparation of a calendar of Irish chancery letters has recently

commenced under the auspices of the Dept. of Medieval History,

Trinity College, Dublin University.

42. Rot. canc. Hib.

43. The roll described as the patent roll for 3 Edward II in ibid., pp.

12-15, was in fact the close roll.
44. 58, 1245.

45. Pierre Chaplais, ’Privy seal drafts, rolls and registers (Edward I -

Edward II), Eng. Hist. Rev., Ixx (1958), pp. 270-3.

46. 64 (=232).

47.      e.g. RC 8/10, pp. 415-22.



grandfather. The other directed that William son of William de Burgh be

allowed half of his rent for the year for Sil Murray (Shilmurthy) as a

reward for killing Aedh son of Cathal O’Connor, and was warranted by bill

of the justiciar.48 Neither is a typical writ of allocate. Most such

writs related to the accounts of sheriffs, escheators and other

collectors of revenue, and were warranted by bill of the exchequer.49

Presumably the reason why it was not thought necessary to enrol them on

the memoranda rolls prior to 1315 was that they were in any case

engrossed on the great or pipe rolls. The motive for enrolling them on

the memoranda rolls after 1315 must have been to reduce the opportunities

for fraud. In 1349 the correct procedure was that the barons should not

deliver writs of allocate to the engrossers for engrossment until after

they had been enrolled on the memoranda rolls, and that the remembrancers

should not enrol them on the memoranda roll until ordered to do so by the

barons.50

Notes of warranty~ date of arrival and delivery after enrolment

About one-third of the entries of writs from the English and Irish

chanceries and the English exchequer in the roll for 1309/10 include

notes specifying the nature of the warrants authorising the issue of the

writs.    These notes of warranty must have been copied from the writs

themselves. They are analysed in Table XXVII.

The warrant cited most often for English chancery letters was a writ of

privy seal.1    Other letters from the English chancery were authorised

by a petition from council2 or by the king himself.3    Comparison of

entries in the memoranda rolls with entries of the same letters in the

English chancery roils shows that if a note of warranty occurs in the

entry on one roll, it almost always occurs in the entry on the other

48.    1245, 1250.

49. e.g. EX I/2, m. 3; c f. Rot. canc. Hib., p. 12, no. 416.

50. P.R.O. London, C 260/68, no. 88 (I am grateful to my colleague Dr.

Phil Connolly for this reference).

1.    e.g. 49.

2.    e.g. 54.

3.    36.



roll. The lack of notes of warranty for many letters is therefore most

unlikely to be the result of inconsistent practice on the part of the

clerks enrolling the letters.    However it may be due to inconsistent

practice by the clerks preparing drafts of letters, since the letters

themselves and the chancery enrolments were prepared from the same

4drafts¯

TABLE XXVII: NOTES OF WARRANTY IN WRITS FROM ENGLAND AND THE IRISH

CHANCERY IN THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR 1309/10

Writs from the English chancery

By a writ of privy seal

By a petition from the council

By the king himself

TOTAL

Number of notes

12

3

1
16

Writs from the English exchequer

By a writ of privy seal

Number of notes

Writs from the Irish chancery

By a writ from England

By the justiciar and council

By a bill of the justiciar

TOTAL

Number of notes

1
8

An alternative explanation for the lack of notes of warranty could be

that a note was made of the warrant only if it was received in writing.

The difficulty here is that the warrant "by the king himself" seems often

to have represented a verbal order by the king.5 It has been claimed

¯

¯

Maxwell-Lyte, Historical notes on the use of the great seal, pp.

359-62.
A.L. Brown, ’The authorization of letters under the great seal’

Bulletin of the Institute of Historical Research, xxxvii (1964),
pp. 142-5.
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that writs entered without notes of warranty on the chancery rolls were

normally issued on the authority of the chancellor himself.6     In

general this may be true, but most of the writs concerning Irish affairs

entered without notes of warranty on both the English chancery and the

Irish memoranda rolls for 1309/10 were too important to have been

authorised by the chancellor alone. For example the letters pardoning

rent and debts owed by the Earl of Ulster and granting him the custody of

castles must surely have originated in decisions of the king himself.7

If such letters were authorised by the chancellor, he must nevertheless

have been acting on the basis of decisions by the king or the council.

The warrant most frequently recorded for Irish chancery letters in the

memoranda roll for 1309/10 was a writ from England.8    Other letters

from the Irish chancery were authorised by the justiciar and council9

or by bill of the justiciar.I0    In the roll for 1319/20 notes of

warranty are given for a much higher proportion of Irish chancery

letters. In it the most common warrant is a bill of the lieutenant or

justiciar, while a number of letters were authorised by a bill of the

exchequer.II    The increased frequency of warranting by bill of the

chief governor appears to be associated with a rise in the number of

letters ordering payments or allowances in reward for services.    The

appearance of notes of warranty by bill of the exchequer is a direct

consequence of the enrolment of writs of allocate after 1315.12 It is

certain that nearly all the warrants noted in the rolls for 1309/10 and

1319/20 were made in writing. There is very little evidence for other

years because notes of warranty were usually omitted in the record

commission’s calendars of the memoranda and chancery rolls. Even so it

seems likely that in general only written warrants for Irish chancery

letters were recorded.

6. Ibid., p. 155, citing Maxwell-Lyte, Historical notes on the use of

the great seal, pp. 216-22, and B. Wilkinson, The chancery under
Edward III (Manchester, 1929), pp. 23 et seq.

7. See below, pp. ? ~ -~.

8.    e.g. 45.

9.    63.
I0. 1250.

II. EX I/2, mm. 2-4d., 18-18d., 31-32d., 40-42d.
12. See above, pp. 1~- ~.



The dates on which letters arrived in the exchequer are noted in most

entries other than the first fifteen in the roll for 1309/10.13 They

are also included in most entries in the roll for 1319/20.14 It is

therefore probable that dates of arrival were normally recorded in

entries on other memoranda rolls, but if so, they were as a rule left out

by the clerks who calendared the rolls for the record commission. The

letters were not enrolled in exact order of arrival, as can be seen from

Table XXVIII, in which all recorded dates of arrival of letters enrolled

during the year 1309/10 are set out. Priority must have been given to

the enrolment of letters which were to be returned to the beneficiary or

to the department or court of origin, or delivered to the other officers

for action by them.15    Other letters must have been set aside to be

enrolled at the remembrancer’s convenience.

TABLE XXVIII: DATES OF ARRIVAL IN THE EXCHEQUER OF WRITS FROM ENGLAND

AND THE IRISH CHANCERY RECORDED IN THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR

1309/1016

Membrane numbers Entry numbers

3 46

3-3d. 49 and 51

3d. 52

3d. 55

3d. 56

3d. 57

3d. -4 58-60

4 61-2

4 63

4 64

4 65

4d. 66

4d. 67

4d. 68

19 541

19 542

19 543

Date of arrival

30 Oct. 1309

12 Nov. 1309

15 Nov. 1309

18 Nov. 1309

4 Nov. 1309

I0 Nov. 1309
14 Nov. 1309

15 Nov. 1309
17 Nov. 1309

14 Nov. 1309

25 Nov. 1309
II Dec. 1309

II Dec. 1309

12 Dec. 1309

14 Jan. 1310
16 Jan. 1310

11 Dec. 1309

(see also p. ).

13.
14.
15.
16.

e.g. 61.

EX 1/2.
See below, p. 15 5.

Entries in which the date of arrival was not recorded (e.g. 36) or

was apparently recorded wrongly (548) have not been included.
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TABLE XXVlII:    DATES OF ARRIVAL IN THE EXCHEQUERE OF WRITS

FROM ENGLAND AND THE IRISH CHANCERY RECORDED

IN THE MEMORANDA ROLL FRO 1309/10 - continued

19 544
19 545
19d. 546
19d. 547
19d. 550-I
20 552
32 944-6
32 947
32 948
32 949
32d. 950-3

32d. 954
33 955
33 956
43 1245
43 1246

43 1247

43 1248

43-3d. 1249-50

43d. 1251

43d. 1253
44 1254
44 1255
44 1257-8
44 1259

17 Dec. 1309

I0 Jan. 1310

I0 Jan. 1310

21 Jan. 1310

27 Feb. 1310

7 Jan. 1310

29 Apr. 1310

27 Apr. 1310

7 May 1310

15 May 1310

16 May 1310

8 May 1310

9 May 1310

22 May 1310

22 June 1310
3 July 1310

8 July 1310

22 June 1310
28 July 1310

29 July 1310
20 Aug. 1310
22 June 1310

25 June 1310
8 July 1310

22 July 1310

The fact that dates of arrival are recorded for many writs enables one to

calculate the time taken by them to reach the exchequer. In making this

calculation, it must be remembered that the time-date in a writ is not

necessarily the date on which it was written, and is unlikely to be the

date on which it was issued. In an English chancery writ authorised by a

written warrant under the privy or secret seal the time-date is most

likely to have been the same as that given in the warrant.17 The time

taken calculated on the basis of the time-date and the date of arrival is

therefore more likely to be the time taken from the date of authorisation

than from the date of issue.

17. Maxwell-Lyte, Historical notes on the use of the great seal, pp.

243-51.



The times taken by writs to reach the exchequer in 1309/10 are summarised

in Table XXIX. The shortest time taken by writs from England to reach

the Irish exchequer was two weeks.18 More than one-third took between

two and three months. The times taken by writs from the Irish chancery

were normally much less. One is recorded as having been received the day

before its own time-date.19 The majority were received within a week.

Three of the four which took very much longer to arrive at the exchequer

were witnessed by Peter Gavaston.20    It is possible that he brought

them to England with him when he returned to England on 23 June 1309.21

The variations in time taken to reach the exchequer may also reflect

variations in the way in which letters were brought to the exchequer.

Presumably most letters were sent by messenger.22

However letters patent in favour of individuals must normally have been

brought to the exchequer by the individuals concerned or their agents.

Thus letters patent pardoning the remainder of a loan made to Roger

Mortimer were exhibited by his attorney in the exchequer on 24 November

1310 and enrolled on that date. The letters close ordering the treasurer

and barons to acquit him of the part of the loan which was owed in

Ireland had already been received on 27 February 1310.23

TABLE XXIX: TIME TAKEN TO REACH THE EXCHEQUER BY WRITS FROM ENGLAND
AND THE IRISH CHANCERY IN 1309/1024

Time taken by writs from England

2 weeks - I month (14-30 days)

I-2 months (31-60 days)

2-3 months (61-90 days)

3-4 months (91-120 days)

4-5 months (121-150 days)

6-7 months (181-210 days)

9¼ months (277 days)

TOTAL

Number of writs

4

6

12

5

6

2

I

36

(see  iso p. 155).

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

52, 61.

63.

59, 60, 948.

’Annals’ in Chartularies of St._Mary’s Abbey~ Dublin, ii, ed. John
T. Gilbert, Rolls Series, 80 (H.M.S.O., London, 1884), p. 294.

For references to messengers carrying letters to the Irish exchequer

see James F. Willard, ’The dating and delivery of letters patent and

writs in the fourteenth century’,    Bulletin of the Institute of

Historical Research, x (1932-3), pp. 6-7; cf. Mary C. Hill, The

king’s messengers, 1199-1377 (London, 1961).
550.
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TABLE XXlX: TIME TAKEN TO REACH THE EXCHEQUER BY WRITS FROM ENGLAND

AND THE IRISH CHANCERY IN 1309/1024 - continued

Time taken by writs from the
the Irish chancery

Less than I day
1 day- I week (I-7 days)
1 week- 1 month (8-30 days)
5-6 months (151-180 days)
1043- months (325 days)
TOTAL

Number of writs

5
5
2
3
I

16

After enrolment letters patent must usually have been returned to the

beneficiary or appointee.     Letters close seeking information were

generally endorsed with the information required and returned to the

department or court which had asked for it.25 Writs addressed to the

treasurer and chamberlains were delivered to the chamberlains.26 Writs

of allocate were given to the engrossers.27    The remaining letters

close must have been filed in the files of writs from England to which

28there are occasional references in the memoranda rolls.

Subject matter

More than a quarter of the writs in the roll for 1309/10 relate to debts

pardoned and grants made in recognition of service to the king or his

father in Scotland and elsewhere.    Most of these were issued by the

English chancery. No less than eight, all but one of which came under

the great seal, referred to grants made in favour of Richard de Burgh,

earl of Ulster. Two letters patent renounced for ever the annual rent of

500 marks payable by the earl for his lands in Connacht, and pardoned the

arrears of the rent due since a general pardon of all his debts in

24. A writ which may have been mis-dated (547) and a writ which had

25.
26.
27.
28.

probably been back-dated to the previous year (1245) have not been
included.
e.g. 34.
e.g. 58.
1245, 1250.
e.g. RC 8/5, p. 223; EX I/2, m. I0.
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1304.I Three letters close ordered the treasurer and barons to acquit

him of the rent and arrears and the debts pardoned in 1304.2 Another

two letters close referred to letters patent not enrolled on the

memoranda roll which committed the castles of Roscommon, Rinndown and

Athlone and the lands pertaining to them to the earl’s custody for the

rest of his life. One directed the treasurer and barons to deliver the

castles and lands to him.3 The other sought information concerning the

lands; it is followed on the roll by a copy of an inquisition about them

taken before the justiciar and treasurer at the time of the parliament

held at Kilkenny in February 1310.4    Letters close from the Irish

chancery instructed the sheriff of Roscommon to deliver the castles and

lands to the earl.5

Other writs of this kind issued under the (English) great seal included

letters patent and close remitting for the rest of his life the annual

rent of £125 owed by Edmund le Butler for his lands in Ui Maine

(Omany)6,    and letters patent granting custody of the manors of

Castlewarden and Oughterard to John Blund of Rathregan at the instance of

Peter Gavaston.7     One of the Irish chancery letters witnessed by

Gavaston ordered that Henry Cogan be acquitted of the sum owed by him for

lands in Kilgobbin which had been committed to his custody until Patrick

de Courcy’s heir came of age.8 Among other such letters issued under

the Irish great seal was one informing the treasurer and barons that

Richard Power (le Poer) had been pardoned part of his debts because of

his good service in fighting felons and keeping the peace while sheriff

of Waterford, and that he had been given terms for the payment of the

remainder.9 Most of the grants and pardons recorded in these letters

must have been made as a result of written petitions to the king. Thus

one of the privy seal writs enclosed a petition from Henry Hackett, late

sheriff of Tipperary, seeking allowance for items with which he was

I. 35, 37.

2. 39, 545-6.

3. 38.

4. 552.

5. 1246.

6. 68, 544.

7. 36.

8. 60.

9. 63.
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charged on his account which could not be levied, and directed the

justiciar, chancellor and treasurer to do what seemed best, having regard

to Hackett’s work and service.10

Another large group of writs related to claims by various persons that

they had been wrongly charged with debts or that they had not been paid

sums to which they were entitled. All of these were letters close and

most of them came from the English chancery. Three writs concerning

complaints by Walter Jorz, archbishop of Armagh, directed that he be

acquitted of a demand for £35 in respect of an amercement imposed on his

predecessor, Nicholas Mac Maoil losa, which had been reduced from £40 to

£5, asked for information concerning another amercement of [40 imposed on

Nicholas, and ordered the release of any distraint made for rent received

by Nicholas from lands acquired without licence after publication of the

Statute of Mortmain.II Another three letters referred to complaints by

John Power (le Poer) of Dunhill, Drew de Merlo~ and Theobald de Verdon

that royal service had been levied for lands which were in the king’s

hand when the service in question was proclaimed, or that a greater

service had been demanded than was due.12    Another complaint by de

Verdon gave rise to a letter instructing that he be paid the accustomed

fee for his part of the castle and town of Drogheda on the side of

Meath.13 Among the writs of this kind received under the Irish great

seal was one which recited a claim by Isabella de Vescy that she was

entitled to £II 4s. 2d. from the pleas and perquisites of county Kildare

as part of her dowry.14 The claims and complaints mentioned in these

letters were probably normally made in writing. The bill in which Drew

de Merlou set out his complaint was received with the writ addressed to

15the treasurer and barons.

Just over half the writs from the Irish chancery concern legal actions

heard in the exchequer. Several instructed the treasurer and barons to

receive attorneys appointed before the justiciar by parties to such

10. 551.

II. 47-8, 53.

12. 65, 949, 95.

13. 954.

14. 956.

15. 949.



actions.16 And the first writ on the roll empowered William Outlaw to

receive an attorney in an exchequer action.17 A number of writs stated

that a party to a case heard in the exchequer had alleged error in the

judgment, and ordered that the plea be brought before the justiciar for

review.18    The letters patent addressed to the seneschal of Dieppe

referred to the case between Nicholas John and Ralph Kenefick. Goods

belonging to the latter had been seized before the seneschal at the suit

of Nicholas. The writ informed the seneschal that Ralph had disappeared,

and asked him to do what was just if Ralph himself or his goods were

found there. 19

A number of writs were received concerning grants of office. All but one

came from the English chancery.    Several related to offices in the

exchequer itself.    Among these were two letters patent recording the

appointment of Walter Islip and William Moenes as barons of the

exchequer.20 The last writ in the roll ordered the admission of Thomas

Warilowe as lieutenant of the chief engrosser, Richard Woodhouse,

because the latter was about to set out for England on the queen’s

business.21    Three writs related to the office of sheriff of Cork.

Richard Clare was appointed sheriff on 28 August 1309. The appointment

of William Condon (de Caunteton) as sheriff was announced in letters

dated I November 1309, but does not seem to have taken effect.22

Letters patent from the Irish chancery, announcing the appointment of

Andrew Gerard as collector of the customs for payment to the Frescobaldi,

arrived at the exchequer two days after letters close under the English

great seal giving instructions that money from the customs be delivered

23to the Frescobaldi or their attorneys.

Several letters close from England gave orders concerning purveyance and

other matters relating to the war in Scotland. For example two letters

16. e.g. 56.

17. 31.

18. e.g. 40.

19. 553.

20.    49, 51.
21. 1259.

22. 46, 52, 61; cf. 927.

23. 541-2.
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under the great seal directed that stated quantities of wheat, oats,

fish, salt and wine be purveyed and sent to Skinburness for the

sustenance of armies and garrisons in Scotland.24 Another letter from

the English chancery ordered that it be publicly proclaimed that noone

should send victuals or arms to the king’s Scottish enemies under pain of

forfeiture, and that any of his enemies who came to Ireland should be

arrested.25    A long privy seal writ informed the treasurer that the

king had ordered the earl of Ulster and other Irish magnates to be at

Loch Ryan in Galloway on 8 September 1310, and commanded him to do all he

could to expedite their passage and to come with them to Loch Ryan. It

further instructed him to attempt together with the earl of Ulster and

the justiciar to put an end to the wars and disputes between John son of

Thomas and others concerning the lands of Agnes de Valence, or at least

26to postpone them for the duration of the war with the Scots.

The three writs from the English exchequer all relate to matters arising

out of the account of the former treasurer, Richard Barford. The most

important of them informed the treasurer and barons that at the instance

of the earl of Ulster the king had pardoned Henry Walton, a former

chamberlain of the exchequer, his trespasses in taking from the treasury

about g0 of the king’s treasure and about ~00 of deposits made with the

chamberlains. It ordered them to charge Walton with the sums in question

and, having obtained surety from him for the payment of the sums in

instalments of £I0 a year, to deliver to him his lands, tenements, goods

and chattels.27 The writ from the king’s bench and the associated writ

from the English chancery sought records of pleas between Geoffrey Morton

and Barford heard before Thomas Quantock (de Cantock), Edmund Butler and

Nell le Brun.28

24. 549, 1251.

25. 1249.

26. 1252.

27. 64 (=232).

28. 950-I.



DEBTS RECOGNISED AND OTHER MEMORANDA

This section of the memoranda roll differs markedly from the other six

sections. It contains many different types of entry, whereas each of

the others is confined to one or at most two types of entry. In other

words it is the general or miscellaneous section of the roll. Since

the entries are so varied, they must be grouped by type before they

can be discussed in detail. Table XXX shows the number of entries in

each identifiable type containing two or more entries.

The discussion of the various types of entry which follows is based on

this classification, but they will be considered in a modified order.

The different kinds of entry relating to private debts are best

examined in succession rather than widely separated. Oath takings

were similar in purpose to commissions and will therefore be analysed

with them. Returns to writs will be dealt with in association with

writs issuing. Some days given took the form of of entries of writs

issuing, so the discussion of them will follow that of writs issuing.

The entries of days given on the plea roll will also be examined at

this point. Days given and malnprises are both concerned with days

for appearance in the exchequer; mainprlses will therefore be analysed

after days given rather than before commissions. Recognisances of

obligation to acquit accountants are very like certain mainprises and

will be considered with them. The seven entries of pleas, verdicts

and judgments will be discussed with other entries of the same kind

in other sections of the memoranda and plea rolls.I Finally, many

of the mlscellanouus entries have features in common with or clarify

problems concerning entries which can be classified, and will

therefore be discussed with them.

i. See below, pp. 19 2- 2 O9.
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TABLE XXX: TYPES OF ENTRY RECORDED AS DEBTS RECOGNISED AND OTHER

MEMORANDA IN THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR 1309/i02

Type of Entry

Recognisances of private debts

Appointments of attorneys

Malnprises

Commissions

Writs issuing

Days given

Amercements

Views
Assignments of private debts

Returns to writs
Pleas, verdicts and judgments

Recognlsances of satisfaction of

private debts

Deliveries of records

Renders
Committals to the custody of the marshal

Oath takings

Recognisances of obligation to
acquit accountants

Miscellaneous
Illegible or incomplete

Number of entries

123
91

56
52

40

34

29
ii

8

8
7

6

5
4

3

2

2

33

5

TOTAL 519

¯ The total of 519 entries includes i0 entries recorded under the
heading ’Writs issuing for the king’ which would normally have

been recorded under the heading ’Debts recognised and other

memoranda’ (see below p. 272 j~. B~.



Reco~nlsances of private debts and related entries

In the fourteenth century the two most secure means of recording

private debts were bonds (often referred to as letters obligatory) and

recognisances. A bond was a deed sealed with the debtor’s seal in

which he declared himself bound to pay the debt to the creditor at a

stated time. If the debtor failed to pay by the time stated, the

debtor could bring a legal action to recover the debt. The production

of the bond by the creditor confined the hearing in court to the

question of whether the bond was genuine. Once it was proved or

admitted to be genuine, judgment was given automatically in favour of

the creditor. The appropriate sheriff or other local official could

then be ordered to have the debt levied.

A recognisance was a formal acknowledgment made in a court by the

debtor in which he declared himself bound to pay the debt to the

creditor at a stated time. It also included a statement by the debtor

to the effect that, if he failed to pay the debt by the time stated,

the appropriate sheriff or other local official could be ordered to

have the debt levied. The advantage to the creditor of having his

creditor make a recognisance rather than a bond was that no further

court hearing was necessary before the sheriff could be ordered to

have the debt levied, as a recognisance was equivalent to a judgment¯

The disadvantage was that the debtor had to be induced or forced to

I
appear in court to make the recognisance.

A total of 123 recognisances of debts made in the exchequer were

recorded among the debts recognised and other memoranda in the

memoranda roll for 1309/10. The recognisance made by William Beck on

15 January 1310 is a typical example. He recognised himself bound to

John Usher, constable of Dublin Castle, for 18s and a crannock of

wheat payable to Usher at the feast of the Purification (2 February).

And if he had not paid the debt by then, he granted that the sheriff

See M.M. Postan, ’Private financial instruments in

medieval England’, Viertel~ahrschrift fur Sozial - und
Wirtschaftsgeschichte, xxiii (1930), pp. 26-75 (reprinted in M.M.

Postan, Medieval trade and finance (Cambridge, 1973), pp. 28-64).



might have it levied from his lands and chattels, no matter who might

have them.2

The creditors in just over half the recognisances can be identified as

officials of the exchequer.3 Some of the remainder held other

official posltions,4 but many seem to have had no official

connection.5 In only nine recognlsances were the creditors Italian

merchants.6 This is somewhat surprising, given the large number of

7actions of debt brought by Italian merchants in the exchequer.

Presumably they made much greater use of the procedure for the making

of recognlsances before mayors and other local officials under the

Statute of Merchants.8

As a rule the debt recognised was purely monetary, but in 12 cases

it was wholly or partly in klnd.9 Most of the recognlsances of

debts in kind were made in the summer of 1310 and concerned debts of

grain payable at Michaelmas after the harvest.10 Only 22 of the

recognlsances of monetary debts give any reason for the debt. In 14

of these money was owed for the fruits or tithes of churches,

vicarages, rectories and prebends.II In other cases money was

owed for having the office of usher in the exchequer,12 Walter de

13 14 the
la Haye’s arrears of account as escheator,    a bequest,

16 and arrears of an annual15 grain and wool,
sale of a haggard,

¯

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

556
e.g. 145.
e.g. 587.
e.g. 153.
150, 221, 611, 980, 991, 998-9, 1002, 1307.
See above, p. I0~.
Stat. Ire., John-Hen. V, pp. 46-7, 101-3.
222, 556, 988, 1049-50, 1266, 1276, 1283, 1290-1, 1297,
1300.

i0. e.g. 1266.
Ii. 132, 571-3, 623, 653-5, 1280, 1289, 1301, 1334, 1343,

1365.
12. 226.
13. 1317¯
14. 652.
15. 124.
16. 999.
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penslon.17 One recognisance seems to have been made in return for

having temporary custody of Dublin Castle,18 and another to have

been made in return for a quitclaim by the creditor of any action

against the debtor concerning certain trespasses.19 Of course many

of the debts for which no cause is given are likely to have been

simple loans.

Payment of the debt at one or more stated dates, generally not more

than a year later, was required in 83 of the recognlsances: one in 48

entries20 and two or more in 35.21 Payment at the will of the

creditor was required in 26 entrles.22 Immediate payment was

stipulated in 10.23 In two entries part of the debt was to be paid

immediately and part on one24 or two stated dates.25 In the

remaining two entries the relevant phrases have been torn away or are

26illegible.

Postscripts follow 42 of the recognisances of debts. The remembrancer

clearly expected such postscripts to be made after recognlsances, as

he normally left a larger than usual space below them. Most of the

postscripts state that the creditor or his attorney came into the

exchequer and recognlsed that he had been satisfied for the debt. The

original recognisance was then cancelled.27 One postscript records

the fact that the debtor came into the exchequer and produced the

creditor’s letters of acquittance. Again the original recognlsance

was cancelled.28 It seems likely that many of the debts recorded in

uncancelled recognisances which are not followed by postscripts were

in fact paid, but that the debtor did not bother to have the

17. 1287.

18. 1353.

19. 164.
20. e.g. 115.

21. e.g. 124.
22. e.g. 104.

23. e.g. 145.

24. 214.

25. 1358.

26. 161 219.

27. e.g. 125.

28. 151.



recognisances cancelled because they had letters of acquittance from

their creditors.

A recognisance of satisfaction of a debt could also be recorded as a

separate entry on the memoranda roll. There are seven such

recognisances among the debts recognised and other memoranda in the

roll for 1309/10.29 One of them related to a recognisance of debt

which could not be traced in the memoranda rolls.30 Another refered

to a debt recorded in a bond.31 Others recorded the satisfaction of

all debts owed by the prior and convent of Great Connell to two

Italian merchants.32

Eight entries record assignment of debts originally recorded in

bonds.33 For example on 4 Feb. 1310 Joan daughter of William

Finglas came into the exchequer and assigned to Richard Woodhouse a

debt of I0 marks owed to her by Roger de la Hinde in part payment of

her own debts to Richard.34 In other cases a number of debts were

assigned at the same time.35 All of the entries state that the

bonds recording the debts were delivered to the assignee. In one case

the full text of the bond was entered on the roll.36 One assignment

was cancelled, and is followed by a postscript explaining that the

debtor later recognised his debt to the assignee elsewhere in the

37
roll.

There are five miscellaneous entries relating to private debts. In

one a widow recognised that her deceased husband owed i00 shillings,

and conceded that goods and chattels of her husband to that value

should be delivered to the creditor.38 Another recites a bond

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

116, 190-I, 209, 558, 1267.

116.

558.
190-1.

iii, 192, 230, 239, 581, 601, 1043, 1333.

601.

iii, 239, 1333.

581.

192.

1322.
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recognised by the debtor to be his and enrolled at the request of the

creditor.39 A third is a recognisance of receipt of money for

cattle dellvered.40 The fourth records the assignment of a rent in

part payment of debts.41 The last is a complex entry concerning a

pension previously assigned in the exchequer; the assignor quitclaimed

the assignee’s heir for the pension, the grantor of the pension

recognised his obligation to pay it to the asslgnee’s heir, and the

42asslgnee’s heir remitted the arrears of the pension.

In England an enrolment fee was normally payable to the remembrancers

for each recognlsance or related entry enrolled on the memoranda

rolls.43 The fact that a fee was due was noted in the margin

beside the entry.44 The Irish rolls do not contain marginal notes

of this kind, but it is likely that similar fees were payable. The

remembrancers may also have been entitled to penalty payments if the

debtor failed to pay on time. Recognisances in the Irish memoranda

roll for 1294/5 contain clauses obliging the debtors to make such

penalty payments.45 These clauses do not appear in recognisances on

later rolls, but it is possible that such payments were customary, and

that it was therefore not considered necessary to record the

obligation.

Appointments of attorneys

A total of 84 entries record the appointment of attorneys in legal

proceedings. A good example of this type of entry at its simplest is

one in Trinity term 1310 which may be translated as follows: Walter

Brett put Martin Fisacre in his place against the prior of St.

Katherine’s concerning a plea of debt.l This entry is typical of

39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
i.

1325.
184.
98.
610.
Red book of the exchequer, iii, pp. 864-5.
Cal. mem. roils, 1326/7, pp. xix-xx.
EX 2/I, pp. 6, ll, 25, 37
1356.
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more than two-thirds of the total in that it does not even indicate

whether the party appointing the attorney was the plaintiff or the

defendant¯ In 16 entries it is clear that the attorney was appointed

by the plalntiff.2 In 6 entries we know that the defendant

appointed the attorney because the other party was the klng.3

Fortunately it is possible in most other cases to determine whether

the party appointing the attorney was the plaintiff or defendant by

checking the cross references to the entries in question¯ When this

is done we find that about 60% of the parties appointing attorneys

were plaintiffs, while about 40% were defendants¯ Presumably the

reason for the discrepancy is that many defendants seem never to have

responded to actions brought against them,4 and therefore never had

cause to appoint an attorney¯

In about one third of the entries the attorneys appointed can be

identified as junior officials of the exchequer¯ The second

remembrancer, Thomas Reynold, was made an attorney on 12 occaslons,5

6while the usher, Martin Fisacre, was made an attorney eight times.

The employment of professional lawyers seems to have been less common¯

Four of the attorneys named in a total of 17 entries have been

identified as attorneys, essoiners or pleaders in the justiciar’s

court and the Dublin bench. They are John Cornwallis,7 Richard

8 William Penny,9 and William Widworthy i0 Of theManning,

attorneys named in the remaining entries, almost half of the total,

some were clearly relatives of the parties who appointed them.II A

¯

¯

4.
5.

¯

7.

¯

¯

95-6, 107-8, 120, 128-9, 144, 183, 205, 641, i000, 1003,

1021, 1028, 1352.

90, 228, 964, 973, i001, 1008.
See above, pp.9~-7.

95-6, 170, 183, 205, 639, 963, 968, I001, 1003, 1278,

1252.

592-3, 976, 1284, 1314, 1316, 1318, 1356.

119, 977; Cal. justlc, rolls Ire., 1308-14, pp. 68-9, 76,
103, 134, 254; RC 7/13/4, p. 72.

121, 133, 144, 163, 224, 228, 567, 579, 600, 1008;

Cal. Oustic. rolls Ire., 1308-14, p. 83; RC 7/13/4, pp. 71-2.
I01, 217, 627, 1075; Cal. justic, rolls Ire., 1308-14, pp.

47-8, 75: bench roll calendared in RC 8/5, pp. 90-7.

224, 1277; Cal. justic, rolls Ire., 1308-14, pp. 47, 83.
e.g. 562.
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few represented religious houses of which they were members.12

probably came from the same localities as the appointing parties.

It is of course possible that some were professional lawyers who

14practised mainly in local courts.

Many

13

Unlike the corresponding entries on the English memoranda and plea

rolls,15 the entries on the Irish memoranda rolls do not give any

indication as to where or by whom the attorneys were received. But it

is significant that the entries do not state that the party appointing

the attorney came to the exchequer, unlike recognisances, pleas and

other entries recording actions by individuals.16 This implies that

attorneys did not necessarily have to be appointed in the exchequer.

Probably most were in fact appointed there, but as in England others

may have been received by exchequer officials outside the exchequer.

For example, it seems quite likely that a sequence of six appointments

of attorneys by parties from counties Tipperary and Limerick17 were

made before the treasurer while he was acting as paymaster for a

military expedition and holding inquests concerning debts in Munster

in the spring of 1310.18 Of course attorneys in legal actions in

the exchequer could also be received by the justiciar,19 or by

justices of assize and other officials ordered to receive them in

writs issued by the exchequer.20 However appointments of attorneys

so received were not normally recorded under the heading ’Debts

recognised and other memoranda’.21 The names of attorneys received

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

e.g. 1007

e.g. 199. Robert Skreen (de Scryn) almost certainly came

from Skreen in county Meath.

Robert C. Palmer, The county courts in medieval England
(Princeton, New Jersey, 1982), pp. 89-112.

Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, p. xviil; Select cases in

exchequer, pp. cxvll-cxvili.

972-7 ¯

75j 9BSee above, ppl 15V-

See above, pp

See below, p. 2 qL ~.

The one possible exception in the roll for 1309/10 is 964,

although in this case the attorney may have been received in

response to a verbal order by the treasurer, rather than a writ

from the exchequer.
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by the justiciar were recorded in writs from the Irish chancery, while

the names of those received in response to writs from the exchequer

were presumably recorded in returns to those writs.

Five entries in the roll for 1309/10 record the appointment of

attorneys by accountants. Two simply state that the accountant put

the attorney in his or her place to render account.22 The other

three recite the accountants’ letters appointing attorneys to render

account on their behalf. In two of these it is recorded that the

attorney was received by the treasurer and barons, and in one that he

took his oath.23 The small number of entries and the fact that none

relate to sheriffs’ accounts both confirm the impression that

accountants were rarely allowed to appear by attorney at all stages of

their account, although it may have been normal for a sheriff to be

represented by his clerk in the period between the crucial opening and

closing stages.24 It is interesting that an accountant could

appoint an attorney by letter, whereas it appears that a party to a

legal action had to name his attorney before an authorised official.

The explanation may be that exchequer officials could be expected to

recognise an accountant’s seal, but might be unable to tell whether or

not a seal purporting to be that of a private individual was genuine.

Two entries record the appointment of general attorneys. John

Holtham, chancellor of the exchequer, appointed attorneys and keepers

of all his goods in Munster and Carlow before he left Ireland to

become escheator north of Trent.25 And Master Henry Brown named

attorneys to attend to all matters affecting him in the exchequer.26

Also, one of the miscellaneous entries recorded the making of letters

patent for William Dowse, attorney of Alexander Bicknor in Ulster,

ordering all concerned to be attentive to him.27

22. 189, 1062.

23. 223, 566, 1071.

24. See above, p.~.

25. 140, 2446.

26. 963.

27. 621.
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Commissions and related entries concerning offices and lands

A total of 52 entries record commissions of offices, special duties,

lands and so on, made in letters patent issued under the exchequer

seal. It is clear that most of the entries are no more than brief

summaries of the letters issued, although a few recite the commissions

in full. Each of the latter includes a clause directing all concerned

to be attentive and responsive to the commissioner.I Presumably the

letters which have been summarised all contained similar clauses. The

date when the commission was made is specified in every entry¯ Many

entries also give details of writs issued and oaths taken or to be

taken.

Almost half the entries relate to commissions of offices. Five of

them concern commissions of the office of sheriff in counties Kerry,

Tipperary, Meath, Carlow and Louth.2 Most of these entries include

clauses indicating that the office was to be held during pleasure, and

that the sheriff was to answer at the exchequer for the issues of the

shrievalty.3 All of them also record the issue of writs ordering

the previous sheriff to deliver to his successor the rolls, tallies,

writs, summonses and other things affecting the county. One refers to

an indenture to be made between the two sheriffs concerning the

records handed over.4 Entries of commissions of the office of

sheriff made after the creation of new office of receiver in Hilary

term 1310 also give details of writs issued ordering the receiver of

the county in question to be attentive to the sheriff.5

Commissions of the lesser offices in the counties are recorded in 14

entries. The nine commissions of the new office of receiver have

already been discussed in detail.6 The other five commissions

¯

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

e.g 646.
173, 1034, 1076, 1270, 1326.
e.g. 1076.
173.
e.g. 1034.
See above, pp. B~- ~.
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were of the office of sergeant. The sergeanties of the crosses of

Ossory, Ferns and Lelghlin were committed to three different persons

in the course of the year 1309/10.7 The unusually rapid turnover in

the office may have been a consequence of the disorder in the area

connected with the killing of John Bonneville.8 The other two

commissions related to the sergeanties of county Roscommon and the

crosses of Meath.9 Four of the sergeants were to pay as much each

year as their predecessors.lO The sergeant of the crosses of Meath

was to pay one mark per year.II It should be remembered that

sergeants of the long established counties, in which the office of

chief sergeant was hereditary, were not normally appointed in the

12exchequer.

Of the remaining six commissions of offices, three were made for

purveyors of victuals in Drogheda and Dublin for the king’s expedition

to Scotland.13 Two related to the great custom. The custom at

Galway was granted to Cruchius Huberti del Passo, in return for the

payment of 50 marks per year to the Frescobaldi; while the custom in

Ulster was granted to William Dowse for £30 per year.14 And the

custody of the castle in Leixllp was committed to Maurice Barefoot

during pleasure for the accustomed fee.15

All these officials must have taken oaths, but relevant clauses occur

in only just over half of the entries¯ Those recorded as taking their

oaths in the exchequer were the sheriff of Kerry, a sergeant of the

crosses of Ossory and Leighlin, the purveyors at Dublin, and the

¯

.

9.
i0.

II.

12.

13.

14.

15.

194, 1272, 1331. Only Ossory and Leighlin are referred to

in 194.

Otway-Ruthven, Med. Ire., p. 220.

1060, 1295.

194, 1272, 1295, 1331.

1060.
See above, p-~7.

599, 605, 628.

114, 568.

244.
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receivers of Louth, Meath, Waterford and Dublln.16 The receiver of

Cork took his oath before the treasurer in Cork.17 The justiciar,

the escheator, a bishop and the mayor, seneschal and bailiffs of

Drogheda were asked to receive the oaths of other offlclals.18

The ii entries of commissions of special duties are very varied in

character. The chamberlains of the exchequer were commissioned to

hold inquests concerning debts in county Louth, while the barons were

commissioned to do the same in counties Dublin, Meath, Carlow and

Kildare.19 At the same time the chamberlains were commissioned to

hear accounts concerning property formerly belonging to the Templars

in counties Dublin, Meath and Louth.20 Later in the year they were

also commissioned to supervise and hasten the levying of all rents and

farms of the king’s demesnes in counties Dublin and Klldare.21

Other commissions related to the property of persons of who died owing

debts to the king. Two of these arose from the death of John

Bonneville. George Roche (de Rupe) and the sheriff of Waterford were

commissioned to arrest the stud of horses belonging to Bonneville

driven from county Carlow by men of county Waterford.22 And the

escheator and Hugh Cannon were asslgned to take an inquisition

concerning goods and chattels of Bonneville said to have been

23misappropriated by John Lyvet.

Commissions of lands, manors, mills, and other property are recorded

in 13 entries.24 In most cases they were to be held during

pleasure.25 in others the commissioner was to have them for a

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

173, 194, 605, 648-9, 1019, 1026.

967.

599, 628, 1018, 1270-1.
646-7. cf. above, pp. 93- @.

645.

1363.

622.

1275.

152, 172, 178, 193, 212, 557, 564, 602, 632, 988, 994, 1055,

1368.
e.g. 1368.
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term of years.26 A few of the entries refer to an extent to be

made of the land.27 Two commissions were made of mills in county

Dublin.28 One was made of the marriage of a royal ward.29

The attestation clauses of the commissions are not recorded. However

many are said to have been made or authorised by the treasurer. These

include all but one30 of the commissions of the office of

sheriff, all those of the offices of receiver and sergeant, and the

more important commissions of special dutles.31 Others were

almost certainly witnessed by the chancellor or one of the barons of

the exchequer, a practice we know to have been normal later in the

32century.

Two entries record the taking of oaths by exchequer officials.

Fisacre took his oath as usher on 17 November 1309, and William

Holtham took his oath as lieutenant of the chancellor on 21

November¯ 33

Martin

Four of the miscellaneous entries relate to offices or lands. The men

of Newcastle Lyons elected Peter son of Thomas as their reeve in full

exchequer; presumably the election took place in the exchequer because

34
the previous reeve had been committed to prison for trespass.

The chief sergeanty of county Limerick, taken into the king’s hand for

unspecified reasons, was restored to Walter Maunsell.35 The seal of

the Statute of Merchants for Dublin was produced in the exchequer by

the former mayor and delivered to the new mayor.36 And the lands of

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.
32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

e.g. 602.

e.g. 172.

146.

987.

173.
e.g. 645-7.

e.g. Lydon, ’Memoranda rolls’, p. 62.

188, 204.

127 and its cross references.

131.

94.
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Esker and Finnstown, held at the king’s will, were

37klng’s hand by William and Joan West.

returned to the

Writs issuin8

Of the 38 writs issuing under discussion here, 26 were writs of

mandamus ordering the assignment of revenue. The entries abbreviate

the writ to varying extents. The full wording can be determined by

comparison of two of the fuller entries with one of the miscellaneous

entries which recites a writ of mandamus and the resulting

acquittances. The writ was addressed to a local collector of revenue,

and instructed him to cause a named person to have a stated sum of

money without delay. The collector was to receive the assignee’s

letters patent testifying to the receipt of the money. The money

would be allowed to him on his account, so he was to have the writ and

letters patent with him when he came to account.l On occasion the

writ and letters patent were subsequently exchanged for a tally, but

2this was not normal practice in the early fourteenth century.

Taking into consideration four writs of mandamus enrolled under the

heading ’Common writs issuing’ 3 , a total of I0 writs ordering
4

assignments were addressed to sheriffs, six to mayors and
6 three5 six to farmers of manors and receivers of rents,

bailiffs,
7 8

to purveyors of victuals, two to collectors of customs, two to

keepers of deceased bishop’s goods,9 and one to the seneschal of a

37.
I.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

149.
1005, 1004, 198.
See above, pp. 29- 30.
See below, p. i 41.

99, 227, 609, 1005, 1027, 1046-7, 1329, 1342, 1369.
237, 359, 629, 1029-30, 1327.
357, 503, 992, 1078, 1244, 1323.
636, 1298-9.
1033, 1044.

112, 437.
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liberty.I0 In i0 cases money was to be paid to purveyors of

12 in four as alms toII in six to exchequer officials,victuals,

religious houses,13 in three to Isabella de Vescy for her share of

the pleas and perquisites of county Kildare,14 in three to the

constable or keeper of a castle,15 in two to the creditors of a

deceased blshop,16 in one to the justice of the justlciar’s

court, 17, and in one to a widow for her quarantine.18      The sums

assigned in these writs varied from ~ne mark (13s 4d.) to i00 marks

(£66 13s 4d.)19 and amounted to a total of about £175.

The writ of mandamus ordering an assignment did not require the

addressee to make a return to the exchequer on a specified date. Five

of the other writs to be considered here were also non-returnable.

They are miscellaneous in character. By far the longest is one

addresed to Andrew Gerard, collector of the Irish customs on behalf of

Frescobaldi; it recited the writ from the English chancery assigning

the customs to the Frescobaldl, and ordered Gerard to deliver money

collected to them.20 There are three entries of writs addressed to

sheriffs, commanding one to supersede a distraint, another to permit a

crown debtor to keep terms granted to him for payment, and a third to

provide carriage for corn purveyed for the king’s expedition to

Scotland.21 And the chancellor and farmer of the manor of Clontarf

was instructed to deliver two millstones to the farmer of the manor of

22Cooley.

I0.

ii.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

435.

99, 636, 1005, 1027, 1029-30, 1033, 1044, 1298-9.

227, 359, 629, 1047, 1327, 1369.

237, 503, 992, 1323.

1046, 1244, 1342.

357, 1078, 1329.

112, 437.

609.

435.

1044, 1047.

1045.

138-9, 651.
1367.



The nine writs requiring a return to the exchequer on a specified date

were also very varied. Three were concerned with arrears of account

owed by former sherlffs.23 Two writs gave orders for the delivery

of goods belonging to John Bonneville to his widow.24 Another two

conveyed instructions to the escheator regarding the lands and goods

of Theobald de Verdon.25 The sheriff of Louth was ordered to have

all livestock on the lands of the Templars in his bailiwick valued and

then to deliver them to the chancellor.26 And the keepers of the

goods of the deceased bishop of Leighlln were ordered to deliver corn

belonging to the bishop at Killory to Master Stephen Crispin.27

It may seem surprising that writs issuing were recorded among the

debts recognised and memoranda, given that two other sections of the

memoranda roll were devoted specifically to writs issuing. It is of

course possible that some of the writs were recorded in this section

in error. However it is clear that writs ordering assignments were

deliberately entered here. The one feature which most entries of

these and other writs in this section have in common is that in

general they give a much fuller version of the writs recorded in them

than do entries in the writs issuing sections.28 It therefore seems

reasonable to conclude that if it was thought desirable for the

exchequer to have something approaching a full copy of a writ about to

be issued, the writ was usually enrolled among the debts recognised

and other memoranda.

Return to writs

All returns made by recipients of writs issued should normally have

been on record in the files of writs returned kept by the

remembrancers and the clerk of common pleas.29 Consequently

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

197, 620, 1036.

1073-4.

143, 181.

i00.

135.

cf. below, pp. 277- I~.

See above, pp. 11- 13.

1 76



most returns were not enrolled. Presumably those that were enrolled

were considered to be unusually important.

There are eight entries of returns among the debts recognised and

other memoranda on the memoranda roll for 1309/10. Five of these

record the names of collectors of customs elected in the ports of

Drogheda, Cork, New Ross, Wexford and Limerick.30 The sheriff of

Tipperary had been ordered to levy arrears of the account of Walter de

la Haye as escheator; his return stated that one of the debtors had no

possessions in the county, and that the other denied that they owed

the debts.31 When commanded to take into the king’s hand for the

expedition to Scotland all corn for sale in his bailiwick, the

seneschal of Trim replied that he had taken 454 crannocks of wheat and

215 crannocks of oats in hand.32 And when instructed to deliver to

the bishop of Connor chattels of his which had been taken in hand,

having taken surety for the payment of £30, the sheriff of Dublin

confirmed that he had done so and supplied the names of pledges found

by the bishop.33 In addition a few entries of writs issuing are

followed by postscripts giving details of returns received. These

include a list of 48 persons who entered into a malnprise on behalf of

Theobald de Verdon.34

Days given

These entries record the giving of days to various persons for their

appearance in the exchequer for stated purposes. Of the 34 days given

recorded among the debts recognlsed and other menoranda in the

memoranda roll for 1309/10, all but four related to various stages of

accounting. In 13 entries days were given for rendering account:

three each to the sheriffs of ConnachtI and Waterford,2 and one

30. 582-6.

31. 220.

32. 595.

33. 1364.

34. 181.

i.        136, 577, 1006.

2.        174, 996, 1320.
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each to the sheriff of Roscommon,3 the seneschal of Kilkenny,4 the

mayor and bailiffs of Roscommon,5 the constable of Newcastle

Macklnegan,6 a former sheriff of Cork for money received for

8 and the tenants of the7 Reynold Russell for Decies,purveyance,

manor of Dunbro.9 Five days were given for the closing of accounts:

two to the seneschal, sheriff and former sheriffs of Carlow,I0 and

one each to the sheriffs of CorkII and Tipperary12 and the

seneschal of Kilkenny.13 A total of nine days were given for

answering for arrears of account: three to former sheriffs of

15 the14 and one each to a former sheriff of Connacht,Tipperary,

16 17 andseneschal of Kilkenny, the mayor and bailiffs of Dublin,

19 and18 Reynold Russell’s attorney,Drogheda on the side of Louth,

Edmund Butler for the rent of Ui Maine (Omany).20 A former sheriff

of Carlow had a day to hear the judgment of the court concerning his

own debts and his arrears of account.21 A former sheriff of Cork

was given a day to pay money levied from the citizens of Cork for

which he had not acquitted them.22 And the men of Roscommon had a

day for having in the exchequer the charter by which they claimed the

liberty of accounting through a mayor and bailiffs, and for paying the

23
arrears of their farm.

3. 137.

4. 117.

5. 1009.

6. 1077.

7. 196.

8. 175.

9. 624.

10 245, 596.

Ii. 1039.

12. 176.

13. 619.

14. 177A, 202, 606.

15. 225.

16. 1040.

17. 249.

18. 180.

19. 591.

20. 246.

21. 1273.

22. 186.

23. 1293.
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Of the other four days given, one was given to the reeves and

receivers of the demesne lands in counties Dublin and Kildare for the

payment of their rents and farms.24 Another was given to Meiler

Kendale for having in the exchequer six silver bowls belonging to John

Bonneville.25 And two were for answering the king concerning

26trespasses.

Most of these days were probably given by writ. In I0 cases this was

undoubtedly so.27 The writs in question were either writs of sis

ordering the addressee to be in the exchequer himself or wrlts of

venire faclas ordering him to cause the accountant or other party to

come to the exchequer.28 Almost two-thirds of the entries simply

say that the accountant or other party was given a day or has a day to

be in the exchequer,29 but in general there is little reason to

think that the persons in question were more likely to have been in

the exchequer than those we know to have been given days by writ. For

example it is most unlikely that all the reeves and receivers of the

demesne lands were present in the exchequer when they were given a

day¯ 30

However there is definite reason for thinking that three days were

given orally in the exchequer. Two entries state that it was granted

to accountants that they might pay debts on a stated date; the wording

suggests that they were present in court, and this impression is

31reinforced by the cross references to these entries.     And in one

case clerks of accountants were enjoined by the treasurer on Ii

December 1309 to warn their principals to be in the exchequer on 15

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

607.

1274.

1025, 1054.

117, 136-7, 174-5, 577, 996, i00, 1009.

cf. below, pp. 219~20, 2 2 Z.

e.g. 225, 249.

607.

180, 186.



December to close their accounts.32 So while it is likely that most

days were given by writ, it cannot be assumed that this was so in

every case.

The nine entries of days given on the plea roll can conveniently be

considered at this point. They occur in roughly equal numbers on

membranes devoted primarily to entries of pleas or writs issuing.

They vary quite substantially in wording, but each had the practical

effect of postponing the hearing of an action until a specified date.

A good example is the entry which states that the abbot of

Monasteranenagh (Mayo) had been attached to be in the exchequer on the

morrow of Hilary 1310 to answer Camblnus Donatl concerning a sack of

wool and £15 of silver, that the parties came on that date, and that

they had a day on the quindene of Easter at their request.33 Four

other entries state that the day was given at the request of the

34
parties,    and this may well have been the reason for adjournment in

another three.35 In the remaining entry the hearing was postponed

so that an inquisition could be made by a jury.36 All but one of

the entries relate to actions of debt. The one exception concerns an

action of trespass.37 The days were probably given orally, as the

parties or their attorneys seem all to have been present in the

exchequer.

Mainprises and related recognisances

The 56 malnprises were formal undertakings that someone would appear

in or make a payment to the exchequer. In just over half of the

entries one or more persons (generally two) mainprised to have one or

more other persons in the exchequer on a stated date for a stated

purpose.I In eight entries one or more persons mainprised

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

i.

245.

2163.

1826,    1969, 1971, 2172.

1970, 2166, 2169.

2173.

1971.

e.g. 123, 970, 1292.



themselves, with named pledges, to be in the exchequer for a stated

purpose, generally on a stated date.2 In the remaining 18 entries

one or more persons malnprlsed themselves, without pledges, to be in

or to make a payment to the exchequer, generally on a specified

date.3 One of the miscellaneous entries makes it clear that

mainpernors or pledges had to make a recognlsance in the exchequer and

be received into plevin.4 They must also have offered a surety, but

the Irish remembrancers did not make the distinction made by the

English remembrancers between mainprises corpus pro corpore and

monetary malnprises.5 Postscripts recording amercements6 suggest

that they were normally monetary.

Slightly more than three-quarters of the mainprises relate to the

rendering of accounts, the satisfaction of arrears of account, or the

satisfaction of debts owed to the king. The six mainprises for

rendering account refer to accounts for county Roscommon,7 the

manors of Clontarf and Kerdiffstown,8 Decies,9 Nicholas Clere’s

i0debts,    and the papal tenth.II The accountants who mainprlsed or

were malnprised to answer for their arrears of account included

sheriffs,12 a collector of customs13 and purveyors of

vlctuals.14 Nine mainprises were made by or for persons who

undertook to answer for sums with which sheriffs and other

2.    e.g. 93, 1032.

3.    e.g. 130, 631, 1345.

4. 113.
5.    Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, p. xvli.

6.    e.g. 233, 633.

7.    1022.

8. 971, 1354.

9.    993.
i0. 979.

II. 1268.
12. e.g. 169, 1292.

13. 210.

14. 242.
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accountants had charged themselves on their accounts.15 Five

persons mainprlsed to satisfy the king for debts owed by others.16

Other persons entered into malnprises that the king would be satisfied

for a wide variety of debts, including issues of the archbishopric of

17 18Armagh,    arrears of rent,    sums due from a subsidy and a common

19amercement of county Meath,    tithes20 and a relief.21

There are five malnprlses that persons other than the king would be

satisfied for debts owed to them. Two were made in favour of the

treasurer as assignee of the escheator concerning arrears of account

of the former escheator granted to him.22 Another was made in

23favour of the escheator and probably related to the same arrears.

In the fourth the mainpernor undertook to satisfy the treasurer for £4

given for purveyance made on behalf of the chamberlain of North

24Wales.     The fifth related to the payment of arrears of rent to

Richard Barford, a former treasurer and crown debtor.25 In each

case the king’s interests were clearly affected. The seven remaining

mainprises gave security for the appearance in the exchequer of

defendants in legal actions in which the king was a plaintiff.26 So

it may be said that all malnprises recorded on the memoranda roll for

1309/10 touched on the king’s interests in one way or another.

15. e.g. 216, 576, 1056.

16. e.g. 130, 1345.

17. 123, 631.

18. 633-4.

19. 574.

20. 969.

21. 1336.

22. 643, 1061.

23. 970.

24. 575.

25. 238.

26.     234, 895-7, 1004, 1063, 1338.



The practice of the Irish exchequer with regard to malnprises differs

strikingly from that of the English exchequer. In the latter the only

form of mainprise seems to have been that in which two or more persons

mainprised one or more other persons to appear in the exchequer.27

It would appear that the Irish exchequer defined mainprises much more

loosely than the English exchequer, and that in Ireland debtors

mainprlsed to satisfy the king for debts where in England they would

have made an affidavit to the marshal or a recognisance.28 No

affidavits or recognlsances of debts to the king appear in the Irish

memoranda roll for 1309/10, while personal mainprises with or without

pledges seem to have been used only for undertakings to answer or

satisfy the king or others concerning debts.

Two persons recognised that they would acquit accountants of sums with

which the latter had charged themselves on their accounts.29 There

is no obvious reason why these should have been termed recognisances

rather than mainprises, as mainprises were normally used for this

purpose.

Amercements and related entries

The 29 entries of amercements record the fact that an accountant,

debtor or defendant was in mercy for a stated offence against the

king. In 12 cases sheriffs or other persons were amerced for failing

to pay debts as ordered or mainprised.I Seven accountants were

amerced for not coming to render or close their accounts.2 Seven

3
sheriffs or other officials were amerced for not returning writs.

4 5Others were amerced for false claim, contempt and trespass.6

27.
28.
29.
i.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. xvii, xxxi-xxxii, 155-63.

ibid., pp. xvii, xix-xx.

92, 1012.

e.g. 84, 1015.

e.g. 78, 1359.

e.g. 91, 1302.

626.
1269.

1286.

/83



The amount of the amercement was not stated in the entry. Presumably

it was assessed and entered in the estreats of fines and amercements

at a later stage. It is posible that all amercements imposed during a

particular term were assessed and entered in the estreats on a single

occasion at the end of term.7 It appears that when the amount of an

amercement had been decided and it had been entered in the estreats, a

cross or other symbol was written beside the entry in the memoranda

roll to indicate that this had been done. The word miserlcordia which

had previously been written in the margin was normally cancelled at

the same time.8

Many amercements were recorded in postscripts to other entries.9 It

is therefore necessary to explain why the amercements were recorded

separately. In most cases the reason was that the amercements related

to entries in previous terms¯ The amercements were not placed in the

estreats for those terms, presumably because the estreats had already

been made up. Consequently they were entered in the memoranda roll

for the current term, so that they would be entered in the estreats

for that term.I0 Other amercements were probably recorded in

IIseparate entries because they related to a number of entries.

One of three related entries stated that all amercements imposed on

the sheriff of Louth had been pardoned.12 Another records two fines

for trespass which had not been estreated where previously

recorded.13 And the sheriff and two former sheriffs of Carlow were

at the will of the court for insufficient answers on their account

concerning a particular debt.14

¯

¯

9.
i0.

ii.

12.

13.

14.

cf. Crown pleas of the Wiltshire eyre, ed. C.A.F. Meekings
Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society, Records

Branch, xvi (1960), pp. 106-7.

See below, vol. ii, p. vi.

e.g. 897, 931.

e.g. 78-88, 1014-17.

e.g. 91, 580.

1057.

1070.

235.



Views

There are Ii entries of views. None of the views were of the type

made of English sheriff’s accounts after each proffer as a preliminary

to audit.I One was a view of summonses held by the sheriff of

Dublin made by the barons of the exchequer as part of an inquiry

concerning debts in a number of counties in Leinster.2 Views made

during inquiries concerning debts were probably usually recorded on

special rolls. Presumably the Dublin view was recorded on the

memoranda roll because it was made in or near the exchequer.3

The other i0 views were made in early autumn 1310 because the

exchequer needed money urgently to pay for purveyance¯ Half of them

were views of summonses held by sheriffs, mayors and bailiffs in

Dublin and neighbourlng areas made in order to determine how much they

would be expected to levy and pay into the exchequer at Michaelmas.4

The other five were views of the accounts or arrears of account of

reeves and receivers of demesne manors made in order to establish the

amount of rent or arrears of rent which they could be required to pay

on the same date.5

Deliveries of records

Two of the five entries to be considered here concern the delivery of

records to exchequer officials. Indentures of various particulars of

¯

2.

3.

4.

5.

See above, pp.~ 2-3.

892.

cf. above, p~93.

1371-2, 1669-71.

1672-6.



receipts held by a former chamberlain, Henry Walton, were delivered to

the engrosser.6 And the sheriff of Louth delivered indentures

concerning goods of the Templars to the chamberlalns.7 The third

entry states that two summonses were delivered to John Pipe of Youghal

to be brought to the sheriff of Cork.8 The fourth records the

delivery of bonds belonging to Simon Rudham to Simon’s heir, Roger

Rudham.9 The fifth concerns the delivery by the treasurer and

barons to Andrew Fulbourn of acquittances under the seal of the late

Queen Eleanor for money paid by Stephen Fulbourn.I0

Renders

The four entries of renders record the payment in kind of rents owed

for lands in Ranelagh, Kilbarrack, Crumlin and Dalkey, all in county

Dublin. The items rendered were a pound of pepper, a half pound of

pepper, two pairs of gloves and a goshawk.ll It appears that

renders were due once a year in Michaelmas term, although in two cases

two years’ rent were paid at one time, and in one of these the payment

was made in Trinity term.12 Renders were paid to the treasurer and

chamberlains in the lower exchequer,13 and reported by the

chamberlains to the upper exchequer,14 where they were recorded on

the memoranda rolls. It is not clear what the exchequer did with the

items received.

Commlttals to the custody of the marshal

Three entries record commlttals to the custody of the marshal. Former

sheriffs of Tipperary and Roscommon were committed to his custody

6. 1058.

7. 1064.

8. 109.

9. 1324.

i0. 1328.

II. 106, ii0, 126, 1319.

12. 126, 1319.

13. 126; RC 8/13, pp. 22, 24.

14. e.g. 1319.
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until they had satisfied the king concerning their arrears of

15account.     And a former chamberlain, Henry Walton, was committed to

his custody, pending the giving of security for the payment of his

debts to the king.16 In addltlon many entries of pleas, verdicts

and judgments in actions of trespass include postscripts stating that

the defendant was committed to the custody of the marshal following

conviction, and was admitted to make fine at a later date.17

Miscellaneous entries

Many of the miscellaneous entries have already been considered earlier

in this section. A few such as the treasurer’s order concerning

dividend tallies,18 have been discussed in the first part of the

introduction. Of the remainder, several related generally to the

hearing of accounts. One of these recorded a decision that an account

could be engrossed, even though the particulars had been lost, because

they had already been carefully examined before they were lost.19

Another states that it was agreed that purveyors in Waterford should

have £20 for their expenses over the previous seven years.20 And

when John Bonneville’s bailiff at Nobber accounted in the exchequer,

his account was enrolled on the memoranda roll.21 There are also

some miscellaneous recognisances. For example three mariners

recognlsed receipt of stated quantities of victuals from

22purveyors.

15. 594, 1366.

16. 201.

17. See below, p. ~o6.

18. See above, p. 2~-

19. 1337.

20. 1351.

21. 989.

22. 1350.
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Dating of entries

Somewhat more than half the entries among the debts recognlsed and

other memoranda are dated. The result of an analysis of the dating of

entries is set out in Table XXXI. It will be seen that some types of

entry were always dated, others were never dated. This gives rise to

the obvious question: why was it thought necessary to date some types

of entries, but not others?

TABLE XXXI : DATING OF ENTRIES AMONG THE DEBTS RECOGNISED AND

OTHER MEMORANDA IN THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR 1309/10

Entries which were

always dated

Recognlsances of

debt and related

entries

Commissions and

oath takings

Deliveries of
records

Renders

Entries which were

sometimes dated

Writs issuing

Returns to writs

Days given in

writ form
Malnprises and

related
recognisances

Committals to the
custody of the

marshal

Entries which were

never dated

Appointment of

attorneys

Days given in
simple form

Amercement s

Views

In commissions and oath takings the date was an essential element in

the facts recorded. Obviously the exchequer needed to know the date

from which a person held an office or lands. This was especially

important if    he was liable to render account for his income and

expenditure, or was in receipt of a fee.

Recognisances of debts were probably dated in order to facilitate the

tracing of particular entries. It would have been important to the



remembrancers to be able to find a particular recognisance, both in

order to confirm that its terms were as stated by a plaintiff who

alleged default, and to enable him to cancel it when the debt was

satisfied. When a recognlsance was made, the creditor was probably

given a bill obligatory as a secondary record of the debt.I If so,

the bill would certainly have been dated. Tracing the recognisance

would therefore have been easy, as the bill could be used to establish

its date.

Renders were probably dated for similar reasons. The exchequer must

have issued some form of acquittance to a tenant making a render¯ The

latter would have produced it on his account as proof of payment. As

it would certainly have been dated, tracing an entry on the memoranda

roll in order to verify the acquittance would have been that much

easier if the entry was also dated. It is less easy to see why

deliveries of records should have been dated. It may be that an

indenture was made between the parties concerned, and that the entries

were dated in order to make it easier to find the entries and thereby

authenticate the indentures.

It is easy enough to understand why entries of days given in simple

form and entries of amercements were not dated. Normally the

remembrancers must have wanted to trace all entries in which a

particular day was given, or all amercements imposed in a given

period. Dating the entries would not have made this any easier. And

even when they did need to trace a particular entry, they would not

usually have had to hand any document giving the date of the entry.

In the case of views a number of entries were generally enrolled on a

single membrane, and it may therefore have seemed unnecessary to date

them.

I ¯ This was certainly done when a recognlsance was made

before a mayor under the Statute Merchant (Stat. Ire, John - Hen.

V, p. 102; Statutes of the realm, i, p. 98.
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The fact that appointments of attorneys were not dated is more

surprising¯ The remembrancers must sometimes have had cause to check

the validity of a person’s claim to be another’s attorney. It

therefore seems unlikely that attorneys had letters which gave the

date of their appointment. If they did have such letters, tracing the

corresponding entries on the memoranda roll would surely have been

easier if the entries were dated.

The most puzzling entries are those that are sometimes dated and

sometimes not. In the case of writs issuing, most writs ordering

assignments were dated, while most other writs were not. It is

possible that in May 1310 the chief remembrancer decided that entries

of writs ordering assignments should be dated, so that they could more

easily be found when the addressees produced the writs on their

accounts. Only one of the ii entries made up to the middle of May is

dated, while all but two of the 15 made thereafter are dated.2 In

the case of mainprises, it seems that many of the dated entries

recorded undertakings to acquit a third party of arrears of account or

a debt owed to the king.3 It is possible that the third party was

given a dated bill which made it easier to trace the mainprise at a

later stage.

In general the dated entries are in chronological order, but this is

not always so. So while most entries were probably written at the

time of the fact recorded, this cannot always have been true. This

caveat applies especially to entries of commissions. For example, two

commissions dated 28 February were enrolled among a number of entries

dated 6 March.4 A few recognisances of debt were also dated out

¯

¯

4.

Those dated are: 636, 1029-30, 1033, 1044, 1046-7, 1298-9,

1323, 1327, 1324, 1369. Those not dated are 99, 112, 227, 237,

357, 359, 609, 629, 992, 1005, 1078, 1329.
e.g. I011, 1013.

642-50.



of order, although only to the extent of one or two days.5 In

general other dated entries were always made in chronological order,

except for one period in May 1310 when the order breaks down.6

The fact that dated entries are generally but not always in order

obviously determines the extent to which undated entries can be

assigned dates. They can be roughly dated by reference to a number of

the preceding and following entries, but precise dating is not

possible.

5. e.g. 114-16.

6. 1044-78.
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PLEAS, VERDICTS AND JUDGMENTS

Both the memoranda roll and the plea roll contain entries of pleas

made and verdicts and Judgments given in legal actions heard in the

exchequer. On the memoranda roll 33 such entries were made under the

heading ’Pleas touching the king’;I a further seven occur among the

debts recognised and other memoranda.2 On the plea roll ii entries of

this kind were enrolled under the heading ’Common pleas’.3 Normally

these entries begin by summarising the pleas made by plaintiffs and

defendants, which is why they are described simply as pleas in the

headings on the rolls. However most of them also give details of juries’

verdicts and of judgments, while one records a verdict and the ensuing

judgment but not any pleas which may have been made in the case.4 As a

rule the pleas made and the verdicts and judgments given in a particular

action were all enrolled in a single entry, and the proceedings recorded

in a particular entry concern one action only. But two entries among the

debts recognised and other memoranda relate to the same actlon,5 while a

third is largely a duplicate of entry among the pleas touching the king.

And another entry among the pleas touching the king refers to two separate

7though related actions¯

There appears to be no significance in the fact that a few of the entries

on the memoranda roll were enrolled as debts recognlsed and other

memoranda rather than as pleas touching the king. But the distinction

made in the rolls between pleas touching the king and common pleas was

both real and important. The nature of the distinction is made clear in

Table XXXII, which shows the extent to which the king’s interests were

i ¯

2.
3.

¯

5.
6.

7.

69-77, 657-67, 918-19, 957-62, 1260-4.

105, 168, 185, 240, 597, 1031, 1052.
1950-1, 2164-5, 2167-8, 2170-I, 2435-7. Entries of days given

under this heading have been discussed with the entries of days

given among the debts recognlsed and other memoranda on the
memoranda roll (see above, p° I 80~-

960.

240, 597.

959, 1031.
See below, p. lg~, n. Ii.
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affected in the legal actions recorded in entries of pleas, verdicts

and judgments. In more than half the actions the king was sole

plaintiff¯ In almost one third the king and an individual were joint

plaintiffs. Less than one eighth of the actions did not affect the

king’s interests in any way. All but one of the entries of actions in

whlch the king was sole plaintiff are to be found on the memoranda

roll. 14 In the one exception an individual’s interests were also

affected although he was not named as joint plalntlff.15 The two

actions in which individuals sought redress from the king for wrongs

done in his name were also entered on the memoranda roll.16 On the

other hand all the actions brought by individual plaintiffs in which

the king’s interests were not affected were recorded in entries on the

plea roll.17 The position with regard to actions in which the king

and individuals were joint plaintiffs is less clear-cut. The

officials of the exchequer seem to have been uncertain how to classify

such actions, as 12 of the actions are on the memoranda roll, while

four are on the plea roll.18

¯

¯

i0.

Ii.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

Although one action is recorded in entries under both headings in

the memoranda roll (959, 1031), the total number of actions is
the same as the total number of entries when account is taken of

the subsidiary action referred to in n. Ii below¯

Both entries relate to the same action (240, 597).
The total number of actions in this category is only 15, as the

two entries among the debts recognised and other memoranda relate

to the same action (240, 597).
The total number of actions recorded under the heading is 34, as

one entry records proceedings in two actions (1260). It has been

classified on the basis of the main action in which the king and

an individual were joint plaintiffs. A verdict in favour of the

defendant in this action gave rise to a subsidiary action in

which the king was sole plaintiff and the individual plaintiff in

the main action was defendant¯

The total number of actions recorded under the heading is 6,

because the two entries among the debts recognised and other

memoranda relate to the same action (240, 597).

The total number of actions is 50 (see ns. 8-11 above).

e.g. 1264.

1950.

70-1.

e.g. 2435.

75.
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When determining the identify of plaintiffs in actions, it must be

remembered that a plaintiff did not necessarily prosecute his case in

person. Cases in which the king was sole plaintiff were often brought

by someone who was described as suing on the king’s behalf. On one

19occasion this prosecutor was the king’s pleader, Richard Blund, ,

but usually he was an official ~irectly concerned with the matter,

such as the escheator or the watchman of Dublin Castle.20.    In

actions in which the king and an individual were joint plaintiffs the

individual was often said to be suing both for the king and for

himself. 21 The wording of entries of pleas made by individuals as

sole plaintiffs might be taken as implying that they always sued in

person. However the defendants in three actions pleaded by

attorney,22 and there is no reason to think that the plaintiffs

could not do the same.

Types of legal action

The results of an analysis of the types of legal action recorded in

entries of pleas, verdicts and judgments are set out in Table XXXIII.

All of the actions fall into one of the following categories, trepass,

debt and account. Most of them are described as belonging to one or

other of these categories in the rolls themselves. Those actions

which are not so described have been classified by analogy with

similar actions. When classifying actions it must be remembered that

the terms trespass and debt were broadly defined by the clerks of the

exchequer. All actions in which the plaintiff claimed that a wrong

19. 75.

20. 657-8.

21. e.g. 69.

22. 660, 664, 1951.
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had been done to him were regarded as actions of trespass¯ Actions

which might have been classified as actions of detlnue if they had

been reported in the year books were included among actions of debt in

the records of the exchequer.9

About two-thirds of the entries of pleas, verdicts and judgments

related to actions of trespass. Just over a quarter concerned actions

of debt. Most of the actions of trespass were brought by or on behalf

of the king as sole plaintiff or the king and individuals as joint

plaintiffs¯ Consequently it is not surprising that all but two of

them were recorded in entries on the memoranda roll. The actions of

debt are fairly evenly divided between those in which the king and

individuals were joint plaintiffs and those brought by individual

plaintiffs only. The entries in which they are recorded are similarly

divided between the memoranda roll and the plea roll. The two actions

of account were both brought by the king and individuals as joint

plaintiffs and are both recorded on the plea roll.

¯

¯

¯

5.

¯

¯

¯

9.

The number of actions is 6, as one entry records proceedings in
two actions (see above, p. I ~ n.ll).

Although one entry under the heading ’Pleas touching the king’

records two actions of this type (see n. i above), a third action

was recorded in entries under both headings on the memoranda

roll, so that the total number of actions is the same as the

total number of entries.

The total number of actions is 29, as one entry records

proceedings in two actions (see n. I above)¯

The two entries relate to a single action (240, 597).

The total number of actions is 13, as the two entries among the
debts recognlsed and other memoranda relate to a single action

(see n. 4 above)¯
The total number of actions is 34, as one entry records

proceedings in two actions (see n. I above)¯

The total number of actions is 6, as two entries related to a
single action (see n. 4 above)¯

The total number of actions is 50 (see ns. 1-7) above)¯
See above, p.99-
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Almost one third of the actions of trespass related to lands,

buildings and goods taken into the king’s hand. A number of these

concern alleged misappropriation of goods in hand. For example David

Haye and Geoffrey Cheever were charged with the seizure of goods

iObelonging to Nicholas Cheerer the deceased bishop of Lelghlin,

while the sheriff of Carlow was eventually found guilty of taking for

his own use goods belonging to John Bonneville which he had been

ordered to take in hand.II In other actions the defendant was

accused of entering lands in hand in contempt of the klng.12 In a

more unusual case Maurlce Pontis was convicted of persuading the heir

of Master Henry Top to marry his daughter in the belief that she was

the daughter of Richard Blund, and thereby misappropriating the heir’s

marriage which belonged to the king as lord of lands which were in

hand.13 In another unusual case John Clerk was found to have

acquired lands in Leixlip, which had been in the king’s hand for more

than 30 years because their owner had died in prison, by buying the

previous owner’s interest in the lands and conspiring with him to

14
recover the lands by assize of mort dancestor.     The two actions in

which individual plaintiffs sought redress from the king also related

to lands taken in hand. William Clere proved that the manor of

Carnalway, which had been taken in hand in the belief that it had

belonged to his brother Nicholas, a former treasurer who died heavily

in debt to the king, had in fact been held jointly by them and

I0. 74.

ii. 962.

12. e.g. 185.

13. 657.

14. 1262.
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therefore should not be burdened with Nicholas’s debts.15 And a

jury found that a tenement at Stathcony, which had been taken in hand

on the basis that it had belonged to John Hatch, had in fact been

inherited by Simon Stathcony, and had never belonged to John.16

Almost a quarter of the actions of trespass concerned interference

with the purveyance of victuals. In one Andrew Selyman was accused of

removing wine belonging to him which had been taken by the mayor of

Dublin for the use of the justlclar.17 The other seven all arose

out of resistance to the purveyance of corn in counties Dublin and

Meath for the sustenance of the army in Scotland in the spring of

1310.18 Three of them referred to a mock excommunication of men

threshing wheat and oats found in a barn at Scurlockstown.19 All

seven actions were brought at the suit of Edmund de la Mare, the

official sent from England to supervise the purveyance. They were

heard at a special sitting during the vacation in the middle of Lent.

Presumably it was thought necessary to have the cases tried as soon as

possible in order to discourage others from hindering the purveyance

of victuals.

Slightly less than one quarter of the actions of trespass were brought

against officials accused of various kinds of misconduct. The

treasurer’s clerk was committed to prison for arriving late in the

15. 70.

16. 71.

17. 1263.

18. 661-7.

19. 662-4.

1309.

cf. J.F. Lydon, The lordship of Ireland in the middle

(Dublin, 1972), p. 136, where the date is given wrongly as
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exchequer on 27 May 1310.20 The defendants in two cases had left

their bailiwicks without presenting lieutenants in the exchequer.21

A collector of murage was alleged to have favoured his friends by

failing to collect murage from them.22 The keeper of the Templars’

houses at Kilsaran was charged with refusing to deliver the houses to

his succesor when ordered to do so.23. The reeve of the manor of

Newcastle Lyons was found to have retained for his own use money

levied from rents and farms.24 The constable of Newcastle

Mackinegan was convicted of imprisoning the reeve of the manor there,

of hindering the levying of rents and of taking timber for his own use

from the king’s wood.25 On the other hand the constable of Dublin

Castle was found not guilty of repairing his houses in Francis Street

26with timber bought for the use of the king.

Officials were not the only persons accused of misappropriating

timber. In two actions the defendants were convicted of taking oak,

alder and brushwood from the king’s wood at Okethy, Leixlip and

Newcastle Lyons.27 In a rather similar case the jury found that

Gilbert Miller and Adam Harper were accustomed to fish in the River

Liffey at Esker on the side belonging to the king and the

treasurer.28 The king’s rights were also infringed when one of his

betaghs was unjustly ejected from his holding in Saggart by an

Englishman.29 An exceptionally complicated case began with a claim

by Henry Cruise that William Giffard had built a stone house with

stones taken from walls on land held by Henry and his wife in the

manor of Rathcosthy (? Rathcoffey) in Okethy, which would revert to

20. 1052.

21. 76, 168.

22. 75.

23. 659.

24. 69.

25. 961.

26. 658.

27. 959-60.

28. 958.

29. 77.
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the king on his wife’s death; William admitted taking the stones but

made a counter - claim that he had built the house to defend the area

against the Irish of Offaly; the jury agreed that this was so and

30found Henry guilty of failing to defend the manor.

More than half the entries of pleas, verdicts and judgments in cases

of debt related to actions brought by or on behalf of the king and an

individual plaintiff in which the latter demanded that the defendant

acquit him of a debt owed to the king. Sometimes one of the parties

is identified as an official engaged in the collection of revenue. In

one such case a former sheriff of Tipperary claimed that Michael

Faringdon and Adam Hunt had undertaken to account for him and should

therefore answer for his arrears,31 while in another the sergeant of

Kells in county Meath was unable to deny liability for a debt of 35

shillings.32 In other cases one cannot tell whether any of the

parties were collectors of revenue. Thus the executor of Jordan

Condon (de Caunteton) caused William and Mabel Canteloup to answer the

king for goods which had belonged to Jordan; Jordan may have been an

official but he is not so described in any of the relevant

entries.33 The only action of debt in which the king was sole

plaintiff also concerned goods belonging to Jordan.34 The other

five actions of debt were brought by individual plaintiffs and did not

directly affect the king’s interests. For example an Italian merchant

succeeded in his claim for payment for a last of hldes,35 while an

exchequer official failed to secure payment for a debt which had been

assigned to hlm.36.    In a more complicated case the court ordered

30. 1260.

31. 1951.

32. 660.

33. 2164 and its cross references.

34. 957.

35. 2171.

36. 2168.
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that the widow of a receiver of the fifteenth of 1292 and her present

husband should recover £4 from her son, because he had obtained

possession of land which had been delivered to her so that she could

be satisfied for £4 paid to the king on behalf of her former

husband.37

In one of the actions of account the sheriff of Meath demanded that

William Wolf (le Lowe) acquit him of i00 shillings in respect of a

crop of corn belonging to a crown debtor which had been sold to Wolf.

On the basis of the plea entry alone this action might be classified

as one of debt, but other entries refer to it as a plea of

account.38 In the other action Ralph Keneflck was attached to

render account to the king and Nicholas John, executor of Walter Moor,

a former keeper of customs and the prise of wines at Drogheda, for

goods and money with a total value of about £150 received when he was

Walter’s agent. Proceedings in this matter had already taken place

before the mayor and bailiffs of Drogheda and the seneschal of Dieppe

in Normandy, and were continued in the justiclar’s court.39 It also

gave rise to the only action of trespass brought by an individual in

which the king’s interests were not affected. Unfortunately the

records of the latter action are defective, but it appears that

Nicholas John and the other executors of Walter Moor complained that

Richard Blund, sergeant, had acted for Keneflck in the exchequer,

having previously acted for them in Drogheda.40

Form and wording of entries

Most entries of pleas, verdicts and judgments begin with one or more

sentences stating that the plaintiff came when attached to answer the

plaintiff and giving details of the latter’s complaint or charge.I

37.

38.

39.

40.

I.

2435.

2165 and its cross references.

2170 and its cross references.

2167.

e.g. 72, 1950.
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Clearly these initial sentences summarise a number of different stages

of procedure¯ First of all the plaintiff or a prosecutor or attorney

acting on his behalf must have come to the exchequer and made a

complaint or claim against the defendant¯ It is possible that some

plaintiffs presented their complaint or claim in a written bill. The

exchequer must then have issued one or more writs, or sometimes

2
perhaps unsealed bills or precepts, ordering that the defendant be

attached to appear in the exchequer on a given day. When the

defendant or his attorney came, the plaintiff or his prosecutor or

attorney must have reiterated his complaint or claim in an oral plea.

In nearly all entries these initial sentences are written in the past

tense¯ All subsequent proceedings are normally written in the present

tense. It therefore seems certain that the remembrancer or clerk of

common pleas began keeping the record of pleas, verdicts and

judgments in a case only when the defendant appeared. Of course it

does not necessarily follow that the entry on the roll was written at

the time of hearing¯ It is much more likely that the entry was

written up afterwards from notes taken at the time, as was done in the

3Dublin bench¯

The statement that the defendant came when attached is usually

followed by details of a plea made by him. The defendants in seven

4
cases were unable to deny guilt or liability.    And in some actions

of debt they asked what evidence there was against them.5 Three

defendants simply pleaded not guilty.6 However most defendants

pleaded not guilty and put forward an alternative version of the facts

¯

3.
See above, p.~04.

Select cases in the court of the king’s bench under Edward I, ii,

¯

5.

6.

ed. G. O. Sayles, Selden Society, 57 (1938), pp. xxix-xx; Cal.

justic, rolls Ire.,1295-1303 pp. 5-6.

e.g 667, 2171.

e.g. 2436.

e.g. 658.
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of the case.7 In actions of trespass pleading normally ended at

this point, but in actions of debt and account further pleas were

often made by both parties.8

If the defendant was unable to deny guilt or liability, the court

normally gave judgment against him immediately.9 In actions of debt

in which either or both of the parties produced written evidence, the

court usually gave judgment on the basis of this evldence.10 And

in a few cases of trespass in which the defendant pleaded not guilty,

ii
the court nevertheless gave judgment against him immediately.     But

in a majority of cases the defendant concluded his plea or pleas with

a request that the matter be investigated by a jury from the locality

in question (per patriam).12 Some plaintiffs made a similar

request.13 Such requests seem always to have been granted and an

order that a jury be summoned to appear on a given day follows. On

occasion the order for the appearance of the jury includes a nlsi

prius clause to the effect that the jury should come to the exchequer

on the day given, unless an exchequer official took the inquisition in

the locality before then.14 Some entries also include details of

security given for the appearance of the defendant on the day in

15question.

In cases in which a jury was summoned the main entry ends at this

point¯ Subsequent proceedings were recorded in postscripts. On the

memoranda roll postscripts recording verdicts of juries are a standard

feature. In only one case on the roll is there definite evidence that

¯

8.
9.

i0.

ii.

12.

13.

14.

15.

e.g. 659, 1950.

e.g. 73, 2165, 2435.
See above p.203, n. ~, above.

e.g. 2437.

e.g. 77.

e.g. 74.

e.g. 1262.

e.g. 657.

e.g. 1264.



a verdict was given which was not recorded as a postscript to the

entry of pleas.16 On the plea roll verdicts seem to have been

recorded in a more haphazard fashion. Juries were summoned in six

cases, but verdicts are enrolled in only two of these.17 In another

two it is possible that no verdict was ever given,18 but in the

remaining two it seems certain that verdicts were given but not

enrolled.19 The probable explanation is that the verdicts in the

latter cases were recorded in inquisitions on the flies of

inquisitions and extents.20 If this is correct, the judgments in

such cases were presumably added to the inquisitions, as they are not

recorded on the rolls.

If the king was a plaintiff the jury almost always appeared on the day

given. But in cases in which the king’s interests were not directly

affected the jurors seem to have been more ready to risk amercement

for non-appearance, and it was often necessary for the court to set

another day for their appearance.21 There must also have been

occasions when a further adjournment was required because one or other

party failed to come to hear the jury’s verdict, but none are recorded

in the rolls for 1309/10. Once both the parties and the jurors were

present, the latter gave their verdict. Only rarely was this a simple

statement to the effect that the defendant was either guilty or not

guilty.22 Often the verdict was as long or longer than the parties’

pleas, and contained a different version of the facts to that put

forward by either party.23 It seems that the court could ask the

jury questions while the verdict was being glven.24 The names of

25
the jurors were only recorded in three entries.

16.

17.

18.
19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

963, 1425.
2168, 2435.

1951, 2164.

1950, 2165 and their cross references.

See above, p. JZo

e.g. 1951.

e.g. 665.

e.g. 664.

e.g. 961.

71, 658, 957.
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When the jury found the defendant not guilty, the court always gave

judgment in his favour immediately. In one such case the plaintiff

was amerced for making a false claim,26 while in another the jury’s

verdict led to a counter-charge being brought against him on the

king’s behalf.27 If the defendant was found to be guilty judgment

was normally given against him at once,28 but sometimes the hearing

was adjourned to a later date, security being taken for the

defendant’s appearance to hear his judgment.29

When judgment was given against a defendant in an action of trespass

In which the king was a plaintiff, he was generally committed to the

custody of the marshal and admitted to make fine at a later date.30

A more unusual penalty imposed on clergy found guilty of hindering the

purveyance of victuals was to say a specified number of masses for the

soul of King Edward 1.31 An entry among the common writs issuing on

the plea roll makes it clear that the exchequer could also order the

payment of damages.32 In cases relating to debts owed to the king

the court simply ordered that the defendant be charged with the

debt.33 When a debt was owed to an individual it ordered that the

plaintiff recover the debt from the defendant.34 In one of the

actions of account it ordered that the defendant should render account

to the plaintiff on a given day.35

The procedure followed in the two actions in which the plaintiff

sought redress from the king for wrongs done in his name was naturally

rather different from that used in other cases. The king could not be

26. 2168.

27. 1260.

28. e.g. 958.

29. e.g. 1263.

30. e.g. 661.

31. e.g. 662.

32. 1682.

33. e.g. 1261.

34. e.g. 2435.

35. 2170.
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a defendant in his own court.36 Consequently the entries of these

actions begin with a statement of the plaintiff’s grievance and a

request that a remedy be provided, in both the court proceeded

immediately to trial of the issue, in one by examining deeds,37 and

in the other by summoning a jury.38 And in both the plaintiff’s

claim was found to be justified and judgment was given in his favour.

The procedure followed in a case brought on behalf of the king against

the mayor of Dublin was also unusual in that the exchequer had first-

hand knowledge of the mayor’s guilt. The entry in question begins

with a description of the trespass committed by him and a statement

that the liberty of the city had been taken into the king’s hand.39

Entries in later memoranda and plea rolls

Reference must be made to a number of important changes in the manner

in which pleas, verdicts and judgments were recorded in later

memoranda and plea rolls. The first change occurred at or soon after

Michaelmas 1314. In the memoranda roll for Trinity term 1314 there

was still a membrane devoted specifically to ’Pleas touching the

klng’.l However by Easter term 1315, the next term for which

evidence is available, the plea entries on the memoranda roll were all

included among the ’Debts recognised and other memoranda’.2 There

is no obvious reason why this change should have been made.

A second change took place some time between Michaelmas 1316 and

Michaelmas 1319. Entries of pleas are to be found in large numbers

under the heading ’Debts recognlsed and other memoranda’ in the

36.

37.

38.

39.

I.

2.

W.S. Holdsworth, A history of English Law, ix (London, 1950), pp.

7-12.

70.

71.

76.
RC 8/9, p. 589.

e.g. RC 8/10, pp. 59-62.
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memoranda roll for 1315/16.3 But there are only one or two such

entries in the memoranda roll for 1319/204 (the rolls for the

intervening period did not survive long enough to be calendared)¯ The

change cannot be the result of a contraction in the jurisdiction of

the exchequer, as the types of action in question are precisely those

which would have fallen within its jurisdiction no matter how narrowly

this was defined.5 Nor it is possible that pleas in actions of this

kind were now being enrolled in the roll of common pleas; none appear

in the roll for 1324/5.6 And it is most unlikely that a separate

roll of pleas touching the king was being kept, as no reference to

such a roll has been found in the calendars of the memoranda rolls for

the period up to 1369. The key to the solution of the problem may lie

in the fact that most of the pleas recorded in the memoranda rolls in

the period 1309-16 related to actions of trespass in which juries were

summoned. It has already been suggested that even in 1309/10 some

verdicts of juries and the ensuing judgments were recorded in

inquisitions in the file of inquisitions and extents.7 It may well

be that by Michaelmas 1319 it had been decided to record all pleas and

subsequent proceedings in legal actions in which a jury was summoned

in the files of inquisitions and extents rather than in the memoranda

and plea rolls.

A third change in the manner in which pleas were recorded was made in

1324. A much larger number of pleas in actions of debt were recorded

in the memoranda roll for 1324/5 then in earlier rolls, although the

number of membranes occupied by pleas remained less than in the period

1309-16¯ One reason for the change is that it appears that

recognisances had to a limited extent been replaced by pleas in which

¯

4.

5.

6.

7.

e.g. RC 8/10, pp. 570-4.

e.g. EX 1/2, mm. lOd, 45.

See above, pp.100-1.
RC 8/14, pp. 387-437¯

See above, p. 20~.
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the defendant admitted liabillty.8 Another reason seems to have

been a redefinition of the distinction between pleas touching the king

and common pleas. In 1309/10 pleas in which the king and individuals

were joint plaintiffs occurred in the plea roll as well as the

memoranda roll, but in 1324/5 no such pleas were recorded in the plea

roll.9

¯

9.
RC 8/14, pp. 35-6, 52-3, 67-8, 77-8 etc.

RC 8/14, pp. 387-437.
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WRITS ISSUING

Two sections in the memoranda roll and one in the plea roll for

1309/10 consist almost entirely of entries of writs issuing from the

exchequer. They contain a total of 1580 entries, of which 835 are to

be found in the memoranda roll, 476 being enrolled under the heading

’Writs issuing for the king’ and 359 under the heading ’Common writs

issuing’. The other 745 entries are enrolled in the plea roll under

ithe heading ’Common writs’.

The results of an analysis of the entries in each section are set out

in Table XXXIV. The entries have been grouped into nine general

categories. Within each of the larger categories those types of writ

of which there are at least I0 entries are shown separately. The

discussion of the writs issuing which follows will consist largely of

a detailed examination of the various categories and types of writ.

However a number of general points must first be made concerning the

nature of the writs issued, the difference between the writs recorded

in three sections, the form and purpose of the entries made in them,

and the identity of the persons to whom the writs were addressed.

Most of the entries in all three sections fall into two categories.

The first category is made up of writs seeking the appearance of

individuals in the exchequer to answer concerning debts, to render

account, or for other reasons. The second category consists of writs

relating to the collection of debts owed to the king or other persons.

Each category is dominated by a single type of writ, the first by the

writ venire facias and the second by the writ levare facias. None of

the writs were original writs of the kind issued by chancery to

I ¯ See above, pp. 12~i IBI.



TABLE XXXIV: TYPES OF ENTRY RECORDED IN THE WRITS ISSUING
SECTIONS OF THE MEMORANDA AND PLEA ROLLS
FOR 1309/102

TYPE OF ENTRY

Writs seeking the appearance of
individuals
Venire facias
Distringas and related writs
Attachies (habeas corpus) and

related writs
Sis
Scire facias
Capias securitatem
Sequestrate facias
TOTAL

Writs concerning the collection
of debts
Lavare facias
Habeas pecuniam and related

writs
Capias in manum
Other writs
TOTAL

Writs concerning juries,
inquests and extents
Venire faclas
Other writs
TOTAL

Writs ordering a stay in or an
end to proceedings
Ponas in respectum (respectues)
Supersedeas
Other writs
TOTAL

Writs concerning goods and
lands taken into the king’s
hand

Writs concerning purveyance

Writs concerning elections and
offices

Miscellaneous writs

NUMBER OF ENTRIES

Memoranda roll Plea Roll

Writs for
the king

Common Common
writs writs

85 85 374
22 6 16
54 3 2

TOTAL

544
44
59

17 5 - 22
1 15 - 16
9 5 - 14
i - - i

189 119 392 700

137 123 317
17 3 3

15 ~

i 6 -
170 132 320

22 7 14
9 i -

31 8 14

2 20 1
2 7 i
i 17 2
5 44 4

Ii 17 i

I017

21

16 16 9

577
23

Other entries3 16

GRAND TOTAL

15
7

622

43
i0
53

23
i0
20
53

29

27

22

41

12 5    33

m

476 359 745 1580

NOTE : Footnotes are on following page.
~Ii



initiate proceedings in the other central courts, as such writs were

4not required to initiate proceedings in the exchequer¯

Most of the more common types of writ issued by the exchequer were

returnable¯ This meant that the official to whom the writ was

addressed had to return the writ to the exchequer with an endorsement

on its back stating what action had been taken.5 Returned writs

were kept in files held by the remembrancers and the clerk of common

pleas.6 A few of the more important returns were enrolled on the

memoranda roll among the debts recognised and other memoranda.7

The difference between writs issuing for the king and common writs

issuing is fairly obvious. Nearly all the writs issuing for the king

relate to accounts of officials, legal actions in which the king was

¯

¯

¯

5.

¯

7.

Some writs which contain more than one clause could be placed in

more than one category or type. If any one clause in such a writ

is clearly more important than the other clauses, the writ has

been classified on the basis of that clause. If the clauses seem
to be of equal importance, the writ has been included in the

category of miscellaneous writs¯

Eight entries of common writs on the memoranda roll and four of
writs for the king are illegible (740-1, 1437-8, 1612-14, 1631-

5). Four entries among the common writs on the memoranda roll

are cancelled, in at least three cases because the writs were
entered among the writs for the king (522-3, 539, 876). One

entry among the writs for the king was not completed (1165)¯ One

summons (313) and i0 entries of kinds normally recorded among the
debts recognised and other memoranda (251, 356-7, 359-60, 703,

892, 895-7) were enrolled under the heading ’Writs issuing for

the king’¯ In most cases this was probably done in order to

avoid wasting parchment by commencing new membranes late in term.

The entries have been discussed with the appropriate sections
(see above, p.|61, and below, p.2~). Five entries of days

given on the plea roll (1826, 1969-71, 2163), for which there was

no specified section on the roll, have been discussed with the
entries of days given on the memoranda roll (see above, p.1~.

See above, p. IO9.
See Select cases in exchequer, p. cxxvii, for an example of a

return to an English exchequer writ.
See above, pp. 12-13.

See above, pp. 17~-~
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the sole or principal plaintiff~, debts owed directly to the king, or

other matters in which the king’s interests were immediately

affected¯ The great majority of the common writs were concerned

either with debts owed to exchequer officials, accountants, crown

debtors and Italian merchants, or with debts owed ultimately to the

king but immediately to such individuals.

The distinction between the common writs entered on the memoranda roll

and those entered on the plea roll is less clear-cut. Quite often a

series of entries concerning a single debt is split between the two

rolls.8 However writs of levare facias ordering the levying of

debts which had been recognised in the exchequer were usually recorded

on the memoranda roll, even if related writs of venire facias had been

recorded on the plea roll.9 Also writs of scire facias, a writ used

mainly in connection with recognisances of debts, are to be found only

on the memoranda roll.lO Clearly the remembrancers had a special

interest in writs relating to the collection of debts recognised in

the exchequer, perhaps because they stood to gain from the successful

collection of such debts.ll In addition writs ordering a stay in or

an end to proceedings were generally recorded as common writs on the

memoranda rolls.12 Most other types of common writ were usually

enrolled on the memoranda roll.

As a rule only one writ is recorded in an entry¯ The few exceptions

to this rule are confined largely to entries of identical writs issued

¯

¯

i0.

ii.

12.

e.g. 378, 383, 481, 1195, 1218, 2257 and their cross

references¯

e.g. 222, 570, 1042, 1355, 1894, 1955 and their cross

references¯
See below, pp. 2 2 7- ~.

See above, p. J 66.

See below, pp. 2~7- ~.
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to a number of officials.13 On a few occasions a single writ

appears to have been enrolled twlce.14 The writs are summarised

rather than being given in full. Normally the following details are

given: the county or other locality concerned, the title of the

official or name of the person to whom the writ was addressed, the

nature of the writ (venire facias, levare facias, etc.), the names of

the parties involved, the matter at issue (account, debt, trespass,

etc.), and the date given for appearance, payment or other action.

The identity of the witness15 and the date of the writ are almost

always omitted. However the dates of writs issued for the king were

recorded for a couple of weeks in Easter Term 1310; they prove that

the writs were enrolled in date order.16 A few entries are followed

by postscripts stating that the addressee was to be amerced because he

17had failed to return the writ.

In cases where a number of common writs were issued in succession, it

was usual either to issue two writs in Michaelmas term and one in each

18 ¯of the other terms,    or to issue one writ a month during term.19

It is harder to discern a pattern in the issue of writs for the king,

but a common practice was to issue one writ a month, not necessarily

only during term.20 Series of writs relating to particular cases

generally appear to be complete. It is therefore likely that most if

not all writs issued by the exchequer were recorded on either the

memoranda or the plea roll. A further indication that this was so is

that there are more entries in the writs issuing sections of the Irish

memoranda roll for 1309/10 than there are on the English memoranda

rolls for 1326/7,21 although the English exchequer must always have

issued a much larger number of writs than the Irish exchequer.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

e.g. 1487-8.

e.g. 1349 and 1398; 2203 and 2219.

In the 1370s returnable writs were normally witnessed by a baron

of the exchequer (RC 8/30, pp. 451-551)

1079 - ii00.

e.g. 296.

e.g. 1744-5 and their cross references.

e.g. 1780 and its cross references.

e.g. 322, 684, 1432 and their cross references.

Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, nos. 1577-2117.



Table XXXV shows the results of an analysis by addressee of the writs

issuing recorded in the Irish memoranda and plea rolls for 1309/10.

All addressees named in five or more entries have been included. The

great majority of the writs were addressed to the sheriff of a county,

the seneschal of a liberty, or the mayor and bailiffs of a city or

borough.

The only other addressees named in five or more entries were the

escheator and the bishop of Emly. More than half of the writs were

addressed to just five officials: the sheriffs of counties Tipperary,

Dublin, Kildare and Meath, and the seneschal of the liberty of

Kilkenny. It is interesting that more writs were sent to the sheriff

of Tlpperary than to the sheriff of Dublin. No doubt this was due

partly to the fact that county Tipperary was much larger than county

Dublin (excluding major liberties). However it must also be

remembered that some orders to the sheriff of Dublin were probably

22conveyed by unsealed bill rather than by writ.

To the historian the writs issuing sections are probably the least

interesting sections of the rolls. Their subject matter is generally

routine in character, and even the more important entries are usually

so abbreviated as to be of limited value. However it is clear that

they were of considerable importance to the exchequer. The writs

issuing membranes of the memoranda rolls for 1309/10 and 1319/20 are

more heavily worn and must therefore have been more frequently

consulted, than any other membranes.23 It seems likely that they

were used as agenda papers, and that the wear and tear was a result of

the remembrancers repeatedly checking the membranes to see what

matters were due to be considered on particular dates.

See above, p.10~.

EX 1/1-2.



TABLE XXXV: THE PRINCIPAL ADDRESSEES IN WRITS ISSUING RECORDED

IN THE MEMORANDA AND PLEA ROLLS FOR 1309/1024

Addressees Number of writs

Sheriff of county Tipperary

Sheriff of county Dublin

Sheriff of county Kildare

Seneschal of the liberty of Kilkenny
Sheriff of county Meath

Sheriff of county Limerick

Sheriff of county Cork

Sheriff of county Louth

Seneschal of the liberty of Trlm

Sheriff of county Waterford

Sheriff of county Carlow
Mayor and bailiffs of Dublin clty

Mayor and bailiffs of Drogheda on the

the side of Louth
Sheriff of county Connacht

Sheriff of county Roscommon

Sheriff of county Kerry

Seneschal of the liberty of Carlow

Seneschal of the liberty of Ulster

Mayor, seneschal and bailiffs of

Drogheda on both sides of the river
Mayor and bailiffs of Cork city

Mayor and bailiffs of Waterford city

Escheator
Bishop of Emly

Seneschal and bailiffs of Drogheda on the

side of Meath

Seneschal of the liberty of Kildare

245

190

149

139

99

93
90

71
67

61

51

47

27

22

22

16

13

ii
12

9

9

9

8

7

5

24. This table has been prepared from the index of persons and

places. It includes writs issuing recorded among the debts

recognlsed and other memoranda or in the course of entries of

pleas, verdicts and judgments. A few writs recorded in more
than one entry have therefore been counted twice. All

addressees named in five or more entries are included in the

table.



Writs seekin~ the appearance of individuals in the exchequer

Venire facias

There are 544 entries of writs of venire faclas among the writs

issuing. Only writs of levare facias occur in larger numbers. The

main reason why there are so many writs of venire facias is that it

was the writ normally used to secure the appearance of an accountant,

defendant or debtor in the exchequer. Also it could be re-issued many

itimes if the person in question failed to appear¯

In both England and Ireland the use of venire faclas as the primary

means of securing the appearance of individuals in court was a

peculiarity of the exchequer. At common law it was used mainly to

secure the appearance of juries.2 In the English exchequer it seems

to have come into use during the thirteenth century. There is no

example of it in the memoranda roll for 1229/30; instead there are

entries of standard common law writs of summons (summone per bonos

summonitores) and attachment by gage and pledges (pone per vadium et

salvos plegios).3 In the memoranda roll for 1326/7 the latter writs

have disappeared and been replaced by writs of venire facias.4

Writs cited by Madox suggest that the change took place before the end

of the reign of Henry 111.5 The earliest surviving reference to

¯

2.

¯

e.g. 1910, 1977 and their cross references¯

Registrum Omnium Brevlum (London, 1595), table of judicial writs,

venire facias.

The memoranda roll of the king’s remembrancer for Michaelmas 1230

¯

5.

- Trinity 1231, ed. Chalfant Robinson, Pipe Roll Society, New

Series, ii (1933), pp. xxxvlii, 124-5; the editor renders the

writ of attachment as pone per vadla.., but this is almost
certainly a mistake, as the standard form was certainly pone per

vadlum... (Early registers of writs, ed. Elsa de Haas and G.D.G.
Hall, Selden Society, 87 (1970), pp. 312-14)¯

Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. 232-88¯

Madox, Exchequer, pp. 556-9.



the use of venire facias by the Irish exchequer dates from 1285.6

As no memoranda rolls are available in any form until 1294,7 it can

only be presumed that venire facias came into use in Ireland at about

the same time as in England.

In essence the writ consisted of a command that a sheriff or other

offclal caused a named person to come on a given date for a stated

purpose. When used in common pleas the writs themselves probably

included a clause indicating that the plaintiff had given security for

prosecuting his claim or ordering the sheriff to obtain such

security,8 but this is left out of the entries in the rolls.    In the

seventeenth century the English exchequer writ of venire facias was

described as being in the nature of a summons.9 However there is

no doubt that even at that date it was in fact a writ of attachment by

gage and pledges. Thus the correct return by a sherlff to the writ if

it had been successfully executed was Infranom’ AB attachiat’ est per

pleg’ viz: IF, RD. AB Armig’ Vic’. Exltus eorum, dlm’marc’.lO This

was similar to the return to the standard common law writ of

attachment by gage and pledges,ll but was quite unlike the return to

a writ of summons.12 An example of a return in this form is to be

found in the Irish memoranda roll for 1315/16, where in response to a

writ of venire facias it is stated that Alice Selby has been attached

(attachlata est).13

.

7.

8.

¯

I0.

ii.

12.

13.

Doc. affairs Ire., no. 42.
See above, p. II 3.

For an example of an English exchequer writ of venire faclas

including such a clause see Pierre Chaplais, English royal

documents: King John to Henry VI, 1199-1461 (Oxford, 1971), p. 57

and plate 4.

Michael Dalton, The office and authority of sheriffs (London,

1662), p. 387.

Ibid.

Ibld., p. 208.

Ibid., p. 150.

RC 8/10, pp. 610-11.



By the late fifteenth century the pledges named in returns to English

exchequer writs of venire faclas were usually fictitious.14 However

a plea heard in the Irish exchequer in Michaelmas Term 1310 proves

that pledges named in returns to Irish exchequer writs of venire

facias of that date must have been real. The coroners of Meath had

been ordered to cause Richard Teeling, the former sheriff of Meath, to

come to the exchequer to answer Richard Dardls, the current sheriff,

concerning the sheriff’s fee. The jury found that a sergeant went to

Teeling’s parish church on a Sunday with a warrant for the arrest of

Teeling. The latter took the warrant, and said that he would not find

mainpernors and did not wish to attach himself there, claiming that

there were no well known men there who were willing to malnprlse

him.15

The reasons for requiring the appearance of persons in the exchequer

given in entries of writs of venire facias in the writs issuing

sections of the rolls for 1309/10 are summarised in Table XXXVI. Just

over three-quarters of the entries sought the appearance of persons to

answer concerning debts. Most of these related to debts owed to other

individuals and were enrolled on the plea roll. Slightly less than

one-tenth of the entries related to actions of trespass. They were

split fairly evenly between the three sections of writs issuing. A

little over one-tenth required the appearance of accountants. In most

cases the accounts were to be rendered to the king, and the writs were

enrolled as writs issuing for the king. The remaining 21 entries

include i0 in which the persons named were to come to do and receive

as enjoined on behalf of the king. The persons in question had been

16
selected for appointment as receivers in various counties.

14. Delloyd John Guth, ’Exchequer penal law enforcement, 1485-1509’

(Ph.D. thesis, University of Pittsburgh, 1967), p. 99.

RC 8/5, pp. 271-5. cf. 2351.

755-9, 785-8, 1430 and their cross references.
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TABLE XXXVI" REASONS FOR REQUIRING THE APPEARANCE OF PERSONS

IN THE EXCHEQUER GIVEN IN ENTRIES OF WRITS OF

VENIRE FACIAS IN THE WRITS ISSUING SECTIONS OF

THE MEMORANDA AND PLEA ROLLS FOR 1309/10

NUMBER OF ENTRIES

Memoranda roll Plea Roll

REASON FOR REQUIRING

APPEARANCE
Writs for Common Common

the king writs writs TOTAL

To answer concerning debts
[lTo answer the king

To answer the king and other

acqui ^individuals (or to
iothers against the king)

To answer other individuals19

TOTAL

8 1

1 16

4 43

13 60

3    12

97     114

239 286

339 412

To answer concerning trespass,

contempt or rela~d charges
To answer the king~-V

To answer the king and other
21

individuals

To answer other individuals22

T OT AL

14 i

3 5

- 7

17 13

15

ii 19

II 18

22 52

To render account
23

To render account to the king

To render account to the king

and other individuals24

To render accRgnt to other
ZDindividuals

TOTAL

37 5 2    44

3
ii

i

85

3 3     6

6
ii

2

374

9

53

21

544

Other    reasons    or    reason

illegible

GRAND TOTAL 85

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

e.g. 727, 1685.

e.g. 811, 822, 1679, 1697.

e.g. 329, 367, 1972-4.

e.g. 280, 677, 1134.

e.g. 1240, 2175.

e.g. 1594, 2350.

e.g. 673, 826.

e.g. 498, 2228.

e.g. 438, 1874, 2326.
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Distrlngas and related writs

If an accountant, defendant or debtor failed to appear in response to

a writ of venire facias, a writ of distrln~as could be issued. There

are 43 entries of the latter type of writ in the rolls for 1309/10¯

The writ commanded a sheriff or other official that he distrain

(distrlngat) a named person to appear in the exchequer on a given date

for a stated purpose. In most entries the sheriff was ordered to

distrain the individuals so ’that he be here’ (quod sit hic).I In

others the sheriff was ordered to distrain him so ’that he (the

sheriff) have his body here’ (quod habeat corpus suum hic).2 As

there is no obvious pattern in the use of the two forms, it is

unlikely that any procedural distinction lies behind the difference in

wording¯ Some entries also state that the sheriff is to distrain the

person concerned ’by his lands and chattels’ (per terras et catalla

sua).3 It seems that this phrase was a standard feature of writs of

4
distringas.    It is probable that it appeared in all Irish exchequer

writs of dlstringas and that it was omitted from the entries on the

rolls solely for the sake of brevity¯ When abbreviated in entries on

English rolls, it was often rendered as an order to distrain ’by

issues’ (per exitus); these were defined in 1285 as rents, crops in

the grange and most moveables.5

An action brought in the exchequer in Trinity term 1320 provides a

good illustration of the process of dlstraint.6 Several writs of

venire facias had been sent to the sheriff of Meath ordering him to

cause the bishop and clergy of the diocese of Meath to come to answer

¯

2.

3.

4.

¯

¯

e.g. 261.

e.g. 791.

e.g. 308.

e.g. Early registers of writs, p. 314 (n 13); G.H. Fowler, Rolls

from the office of the sheriff of Bedfordshire and

Buckinghamshire, 1332-4, Bedfordshire Historical Record Society,

Quarto Memoirs, iil (1929), p. 37, no. 75.

Fowler, Roils from the office of the sheriff, p. 17, citing

Statute of Westminster II, 13 Edward I, c. 39 (Statutes of the

realm, i, p. 91; Stat. Ire, John - Hen. V, pp. 164-5)¯

EX 1/2, m. 45; see also ibid, mm. 16d., 29d., 39.
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the treasurer concerning arrears of an annual pension. The sheriff

made no return to a number of these writs. Eventually he replied that

the bishop had been attached to come on the morrow of the close of

Easter (7 April), but the bishop failed to appear¯ The sheriff was

then ordered to distrain the bishop to be in the exchequer three weeks

after Easter (21 April). The sheriff’s return reported that the chief

sergeant of the crosses of Meath had informed him that the bishop had

been distrained by i0 oxen which had been given to Adam Deveney (le

Deveneis) and Thomas Walsh (le Waleis) for safe-keeplng. When the

bishop again failed to appear, the sheriff was ordered to retain the

goods already in the king’s hand, to take more, to answer for issues

of the goods in the exchequer on the morrow of the Ascension (9 May)

and to take surety from the bishop for his appearance before the

barons on the same day. It should be noted that this rather

complicated writ was recorded on the writs issuing membrane of the

memoranda roll simply as an order to distrain the bishop to be in the

exchequer.7 The sheriff answered that the chief sergeant had told

him that the goods already taken in hand were being kept safely, that

six more oxen had been taken and that the bishop had been attached by

Thomas Walsh and Robert Doge. This time the bishop appeared by

attorney. The case was then adjourned to the octave of Trinity (2

June), when pleadings were heard and judgment was given.

It seems that for a period in the early fourteenth century the

exchequer permitted the use of writs of distrlngas only in matters

directly affecting the king’s interests. In 1309/10 a total of 22

writs of distringas were entered among the writs for the king, of

8
which Ii sought the appearance of minor accountants, eight ordered

the distraint of persons to answer the king concerning debts,9 and

three ordered distraint for other reasons.lO By contrast only six

¯

8.

9.
i0.

Ibid., m. 39.

e.g. 308, 790-2.

e.g. 1094, 1580.

e.g. 793.
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writs of distringas were enrolled among the common writs in the

memoranda roll,II and in two of these the plaintiffs were exchequer

officials12 and in a third the escheator was the plaintiff.13

There are entries of 16 writs of distringas on the plea roll,14 but

all were issued before the middle of November 1309.15 The last of

these entries does not contain the word ’distrain’,16 but it appears

that the writ was an example of the more complicated form of the writ

of dlstringas referred to in the previous paragraph. The

disappearance of writs of distringas from the plea roll after November

1309 may have been a consequence of John Holtham’s departure from

Ireland, and the appointment of William Holtham as his lieutenant in

the office of chancellor of the exchequer.17 Writs of dlstringas

remained very rare in the common writs sections of the memoranda rolls

until at least Trinity Term 1316.18 However by Michaelmas Term 1319

the restriction on the use of the writ had been relaxed,19 and

thereafter the writ was used as often in common pleas as in matters

20affecting the king’s interests.

Attachies (habeas corpus) and related writs

There are 50 entries of writ of attachies or habeas corpus in the

writs issuing sections of the rolls for 1309/10. At first sight it

seems that two different types of writ are recorded in these entries.

ii.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

386, 388, 515, 857, 869, 1658.

857, 869.

388.

1691, 1695-6, 1700, 1708, 1710, 1726, 1745, 1762, 1807, 1814,

1833, 1835-6, 1838.

The writ in 1835 was probably issued shortly after 12 Nov. as the

previous writ in the suit sought the appearance of the defendant

on that date (438). Those in 1836 and 1838 cannot be
independently dated as they were the only writs issued in

Michaelmas Term 1309 in the actions in question.

1838.

2445-6.

RC 8/5-7; RC 8/9-10.

EX 1/2.

RC 8/12-14.
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In 25 of them it is stated that a sheriff or other official was

ordered that he attach (attachiet) or cause the attachment of

(attachiare faciat) a named person so that he be or so as to have him

in the exchequer.I There can be no doubt that the writs in question

ordered attachment by the body; in entries of such writs the sheriff

was sometimes expressly instructed that he attach by the body

(attachiet per corpus).2 On the other hand 17 entries indicate that

the sheriff was commanded that he have the body (habeat corpus) of a

named person in the exchequer.3 It might be thought that the writs

recorded in these entries were examples of the common law writ of

habeas corpus¯ However the latter writ had ceased to be used in

common law mesne process in the late thirteenth century;4 it would

be surprising if it had remained in use in the Irish exchequer¯ In

fact it is almost certain that attachies and habeas corpus were merely

different abbreviations of a single type of writ. The occasions on

which they were used were similar. Eight entries actually combine the

two forms, as in the following example: attachies ita quod habeas

corpus suum hic.5 Moreover all but one6 of the habeas corpus

entries were written by the second remembrancer, Thomas Reynold. They

disappear from the memoranda rolls for more than two years after his

7replacement by William Holborn in Easter term 1311.

¯

2.
3.

¯

¯

6.
7.

252-3, 294-5, 860-1, 887-9, 893, 1135, 1554,-61, 1565-9, 1727.
e.g. RC 8/5, pp. 631-2; EX 1/2, m. 38d.

254-5, 288, 684, 765, 795-6, 800-2, 807, 890, 1091, 1162, 1384,

1400, 1472.
Donald W. Sutherland, "Mesne process upon personal actions in the

early common law’, Law Quarterly Review, Ixxxili (1966), pp. 482-

96; William Duker, ’The English origins of the writ of habeas

corpus: a peculiar path to fame’, New York University Law Review,

liii (1978), pp. 990-1002.

1128, 1133, 1393, 1399, 1425, 1445, 1448, 1680.

890.
No Habeas corpus entries appear between Hilary Term 1311 and
Trinity Term 1313 (RC 8/5-7). For Reynold’s replacement by

Holborn see 2453, n. 13.



I have been unable to find any description of the process of

attachment by the body in Irish records. Fortunately the English

evidence has been thoroughly examined by Fox.8 He has established

that attachment by the body was a form of arrest¯ It is therefore not

surprising that it was an unusually effective means of securing an

individual’s appearance in the exchequer¯ In several cases the cross

references to attachies and habeas corpus entries make it clear that

the person to be attached appeared as required.9 That this was

generally true is suggested by the fact that writs ordering attachment

by the body were rarely re-issued. In 1309/10 the only person who

failed to appear in response to a succession of such writs was Simon

Cantwell, who owed an account for issues of a church given to him at

I0farm by the escheator.

Attachies and habeas corpus entries are found almost exclusively among

IIthe writs issuing for the king.     This reflects the fact that

attachment by the body was normally used only when the king’s

interests were directly affected.12 In especially important or

urgent cases defendants could be attached by their bodies without

prior recourse to attachment by gage and pledges or distraint. This

was done in legal proceedings concerning alleged resistance to

purveyance for the war in Scotland,13 in the course of the case

between Nicholas John and Ralph Kenefick,14 and when a former

sheriff escaped from the custody of the marshal.15 Attachment by

the body was employed after attachment by gage and pledges or

distraint had failed to secure an appearance mainly in order

¯

¯

i0.

Ii.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Sir John C. Fox, The history of contempt of court (Oxford, 1927),
pp. 56-69, and ’The writ of attachment’, Law Quarterly Review, xl

(1924), pp. 43-60.

Cross references to 254-5, 294-5, 765, 801, 807, 887-90¯

684 and its cross references¯

The only exceptions are 860-1, 1680 and 1727, all of which

concerned matters of interest to the king.

Fox, publications cited in n. 8 above¯

887-90, 893, 1128, 1133, 1135.

860-i.

252, etc.
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to force recalcitrant accountants to come to the exchequer.

Accountants who were to be attached by the body in 1309/10 included a

17 the provost16 provosts and burgesses of Athlone,
former sheriff,

19 and a collector of the18 farmers of manors,of Rinndown,

fifteenth of 1292.20 Also sheriffs and other officials could be

attached by the body for failure to collect debts. Thus in the autumn

of 1310 13 writs were issued to coroners and other officials ordering

that sheriffs, seneschals, mayors and bailiffs be attached by the body

to answer the king because they did not obey orders to levy all debts

and have the money owed in the exchequer on 31 August to be spent on

21purveyance for tile Scottish war.

Occasionally the exchequer directed not merely that someone be

attached but also that the sheriff take into the king’s hand (caplat

in manum regis) his lands and chattels. Five such writs are recorded

among the writs issuing for the king22 and one is enrolled among the

common writs in the memoranda roll.23 A closely related writ

instructed a sheriff to attach the former keeper of a manor to explain

why he did not permit the new keeper to have custody of the manorial

buildings, and to attach all his goods and chattels.24 This

foreshadows writs of a kind which first appear in 1316, ordering the

attachment of named persons together with their goods and chattels

(una cum bona et catalla).25

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

807.

1448.
1400.

1384, 1445.

1393.

1554-61, 1565-9.

260, 292, 686, 799, 1377.

1201.

346.
RC 8/10, pp. 581; cf. EX i/2, mm. 14d., 52.
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Sis

Writs of venire facias, distringas and attachies (habeas corpus) were

not normally used to secure the appearance of sheriffs, seneschals,

and mayors and bailiffs during their terms of office. Instead a

sheriff or other official was simply commanded that he be (sit) in the

exchequer on a given date for a stated purpose. Writs of sis were

sometimes also addressed to lesser officials, such as the constable

and the reeve of Newcastle Macklnegan.1 There are 22 entries of

writs of sis among the writs issuing (17 among the writs for the king

and five among the common writs on the memoranda roll). A number are

also to be found among the debts recognlsed and other memoranda.2

Just over half of the writs of sis among the writs issuing ordered

sheriffs and other officials to attend the exchequer to render

account.3 Six demanded the appearance of sheriffs and other

officials to answer the king and others concerning trespasses or other

charges laid against them.4 The other four writs sought the

presence of officials with all money owed,5 with a writ of mandamus

ordering an assignment,6 with charters so that it could be

7
established whether murage was payable, and in order to make the

8proffer due at Easter.

Scire facias

A total of 16 entries record writs commanding a sheriff or other

official that he cause a named person to know (scire faciat) that he

should be in the exchequer on a given date to show why a debt should

not be levied from his goods. Scire facias was a writ of summons;

i.    320-1.
2.    See above, p.179.

3.    e.g. 880-1.

4. e.g. 1095, 1145.

5. 1142.

6. 316.

7. 483.

8. 1079.
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in its full form the sheriff was ordered to cause the debtor to know

by good and lawful men (per probos et legales homines).9 It was

used mainly in connection with recognisances. If no attempt was made

to levy a debt during the year after it fell due under the terms of a

recognlsance, a writ of sclre faclas had to issue before the debt

could be levled.lO In general it was not employed in the collection

of debts owed directly to the king, although there were exceptions, as

in 1314 when ii writs were issued ordering that collectors of the

fifteenth of 1292 be summoned.ll The distribution of the entries in

the rolls for 1309/10 reflects the link between the writ and

recognisances. 15 of the entries are to be found among the common

writs on the memoranda roll,12 while only one appears among the

13writs for the king.

Capias securitatem

There are 14 entries of writs commanding a sheriff or other official

that he take surety (capiat securitatem) from a named person that he

be in the exchequer on a given date for a stated purpose. When an

order to take surety was included as part of a writ of distringas, the

sheriff replied that the person in question had been attached by two

14named pledges.     Presumably this was the normal response to such an

order. If so a writ of capias securitatem was similar in effect to a

writ of venire facias. The circumstances in which the two writs were

used were also similar¯ In the nine writs of capias securitatem

entered among the writs for the king, surety was to be taken for

appearances to render account,15 to answer the king concerning

¯

I0.

II.

12.

13.

14.

15.

EX 2/2, pp. 224-5.

Statute of Westminster II, 13 Edward I, c. 45 (Statutes of the
realm, i, pp. 93-4; Stat. Ire, John-Hen. V, pp. 172-3).

RC 8/9, pp. 615-17.

e.g. 375, 474, 840.

1137.

See above, p. 22 2.

725, 1131, 1446.
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16 17 goods of Johnarrears of account,    arrears of rent,

19 and to answer the king and18 and divers debts,Bonneville,

others concerning a debt.20 In the five writs enrolled among the

common writs on the memoranda roll surety was to be taken for

appearances to answer the king and others concerning debt21 and

22trespass,    and to answer various individuals concerning debt.23

Given tile similarity of capias securitatem and venire facias, it is

not surprising that the former disappears from the memoranda rolls

after Trinity Term 1314.24

Sequestrare facias

One entry among the writs for the king records a writ ordering a

bishop to cause the sequestration of (sequestrare faciat) all

benefices of John Warre in his diocese, until John render account of

25his expenditure in connection with the war in Leinster.

Sequestration was the ecclesiastical equivalvent of distraint. It is

also referred to in a writ of levare facias ordering that a debt be

levied from goods already sequestered and from other ecclesiastical

26goods of a debtor.

16. 322.

17. 263, 298.

18. 1157.

19. 272.

20. 1093.

21. 499.

22. 519.

23. 403, 528-9.

24. Writs of Capias securitatem occur in RC 8/9 but not in RC 8/10.

25. 345.

26. 509.
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Writs concernin~ the collection of debts

Levare facias

The writ of levare facias was the primary means by which the Irish

exchequer secured the collection of debts owed to individuals. It was

also employed by the exchequer to order the collection of arrears of

account, of all debts owed to the king in an area and of other sums

owed to the king. Writs of levare facias could if necessary be re-

issued many times.l In the circumstances it is no surprise that the

entries which occur most frequently in the memoranda and plea rolls

are those recording writs of levare faclas. There are 137 among the

writs for the king, 123 among the common writs on the memoranda roll

and 317 among the common writs on the plea roll, making 577 in all.

In essence the writ commanded a sheriff or other official that he

cause the levying of (levare faciat) a debt or debts so as to have the

sum or sums due in the exchequer on a given date to be paid to the

king or a named creditor. As a rule the debt was expressed as a sum
2 but occasionally a quantity of goods was specified 3

of money,

Generally a debt was to be levied from a named debtor,4 but

sometimes a single writ ordered the collection of all debts owed to
5

the king or other creditor in the area in question.    Most entries

indicate that debts are to be levied from the debtor’s goods,6 but

others state that they are to be levied from goods and chattels,7

98 lands goods and chattels, or goods and
lands and chattels,

chattels, lands and tenements.lO These variations in wording may

i ¯

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
I0.

e.g. 754, 1748 and their cross references.
e.g. 809.
e.g. 258, 812.
e.g. 1189.
e.g. 1190.
e.g. 380.
e.g. 297.
e.g. 391.
e.g. 323.
e.g. 269.
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reflect differences in procedure, but is more likely that the writs

themselves usually ordered that debts be levied from goods and

chattels, lands and tenements, and that they were abbreviated to a

greater or lesser extent in the entries on the rolls. In the entries

on the plea rolls other details are often omitted, such as the amount

of the debt and the instruction to the sheriff to have the sum levied

in the exchequer.ll Entries in later memoranda rolls make it clear

that debts were levied by distraint, and that the items distrained

were sold to raise the money owed.12 If the items distrained were

not sufficient to raise the sum due, a subsequent writ might direct

that the debt be levied from the goods already in hand and from other

goods of the debtor.13 Entries of two writs issued in 1309 give

details of the items already in hand; they consisted of i0 cows and a

rent of i0 marks.14

All the writs of levare faclas recorded on the plea roll and more than

half those on the memoranda roll required either payment to an

individual of debts owed to him, or payment to the king on behalf of

an individual in exoneration of debts owed by him to the king. In the

plea roll it is difficult to differentiate between these two kinds of

writ because they are so severely abbreviated in the entries on the

roll, but it is clear that writs demanding payment to individuals

predominated. A further breakdown can be given for the memoranda

roll. A total of 95 common writs on the memoranda roll ordered

payment to an individual,15 while only one of the writs for the king

did so.16 By contrast only 25 of the common writs ordered payment

to the king on behalf of an individual,17 while 33 of the writs for

18
the king did so.

Ii.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

e.g. 1808.

RC 8/10, p. 21; EX 1/2, m. 12d.

e.g. 1391.

326, 264.

e.g. 368, 809, 1180, 1592.

1501.

e.g. 391, 1188.

e.g. 271, 689, 1154.

231



The remaining 107 writs sought payment of debts owed directly to the

king. Only three are common writs,19 the other 104 being writs

issued for the king. Of the latter just over a quarter directed that

arrears of account of former sheriffs and a variety of other

accountants be levled.20 Exactly one quarter issued during the

summer of 1310 gave instructions that all debts owed to the king in

each county, liberty, city and borough be levied to meet the expenses

of purveyance for the Scottish war.21 Another 14 issued in

Michaelmas Term 1309 ordered the levying both of arrears of account

and of all debts owed to the king.22 A further nine relate to

exceptionally large fines.23 The other 26 concern a variety of

debts including issues of the escheatry, prests, issues of mills and

debts for which terms given had not been served.24

It must be stressed that the writ of levare facias was not used by

either the Dublin bench or the English exchequer. Instead the bench

normally used the writ of fleri faclas.25 The English exchequer

used the writs of fleri facias and eleglt and, less often, the writ of

levarl facias.26 The latter is clearly closely related to the Irish

writ of levare faclas, but in the Irish writ the verb ’to levy’ is in

the active voice, while in the English writ it is in the passive

voice. There is no obvious explanation for this. However it should

be noted that in cases of debt heard in English county courts sheriffs

issued orders of levare facias for the levying of debts.27 The use

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

1212, 1622, 1630.
e.g. 737, 1138, 1447.

1474-85, 1487-8, 1492, 1514-24.

330-43.

e.g. 264, 267.

e.g. 275, 1101-2, 1464.

e.g. RC 8/5, p. 3.

Cal. mem. rolls, 1326/7, pp. 232-88; Fowler, Roils from the

office of the sheriff, p. 19.

Dalton, The office and authority of sheriffs, p. 503.
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of levare faclas by the Irish exchequer may be a vestige of procedure

established in the early days of the English colony in Ireland, when

the exchequer must have been very closely associated with the Dublin

28county court.

Habeas pecuniam and related writs

There are 23 entries of writs ordering sheriffs or other officials or

debtors to have sums owed in the exchequer on given dates for payment

to the king or other creditors. The writs in 15 entries are clearly

of this kind despite minor variations in wording; in most of them the

addressee is commanded that he have money (habeat pecuniam) in the

exchequer.l The other eight entries are so brief, that the nature

of the writs recorded is not immediately clear¯ The context in which

they were issued might lead one to think that they were writs of

levare facias, but as they were addressed directly to debtors they

must in fact have been writs of habeas pecuniam or similar writs.2

17 of the entries are to be found among the writs for the king. Six

3 four farms of manors,4of these concerned arrears of account, two

each issues of the escheatry5 and royal service,6 and one each all

debts owed in a county7, the prise of wines8 and money found in a

house in Youghal.9 Three entries among the common writs on the

memoranda roll are of writs ordering the payment of money to a named

person, or to the king in exoneration of a named person.I0 The

28.

¯

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
i0.

H.G. Richardson, ’Norman Ireland in 1212’, Ir. Hist. Stud¯, lii
(1942-3), pp. 147, 149.
e.g. 257, 1159.
1486, 1489-91, 1494-5, 1525-6.
687, 794, 1380, 1468, 1486, 1526.
1159, 1491, 1494-5.
1489, 1525.
262, 265.
1147.
1490.
257.
370, 463.
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remaining three entries are enrolled on the plea roll. Two related to

amercements of the men and tenants of the prior of the Hospitallers,II

12and one to the engrosser’s fee.

Capias in manum

A total of 15 entries among the writs for the king record writs in

which a sheriff or other official was commanded that he take into the

king’s hand (capiat in manum regis) all the goods and/or lands of

persons owing debts to the king, or to others who themselves owed

debts to the king. Clauses directing that goods taken be valued and

that the sheriff have the valuation in the exchequer on a given date

occur in several entrles,13 and were probably a standard feature of

the writs themselves. Normally writs of this type were used to secure

payment of debts owed to the king after the death of the debtor. Of

the Ii writs issued for this reason, all but one ordered the seizure

only of the debtor’s goods and chattels.14 The exception, a more

complex writ, ordered that lands and tenements be taken in hand.15

Of the four writs seeking payment by debtors who were still alive, two

ordered that their lands and tenements, goods and chattels be

taken,16 one that his lands, rents and tenements be taken,17 and

one that his goods and chattels be taken.18

Other writs concerning the collection of debts

Seven other writs concerning the collection of debts remain to be

mentioned. All are to be found on the memoranda roll. Three common

writs combined orders that debtors’ goods be sold and that money owed

ii.    1715, 2180.

12. 2192.

13. e.g. 733.

14. e.g. 364, 675.

15. 1388.

16. 1455-6.

17. 1511.

18. 1457.



be brought to the exchequer for payment to the king.19 Another

three writs, two common wrlts20 and a writ for the king,21

directed that surety be taken for the payment of debts owed to the

king. And a common writ instructed a sheriff to assist a creditor by

22all proper means to recover debts owed to him in the county.

Writs concerning Juries, inquests and extents

There are 53 entries of writs concerning juries, inquests and extents.

Of these, 31 are to be found among the writs issuing for the king, 14

among the common writs on the plea roll, and eight among the common

writs on the memoranda roll. 43 record writs of venire facias

ordering sheriffs or other officials to cause juries to come to the

exchequer. Nearly all of these relate to legal proceedings. The

writs are abbreviated to varying degrees, but it is clear that usually

a sheriff was ordered to cause 12 free and lawful men from the

neighb0urhood but unrelated to the parties in question to come to

inquire concerning the matter at issue.l In the plea roll such

writs are sometimes rendered as orders to cause a good inquest (bonam

inquisitionem) to come.2 Two writs ordered the sheriff to cause 24

men from the neighbourhood and 12 from the adjoining tenement to come

3to extend manors.

Unlike the writ of venire facias used to secure the appearance of

individuals, it seems that the writ of venire facias demanding the

attendance of juries was a writ of summons. Thus a member of a jury

which failed to appear in Easter term 1310 was amerced because he did

19.
20.
21.
22.
I.
2.
3.

513-14, 878.
873, 1615.
1422.
1208.
See especially 672, 891, 1087, ii00, 1451.
e.g. 1698-9.
287, 449.
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not come when summoned.4 Many of the writs are also recorded on the

plea membranes of the rolls5 and some such writs are recorded only

on the plea membranes.6 As far as legal actions in which the king

was a plaintiff are concerned, it is clear that in general a jury

appeared in response to the initial writ.7 If a jury failed to

appear a second writ of venire faclas could be issued.8 If no jury

apeared in response to the second writ, the exchequer could issue

writs of distrlngas or habeas corpora to secure the appearance of the

jurors and also ordering the sheriff to cause another jury to come,

but only one writ of each type is recorded among the writs issulng.9

The evidence with regard to legal actions in which the king’s

interests were not directly affected suggests that juries frequently

i0failed to appear in response to the initial writ of venire facias.

In one case six successive writs of venire facias were issued during

the year 1309/10.

Eight entries record writs ordering that inquests or extents be made

locally. Five of these writs ordered a sheriff or other official that

he inquire concerning matters such as the lands and chattels of crown

debtors, or arrears of farms and rent; a number of them include

clauses directing that lands be taken into the king’s hand, or that

persons found guilty of interfering with lands and chattels be

attached. 12

Three writs ordered that lands be extended; one of these makes it

clear that the extent was to be made by a jury.13

¯

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

I0.

ii.
12.

13.

1532 and its cross references.

e.g. 266 and 69; 2004 and 2164.

e.g. 661, 1951.
See above, p. 205.

72, 657, 919, 957.

1090, 1427.
See above, p. ~0~.

1793 and its cross references.

317, 358, 767, 1086, 1444.

306, 456, 674.
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Writs ordering a stay in or an end to proceedings

Nearly all the 53 entries of writs ordering a stay in or an end to

proceedings are to be found on the memoranda roll. Only four were

enrolled on the plea roll.I This reflects the fact that most of

them relate to demands for payment of debts owed to the king. In the

memoranda roll they appear mostly as common writs; 44 were recorded as

common writs2 and only five as writs for the king.3 The most

likely explanation for this is that an order for a stay in or an end

to proceedings was considered to be an act in favour of the individual

concerned, in England, and presumably also in Ireland, writs of this

kind did not require a return by the official to whom they were

addressed.4

The most common writs of this kind, represented in 23 entries, are

those ordering respites of demands for payments of debts owed to the

king.5 In most instances a sheriff or other official was commanded

that he put in respite (ponat in respectum) a demand from a named

person until a given date, until otherwise ordered, or until his

account; the reason for the respite is sometimes also stated.6 In

four entries a sheriff was instructed that he respite (respectuet) a

demand and release any distraint taken.7

I0 entries record writs of supersedeas. Seven such writs commanded a

sheriff or other official that he supersede (supersedeat) a demand

until a given date, in most cases having taken security for payment on

that date.8 Two ordered supersession of a demand because the debtor

had terms for payment,9 while one ordered supersesslon because the

I ¯

2.

3.
4.

5.
6.

7.
8.
9.

1714, 1721, 1920, 2259.
e.g. 376, 392, 399.

312, 1497, 1500, 1506, 1509.
Cal. mem rolls, 1326/7, p. xx.

e.g. 381, 818, 1237, 1590.

e.g. 457, 1227, 1638.

392, 436, 818, 1497.

376, 863, 1197, 1200, 1500, 1506, 1721.
453-4.
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debt had been pardoned.I0 Writs of supersedeas were similar in

purpose to writs of ponas in respectum, and by 1319/20 had replaced

the latter as the normal means by which the exchequer put a halt to

proceedings. Ii

Six entries record writs directing that the individuals named should

not be distrained for debts owed to the king.12 A further two are

of writs giving instructions that the persons named should not be

distrained for debts owed to others until their debts to the king had

been pald.13 Five writs ordered that debtors be permitted to keep

terms granted to them by the exchequer for the payment of debts by

instalment.14 One writ informed a sheriff that all but £2 of a debt

of £17 had been pardoned.15

All the writs discussed so far in this sub-section related to

proceedings in the exchequer. The remaining six related to

proceedings in local courts. In them sheriffs or other officials were

ordered not to put named persons in default for failure to appear in

local courts on given dates, as the persons in question had been

instructed to be in the exchequer on those dates.16

Writs concerning goods and lands taken into the king’s land

An individual’s goods or lands could be taken into the king’s hand

either to secure his appearance in the exchequer or to ensure payment

of debts owed by him.I There are 29 entries of writs concerning

goods and lands which had been taken into the king’s hand (excluding

those relating to goods seized in connection with purveyance which are

referred to in the following sub-section). Only one is on the plea

i0.

Ii.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

i.

477.

EX 1/2.

433, 508, 1601, 1603, 1617, 1624.

841, 1226.

458, 1193, 1604, 1621, 1660.

839.

399, 507, 540, 1509, 1714, 1920.
See above, pp. 221- ~ 2 Z 6j ~30-I~ ~ 3~.



roll. 2 Those on the memoranda roll are concentrated among the

common writs issuing. Almost half the writs commanded a sheriff or

other official that he deliver or cause delivery of (deliberet,

deliberare faciat, liberare faciat) goods or lands to the owners,

their heirs or executors, or other persons who were to answer for

. 4their debts 3 Two writs ordered delivery of goods to creditors,

and one ordered delivery of goods to pay for the owner’s funeral.5

In six writs an official was instructed that he keep safely goods or

lands taken in hand.6 A closely related writ directed that goods in

lands should not be distrained or dissipated.7 Two writs sought

information concerning goods taken in hand.8 Other writs gave

instructions that a third party should not interfere with a rent in

9 i0 and that the ownerhand, that lands in hand should be ploughed,

Iiof corn in hand be permitted to harvest it.

Writs concerning purveyance

In addition to writs of levare facias, attachies and other types which

have already been discussed,12 there are 22 entries of writs

concerning purveyance for the king’s expedition to Scotland¯ As might

be expected, the majority are to be found among the writs for the

king, but i0 are recorded as common writs on the memoranda roll. None

occur on the plea roll. Seven writs ordered the seizure of corn,

wheat, oats, wine, and a ship containing wine.13 Another seven

¯

3.

¯

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
i0.
Ii.
12.
13.

2360.
328, 434, 459, 466, 506, 752, 763, 769, 1199, 1236, 1385-6,
1505.
480, 2360.
829.
500, 817, 842, 894, 1213, 1664.
1628.
290, 856.
385.
1164¯
1498.
See above, pp. 232j 225.

361-2, 668-9, 682-3, 1103.
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directed that goods and ships seized be released.14 The orders for

seizure are variously worded as arrestare faclat, attachiet et

arrestet and capiat in manum regis, and those for release as

dearrestare faciat, deliberare faclat and liberare faciat. One writ

ordered that the abbot of Mellifont be allowed reasonable sustenance

from corn seized from hlm.15 Nine writs gave instructions that corn

seized be threshed and carried to purveyors in the ports.16 A

related writ required the attachment of purveyors.17 The two

remaining writs gave permission for the carriage of small quantities

of wine, wheat and oats to Conway in Wales.18

Writs concerning elections and offices

Of the 22 writs concerning elections and offices, only one ordering

the election of a new reeve in the manor of Newcastle Lyons was

recorded among the common writs on the memoranda roll.l The other

21 were all entered among the writs for the king. Of these 17 ordered

various local officials to cause the communities of port towns to

elect collectors of customs and, having received the collectors’ oaths

of office, to deliver to them their parts of the cocket seals.2 A

writ to the constable of Newcastle Mackinegan instructed him to permit

the reeves there to levy and receive farms and rents.3 A similar

writ directed the sheriff of Cork to permit the receiver to receive

money in accordance with his commisslon.4 The two remaining writs

also referred to receivers, one ordering the escheator to receive a

5
receiver’s oath of office, and the other commanding a receiver to

carry out his duties in accordance with his commisslon.6

14. 482, 846, 859, 868, 870, 1203, 1233.

15. 858.

16. 729-32, 784, 882-5.

17. 879.

18. 681, 823.

I. 400.

2. 299-305, 693-702.

3. 1139.

4. 1458.

5. 1107.

6. 1459.



Miscellaneous writs

There are 41 entries of miscellaneous writs, 16 of which appear among

the writs for the king, 16 among the common writs on the memoranda

roll and nine among the common writs on the plea roll. Four entries

record writs ordering assignments of money;7 normally such writs

were recorded among the debts recognised and other memoranda.8

Another four writs ordered assignments of timber from woods at royal

9manors and a related writ ordered the public proclamation of a sale

of wood.i0 Four writs were issued concerning manors which had

belonged to the Templars.ll Three writs gave instructions for the

receipt of attorneys outside the exchequer.12 Other writs commanded

the seneschal of Ulster to view soldiers in the company of the

MacDougals of Argyll,13 John son of Thomas not to cross the king’s

1514 Henry Cruise to protect his lands at Okethy,lands at Okethy,

the seneschal of Saggart to cause a rent to be kept safely in the

hands of Martin Long,16 and the sheriff of Dublin to send 41 writs

and a summons to various sheriffs and other offlclals.17 In

addition there are 20 complex writs which could with equal validity be

placed in two or more categories; many order both that money be levied

from a person, and that he come to the exchequer on a given date.18

¯
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9.
i0.

ii.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

435, 437, 503, 1244.
See above, pp. 17~-5.

389-90, 1496, 1596.
314.

250, 318, 678-9.

525, 2224, 2357.

344.

690.

691.

1181¯

1570.

256, 736, 768, 798, 1187, 1228, 1503,

1626, 1650, 1707, 2001, 2029, 2066, 2078, 2311, 2346.

1512, 1588, 1598, 1623,
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SUMMONSES ISSUING

Summonses were speciallsed writs used by the exchequer to order the

collection of fines, amercements and other debts payable to the king

arising from the work of the exchequer, the chancery, the escheatry

and the courts. They were prepared by the summonerI from estreats

supplied by these bodies, from transcripts of estreats and from

accounts enrolled on the pipe rolls. No original summonses are known

to survive, but there is a contemporary transcript of summonses

addressed to the seneschal of Tipperary in the period 1402-6.2 This

shows that a summons consisted of three sections. In the first

section the sheriff or other local official was ordered to have in the

exchequer at the following Michaelmas or Easter all debts recorded in

a particular estreat or account which related to his bailiwick. The

second section listed the debts in question. The final section was a

standard attestation clause stating that the summons was witnessed by

the treasurer or his lieutenant at the exchequer on a given date.

The summonses issued by the exchequer were recorded under the heading

’Divers summonses issuing’ on the backs of writs issuing membranes in

the memoranda rolls. In 1309/10 two to three membranes in each term

bear entries of summonses issued,3 but thereafter the entries are

normally concentrated on a single membrane in each term.4 Each

entry records one summons only. The entry itself gives the title of

the estreat, account or other record from which the summons was

prepared, and details of the first debt listed in the summons. The

name of the county, liberty, city or borough in question and the

number of the entry on the membrane are given in the margin.

Summonses prepared from a single estreat or account do not necessarily

I .

2.

3.

¯

cf. above, p. ~.

N.L.I., D 1415 (Cal. Ormond Deeds, 1350-1413, no. 363).

347-54, 404-29, 486-97, 704-24, 771-83, 899-910, 1109-24, 1166-

79, 1401-19, 1527-53.
e.g. EX 1/2, mm. 13d., 25d., 39d and 51 d.
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follow each other on the membrane. For example summonses prepared

from the enrolled account of the liberty of Wexford on the pipe roll

for 1308/9 are recorded in entries numbered 9, 12, 17, 21, 23 and 25

on membrane 16d. of the memoranda roll for 1309/10.5 It therefore

seems certain that summonses were not normally enrolled until some

time after they had been prepared, but it is not possible to tell

whether the summonses recorded on a single membrane were all enrolled

at the same time or on a number of separate occasions.

The entries of summonses issuing were in effect a register of

summonses issued. They did not in any way substitute for the

summonses themselves as they recorded only the first debts listed in

the summonses. However they did prove that the summonses in question

had been issued¯ This must have been important when a sheriff came to

account, as it would have enabled the exchequer to ensure that he

answered concerning all summonses sent to him. If the exchequer had

not kept a record of the summonses issued, the sheriff could easily

have concealed receipt of some summonses and kept for himself any

money collected in respect of them. Moreover the entries of summonses

issued must have helped the officials of the exchequer to identify the

estreats and pipe rolls which would be required during the hearing of

a particular account.

The entries of summonses were the only entries on the memoranda rolls

which were numbered. They must therefore have been numbered for a

good reason. The most likely explanation is that the numbers made it

easier to match the summonses brought by the sheriff when he came to

account with the entries on the memoranda rolls. If this is the

correct explanation the title of the membrane and the entry number

must have been noted on the summons itself. Unfortunately it is

impossible to test the accuracy of this hypothesis in the absence of

any original summonses.

¯ 412, 415, 420, 424, 426, 428. An additional summons

prepared from the same account is recorded in 487.



A total of 168 summonses were recorded in entries of divers summonses

issuing in the memoranda roll for 1309/10. One was also recorded in

an entry among the writs issuing for the king.6 The results of an

analysis of the records used in the preparation of the summonses is

set out in Table XXXVII. More than half the summonses were prepared

from recently received estreats. Almost half of these estreats

recorded fines and amercements imposed in the exchequer itself.

However the importance of exchequer estreats is exaggerated in two

ways. First of all exchequer estreats normally covered only one or

7two terms, while estreats supplied by other bodies normally covered

periods of at least one year.8 Secondly the exchequer usually

prepared separate estreats of fines and amercements relating to pleas

touching the king and common pleas after Easter Term 1310.9 In fact

it is likely that at least as many debts were recorded in estreats

supplied by the chancery, the justlciar’s court and justices of assize

and gaol delivery. Also the figures for 1309/10 probably

underestimate the importance of summonses prepared from estreats

supplied by the bench, as larger numbers of such summonses were issued

i0in other years.

The other 63 summonses recorded in the roll for 1309/10 all related to

debts found to be owing in the course of the hearing of accounts of

sheriffs and other local officials. Two-thirds of them were prepared

from accounts recently enrolled on the pipe rolls for 1308/9 and

1309/10. As a rule several summonses were prepared from a single

account. One was addressed to the sheriff of the county to which the

account related. The others were addressed to sheriffs of other

counties and other officials; presumably it had been established that

¯

7.

8.

9.

i0.

313, 774.

e.g. 1109-1117, 1411-15.

e.g. 491, 1166-71, 1533-40.

e.g. 1552-3, RC 8/5, pp. 755-61.

e.g. RC 8/7, pp. 129-32, 263-9.



TABLE XXXVII : RECORDS USED IN THE PREPARATION OF SUMMONSES
ISSUING RECORDED IN THE MEMORANDA ROLL FOR
1309/10

NATURE OF RECORD NUMBER OF
SUMMON SE S

Estreats recently received from:
the exchequer
the justiciar’s court
justices of assize and gaol delivery
the chancery
the escheatry
officials assigned to inquire concerning

debts and the misdeeds of local officials
the bench
the keeper of alnage
the seneschal and lieutenant seneschal

of the liberty of Kildare,
TOTAL

50
ii
ii
i0

8

7
4
2

2
105

Recently enrolled accounts relating to:
county Tipperary
county Carlow
the liberty of Kilkenny
county Louth
the liberty of Wexford
Dublin city
the borough of Drogheda on the side of Louth
county Roscommon
county Kildare
TOTAL

9
6
6
6
7
3
2
2
i

42

Old accounts relating to:
county Tipperary
county Dublin
county Carlow
Dublin city
the liberty of Kilkenny
county Louth
county Roscommon
the liberty of Wexford
TOTAL

6
2
i
i
1
I
i
1

14

Old estreats relating to:
county Carlow
county Tipperary
Dublin city
TOTAL

GRAND TOTAL

3
3
I
7

168



the debtors in question had no lands or chattels in the origlnal

county¯ For example summonses prepared from the account for county

Carlow on the pipe roll for 1309/10 were addressed to the sheriffs of

Carlow, Dublin, Kildare and Tipperary, and the seneschals of Kilkenny

and Wexford II After 1312 the summonses addressed to sheriffs of

counties other than the original county were generally described as

being prepared ’From the items removed from the account’ (De

remotionlbus compotl) 12 The remaining summonses recorded in the

roll for 1309/10 were prepared from old accounts on the pipe rolls and

from old estreats. They gave details of unpaid debts which had not

been entered in the most recent enrolled account¯ They were often

described as being prepared ’From the letters D’ because the letter D

was written beside the entries of debts in old accounts and estreats

which were still unpaid at the time of the most recent account 13

In the memoranda rolls for 1319/20 and subsequent years many summonses

are described as being made from transcripts of estreats.14 These

transcripts were written by the transcriber, and were probably used in

place of the original estreats to charge sheriffs on their

15accounts.     There are also occasional references to rolls of unpaid

debts.16 These were probably merely transcripts of estreats under

another name. At any rate they must have served a similar function,

as there are never references to both transcripts of estreats and

rolls of unpaid debts for the same county and the same year. It is

surprising that there are no references to transcripts of estreats in

memoranda rolls prior to 1319/20, as transcripts were being made at

least as early as 1308.17 A possible explanation is that at first

II.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

713, 718-21, 899.
e.g. RC 8/7, pp. 129-32, 263-9, 372-6.

e.g. 706-7, 1548.

e.g. EX 1/2, mm. 13d., 51d; RC 8/12, pp. 677, 707, 788.

See above, p.91_

e.g., EX i/2, m. 39d.; RC 8/13, p. 93.

See above, p.l 4.



the transcripts were incorporated in the enrolled accounts on the pipe

rolls. If this was so, summonses prepared from the accounts would

have included unpaid debts recorded in the transcripts of estreats.

The value of the entries of summonses to historians is limited by the

fact that they record only the first debt listed in each summons.

Even so they throw a great deal of light on the make-up of the profits

of justice. For example they are the main source of evidence

concerning the size of fines and amercements imposed in the exchequer

itself. They also provide useful information about officials whose

own records do not survive, such as justices of asslze and gaol

dellvery,18 the keeper of the alnage,19 and the keeper of the

20market.

18.

19.

20.

e.g. 488-91, 493-7, 707, 774.

e.g. 348-9.
e.g. EX i/2, mm. 13d., 25d.
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PART III

Editorial note



In editing and indexing the ,emoranda and plea rolls for 1309/10 the

rules recomn,ended by Hunnisett have usually been followed.I Only the

most important of the rules will be reststed here. Major deviations from

the rules and ,;atters peculiar to this edition will be considered in

.,ore detail.

Numbering of entries and layout

Both the memoranda roll and the plea roll are made up of entries which

vary in length fro,, two lines to a few pages. The entries have been

numbered consecutively. It would have been very difficult to have the

2numbers typed in bold type as recomn, ended by Hunnisett.    Instead they

have been typed in ordinary type

themselves, and typed in ordinary type

references and footnotes.

and underlined in the entries

without underlining in cross

In each entry the nun, ber is prefixed by an underlined capital letter¯

In the text of the men~oranda roll the letter A indicates that the entry

was written by the chief" remembrancer, and the letter B that it was

written by the second remen,brancer. Entries in the plea roll, all of

which were probably written by the clerk of co,.on pleas, are prefixed

by the letter C. The letters D and E indicate that the entries occur in
3

Appendixes II and III respectively.

Normally consecutive entries are separated fro., each other

space then that left between lines in an entry.

without this extra space between the. only if
4

applies to .ore than one entry. The contents of consecutive membranes

have been separated by a space which is in turn wider than that between

individual entries.

by a wider

They have been typed

a single postscript

I ¯

¯

3.
4.

R.F. Hunnisett, Editing records for publication, British Records
Association, Archives and the user, no.4 (London, 1977); Indexing
for editors, British Records Association, Archives and the user,
no.2 (London, 1972);    ’Proble,,s of medieval English surnames’,
Family History, xi, nos. 75-6 (1980), pp. 69-89.
Hunnisett, Editing, pp. 20-I.
See below, vol ii, p.v.
e.g. 522-3.



Edltorial matter

Almost all editorial con;ments and additions in the text and calendar of

the rolls are enclosed within square brackets. The only exceptions are

membrane and entry nu,)bers. It was not possible to have editorial

comn~ents typed in italics, so they have been typed in ordinary type and

underlined instead. Hissing words supplied by the editor have been

typed in square brackets but are not underlined¯ If missing words

cannot be supplied, they are represented by three adjacent points (...).

If only part of a word is missing, the three points are joined up to the

5legible part.

The ,ain editorial con~n~ents used are: }leaded, Vritten above lacing, In

n argin, Cancelled, Subscript and Postscript. The phrase Written above

lacing has been prefixed to the notes on the dorse of membranes in the

n, emoranda roll written above the lacing fastening the ,,en, branes

together. The phrase In n:argin has been preferred to the word

Marginated recom~:endcd by Hunnisett, but acknowledged by him to be
6

ungainly. Similarly the word Subscript has been preferred to the word

Subscribed; it has been used ,,ainly with reference to the notes

concerning date of receipt in the exchequer which follow most enrol.ents

of wTits from England and the Irish chancery.7 Hunnisett suggests that

the word Authorised be prefixed to notes specifying the identity of" the

person or the nature of the warrant authorising the issue of a writ: it

has not been used here because it might suggest that such notes were
8added in the exchequer, when they were in fact copied from the writs¯

Surprisingly, Hunnisett does not recommend the use of any word to

indicate that part of an entry was a postscript¯ It is desirable that

this should be indicated, as it may not always be clear from the text

itself that part of an entry is a postscript, although changes of layout

and ink colour make this obvious in the manuscript. The word Postcript

has been used for this purpose.

~he ,odern forms of dates have been supplied in square brackets after

the manuscript form. In the case of return days expressed in terms of

feast days the dates have been converted literally, even if the day in

¯

6.
7.
8.

e.g. 1653.
Hunnisett, Editing, p.37.
e.g. 946.
Hunnisett, editing, P.37. cf. above, pp. ~9-50.
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question was a Sunday. In such cases it was presumably intended

the return should actually be Bade on the following Monday.

that

Cross references and footnotes

Each entry is followed by cross references to related entries, if any¯

There are two types of cross references: those prefixed by the word See,

and those prefixed by the word cf. The word See indicates that the

entries in question all relate to a single matter, such as an account or

legal action. The numbers of the entries are given in chronological

order. If there are more than three entries concerning a single matter,

the full sequence of numbers is given once following the earliest entry;

the cross references to later entries take the form of the following

example: [See 1740, etc.]. The word of. normally indicates that the

entries in question recorded a number of closely related matters.

Some footnotes are similar in purpose to the cross references.    For

example, cross references to the receipt and issue rolls of the

exchequer are given in footnotes, so that details of the relevant

receipts and payments can be cited. Similarly, cross references to

other copies of writs received from England and the Irish chancery are

given in footnotes, in order that the precise nature of the cross

reference can be made clear.

Other footnotes record annotations made on the ~emoranda roll in later

centuries.    Most of these annotations appear to have been made in 17th

and 19th century hands. They include a variety of crosses, most of

which were probably intended to mark especially important entries.9 As

far as possible crosses and other symbols which were probably written by
I0

the remembrancer have been represented by symbols in the text.

Many footnotes relate to passages which cannot be read in the

manuscript.    In most cases part of the relevant membrane was worn,

stained or torn away. If missing words can be supplied from elsewhere

in the same entry, or because they were common form in entries of the

type in question, this has been done silently¯ But if they have been

¯

10.

e.g. 68, n. 3.
See below, vol ii, pp. v-vi.
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supplied from related entries or

recorded in a footnote.

other sources, this fact has been

In order to ,,inimise the quantity of footnotes, they have been numbered

by membrane of the original rolls. Where words in several adjacent

entries cannot be read for the same reason, the reason has been recorded

once in a footnote to the first entry affected.

The text of the memoranda roll

In transcribing the ,:eEoranda roll I have accepted    Hunnisett’s

reconm,endations    concerning the    use of the interchangeable or

indistinguishable pairs of letters ’u’ and ’v’, ’i’ and ’j’, and ’c’ and
11

’t’.    The letters ’u’ and ’i’ have been used as

letters ’v’ and ’j’ have been used as consonants.

and ’t’, ’c’ has been used where the corresponding

French word is spelt with a ’c’ or an ’s’, while ’t’ has been used where

the corresponding word is spelt with a ’t’. Modern practice has also

been followed with regard to punctuation and the use of capital letters.

vowels, while the

In the case of ’c’

.,odern English or

Almost all abbreviated words have been extended. The only words which

are never extended are those for sums of money. In the text of the

memoranda roll they are abbreviated as li., m., s., d., ob., qu. and
12

di.    In most cases the same or similar abbreviations are used in the

roll itself.

The correct extension of an abbreviated word can usually be established

without much difficulty,    khere there is a serious doubt, it is often

possible to determine the correct extension by searching for examples of

the same word written in the same hand elsewhere in the roll. Thus the

ablative form of clam’ in entry 406 might be extended as clameo or

clamatione, but the use of the accusative form clamium in entry 1262

suggests that the correct extension is almost certainly clamio.

Particular difficulties are presented by the abbreviation Mand’ at the

beginning of entries of writs issuing. A typical entry in hand A begins

Hunnisett, Editing, pp. 28-30.
See below, vol. ii, p. v.
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Hand’ vic’, while a similar entry in hand B begins Hand’ est vie’.

Fortunately entries of identical writs issued to a number officials make

it clear that the subjects of the entries were the writs themselves. A

few of these entries extend the abbreviation Hand’, and prove that it
13

should be extended as Mandatur in hand A and as Mandatum in hand B.

A few words which occur frequently are never extended in the manuscript.

The most common of these is the abbreviation po’ in entries recording

the appointment of attorneys.    In editions of court rolls this is

generally extended in the present tense ms ponit or ponunt. However
14Jenkinson translated it in the perfect tense,    and it has been extended

here as posuit or posuerunt.    Other entries in the memoranda roll

recording actions by individuals, such as recognisances and mainprises,

were written in the perfect tense, and there is no obvious reason why

this should not also have been true of appointments of attorneys.

Other words never extended in the original are offic’, plm’ and prec’.

kith regard to the first two it has
15

abbreviated were officialis and plegium.

been assumed that the words

The third is undoubtedly an

abbreviation of precium, but the case it which it should be extended is
16

often unclear; usually it has been extended in the accusative.

It can also be difficult to decide how to extend the abbreviations of

days given in terms of feast days. Entries in hand B referring to days

three weeks or a month after a feast day have been extended in the

17
accusative because this is sometimes done in the manuscript.     This is

grammatically incorrect, but was probably done because the phrase in the
18

writ itself was ~ die ... in tres septimanas or unum mensem.     In

entries in hand A the word in is rarely includedin the marginalia, so

the case in which the abbreviation should be extended is uncertain. The

ablative has been chosen,
19

ablative in the original.

because a few days are extended in the

Hunnisett recommends that abbreviations of place names and surname5

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

e.g. 300, 1482.
Jenkinson, Select cases in exchequer, pp. 158-60.
e.g. 460, 633.
e.g. 326.
e.g. 276.
e.g. 1388.
e.g. 123.
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should not be extended.20 In tile case of place names this recommendation

has usually been accepted. However in the case of surnames it is

generally possible to be fairly certain of the correct extension.    In

some cases there is no doubt at a11. For example certain occupational

surnames often end with the abbreviation ~ representing the letters er

(e.g. Carpenter, Deter, Paumer). Such abbreviations have been extended

silently. In eases where there is some doubt about the correct

extension, the ,ost likely extension has been made in the text, but the

manuscript for,, has been given in a footnote.

The calendar of the plea roll

In preparing a calendar the aim is normally to make it as short as

possible, although full enough to replace the original documents for

most purposes. Co,,mon form and repetition can be heavily reduced, and

items expressed in well established words can be briefly summarised, as

the occasional reader who needs to know the full wording can refer to

the original 21Flowever the plea roll for 1309/10 no longer survives

Consequently the aim in this case has been to use the existing draft

calendars to produce a revised calendar which reproduces the form and

wording of the original as closely as possible¯

There are two draft calendars: the calendar in Latin prepared
22

Irish Reeord Commission by Thomas Litton,    and the ealendar in

prepared for the Public Record Office of Ireland by David Chart.

for the

English

23
Given

the aim of producing a revised calendar which reproduces the original as

closely as possible, it ,~ight seem obvious that the revised calendar

should be in Latin, and that it should be based primarily on Litton’s

calendar. Unfortunately Litton’s calendar is severely abbreviated and

very inaccurate¯ On the other hand Chart’s calendar is so full as to be

virtually a translation, and is also much more accurate.    Consequently

the calendar in Appendix I is in English, and is essentially an amended

and corrected version of Chart’s calendar.

Some phrases which occur repeatedly have been amended because it was

20.
21.
22.
23.

Hunnisett, Editing, pp. 26-7.
ibid., pp. 52-3.
RC 8/4, pp. 915-1022.
EX 2/2, pp. 386-450.



felt that Chart’s choice of wording did not fully express the meaning of

the original. Thus the phrase Nandatum est vicecomiti quod levare

faciat has been rendered here as ’Sheriff to cause to levy’, in place of

Chart’s rendering of it as ’Sheriff to levy’. Other amendments have

been made in accordance with Hunnisett’s recommendations.

the Latin li. has been rendered as rather than as ’I.’

the word order has sometime been changed in order to make

For example

In addition

the meaning

clearer.

Amendments of the kinds just described have usually been made silently,

but corrections of" actual mistakes in Chart’s calendar have always been

footnoted. Most of these corrections are based on Litton’s calendar,

although a few are based on the incomplete draft calendar in Latin

prepared by Chart. A very high proportion of them consist of

alternative readings of names which are obviously preferable to those

in Chart’s calendar, or which can be confirmed by the cross references

to the entries in question. Footnotes have also been used to record

alternative readings by Litton which may be correct, in cases where the

readings given by Chart have been retained.    On the other hand

alternative readings in Litton’s calendar which are obviously incorrect

have not been footnoted.

The index of persons and places

The index covers all personal and place names referred to in the text of

the memoranda roll and in the appendi es.    Place names have where

possible been identified. Surnames have in general been modernised or
24

standardised in accordance with the recommendations made by Hunnisett.

However it should be noted that some surnames formed from English place

names have been modernised to the form in common use in Ireland today,

rather than to the modern form of the place name. For example the name

which appears in the rolls as Bermegham, Bermengeham, Bermengham or

Bermyngham has been modernised as Bermingham rather than as Birmingham.

24. Hunnisett, Indexing, pp. 40-50, and ’Problems of surnames’.
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Calendar of documents relating to Ireland, 1171-1307, ed.     H.S.

Sweetman, 5 vols. (H.M.S.O., London, 1875-86)
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INDEX OF PERSONS AND PLACES

All personal and place names occurlng in the text of the memoranda
roll and in Appendixes I-III have been indexed. The numbers in the

index refer to entries in the text and appendixes. Obsolete or

variant spellings of names have been enclosed within round brackets
following the modern or standardised form of the name. In entries in

the index relating to identfiable places in Ireland, the names of the
counties in which they lie have been shown. In entries relating to

places which are recorded in the memoranda or plea rolls as lying in a

different county to that in which they now lie, the name of the

medieval county has been enclosed within round brackets following the

name of the modern county. If the name of the medieval county is not

recorded in the rolls, the name of the modern county has been enclosed

within square brackets. In entries relating to townlands and other

places which are smaller than parishes, the names of the civil

parishes in which they lie have been supplied, enclosed within square

brackets. Officials of national institutions, such as the English or

Irish exchequers, have been indexed under the headings ’England’ and

’Ireland’.

Abbeville (Abbevill), Firmin de, reeve of the manor of Oldross,

512, 725, 1446

Abbeydorney (Kyrleleyson), Kerry, abbot of, 474, 2166

Abbot, Bertram, pledge, 216
Laurence, attorney, 1303

Robert, executor, 128
Aberdagh (Aberdauh), Thomas, of New Ross (Ros), 1174, 2015

Abingdon (Abyndon), Master Richard de, chamberlain of North Wales,

1328

Ablngton (Wetheney, Wetheneye), Limerick, abbot of, 163, 1758, 2109

Abyndon see Abingdon

Acton, Thomas de, 1310

Adam, Maurlce son of, 1232, 1277, 2190
Roger son of, receiver of Okethy, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6), 634, 685

(n 13), 805 (n 13), 1017, 1105, 1363 (n Ii), 1397, 1450,

1574, 1672

pledge, 959

Thomas son of, summoner, 220

Adboy see Athboy

Adin (Ady, Adyn), John, sergeant in county Louth, 217, 367, 443,

1082, 1637, 1887

William, 1333
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Aherlow (Natherlagh), Tipperary, rector of see Messlngham, William

Alan, clerk see Clondalkin
Alan, Miles son of, juror, 313, 774

Alban (Albon), Adam, 661

John, attorney, 34

Aibus see Blund; White
Alby see Blund

Aleford see Alford

Alemaygne see Almain

Alesley see Allesley
Alewyn se--e--Alwyn

Alexander (Alisaundre), William, justice of assize in county

Kildare, 1262
receiver of attorney, 2357

Afford (Aleford), Henry de, clerk of Walter Thornbury, 116

Alfred, Thomas son of, 1294, 2113, 2297, 2425
Alger, William, pledge, 181

Algerman, John, pledge, 181

Alianor see Eleanor

Alisaundre see Alexander
Allesley (Alesley), Simon de, 1589, 1593, 1627

Almaln (Alemaygne), Robert de, 217, 1637, 1887

Alton (Aulton), Geoffrey de, 1123

Alton (Alveton), Geoffrey de, pledge, 181

John, pledge, 181

Robert de, chaplain, 214, 850, 1895, 1963, 2079

attorney of John Holtham, I000, 1267

Alwyn (Alewyn), Henry, 607 (n 6)

Richard, 607 (n 6)

Thomas, 1363 (n ii)

Andrew, Thomas son of Adam son of, 1538
Aneliffy see Liffey

Anet, Brother Henry de, master of the Templars in Ireland, 678-9

Anglia see England

Angulo see Nangle
Ansell (Aunsell), William, juror, 661

Any [now Hospital, Limerick], London of, q.v.

Appetot, Thomas de, 748

Aqua see Water
Aquitaine, France, merchants of duchy of, 67

Arald see Harold

Arboys, John de, 1650

Arcath see Ardcadth

Archdeacon (Ercedekne, Erchedekne, Erscedekne, Erschedekne, Ersed,
Lercedekne), John, pledge, 82

Raymond le alias Roger le, 220, 1746, 1777, 1859, 1938, 2062,

2075, 2118, 2133, 2299, 2418

William le, 220, 2283, 2394

Archer (Larcher), Roger, chamberlain of the Irish chancery, 2356

(n 15)

Arclo see Arklow

Ardagh, bishop of see OhEothaig, Matthew
Ardcath (Arcath), Mea----th, rectory of, 1343

Ardee (Atherde), Louth, Carmelite friary at, brothers of, 503, 1323
prior and brothers of, 992



Ardee, Louth (contd)

manor, 657, 1159

farmers of, 1384

See also Cusack, Walter; Tuite, Richard
Ardleigh (Erdelee, Erdeleye, Erdesleye), Master Philip de, 1222,

1711, 2335
keeper of the houses of Kilsaran, 193, 346, 659, 1227

Ardmacan, Ardmachanus see Armagh

’Ardmasse’, (unidentified), (? Dublin or Meath), 795

Ardmayle (Ardmayl), Tipperary, church of, 684, 790, 1091, 1162,

1399, 1472
Argyll see MacDougal

Arklow (Arclo), [Wicklow], Blund of, q.v.

Arlels (Arleys, Darleis), Master John de, 1352
Armagh (Ardmacan, Ardmachanus), archbishops of see Jorz, Walter;

MacMaoil losa, Nicholas; Taaffe, John
Armagh (Ardmach), diocese, attorney and keeper of temporalities

of see Dundalk, Brother Richard prior of

rents in Drogheda of, 631

Armourer (Larmurer), Simon, juror, 658

Arnold (Arnald), David, juror, 552

pledge, 81, 326

’Arthagh’, (unidentified), (? Meath), Red of, q.v.
Arthur, Philip son and heir of Richard, 1151

Richard, 1151
Arundel, Hugh de, 1460

Ascer, Stephen, 804 (n ii)

Ash (Ays), John de, 416, 1124

Ashbourne (Asscheburn, Asscheburne, Assebourne, Asshebourn),

Andrew de, citizen of Dublin, 12 (n 22), 249 (n 12), 614,

931 (n 15), 1138 (n 8), 1893
pledge, 232

Ellis de, 624, 1083
pledge, 657
father of see Roger

Hamon de, juror, 658

Richard de, sheriff of county Limerick, 212, 1055

Roger de, 624, 1083
son of see Ellis

Assyk, John, 373, 1202

Athassel (Athissell, Athlsshell, Athyshell), Tipperary, 948
community of town of, 1171

priory of, convent of, 948

priors (named) of, 597

priors (unnamed), of, 40, 44, 228, 240, 500-i, 567, 948, 977,

1255-6, 1375, 1507, 1736-8, 1773, 1819, 1850, 1852, 1856,

1861, 2107-8, 2122, 2132, 2277, 2287, 2289, 2301, 2357, 2416,
2421

Athboy (Adboy), Meath (Trim), murage of, 1453

Wyk of, q.v.

Athelan see Athlone

Atherde see Ardee

Athlssell, Athisshell see Athassel

’Athkiltan’ (Carlow), [~ on River Barrow opposite Aughekiletaun,

in Powerstown, Kilkenny], 1074



Athlone (Athelon, Athlon), Roscommon, castle, 38, 552, 1246
Faes of, q.v.

Athlone (Athlon), Westmeath (Meath), provosts and burgesses, account

of, 1383, 1448
Athlone (Athlon), Roger de, bailiff and receiver of John Bonneville in

the liberty of Trim, 753

Athy, John, sheriff of county Limerick, 6, 489, (n 3), 926

Richard clerk and receiver of, 6 (n 13)

William de knight, 581, 761, 845, 966, 1025, 1541, 1702, 2151

William son of, 761, 1025
Athyshell see Athassel

Audoen, Hugh son of, 818

collector of subsidy in county Meath, 73, 574, 2169

Peter son of, brother and executor of Hugh, 73, 574, 822,

2093, 2169
Thomas son and heir of Hugh son of, 259, 822, 1093, 1504,

1583

Aughekiletaun, in Powerstown, Kilkenny see ’Athkiltan’

Augustlnl see Austin

Aula see Sale

Aulton see Alton
Auney (Aunee, Launey), Geoffrey del alias Geoffrey de, 296, 471,

525, 559, 2165

Aunsell see Ansell

Aurifaber see Orfevre

Austin (Augustini), Maurice son of, 220

Avenel (Avenell), Nicholas, 95, 375, 375, 1689

Aveton (Aventon, Avton), Andrew de, executor of Thomas Quantock, 45
Andrew de, (? same), chaplain, 431, 524

Hugh de, 239, 535, 2389

Aylmer, Robert and Thomas, tenants of the king at Newcastle

Lyons, 69

Aylward (Ayleward), Nicholas, 220

Ays see Ash

Bacon (Bacoun, Bakun), John, chief sergeant of county Meath, 1405

Richard, vicar of Casteillan, 239, 535-7, 1864

executor of see Swiftford, Nicholas

Baddow (Badowe), Henry de, attorney, 209

Baggot (Bagod), Robert, justice of assize in the liberty of

Carlow, 313, 774

Robert, (Dublin), 931 (n 15)

Baill..., Raymund le, 782

Baker (Pistor), John, baker of Master William Holtham, 1340
William le, of Ballymore, 821, 1276, 1592, 2264

William, of the new castle of Wicklow, 902

Bakun see Bacon
Balibyn see Ballybin

Ballcathfouth see Ballicathfouth

Baligodman, Adam, 208

’Balilohehan’    ¯ , [? Ballyholahan in Emly], Tipperary, 948

BalimCdrohld see Ballymadrough

Ballogary see Garristown

Balitened (Ba-----litenyth), [now Powerscourt], Wicklow (Dublin),

manor, 57
Stagonil in see ’Stathcony’

Balkynglas see Baltinglass
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Ball (Balle), John, clerk, attorney, 1021

Ballicathfouth (Balicathfouth), (unidentified), (Tipperary), 212,

1055

Balliloghan see Ballyloughan
Balllmor see Ballymore

Ballinadee, Cork, Kilgobbin in, q.v.

Balliogary see Garrlstown

Ballybin (Balibyn), John de, chaplain, 319, 1890

Richard de, 612, 650, 1625
attorney, 229

William, 777
Ballyfermot (Ballythermot, Balyhermot, Balytermod, Balytermot,

Balythermot), Richard de, 816, 1277, 2183, 2190
Ballygorman (Balygorman), William de, 1247

Ballygunner (Balygonnour), Waterford, Henry rector of, 2320

Ballyholahan, in Emly, Tipperary see ’Ballilohehan’

Ballyloughan (Balliloghan), [? in Clonshanbo], Kildare, tithes
of, and Walter chaplain of, 1333

Ballymadrough (BallmCdrohid), [in Swords], Dublin, 654

Ballymadun, Dublin, Borranstown in, Blund of, q.v.

Ballymore, Westmeath see Loughsewdy

Ballymore Eustace (Ballimor, Ballymor, Balymor, Balymore),

Kildare (Dublin), letters dated at, 1255-6

rent of 1696, 1885

royal service proclaimed at, 265
Baker and Jeune of, q.v.

Ballymore Eustace (Balymor), Kildare (Dublin), [parish of],

fruits of, 1334
Ballymore (Balllmor, Balymor), Hugh de, chaplain, 821 [= Hugh vicar of

Castledermot ?]
John de see Jeune

Robert son of William de, 104, 2348

Ballyregan, William de, 2338
Ballysax (Ballysax), Kildare, Coleman of, q.v.

Ballythermot see Ballyfermot

Balraheen, Kildare, Rathcoffey in, q.v.

Balscote (Balsecot), Nicholas de, 2320
chancellor of the Irish exchequer, 944-6, 992, 2438, 2447

writ witnessed by, 1570

attorney, 97

Balsham, Raymond de, of Dublin, 247

Baltinglass (Balkynglas), Wicklow (Kildare), abbot of, 116, 1800

John Russell, prior of, 116

Balycolman see Colmanstown

Balygaveran see Gowran
Balygonnour see Ballygunner

Balygorman see Ballygorman
Balyhermot see Ballyfermot

Balyholgan, Richard de, 2313

Balymor, Balymore see Ballymore
Balysax see Ballysax

Balytermo--~, Balytermot, Balythermot see Ballyfermot

Banbury, Adam and Stephen de, of Swords, pledges, 662

Barbedor, William, attorney, 569
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Barber (Barbour), Thomas le, juror, 658

Walter le, 575

Barcon, Peter de, 18 (n 31)

Bardfield (Berdesfeld), William de, 71, 148, 433, 1239
justice of assize in county Louth, 490

Barefoot (Barefot), Maurice, keeper of Leixlip castle, 244,1078

Baret see Barrett

Barford (Bereford), (unidentified), Brown of, q.v.

Barford (Bereford), ... [? Richard de], 2054
Nicholas de, 1732, 1770

Richard de, former treasurer of Ireland, 34, 64-5, 97, 198-9, 232,

238, 946, 950-1, 1007, 1086, 1248, 1254, 1262, 1688, 1697,

1705-6, 1722-3, 1727, 1890-1, 1942, 1965, 1970, 2047, 2049,

2176, 2254, 2314, 2438
writ witnessed by, 198

attorney of see Bonewode, Ralph

receivers of see Bridgetown, Henry prior of; Rudham, Roger

Barker (Bercarius), Robert, of Kevin Street, Dublin, 145
Barnwell (Berneval), Reginald, 637 (n 13)

Baron (Baroun), Lord Philip, knight, 239

Richard, 208

Robert, 208
Barr (Barre), John de la alias John, 1719, 1968

pledge, 987
Barragh, Carlow, Kildavln in, q.v.

Barrett (Baret), Alexander, 934 (n 21), 1488 (n 17)
John, sheriff of county Waterford, 1188, 1392

Maurice, 612
Reynold, pledge, 181

Robert, 2315
Barry, Bertreda wife of William de, 564, 676

John son of Philip de, justice of assize in County Cork,

497
Philip de, son of Odo de, knight, of Kilbrin and Ringcurran,

Cork, 403, 529, 1282, 1287
Philip de, (Cork), (? same), 410

Richard de, 1169

Tankard de, 1911
William de, 564, 676

wife of see Bertreda

Barrys (Barries), the, 1252
Baskyn, Philip, 406

Bassett (Basset), John, juror, 957

Bataill see Battle

Bath (Bathe), Matthew de, of Drogheda, executor of Walter Moor, 2170
pledge, 553

Battle (Bataill), Joh, 1168

Baundechoun, John, 654
Beate Marie de Monte Carmeli see Ardee, Carmelite friary at

Beate Marie juxta Dublin see Dublin, city, religious houses in or

near, St. Mary’s abbey

Beaufou (Beaufo), Amery (Amalricus) receiver of county Limerick,

1018, 1107, 1503

James, lieutenant of the marshal in Ireland, 2459 (n 17)

Beck (Bek), William, 556, 854
Bectori, Bectory see Bettori
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Beg, Richard, 276, (n 17), 607 (n 6), 878 (n 6)

Thomas, 804, (n 11), 1349, 1363 (n II)
pledge, 632-3

Bek see Beck

’Belegrave’ , [~ Belgard in Clonshanbo], Kildare, manor, 564, 676,

805 (n 13)
Bel...g [? Belings], John de, pledge, 102

Belings (Belenges, Belengs, Belynges), Henry de, (Dublin), 1346
Henry de, receiver of county Kildare, 1430

Luke de, 1068

pledge, 762, 793

sheriff of county Meath, 72, 216, 576, 1015, 1090, 1192, 1588,
1623

Michael de, attorney, 1346

William son of Henry de, 148, 1239

Bello Portu see Kilculliheen

Benbyn, Philip son of Philip, 1795

Bendinus, Robert son of, merchant of Lucca, 163
Beneger, Robert, pledge, 574

Bennett (Benet), Henry, attorney, 576

Bentley (Benteley), John de, juror, 71

Berard, Richard, 220, 1788, 1948, 2058, 2060, 2402

Bercarius see Barker

Berdesfeld see Bardfield

Bereford see Barford

Berewicum super Twedam, Berewlk sur Twede see Berwick upon Tweed
Berly (Berle), Nicholas and Robert, 1333

Bermingham (Bermegham, Bermengeham, Beremengham, Bermyngham), John de,

knight, 453-4, 552, 1252, 1333, 2356

Peter de, (Tipperary), 354

Peter Ballagh de, (Connacht and Kildare), 1317, 1388, 1781,

1833, 2398

Peter son of Meiler de, (Connacht and Kildare), 2188, 2337,
2426

Richard de, of Connacht, 122
sheriff of county Connacht, 225

Richard son of Peter son of Meiler de, (Connacht and Kildare),

222, 1595, 1654, 1921
Bermyngbourch, Henry de, 366

Bernard, Richard, 607 (n 6)

Berneval see Barnwell
Berwick upon Tweed (Berewicum super Twedam, Berewlk sur Twede)

[Northumberland], 1251-2

Betagh, Adam, 508

Bettori (Bectori, Bectory, Betory, Bettory), of Lucca, merchants

of the company of the sons of see Bettori, Nell; Fantynell,

William; Testa, Hugelinus

Nell, merchant of the company of the sons of Bettori of Lucca,

191, 567, 597, 600, 617, 1463, 1531, 1581, 2382
collector of papal tenth, 1268

attorney, 240, 630

executor of Walter Lombard, 1341

Bicknor (Bikenor, Bikenore, Bykenor, Bykenore), Alexander de,
clerk, 124, 195, 213, 219 (n 20), 390, 471, 569, 608,

849, 871, 911, 958, 986, 1051, 1213 (n 4), 1225, 1285,
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Bicknor, Alexander (contd)

1594, 1599, 1817, 1838, 1933-49, 1994, 2056-65, 2068 (n

9), 2070-2, 2074-6, 2093, 2133, 2142, 2149-50, 2186,

2189, 2194, 2203, 2206, 2219, 2250, 2252, 2261, 2283,

2306-8, 2310-13, 2362, 2394-402
treasurer of the Irish exchequer, 74, 204, 206, 226, 245,

251, 552, 565, 575, 607, 618-19, 631, 646-7, 681, 828,

962, 967, 1052, 1147, 1262, 2240, 2441 (n 3)

letters addressed to, 57, 549, 551, 952-3, 1251-3, 1624

letters of, 894, 1270
letters witnessed or authorised by, 172, 178, 193-4, 212,

215, 244, 301, 303, 557, 621, 626, 628-9, 636, 645-8,

818, 987, 992, 994, 1005, 1019, 1026-7, 1029-30, 1036,

1039, 1044-7, 1055, 1060, 1072-4, 1076, 1078, 1272,
1295, 1298-9, 1320, 1323, 1326-7, 1329, 1342, 1348,

1363, 1367-9, 1496-7, 1499-1500, 1505-6, 1599, 1606,

1621, 1624

clerk in the receipt of the exchequer of see Monmouth,

John

lieutenant of see Holtham, John

assignee of Neil le Brun, escheator, 158, 220, 504, 643,

1061, 1317, 1775-89, 2149

attorney, 1365
attorney in Ulster of see Dowse, William

receivers of see Dover, John; Naas, Henry

valet of, 551
Bigod (Bygod), Roger le, earl of Norfolk, manors in Carlow,

Kildare and Wexford of, and reeves and receivers of, 89, 172,

291, 512, 725, 1127, 1446

Birford, Richard de, 1586
cf. Burford

Birton see Burton

Blackman (Blakman), Richard, 2121, 2294
Blake (Blak), Reginald le, pledge, 1031

Richard le, sheriff of county Connacht, 136, 577, 1006, I010,

1377

Richard le, (Meath), 1343

Thomas le, 181
pledge, 1343

Blakman see Blackman

Blancheville (Blaunchevill), Maurice de, bishop of Leighlin,

752, 962, 2387

Nicholas de, executor of Master Richard de, 1021, 1241

Master Richard de, executors of, 1021, 1214

’Blathan’ [? in or near Drogheda, Meath], castle, 954

cf. Drogheda, Meath, castle

Blaunchevill see Blancheville

Blessed Mary of Mount Carmel see Ardee, Carmelite friary at

Blessed Mary’s abbey near Dublin

see Dublin city, religious houses in or near, St. Mary’s abbey

Blund (Albus, Alby, Blound, Blount), Abraham le, of Youghal, 1208

Adam le, 2074
Alexander le, pledge, 1264

Master David le, justice of the justiciar’s court, 609, 927

(n i0)
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Blund (contd)

Master David (contd)
Justice of assize in counties Cork, Kerry, Limerick,

Tipperary and Waterford, 491, 493, 495-7, 2224

David le, (Kildare), 208, 448
Gilbert le, pledge, 762, 793

sheriff of county Dublin, 340, 620, 637

son of see William
Henry le, prior of Athasel, 597

James le, 1200

John le, knight, juror, 552

John le, of Borranstown, Dublin, 601, 2168
heir and executor of see William

John le, of Fishmoyne, Tipperary, 1764

John le, of Rathregan, [Meath], keeper of manors of Castlewarden
and Oughterard, Kildare, 36, 43, 449

John le, (Kilkenny), 719

John le, (Limerick), 1957
John le, (Louth or Meath), pledge, 181
John le, (Tipperary), 976, 1763, 1870, 2104

John son of Henry le (Dublin), pledge, 902

John son of John le, collector of customs at Limerick, 586
Matthew le, pledge, 181

Richard le, of Arklow, king’s pleader or sergeant, 75, 639, 2167

executor of Robert Mandeville, 128
pledge, 657, 1354

Richard of Cashel, 2270
Richard le, of Tallaght, 643, 1061, 2066, 2149

Richard le, (Dublin), (? one of the above), 624
pledge, 637

Robert le alias Robert, provost of Rinndown, Roscommon, 268,

308, 738, 1131, 1400, 1415
Robert, (? Kilkenny), iii

Thomas le, (Drogheda, Louth), 823

Thomas le, (Dublin), 1178
Thomas le, (Dublin), pledge, 69

Walter le, pledge, 181

William le, of Borranstown, Dublin, heir and executor of John

le, 2024 (n 24), 2025 (n 26), 2156, 2168
William le, of Dundalk, collector of fifteenth in county Louth,

1085, 1096, 1393
William le, junior, (Louth or Meath), pledge, 181

William le, pledge of Gilbert le, (Dublin), 637

William son of Gilbert le, (Dublin), (? same), 762, 793
William son of Nicholas le, (Louth or Meath), pledge, 181

cf. White

Blundell, Magota, 2044

Boch’ see Busher

Bodenham, Joan daughter of William de, 1540

Reynold, 1882

Boddington (Bodynton, Botindon), Master Adam de, executors of, 521,

1784

Bogeley see Bugley

Bolace, Bolas, Bolaz see Bullace
Bole see Bull

Boly see Bulley
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Bond (Bonde), Adam, summoner, 220

Henry le, 276 (n 17), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 804 (n ii), 878

(n 6), 1363 (n II)

Bonenfant (Bonefant, Bonenfaunt), John, bailiff of Drogheda, Louth,

328-9, 506, 539, 1863
Bonevil, Bonevill, Bonevyle see Bonneville

Bonewode, Ralph de, attorney of Richard Barford, 2438

Bonneville (Bonevil, Bonevill, Bonevyle, Bonnevill), Joan wife of John

de, 1007, 1073-4, 1505

John de, 50, 989

justice of assize in the liberty of Carlow, 313, 774

seneschal of the liberty of Carlow, 223, 243, 245, 342

lieutenant of, 245
seneschal of the liberty of Kildare, 223, 1120, 1606

lieutenant of see Sutton, John,
pledge, 194

bailiffs and receivers (named) of, 753, 760, 792, 989, 1210

executors of, 968, 1201, 2179
goods etc., of 733-5, 747, 752-3, 760, 763, 767-8, 962, 1073-4,

1094, ii00, 1157, 1274-5, 1388, 1424-5, 1428, 1466, 1505,

1615, 1928

stud of, 622

wife of see Joan

Robert de, 2226
Bonyng, William, attorney, 1008

Booterstown see Thorncastle

Bordeaux, [dep. Gironde], France, 2170

Bordesdale, Robert de, 1533

Borlebache (Burlebache), Simon, 1220, 2250
Borma, Matthew de, 1350

Borranstown (Boronteston, Villa Barhund), [in Ballymadun], Dublin,
Blund of, q.v.

Boscher see Busher

Bosco see Boyce

Bosher see Busher

Bossard see Buzzard

Bosser see Busher

Boteler, Botiler, Botiller see Butler

Botindon see Boddington

Bougeley see Bugley

Bourg see Burgh

Bovis (Bouveis, Bouveys, Boveis, Boveys), John, executor of Stephen

Roth, (Drogheda), and his son John, 233

John, sergeant in crosses of Leighlin and Ossory, 194

William, 415

Bowet, John, citizen of Dublin, 1345
juror, 658

purveyor of victuals at Dublin, 605, 636, 1299, 1350

Boyce (Bosco, Boys), Thomas de, (Dublin), 128

Thomas de, (Kildare), 2376
Boys... see Busher

Brabazon (Brabanzoun), Roger le, chief justice of the English king’s

bench, 64, 232

letter witnessed by, 950

Bragan, Roger, 1709

cf. Bregan
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Bras, John, 948

Bray, (Bre, Bree), Wicklow (Dublin), 1262, 1420

rent of, 276 (n 17), 804 (n Ii)
Bray (Bree), Matilda widow and executrix of Robert de, now wife of

Geoffrey Morton, 189

Robert de, collector of murage in Dublin city, 189

Braynok see Brennock

Bre see Bray

Breakspear (Brekespere), Roger, 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13)

Breathnach (Bretnagh), John, juror, 957

Bree see Bray

Bregan, Roger, attorney, 356

cf. Bragan

Brekeff, Roger, pledge, 632

Brekespere see Breakspear

Bremesgrene, Thomas de, 1368

Brennock (Braynok, Breynok), Geoffrey, 1685

Richard, executor of Richard Brett, 134, 141, 592, 840, 1643,

1971

Robert, (Kildare), 238, 1697, 2176
Robert, (Tipperary), executor of Richard Brett, 134, 592, 840,

1643, 1971
pledge, 1339

Bret see Brett

Bretnagh see Breathnach

Breton (Bretoun, Bretton), Adam le, 815, 1313, 1424, 1506, 2139
sheriff of county Carlow, 89, 235, 243, 245, 291, 342, 596,

1270, 1411

John le alias John, 1640, 2436-7

Brett (Bret), Edmund son of John le, 692, 728
Egidla la, wife of William le, 578, 603, 848

Geoffrey le, knight, 124, 385, 715, 911, 2206

sheriff of county Tipperary, 202-3, 462, 484, 675, 712, 894,

976, 1236, 1826, 1966, 2091-2
John le, 692, 728, 1260

son of see Edmund

Richard le, 840, 1212, 1643, 1768

executors of, 1212

See also Brennock, Richard and Robert

Thomas le, 472, 1318, 2158
pledge, 1339

Walter le, knight, 134, 141, 592, 840, 1212, 1355-6, 1613, 1641,

1641, 1643, 1971, 2387

sheriff of county Tipperary, 5, 83, 85, 176, 336, 590 (n 12),

593-4, 928, 990, 1034, 1036, 1160, 1164, 1264, 1292, 1339,

1385-6, 1451, 1628, 1630, 1642, 1661, 1901, 2026, 2381
Walter son of Philip le, 88

William le, 848, 1811

wife of see Egidla

Bretton see Breton

Brevill, Robert, 352
Breynok see Brennock

Brian (Bryan), John, pledge, 632-3

William, 282, 933 (n 19)



Bridgetown (Brigeton, Briggetoun), Cork, Henry prior of (del),

receiver of Richard Barford in Glanworth, 1248, 1965

Bristol (Bristoll, Bristow), Jordan de, collector of customs at

Waterford, 1351, 1378
purveyor of victuals at Waterford, 1351

Robert de, of Dublin, pledge, 97, 232, 895

Wolfraun de, pledge, 1263

Broculi, Hugh son of Reiner Nicholas, merchant of Lucca, 610-11

cf. Nicholas, Reiner

Brod, John, 613
Broghton see Broughton

Bromley (Bromleye), Gilbert de, clerk, receiver of stores at

Skinburness, 549
Broughton (Broghton), John de, 208

Brown (Broun, Brun), Adam, of Knockgraffon, 1735, 1868, 2124, 2300,

2419

David, 1308

Geoffrey, chaplain, 722

Geoffrey, (? same), 340 (n 14)
Master Henry, clerk, 963, 1296

Henry, (? another), 156

John, dyer, of the Coombe (Coumbe), [Dublin city], 1296

Master Ralph, 1688, 1727

archdeacon of Leighlin, 288, 588, 829

Reynold, knight, sheriff of county Kerry, 173
Reynold, mayor of Drogheda, Louth, 2167

Reynold, (Waterford), 96, 996, 1830-2

pledge, 993

Reynold, (? one of the above), 239

Richard, of Barford (Bereford), 1028

Richard, (Carlow), 706

Richard, (Meath), thresher, 662-3
Roger, 2159

Stephen, pledge, 661
Thomas, of Ely, 119, 1708

Thomas, (Dublin), attorney, 90

Thomas, (? Limerick), 1791
William, betagh (hibernicus) of the king at Esker, Dublin, 1368

William, purveyor of victuals at Youghal, Cork, 1005

William, (? Carlow), 1653

William, (? Limerick), 1791

cf. Brun
Bruce (Brus, Bruys), Richard son and heir of Peter de, 987

Robert, 549, 1251

Bruges (Bruge), Philip de, 18 (n 31)
Thomas de, of county Meath, pledge, 181

Brun, David, juror, 957

Fromund le, 208, 1180, 1242

Neil le, 388, 441, 528, 587

escheator of Ireland, II, 58, 60, 74, 87, 158, 220, 294-5, 456,

504-5, 625, 640, 657, 680, 684, 790, 795, 825, 875, 903,

930, 970, 1012, 1081, 1102, 1162, 1187, 1271, 1399, 1469,
1472, 1489, 1504, 1524, 1585-6, 2005-7, 2134-5, 2137-41,

2191

account of, 684 (n 12)

writs addressed to, 143, 181, 285, 290, 818, 856, 868, 873,
1107



Brun (contd)

Neil (contd)

escheator (contd)

assignee of see Bicknor, Alexander

justice assig--~ed to hear pleas between Geoffrey Morton and

Richard Barford, 950-1
justlce of assize in county Louth, 490

assigned to take inquisition, 962, 1275, 1425

pledge, 1274

William, 1956, 2009
cf. Brown

Brus see Bruce

Brustwik see Burstwick
Bruys see Bruce

Bryan see Brian

Bugley (Bogeley, Bougeley), Roger de, 374, 444-5, 460-1, 509-10, 813,

847, 968
pledge, 957

Bull (Bole), Simon le, 276 (n 17), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 804 (n ii),

1363 (n ii)
Bullace (Bolace, Bolas, Bolaz), Thomas, 1276, 1592, 2263-4

keeper of works of the castle, mills and exchequer at Dublin,

206
juror, 658

Bulley (Boly), Adam del, pledge, 74

David, 351
William de, 2384

Burchton see Burton

Burford (Bureford), John de, brother and heir of Edmund de, 1434

cf. Birford

Burgess (Burgeis, Burgeys), Gregory, of Swords, pledge, 662

Reynold, 2011
Thomas, receiver at Lelxlip (Saltus Salmonis), 1676

William, chaplain, 622-4, 891

Burgh (Bourg, Burgo), David de, 552

Richard de, earl of Ulster, 35, 37-9, 64, 232, 363, 427, 545-6,

548, 552, 823, 1246, 1252, 1787, 1935
pretended men of, 655

Walter de, 772

William de, 577, 839

William son of William de, 1250
Burghton see Burton

Burgo see Burgh

Burlebache see Borlebache

Burnel, Robert, 638

Burstwick (Brustwik), [Yorkshire], letter dated at, 549

Burton (Birton, Burchton, Burghton), Henry de, 2189

Robert de, 1221

Master William de Burton, prebendary of Clonmethan, [in St.

Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin], 132
Busher (Boch’, Boscher, Bosher, Bosser, Boys...), Robert, (Meath),

2321

Robert, (Wexford), 1754, 1845

Thomas, 72, 1090
William, 1241, 2404
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Butler (Boteler, Botiler, Botiller), Edmund le, 68, 79, 113, 220, 246,

482, 544, 552, 1173

butler or keeper of the prise of wines in Ireland, 66, 543,

1263, 1490

justice assigned to hear pleas between Geoffrey Morton and

Richard Barford, 950-1
Edward le, 1998

John le, keeper of the mills of Saggart, Dublin, 146

John le, knight, (Waterford), 504, 1783, 2241

John le, of Tybrory, (Carlow), 743

John le, (? Kilkenny), 2330

Peter le, pledge, 150
William le, receiver of county Waterford, 785, 1091

Buzzard (Bossard), Gerald, 1537

Buzzardstown (Villa Bossard), [in Mulhuddart], Dublin, tithes of,

1365
Bygod see Bigod

Bykenor, Bykenore see Bicknor

Cadamstown, Kildare, Martinstown and Thomastown in, q.v.

Cadel, Maurlce, 450, 464, 809, 2028, 2052
pledge, 1336

Caernarvon (Carnarvan), Caernavonshire, chamberlain of see Easthall,

Thomas

Calf (Calff), David, 1333
Henry, 2010

Sylvester, 1843, 2120, 2281

William, 569

cf. Veale
Callan, Kilkenny, David chaplain of 2355

Sampson of, q.v.

Callan, Adam de, 844

Alice widow of Adam de, now wife of Richard Wall (de Valle),
844

Philip, 465
Simon de, receiver of issues of escheatry in county Louth, 830

William de see Sampson, William

Calne, William de, (? Kildare), 1590

William de, (Roscommon), 81, 326, 430, 542

Calverstown (Calveston), [in Davidstown], Kildare, William vicar of,

1684

Carn, Roscommon see Clann Uadach
Cambridge (Cantebr’), Thomas de, baron of the English exchequer,

letter witnessed by, 34

Camera see Chamber

Cancla see Kent

Cane, Richard de, 222, 1252, 1595, 1654

Canevan see Cavenan
Cannington (Canyngton, Canynton), Michael de, 1612

pledge, 1032

Canon (Canoun), Hugh, 437, 623, 2140
assigned to take inquisition in county Carlow, 962, 1275,

1425

justice of assize in the liberty of Carlow, 774

sheriff of county Kildare, 335, 751, 797

pledge, 238

Cantebr’ see Cambridge



Canteloup (Cantelupo, Cantilupe, Cantilupo), William de, and Mabel his

wife, widow of Jordan Condon (Caunteton), 393, 515, 2004, 2164
Cantewell see Cantwell

Cantilupe, Cantilupo see Canteloup

Cantok see Quantock

Cantor (Cantor, Chauntor), John le, of Trim, clerk, 662, 664, 896
Cantrell (Chaunterell), Nicholas, reeve of Newcastle Mackinegan, 320-

I, 522-3

Cantwell (Cantewell, Cauntewell), John son of Richard de, 239, 1864

Miles de, 2035

Simon de, 1109

farmer of Ardmayle, 684, 790, 1091, 1162, 1399, 1472
Thomas de, juror, 957, 1084

Walter de, 119, 1708

Canyngton, Canynton see Cannington

Capella see Chapel

Cardiff (Kerdlf, Kerdiff, Kerdyf), Master John de, (Dublin, etc.),

380, 481, 1235, 1302, 1325, 1620, 1656-9, 2255, 2257
John de, of Cobrauth (Kildare), 1749, 1860, 2280
John de, (Louth or Meath), attorney, 200

John son of, attorney, 356

John de, (Louth), (? same), pledge, 657

Margery de, 1266

Philip de, 918, 1080, 1108, 1354

Ralph de, 212, 1055

Richard (recte Ralph?), 2434

Carew (Carreu), Nicholas de, pledge, 832, 863

Thomas de, collector of fifteenth in county Carlow, 1506

Carleton, Hugh de, bailiff of Dublin city, 76

John de, 1681
Carlingford, Louth, Templetown in see Cooley

Carlow (Cath’), Carlow, letters dated at, 223
letters delivered to justiciar t, 1249

Carlow (Cath’), Carlow, manor, 557, 602, 674,
keeper of, 602

Carlow (Catherl’), county, attorney and keeper of goods of John
Holtham in see Spinell, William

coroners of, writs addressed to, 962, 1561

enrolled account of, 713, 718-21

fifteenth in, collectors (named) of, 1506
goods of Jordan Condon (Caunteton) in, 2164

inquisitors (named) concerning debts in, 647

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1478, 1520, 1561
manors of Roger Blgod in, 89, 172, 291, 1125

receivers of see Power, Roger; Spinell, William

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1478, 1520

sheriffs of, accounts of, 89 and cross references
proffer by, 941

return by, 1074

summonses addressed to, 351-3, 414, 426, 706-7, 774, 899, 1173,

141, 1522

writs addressed to, 291, 313, 444-5, 461, 733 (n ii), 743,

747, 752, 759, 763, 800, 806 (n 14), 815, 820, 841, 914 (n

7), 962, 1074, 1094, 1125, 1157, 1275, 1424, 1425, 1466,

1506, 1626, 1652, 1653 (n 7), 1688, 1780, 1799, 1880, 1934,

2012, 2047, 2049, 2057, 2069, 2072, 2139, 2179-80, 2203,

2219, 2309, 2312, 2314, 2387, 2400



Ca,low, ¢ov ty (co  d)
sher; ffs oF

See also Breton, Adam; Lyvet, John; Palmer, Gilbert

stud of John Bonneville found in, 622
Carlow (Catherl’), liberty, enrolled accounts of, 353, 899

justice of assize (named) in, 313, 707, 774

seneschal of, account of, 89 and cross references

lieutenant of, 245
proffer by, 27

writs addressed to, 295, 306, 311, 313, 342, 374, 394, 435, 481,

510, 670, 674, 1862

See also Bonneville, John
Carmarthen (Kermerdin), Adam de, 2212-13

Carmelite friars see Ardee

Carnalewy see Carnalway

Carnalvan, William, 1350
Carnalway (Carnalewy), Kildare, Simon vicar of, 70

Carnalway (Carnalewy), Kildare, manor, 70, 160

’Carnan’, le, (unidentified), (Dublin), ship at, 1263

Carnarvan see Caernarvon

Carpenter (Carpentarius), David le, 1349

Richard le, juror, 658

Stephen le, of Donnybrook, pledge, 153

William alias William son of, keeper of port of Rush, 1134, 1221

Carreu see Carew

Carrick (Carrik), [? in barony of Carbury], Kildare, tithes of, 1333
Carrick on Suir (CarrikmCgriffin), Tipperary, manor, 1491, 1562

Carrick (Carrik), Adam de, 59, 1245

son of see John
grandson of see Robert

John de, attorney, 589

John de, son of Adam de, 59, 1245
son of see Robert

Philip de, of Dublin, pledge, 232
Robert de, son of John de, grandson of Adam de, 59, 1245

Carrickfergus (Cragfergus), Antrim (Ulster), collector of customs at,
302

See also Mandeville, Thomas de
community and good men of, 302

Carrik see Carrick

Carrickm-~riffin see Carrick on Suir
Carter, John le, pledge, 181

Cartmel (Cartmell), John alias John de, junior, purveyor of victuals

at Drogheda, 242, 283, 502, 516, 531-2, 1337

Cary, Adam, 1349

Cashel (Cassell’), eccesiastial province, 48

archbishop of, 48

writs addressed to, 1737, 1856, 2108, 2287

See also Mac Carroll, Maurice; O’Bragain, Stephen

Cashel (Cassell), Tipperary, appearance before treasurer at, 984

eyre at, 551

estreats of, 724
Blund, Holycross and Winton of, q.v.

Cashel (Cassell), Nicholas, pledge, 181
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’Casteillan’, (unidentified), (? Cork), [?Castlelyons, Cork], vicar of

see Bacon, Richard
Castlecomer (Commer, Cumbre), Kilkenny, royal service proclaimed at,

989
Deveney of, q.v.

Castledermot (Trestledermot, Tristeldermot, Tristledermot), Kildare,

letters dated at, 33, 40
royal service proclaimed at, 772

Fleming of, q.v.

Castledermot (Tresteldermot, Tristeldermot), Kildare, Hugh vicar of,

1276, 1592, 2263 (= Hugh de Ballymore, chaplain?]

Castlegarny see Castlewarden

Castlekevin (Castrum Kevini, Keyvini), [in Derrylossary], Wicklow
(Dublin), constable of see Snitterby, Thomas de

royal service proclaimed at, 3, 79, 83-4, 262, 273

Castleknock (Castro Cnok), Dublin, prebend of, [in St. Patrick’s

Cathedral], and John Holtham, prebendary of, 209
Corduff, Deanestown and Killamonan in, q.v.

Castleknock (Castroknok), John de, 1315

Castlelyons, Cork see ’Casteillan’

Castlemartln (Castro Martini), Master Adam de, clerk, 73, 213, 520,

Henry de, attorney of Master Adam de, 554

Castlemore (Castrum Fotherd’), [in Fennagh], manor, 172, 306

Castlewarden (Castlegarny, Castlewarny), [in Oughterard], and

Oughterard, manors, Kildare, 36, 43, 287, 449

Castro Cnok see Castleknock

Castro Martini see Castlemartin
Castroknok see Castleknock

Castrum Del see Fermoy

Castrum Fotherd’ see Castlemore

Castrum Kevini, Keyvini see Castlekevin
Castrum see also Newcastle

Catherl’ see Carlow

Caunteton see Condon

Cauntewell see Cantwell

Caunton see Condon

Cauntor see Cantor

Caunvill, William de, 138

Cavenan [recte Canevan ?], John, 2292
Cerney (Cerneye), Pettit of, q.v.

Cestr’ see Chester

Chaddeworth see Chedworth

Chamber (Camera, Chambre), Alexander de, 1596, 1618

David de la, 1243
Chamberlain (Chaumberlyen), Adam le, pledge, 123

John le, 1289, 1368

Luke le, juror, 71

Philip le, of Kilmainham, 1315

William le, 1280

Chambre see Chamber

Chapel (Capella), Henry son of Henry de, 139, 269

Chapellzod, Dublin, rent of, 276 (n 17)

Charlton (Charleton), Lord John de, knight, 194

Chaucer (Chawser), Clement, 714



Chaumberleyn see Chamberlain

Chaunterell see Cantrell
Chauntor see Cantor

Chawser see Chaucer

Chedworth (Chaddeworth, Cheddworth), Master Thomas de, 374, 444-5,

1640, 2436
collector of papal tenth, 1021, 1214, 1268

dean of St. Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin, 1268

lieutenant of Richard Barford, treasurer of Ireland, 34
Cheever (Chevre), Geoffrey, 74, 511

son of see Nicholas

John, 1115
Nicholas, bishop of Lelghlln, 120

goods and chattels of, 74, 87, 112, 120, 135, 294-5, 432,

437, 829
keepers of, 112, 135

See also Power, Roger le
Nicholas son of Geoffrey, 74, 294-5

Chester (Cestr’), [Cheshire], letters dated at, 47-8
Chilny, William, pledge, 232

Chimbardl (Chimbard, Chymbard), Gerard, 1732-5, 1739 (n 13), 1740-55,

1757, 1767-70 (n 27), 1772 (n 30), 1774 (n 33), 1839-45, 1847,

1853, 1855, 1859-60 (n 8), 1865-9, 1871-3 (n 14), 1875-7, 1878

(n 15), 1962, 2094 (n i), 2095 (n 3), 2110-12, 2115-22, 2123 (n

i0), 2124-5, 2127-3, 2275, 2278, 2280-2, 2285, 2288, 2290, 2291

(n 13), 2293-5, 2299-300, 2302-5, 2405, 2407-8, 2411-14,

2418-20, 2422 (n 13)
Christopher (Christofre, Crlstofre), Philip, 384, 2235, 2366-7, 2386,

2439
Chymbard see Chimbardl

Cirencester (Cirecestr, Cyrecestr), Master John de, 34, 382, 480, 723

Cissor see Taylor

Clahull, Robert de, of Kerry, pledge, 1073-4

Clane, Kildare, [cantred], sergeant of see Owen, Robert

Clane, [Kildare], 314
Clann Uadach (Claunodagh), [in Cam and Dysart], Roscommon, 552

Clare, Gilbert de, earl of Gloucester and Hertford, lord of the
liberty of Kilkenny, 41, 844, 900, 939 (n 26), 1416

Richard de alias Richard Clerk (Clericus), (Connacht), 1952,
2102

Richard de, sheriff of county Cork, 46, 609 (n i0), 1370

lieutenant of see Harcourt, John

seneschal of, (Limerick), [? in Thomond, Clare], writ addressed

to, 2059

Claunodagh see Clann Uadach

Clere, Nicholas de, former treasurer of Ireland, 70, 72, 160, 259,

281, 689, 803, 912-16, 979, 1106, 1129-30, 1154, 1219, 1376,

1389, 1391, 1394, 1398, 1465, 1467, 1497, 1575, 2321

William de, brother of Nicholas, 70, 161, 377, 2037, 2256
Clerk (Clericus), Adam le, receiver at Leixllp, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6),

685 (n 13), 805 (n 13), 1363 (n Ii), 1676
tenant of the king at Lelxlip, 1262

Alan le see Clondalkin

Denis, of Roscommon, 1297
pledge, 1022



Clerk (contd)

Geoffrey le, (? Kildare), attorney, 603

Geoffrey, pledge, (Tipperary), 1024

John le, juror, (Dublin), 71

John le, of Leixlip, Kildare, 1262, 1420, 1498

Nicholas see Hemswell

Ralph, pledge, 662

Richard see Clare, Richard

Robert, constable of Drogheda castle, 1329

Robert, of Emly, 2372

Roger, (Drogheda), 1372 (n 8)

Roger, (Kildare), 1067

Clifford (Clyfford), Robert de, lieutenant of the king in march of

Scotland, 952-3
Roger de alias Roger, 1945, 2252, 2307, 2396

Clinton (Cllntun, Clynton), Adam, 1333

Hugh de, 170, 479, 530

receiver of county Louth, 648, 755, 922 (n 6), 1271, 1669

(n 2)
sheriff of county Louth, 367, 443

pledge, 1677

John de, 632
Clogheran see Cloghran

’Cloghleth’, (unidentified), (Kildare), rent of, 805 (n 13)

Cloghran (Clogheran), [in Coolock barony], Dublin, fruits of church

of, 573
Cloghran, William de, chaplain, 843

Clomel see Clonmel

’Clonchest’, (unidentified), (Kildare), 238
Cloncurry, Kildare, Kilbride in, q.v.

’Clondus’, (unidentified), (Kildare), tithes of, 1333

Clondalkin (Clondolcan, Clondolkan), Alan, clerk alias Alan le Clerk,
247

bailiff of the archbishop of Dublin’s liberty of St. Sepulchre,

407

summoner of the Irish exchequer, 1047, 1369, 2456, 2457 (n 16)

transcriber of the Irish exchequer, 359, 1047, 2456 (n 15),

2457
attorney, 129, 660, 1362

’Cloneyth’ (unidentified), Adam vicar of, 2439
Clonfert, Robert bishop of, 56

bishop of see also O’Brogy, Gregory

? Clongowes (Clongohill in Okethy), [in Mainham], Kildare, wood of

the king at, 314

Clonill, Winifred (Anufred, Vinfred) de, 1501, 1589, 1593, 1618, 1627

Clonmel (Clomel), Tipperary, Lawless of, q.v.

Clonmethan (Glynmethan), Dublin, prebend of, [in St. Patrick’s

Cathedral], and Master William Burton, prebendary of, 132

Clonshanbo, Klldare, Ballyloughan in, q.v.
Belgard in see ’Belegrave’

Clontarf, Dublin, manor, 1367
Maurice chaplain of, bailiff of king at, 971

Littlepriest of, q.v.

Clyfford see Clifford

Clynton see Clinton

Co..., Richard, pledge, 82



Cobley, David, 1144

’Cobrauth’ (unidentified), (Kildare), Cardiff of, q.v

Cockerel (Cokerel), Guy, 652, 675, 784, 894, 1233, 1236

executors of, 652, 894, 1003, 1236, 1279, 1303, 2208
Henry, attorney of Robert, 1053

executor of Guy, 652, 1279, 1303

Lettice, wife of Guy, 1233

Brother Michael, Dominican friar, [? relative of Guy], 652

Robert, son and heir of Guy, 1053, 1279, 1303

Cocus see Kew

Codd (Cod), William, 1297, 1422

pledge, 81, 326, 1022

William son of Walter, 2232, 2390

Codeleye, Nicholas, 1333

Coffin (Coffyn), Adam, pledge, 657

Cogan, Henry de, 60

justice of assize in counties Cork, Kerry, Limerick, Tipperary,

and Waterford, 489, 491, 493, 495-6, 2224

John de alias John, 1252, 1840, 1865, 2123, 2162, 2285, 2315,

2412
Coillacht (Coylaght), [forest south of Tallaght], Dublin, Walsh of,

q.v.

Coillefere, John, 221

Cokerel see Cockerel
Coleman (Colman), David, of Ballysax, 2044

John, 1363 (n ii)

Colet see Collett
Colewell, John de, juror, 658

Colin (Colyn), Henry, 1333

Coliz see Collis
Colkin (Colkyn), Hugh, 2326

Coll (Colle), John, pledge, 82

Collett (Colet), Edward, 211, 538, 558
Collis (Coliz, Colyz), Thomas, 211, 538, 1137

citizen of Dublin, 1346

purveyor of victuals at Dublin, 251

pledge, 1144

Colman see Coleman
Colmanstown (Balycolman), in Newcastle Lyons, Dublin, tenants of, 276

(n 17), 607 (n 6), 804 (n ii), 1363 (n Ii)

Colp, [Meath], 657

Columbers (Columbariis), John and William de, 948
Coly see Cooley

Colyn see Colin

Colyz see Collis

Commer see Castlecomer

Compton, William de, 12 (n 22)

Conal, Conale see Greatconnell

Condon (Caunteton, Caunton), David de, 763
John de, 1617, 1923

executor of Jordan de, 393-6, 513-15, 565, 670-1, 1617, 1923,

2004, 2164

Jordan de, 393-6, 513-15, 565, 670-I, 957, 1084, 1155, 1427,

1789, 2064, 2164



Condon (contd)
Mabel widow of Jordan de, now wife of William de Canteloup, 393,

515, 2004, 2164

Maurice de, 1755, 1844

William de, 383, 467, 875, 899, 1553, 1617, 1655, 1750, 1815,
1877, 1964, 2112, 2295, 2336, 2422

seneschal of the liberty of Kilkenny, 17 (n 30), 91, 162, 168,
619, 1040, 1542

lieutenant of see Druhull, William

sheriff of county Cork, 46 (n i0), 52, 61-2, 86, 103 (n 156),
186, 196-7, 310, 333, 513-14, 769, 842, 1032, 1175, 1209

Walter de, 394

William son of Jordan de, 424

Conerensl see Connor

Coneweye see Conway

Connacht (Connac’), county, coroners of, writ addressed to, 1555

customs in, collectors of, 702
levying of all debts owed to king in, 1484, 1516, 1555

proposed receiver of see Hubertl, Cruchlus

sheriff of, 418

account of, 136, 577, 1006, i010, 1377
messenger of see Whurlawey, Robert

proffers by, 23 and cross references

summonses addressed to, 418, 711, 1009, 1113, 1168, 1529, 1534
writs addressed to 136, 533, 702, 788, 872, 1377, 1484, 1516,

1595, 1599, 1725, 1836, 1838, 1952, 1990, 2019, 2063, 2082,
2102, 2188, 2306, 2337

writ not returned by, 1595

See also Bermingham, Richard; Blake, Richard; Lit, Richard

Connacht (Connacia), [province], king of Irish of, 1250
lands and tenemants pertaining to royal castles in, 552

lands of Richard de Burgh, earl of Ulster, in, 35, 37, 39

lands of Thomas Thrower in, 904

’Connellen’ (unidentified), 482
Connor (Conerensl), John bishop of, 1344, 1364, 1668 (n 22), 1940,

1982, 2074, 2081, 2310
Constantine (Constantyn, Constentln, Costanton, Costantyn, Costentyn),

Richard, sheriff of county Dublin, 322, 340, 620, 637

Convers, Alexander, messenger from the king, 1252

Conway (Coneweye), [Caernarvonshire], 681, 823

Cooley (Coly), [now Templetown, in Carlingford], Louth, manor, 159,
1367

Coppale (Copale, Cuppale), Servasius, collector of customs at

Waterford, 1351, 1378

purveyor of victuals at Waterford, 1351

’Corathy’, (unidentified), (? Tipperary), vicar of see Derby, Thomas

Corcagh see Cork Great

Corduff (Culduf), [in Castleknock], Dublin, tithes of, 1365
Cork, bishop of see MacCarroll, John

Cork (Kork), city, bailiffs of see under mayor and bailiffs below

See also Youghal, William

citizens of, 824, i032,~ 1209

See also Frlzell, Nicholas
community of, 299, 583, 696

customs in, collectors (some named) of, 196, 198, 210, 279, 299,

583, 696, 1033, 1544



Cork, city (contd)

fine made before justiciar at, 1617

letter dated at, 198
levying of all debts owed to king in, 1488, 1523, 1566

mayor and bailiffs of, account of, 186 and cross references

proffers by, 25 and cross references

return by, 583

summons addressed to, 1544

writs addressed to, 299, 309, 536, 696, 828, 1029-30, 1488,

1523

oath taken before treasurer at, 967

purveyance of victuals in, 196, 198, 210, 1027, 1029-30, 1033

purveyors (named), 198, 210, 1027, 1029-30, 1033

Galegre of, q.v.
Cork, county, coroners of, writ addressed to, 1556

See also Joyce, David son of

fifteenth in, collector of see Pulle, John
goods of Jordan Condon (de Caunteton), in, 2164

justices of assize (named) in, 489 (n 3), 497

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1482, 1514, 1556

receiver of see Donatl, Cambinus

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1482, 1514
sheriff of, proffers by, 22, 927

summonses addressed to, 410, 424, 489, 497, 708, Iiii, 1172,

1175, 1409, 1528
summonses to be brought to, 109

writs addressed to, 197, 257, 279, 310, 333, 369, 379, 383, 393,

397, 403, 467, 476, 514-15, 529, 537, 609, 671, 698, 769,

787, 824, 842, 853, 875, 917, 1005, 1027, 1195, 1208-9, 1217,

1219, 1231, 1455, 1458, 1566, 1610, 1612, 1617, 1621, 1649,

1660, 1692, 1747, 1750, 1765, 1774, 1789, 1809, 1815, 1832,

1840, 1846-7, 1865, 1877, 1893, 1960, 1962, 1964-5, 1993,

2003-4, 2006, 2016, 2064, 2067, 2112, 2115, 2123, 2204, 2225,

2232, 2282, 2285-6, 2295, 2315, 2319, 2336, 2353, 2358, 2390,

2410, 2412, 2414, 2422

See also Clare, Richard; Condon, William; Creetlng, Adam; Roche,

William

Cork Great (Corcagh), [in Oldconnaught], Dublin, 607 (n 6)

Corkan, John, of Trim, chaplain, 662-3

Cornewaleis see Cornwallis

Cornwall (Cornubia), earl of see Gavaston, Peter
Cornwallis (Cornewaleis, Cornwaleis), John le, attorney, 119, 977

pledge, i011

Riffyn (Ryfin), 1333

Stephen le, 710

Cor’ David 2322
Costanton, Costantyn, Costentyn see Constantine

Cotegrave see Cotgrave

Coterel see Cottrell

Cotgrave (Cotegrave), Robert de, clerk of common pleas in the Irish

exchequer, 2454

attorney, 132, 1028, 124B, 1254

Cottrel (Coterel), Geoffrey, 2218

John, 1213, 2150

Richard, 1241, 2404

Cotyng (Cotyn), Richard, purveyor at Drogheda, 599, 629, 1298-9
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Coudray (Coudree), Gilbert de la, attorney, 203, 548

Coupland (Couplaund), Robert, pledge, 233

Courcy, Patrick de, 60

Coventry (Coventre, Covyntre), Thomas de, 1302, 1620

William de, 276 (n 17), 804 (n ii)

Coylaght see Colllacht

Craddockstown (Craddockeston, Craddokeston), [in Tipper], Kildare, 98,

1073
Cragfergus see Carrickfergus

Cravill, Michael de, 1927

Creeting (Creteng), Adam de, sheriff of county Cork, 1444

attorney, 2366

’Crevagh, le’     . , [? Cruagh], Dublin, 71, 433
Criketot (Criketoft, Cryketot), Walter de, alias Walter, 969, 1461,

1582

Crispin (Crispyn), Master Stephen, 135

vicar of Gowran (Balygaveran), 178

Cristofre see Christopher

Crockett (Croket), Robert, pledge, 181

Croghyn see Crumthann

Crok see Croke and Crooke

Croke (Crok), Henry, attorney, 548

John, 533, 1796
Maurice son of Reynold le, 871

Croket see Crockett

Cromelin, Cromelyn, Crommelyn see Crumlin

Crompe (Croumpe), Adam, 1743, 1853, 2110, 2275

Roger, pledge, 993

Vincent, 997

Crooke (Crok), Waterford, manor, 679
Crouch (Crouche), William, of Drogheda, attorney of Alexander

MacDougal of Argyll, 360~ 552 (n 4)

Croumpe see Crompe

Cruagh, Dublin see ’Crevagh, le’

Cruise (Cruys), Elizabeth wife of Henry de, widow of Henry Rochefort,

691, 1260
Henry de, 691, 859, 1260

Henry son of Richard son of Otuel de, 795

Nicholas de, chief sergeant of county Louth, 1153

Nicholas de, (Dublin), 226, 958
pledge, 958

Nicholas de, (Meath), 218, 1891

Richard de, 258, 1939
pledge, 1136

Richard son of Maurlce de, 340 (n 14)

Robert de, 955, 1432, 1470, 1579
Robert son of Robert de, knight, 1048

Crumlin (Cromelyn), Dublin, rent of, 126, 258, 276 (n 17), 607 (n 6),

685 (n 13), 804 (n II), 1363 (n Ii)
Russell of, q.v.

Crumlin (Cromelin, Cromelyn, Crommelin), John de, 258, 1457

son and heir of Thomas, 1577

cf. Russell, John, of Crumlin

Osbert de, 126

Richard de, heir of Adam, 2184, 2244
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Crumlln (contd)
Thomas de, collector of fifteenth in county Dublin, 1473

son and helr of see John

Crumthann (Croghyn), [including lands in Drumatemple and Tlsrara],

Roscommon, 552
Cruys see Cruise

Cryketot see Criketot
L

Culduf see Corduff

Cumbre see Castlecomer
Cuppale--~ee Coppale

Curtis (Curtels), John, of Dublin, 241
Cusack (Cusak, Cusaak, Cuysak), Nicholas de, 970

receiver of county Meath, 649, 756, 1076

pledge, 986

Robert de, 552

Walter de, farmer of Ardee, 365, 503, 1445, 1495, 1563
Cyrecestr see Cirencester

Dalkey (Dalkeye), Dublin, 258, 1103, 1319

Damastown, in Mulhuddart, Dublin see ’Villa Daueny’
Dardls (Dardiz, Dardys, Dardyz), Jordan, 955

Lovlna wife of Richard, widow of John Stede, 2435

Richard, 1149, 2435
sheriff of county Meath, 1076, 1316, 1371, 2351

Daren’ see Kildare

Dargail, Dargoill see MacDougal, of Argyll

Darlels see Arleis

Dartmouth (Derttemue), [Devonshire], Falcon of, q.v.

Daundon, John, 846,

Robert, 638, 1324
David, John, of Irishtown, 653

Maurice son of, 2276
Richard son of, messenger of the Irish exchequer, 215, 2463

Davldstown, Kildare, Calverstown in, q.v.

Davy, Roger, 1280

Dawe, John, 1332

Deanestown, in Castleknock, Dublin, see ’Villa Daueny’

Decer, John le, 12 (n 22), 1137, 1668, 1726, 2262
citizen of Dublin city, 76, 1067, 1344, 1607

mayor of Dublin city, 94,

pledge, 1061
Thomas le, pledge, 1676

William le, of Dublin, pledge, 232

Decles (Dessla), Waterford, 175, 263, 298, 315, 566, 591, 686, 993,

1188, 1199, 1201, 1392

Delgany, Wlcklow, Rathdown in, q.v.

Dene, Ralph de, junior, 957

See also Dover

Depe see Dieppe

Derby, Thomas de, vicar of Corathy, pledge, 220

Dergail, Dergayl see MacDougal, of Argyll

Derrylossary, Wicklow, Castlekevin in, q.v.

Derttemue see Dartmouth
’Dervagh’, (?Dublin or Kilkenny), Water of, q.v.

’Desertum, Disertum’, (unidentified), (Kilkenny), prior of, 1631,

1659

Despenser, Thomas le, 662-3



Dessla see Decles

Deuswell see Dewsall
Deveney (Devenels, Deveneys), Ellen, 607 (n 6)

John le alias John, 405, I001, 2358-9

Richard le, pledge, 82

William le, knight, 276 (n 17), 403, 451, 485, 529, 570, 804,

(n i), 831, 855, 1205, 1282, 1287
justice of assize in County Kildare, 1262

William le, (Kilkenny), (? another), 1782, 2068,

William le, of Castlecomer (Cumbre), Kilkenny, (? same), and

William his son, 2030
Devereux (Deverois, Deveroys), Walter, 2399

William, 2061

Dewsall (Deuswell), John, 478

Deyer see Dyer

Dieppe (Depe), [dep. Selne-Maritime], France, 553, 2170

provost of 1054

seneschal (named) of, 553

Disertum see ’Desertum, Disertum’
Dissard see Dysart

Dodingseles (Dodynseles), William de, heirs of, 552

Dollardstown, in Tankardstown, Kildare see ’Dullardeston’
Donaghbrok see Donnybrook

Donaghmore, [in barony of Ratoath], Meath, 665

Donaghpatrick (Donoghpatrlck), Brother David de, monk of Melllfont,

attorney, 1007

Donati, Cambinus, 183, 474-5, 991, 998-9, 1002, 1216, 1307, 1635,

1952-61, 2098, 2066 (n 6), 2100-2, 2163, 2166, 2223-6, 2358
purveyor of victuals at Cork, 609 (n i0), 927 (n I0), 787, 967,

1005, 1458
sheriff of county Limerick, 338, 1362, 1629

David son of Hugh, 991, 1023

Thaddeus, 1993, 2067
Thorogianus, 723

Donbrothy see Dunbrody

Doncaster (Doncastro, Donecastr), William de, merchant, 947
Doncrevy, Maurice, 142

Doncastr see Doncaster
Doneraile (Dunrail, Dunrayle), Cork, William of, q.v.

Doneys, John, 1908

William, 1943

Donneth, Alexander, pledge, 979

Donnybrook (Donaghbrok), Dublin, Carpenter of, q.v.

Donoll see Dunhill

Douce see Dowse

Dounbro see Dunbro

Doune see Down

Dousky see Graignenamanagh

Douvedale, Dovedale see Dowdall

Dover (Dene, Dovor), John de, 167, 1183, 1289, 1312, 1312, 1365

chamberlain of the Irish exchequer, 34, 609, 2443
commissioned to audit accounts of goods and lands of

Templars, 645

commissioned to inquire concerning debts in county Louth,
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Dover, John (contd)

chamberlain (contd)

commlsioned to hasten collection of issues of demesne lands,

1363

receiver of Alexander de Bicknor, 158

Dowdall (Douvedale, Dovedale), Walter de alias Walter, sheriff of

county Louth, 3, 159, 367, 779, 922, 1039, 1057, 1326, 1359,

1677

clerk of, 1039

pledge, 970

Dowisky see Gralguenamanagh

Down (Dunensis), bishop of see Kettle, Thomas

Down, (Ulster) see Downpatrlck

Down (Doune, Dune) Emma de, 156
Henry de, valet of Stephen Fulbourn, 1328

Downpatrick (Down), Down (Ulster), 952 (n 4)

Dowse (Douce), William, 378, 816, 821, 1668, 1805, 1833, 1894, 2050,

2182-3, 2185, 2202, 2326 (n 14), 2363

citizen of Dublin, 232, 1035, 1297, 1311, 1365
assigned to audit private account, 558

assigned to choose wine for justiciar, 1263

attorney of Alexander Bicknor in Ulster, 621

collector of customs in Ulster, 568

pledge, 234

Dowysky see Graiguenamanagh

Drake (Drak), Nicholas son and heir of Richard, 1388, 1615

Philip, 1388

Drakestown (Drakeston), Meath, 989
Draper (Drapere), Dermot le, 685 (n 13)

pledge, 632

Drehull see Druhull

Drew (Dru), Thomas, pledge, 1022

Drinan (Dreynan), [in Kinsaley], Dublin, fruits of church of, 572

Drogheda, Louth (Droch’, Drogheda, Drogheda ex parte Urlel, Uryel),
borough, bailiffs of see under mayor and bailiffs of below

See also Bonenfant, John; Mercer, John; Sewall, Martin
burgess of see Moor, Walter
community of, 29, 305, 582, 694, 978, 1054, 2174

court of, 2167, 2170

enrolled accounts of, 233, 705, 716
levying of all debts owed to king in, 1488

mayor and bailiffs of, 233, 1054, 1145

account of, 284 and cross references

account rendered before, 553, 1054, 2167, 2170

common seal of, 1054

proffers by, 15, 429, 933

summonses addressed to, 348 (n 5), 429, 716, 1403, 1551

writs addressed to, 278, 282, 328-9, 364, 498, 502, 506, 516,

526, 531, 539-40, 814, 823, 846, 851, 860, 867, 1141, 1145,

1488, 1770, 1827, 2154 (n 9), 2175, 2178

See also Drogheda, Louth and Meath, mayor, seneschal and

bailiffs of below

mayor of, 978

presentation of, 29

writs addressed to, 1863, 2042

See also Brown, Reynold; Trim, Michael

ship la Plente of, 2170
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Drogheda, Louth and Meath (e__xx utraque parte aque), customs at, 67

collectors of 67, 305, 694, 1230

See also Moor, Walter; Passavant, Richard; Roth, Stephen

controllers of see Fevre, Peter le; Passavant, Richard
departure for service in Scotland from, 1252

gauger at, and attorney of, (both named), 1598

mayor, seneschal and bailiffs of, return by, 582

writs addressed to, 283-4, 395, 362, 599, 628, 694, 799, 1145,

1183, 1230, 1598
See also Drogheda, Louth, mayor and bailiffs of; Drogheda,

Meath, seneschal and bailiffs of
port of, parts of county Louth near, 729

prise of wines in, 67

keeper of see Moor, Walter

purveyance of victuals at, 99, 362, 599, 628, 636, 667, 1044,

1141, 1298-9, 1337
purveyors (named) at, 99, 242, 599, 628, 1044, 1141, 1298-9,

1337
purveyors (unnamed) at, 636, 729-30, 2175

victuals to be carried to 729-30, 884-5

Drogheda, Louth or Meath, eyre at, 574

landing of Alexander MacDougal of Argyll at, 952 (n 4)

letters dated at, 548, 1071

rent of archbishopric of Armagh in, 631
Bath, Crouch, Dundalk, Fevre, John, Prene, Spicer, Water, and

Wolf of q.v.

Drogheda, Meath (ex parte Mid’), borough, 954

castle, constable of see Clerk, Robert

cf ’Blathan’

community of, 30, 335, 582, 694

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1487 and cross

references

liberty of, 796

seneschal and bailiffs of, proffers by, 18, 936

summonses addressed to, 422, 1407, 1550

writs addressed to, 532, 1203, 1487, 1509, 1522, 1732, 1810
See also Drogheda, Louth and Meath, mayor, seneschal and

bailiffs of above

seneschal of, view of summonses held by, 1372

writ addressed to, 886

See also Roth, Roger

site in, 422
Droill see Druhull

Drokenesford see Droxford

Dromcath, Dromkath see Drumcath
Dromiskin (Dromeskyn), Louth, 58

Dromore (Dromorensis), bishop of, 1258, 1261, 1587, 1622

Dromore (Dromorensis), [Down], cathedral, chapter of, 1258, 1261,

1587, 1622

dean of, 1261

’Droumconan, Drounconan’ (unidentified), (?Dublin), vicar of see

Kilmalnham, Gilbert

Droxford (Drokenesford), John de, 104

Dru see Dreu
Druhull (Drehull, Droill, Druhill, Druoll), Henry alias Henry de, iii
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Druhull (contd)

John, 274
William allas William de, (Kilkenny), Iii, 833, 857, 1889

lieutenant of William Condon (de Caunteton), seneschal
of the liberty of Kilkenny, 168

William, (? Roscommon), juror, 552

William, (Tipperary), summoner, 220

Drumatemple, Roscommon see Crumthann

Drumcath (Dromcath, Dromkath), Nicholas de, 1222, 1711, 2335
Dublin (Dublin’), ecclesiastical province, 48

archbishop of, 48

See also Ferings, Richard

archbishop elect of see Haverlngs, Master Richard

Dublin (Dublin’), diocese, archdeacon of, 441

court christian of, 652

official of, 1714
See also Pillatonhall, John; Rudyard, Master William

keeper of temporalities of see Islip, Master Walter
liberty of see St. Sepulchre

receiver of see Rider, John
Dublin (Dyvelyn), city, bailiffs of see under mayor and bailiffs of

below
bench at see Ireland, justices of the Dublin bench in

castle, constable of see Usher, John

farmer of mills beside see Miller, William

imprisonment in, 105, 565, 658, 886, 1674
keeper of works of see Bullace, Thomas

watchman of see Waye, John

cathedrals in, Holy Trinity (Christ Church) see under religious

houses in or near below

St. Patrick’s, dean and chapter of, 442, 862, 1346, 2143

dean of see Chedworth, Thomas
prebendary of Castleknock in see Holtham, John

prebendary of Clonmethan in see Burton, Master William

citizens of, 76, 547, 722

See also Ashbourne, Andrew; Bowet, John; Collis, Thomas;
Decer, John; Dowse, William; Gerard, John; Joye, Robert;

Marshal, Thomas; Nottingham, Robert; Thurstan, Robert;

Willoughby, Robert and William

community of, 28, 236, 693, 1138, 1163, 1387, 1449, 1471

customs in, 67
collectors of, 67, 693

departure for service in Scotland from, 1252

enrolled accounts of, 722-3, 901-2
exchequer at see Ireland, exchequer of

eyre of, 71, 433

fifteenth in, 1137

collectors of, 1423

gate beyond bridge at, 75

keeper of works of castle, mills and exchequer at, 206

letters dated at, 42, 44-5, 56, 58-60, 63, 547, 553, 581, 948, 956,

1245-8, 1250, 1254, 1257-8, 1325

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1488, 1523, 1565, 1671

liberty of, 76, 1163, 1571

mayor and bailiffs of, 64, 224, 232, 581, 901, 1056, 1163, 1302,

1387, 1449, 1471



Dublin, city (contd)

~ayor and bailiffs of (contd)

account of, 293 and cross references
proffers by, 12, 931

return by, 1321

summonses addressed to, 421, 901-2, 1531

writs addressed to, 232, 236-7, 288-9, 293, 359, 361, 366, 483,

538, 629, 658, 672, 681, 693, 727, 831, 861, 1098, 1128,

1132-3, 1137-8, 1143-4, 1150, 1189, 1206, 1321-2, 1327, 1379,

1423, 1435, 1442, 1488, 1501, 1523, 1593, 1620, 1639, 1690,
1715, 1785, 2449 (n 9)

mayor of, writ addressed to, 2051

See also Decer, John; Nottingham, Robert

merchants of see Leicester, Richard; Weston, John

mills beside castle of, farmer of see Miller, William
keeper of works of see Bullace, Thomas

murage of, 75, 234, 236, 483, 547

collectors (named) of, 75, 189, 234, 236, 547

collectors (unnamed) of, 76, 293, 1442
port of, 361

prise of wines in, 67, 1263

purveyance of victuals in, 361, 605, 636, 1299

purveyors (named) in, 251, 605, 636, 1299, 1350

purveyors (unnamed) in, 289, 731, 768, 784, 882-3, 2066

victuals to be carried to, 651, 665, 731-2, 768, 784, 882-3

victuals to be carried to Skinburness from, 1350
religious houses in or near Blessed Mary’s abbey see under St.

Mary’s abbey below
Friars of the Sack (penitial order of Jesus Christ), convent of,

Brother Edmund prior of, 1360
Hogges, abbey of see under St. Mary de Hogges below

Holy Trinity (Christ Church), cathedral priory, canon of see

Meylers, Brother Nicholas

convent of, 1069
prior of, 472, 666, 1069, 1087, 1135, 1186, 1600, 2158

Hospital of St. John of Jerusalem in Ireland see under

Kilmalnham

Jesus Christ, convent of the pententlal order of see under

Friars of the Sack above

Preachers, convent of the order of see under St. Saviour’s

below

St. John the Baptist’s priory outside Newgate, prior of, 106,

258, 368, 372-3, 804 (n II), 1051, 1202, 2319

St. Katherine’s priory near Leixlip see under Lelxllp

St. Mary de Hogges, abbey of, and abbess of, 856, 868

St. Mary’s abbey (Blessed Mary’s abbey), abbot of, 90, 1059,

2346

St. Saviour’s Dominican priory (convent of the order of

Preachers), prior and brothers of, 652

St. Thomas the martyr’s abbey, abbot of, 237, 665, 887, 895

seal of the statute of merchants in, 94

streets and minor places in or near, the Coombe, Brown of, q.___v_v.

Francis Street, 658
Kevin Street, Barker of, q.v.

Oxmantown (Oustemaneston, Oustmanneston), gate facing, 75
Ferret of, q.v.

the Pool (le Polle), 97



Dublin, city (contd)

suburbs of, 71, 97, 433, 658

trespasses in, 1025

wall adjoining gate beyond bridge at, 75,

wood carried to and sold in, 961
Balsham, Bristol, Carrlck, Curtis, Decer, Foot, Goodgame, Peel,

Russell, Slane, and Woder of q.v.

Dublin, county, crosses of Ossory, Ferns and Leighlin in, sergeants of

see Bovls, John; Norragh, Tankard; Pembroke, John

demesne lands in, keeper or seneschal of see Kent, Thomas

officials (named) commissioned to hasten collection of issues

of, 1363

reeves and receivers of, 276, 607, 804

enrolled account of, 1172-3

fifteenth in, collectors (named) of, 1473, 2435

collectors (unnamed) of, 1431
goods and lands of Templars in, 645, 731, 1367

inquiry concerning debts owed to king in, 647, 892

inquisitors (named), 647, 775, 892

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1474, 1670, 1584
liberty of Kilkenny in, 41

purveyance of victuals in, 731, 878, 883
receivers of see Feypo, Simon de; Hereford, John

sergeants (balllvi) in, 1026

See also Jordan, Adam
See also under crosses of Ossory, Ferns and Leighlln above

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1474, 2458 (n 16)

sheriff of, 64, 232, 1026
proffers by, i, 920

return by, 1364

summonses addressed to, 350, 407, 428, 712, 721, 775, 1115,

1121, 1176, 1178, 1404, 1537, 1543
views of summonses held by, 892, 1670

writs addressed to, 34, 69, 71, 74, 227 (n I0), 252, 254, 258,

260, 266, 270-1, 275-6, 280 (n 23), 294, 319, 322, 325, 340,

388, 391, 402, 432-3, 434 (n 12), 441-2, 451-3, 478, 482,

484-5, 511, 620, 637, 661, 731, 748, 757, 762, 764, 789, 793,

798, 802, 804, 812, 816, 821, 829, 843, 850, 854, 862, 864,

879, 883, 887, 911, 915 (n 8), 958, 961, 1047, 1083, 1087-8,

1103, 1105-6, 1134-5, 1140, 1151-2, 1156, 1158, 1163, 1182,

1186, 1204, 1207, 1221, 1225, 1239-40, 1255-6, 1364, 1374,

1381, 1387, 1397, 1421, 1431, 1441, 1449-50, 1454, 1457,

1471, 1473, 1502, 1511, 1565, 1570-i, 1574, 1577, 1579, 1583,

1585, 1589, 1600, 1618, 1627, 1640-1, 1645-6, 1648, 1668,

1679, 1682-3, 1695-6, 1699, 1723-4, 1727, 1729, 1731, 1757,

1767, 1786, 1803-4, 1866, 1869, 1883-5, 1890, 1894-5, 1897,

1904, 1906, 1926, 1932, 1939-41, 1963, 1967, 1998, 2033-4,

2046, 2055, 2066, 2074, 2079, 2081, 2125, 2127, 2149-50,

2156, 2182-4, 2186, 2189, 2206, 2244, 2264, 2304-5, 2310,

2327, 2338, 2346, 2348, 2354, 2373, 2399, 2401

William clerk of, pledge, 93

See also Blund, Gilbert; Constantine, Richard; Hollywood, Adam;

Rathlawe, Thomas; Wodelok, John

threshers in, 879,

vale of, 1431
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Dublin, Katherine wife of John de, 1548

Simon de, 1501

farmer of mill of Leixlip,

Duleek (Dyuelek), Meath, 1597

Platin in, q.v

Dullard, Hugh, pledge, 574 (n 5)

Nicholas son of Robert, pledge, 906

Thomas, 2258

Thomas son of Robert, 906

William, pledge, 906

1097, 1132, 1452, 1464, 1572

’Dullardeston’ [?Dollardstown, in Tankardstown, Kildare], 906
Dunbolk see Dunbulloge

Dunbro (Dounbro), [in Santry], Dublin, manor, 624, 1083

Dunbrody (Donbrody, Dunbrothi), Wexford, abbey, abbot and convent of,

1992

abbot of, 2323
Dunbulloge (Dunbolk), Cork, Long of, q.v.

Dundalk (Doundak), Louth, Brother Richard prior of house of St.

Leonard at, 2375,
attorney and keeper of temporalities of archbishopric [i.e.

diocese] of Armagh, 58, 123, 158, 765, 849
executor of John Taaffe, archbishop of Armagh, 796, 994

pledge, 1258, 1261, 1587, 1622

Blund of, q.v.

Dundalk, Thomas de, of Drogheda, 422, 1550

William son of Nicholas de, 2085
Dundonald, Robert de, bishop of Limerick, 1012

Dune see Down

Dunensis see Down

Dungarvan, Waterford, letter dated at, 566

Dunhill (Donoil), [Waterford], Power of, q.v.

Dunning (Dunnyng), William, 661

Dunrail, Dunrayl see Doneraile

Dunshaughlin (Dyvelyn Shaghelyn), Meath, 665

Durant (Duraunt), William, juror, 552

Dyer (Deyer, Tinctor), Richard le, of Leixlip, pledge, 1262

Simon, 1507
Thomas le, of Leixlip, 1361

pledge, 1262, 1452

Dysart, Roscommon see Clann Uadach

Dysart (Dissard, Dyssard), [in barony of Moyashel and Magheradernon,

Westmeath (Meath)], manor, 673, 1494, 1564

Dyuelek see Duleek

Dyvelyn see Dublin

Dyvelyn Shaghelyn see Dunshaughlin

Eastdean (Estden), William de, 1219

Easthall (Esthalle), Thomas de, chamberlain of North Wales or
Caernarvon, 575

Eawe, Brother Walter de, prior of the Hospital of St. John of

Jerusalem in Ireland, 224

Eboracum see York

Edward I king of England and lord of Ireland, grants and orders by,

37, 47-8, 59, 67, 545-6, 956, 1245

masses for the soul of, 662, 666
consort of see Eleanor
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Edward II, king of England and lord of Ireland, passim

consort of see Isabella

Egge, John de, clerk, purveyor of victuals at Drogheda, 1044

Egremont (Egiermund), [Cumberland], castle of, 1203
Eitelee (Eteley, Eytelee, Eyteleye), Bartholomew de, 192, 1903

Richard de, 1903, 2088, 2145

Thomas de, 192, 616, 1903
Eiwerik see York

Eldon, Robert de, 1406

Eleanor (Alianor), queen of England, consort of Edward I, 1328

Elfinens’ see Elphin

Ellis (Elias, Elys), John, 1280

Philip son of, 2182

Richard, 1280

Rufus son of, 985
William son of, keeper of port of Rush, Dublin, 1134, 1221

William son of, pledge, (?Louth or Meath), 181

Elphin (Elflnens’), bishop of, 1023, 1953, 1990

See also O’Connor, Cathal
Donatus, bishop elect of, 1990

Elphin (Elfinens’), [Roscommon], cathedral, dean and chapter of, 1023

Ely, (unidentified), Brown of, q.v.

Elys see Ellis

Elyserwill, Henry son of David de, juror, 1179

Emly (Imel’), Tipperary, cathedral, dean and treasurer (both named)

of, pledges, 220

Ballyholahan in see ’Ballilohehan’

Clerk and Veale of, q.v.

Emly (Imel’) diocese, 220

bishop of writs addressed to, 345, 1788, 1910, 1948, 2039, 2221,

2249, 2428

or his official, writ addressed to, 2060
bishops of see also Quantock, Thomas; Roughead, Master William

receiver of issues of escheatry in see Keating, Richard

Enfaunt see Lenfant

England (Anglia), chancery of, letters from, 32, 35-9, 41, 43, 46-55,

57, 61-2, 65-8, 541, 543-6, 549-50, 552, 944-5, 949, 951-5,

1249, 1251, 1259

escheator north of Trent in see Holtham, John

exchequer of, baron of see Cambridge, Thomas

letters from, 34, 64, 70, 232, 946
treasurer of see Reynolds, Walter

lieutenant of see Sandall, John

king’s bench of, chief justice of see Brabazon, Roger

letter from, 950

kings of see Edward I; Edward II

prison in, 1262

queens of see Eleanor; Isabella

wardrobe of, letters from, 62, 65-8, 551, 947, 1252-3

England (Anglla), Jordan de, 1219

Thomas de, 1304

English (Englels, Engleys, Lengleis, Lengleys), John, 972, 2328

Peter, 131 (n)
pledge, 169

Thomas le, 2200

William le, 1429, 1776
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Eonard see Ethenard

Ercedekne, Erchedekne see Archdeacon

Erdelee, Erdeleye, Erdesleye see Ardleigh

Erk, Walter, 1113

Erscedekne, Erschedekne, Ersed see Archdeacon
Ertlona, Philip de, pledge, 1144

Escoce see Scotland

Esker, Dublin, 149, 152, 632, 958, 1152, 1368, 1397, 1450, 1473

rent of, 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 804 (n II), 1363 (n II)

seneschal of see Kent, Thomas

Finnstown in, 149, 152
Esmonde (Estmond, Estmound), Henry de, 1408, 1728

Espec’ see Spicer

Estden see Eastdean

Esthalle see Easthall

Estmond, Estmound see Esmonde
Eteley see Eitelee

Ethenard (Eonard), John, 998, 1307, 1791, 1954, 2098

Eustace (Eustache), Gilbert son of see Roche,

Thomas, 1283
Euyas see Ewyas

Everard, John, pledge, 181

Ewyas (Euyas, Ewias), Thomas, 214, 1280

juror, 71

pledge, 153

Exeter (Exonia), John de, 1422

juror, 552

sheriff of county Roscommon, 78, 137, 1022, 1366, 1510

Jordan de, senior, 79 (n I), 144, 315, 1201
Jordan de, junior, 397, 476, 917, 1649, 1893

Richard de, 552, 657, 1493,’1510, 1513, 1580, 1809, 2003
collector of fifteenth in county Louth, 1136, 1493, 1499,

1578, 1580
Stephen de, juror, 552

Exoes, Thomas de, 1223

Exonia see Exeter

Eytelee, Eyteleye see Eitelee
Eyton, Robert de, 166-7

Fader, John, 1696, 1885

Faes (les Fethes) of Athlone, Roscommon, 552
Faillythewolle, Richard, 156

Falcon (Faucenn, Faucoun), Henry, 1690

John of Dartmouth (Derttemue), 1183

Gilbert son of Eustace

Falconieri (Fauconer, Fauconer, Faukener), Cambinus (Cambynus) le,

merchant of Florence, Iii, 439-40, 473, 1888-9
Cambinus son of Guy de, attorney, 299-305

Fantynell (Fantynel, Fatynel), William, merchant of the company of the

sons of Bettori of Lucca, 64, 232, 597, 1818-25, 1922-32

Faringdon (Farendon, Farindon, Ferindon), John de, clerk, 147, 2376

Michael de, 976, 1966
sheriff’s clerk and receiver in county Tipperary, 1951

Fastolf (Fastalf), 2243

Fatting (Fattyng), Adam, receiver and reeve of Garristown, 764

William, 2373
Fatynel see Fantynell
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Faucenn see Falcon

Fauconer, Fauconers see Falconleri

Faucoun see Falcon

Faugoner, John, and Christine his wife, 77

Faukener see Falconieri

Felghculle-~, Kildare, Milltown in, q.v.

Felpo see Feypo

Feld, Felde see Field
Fennagh, Carlow, Castlemore and Rathnageeragh in, q.v.

Ferindon see Farlngdon

Ferlngs (Feryng), Master Richard de, archbishop of Dublin, 947, 1374,

1454, 1473
Fermoy (Castrum Dei), Cork, abbot of, 1765, 1846, 2286, 2410

Ferns (Fernen ’), bishop of, or his official, writs addressed to,

460, 509, 813, 847
Ferns, crosses of, sergeant in see Norragh, Tankard; Pembroke, John

Ferns (Fernys), John de, juror, 957

Ferret (Ferrour), John le, of Oxmanstown, valuer, 565

Fertelagh, William, pledge, 181

Feryng see Ferlngs

Fethes see Faes

Fevre, Peter le, of Drogheda, controller of customs at Drogheda, 1071
Feypo (Felpo), Simon de, 560, 563, 1204, 1894

proposed receiver of county Dublin, 757, 789, 802

Field (Feld, Felde), Reynold de la, 1151, 1289

Fincham (Fyncham), John de, pledge, 232

Finchin (Finchyn, Fynchyn), Adam, clerk, 662, 664, 896

Fingal (Fyngal), Henry de, 1741

Finglas (Fynglas), Joan de, daughter of William de, 601, 627, 2156,

2168

William de, 340 (n 14), 1645
Finn (Fyn), John, attorney, 56

Finnstown (Fynneston), [in Esker], Dublin, 149, 152
Fisacre (Fishacre, Fissacre, Fisshacre, Fyssacr), Joan wife of Martin

de, 211, 538

Martin de alias Martin, 211, 538, 558, 590, 1038, 1048, 1288, 1313,

1900, 2144
lieutenant or attorney of Henry de Guildford, usher of the Irish

exchequer, 188, 226, 2461 (n 19), 2462

attorney, 592-3, 976, 1284, 1314, 1316, 1318, 1356

pledge, 1063

Fishmoyne (Fythmohan), Tipperary, Blund of, q.v.

Fithian, Thomas, bailiff of Waterford city, 347

Fleming (Flemeng, Flemyng), Baldwin le, 1153 (n 2)

Henry le, pledge, 1364

John le, of Castledermot (Tristledermot), Kildare, 744, 801, 957,
1084, 1155, 1427

John le, (Kildare), (? another), 208, 1116, 2143

John le, (? Roscommon), juror, 552

Simon le, juror, 552

Thomas le, pledge, 181
William, bishop of Lismore, 2137

Florence (Florencia), Italy, merchants of see Falconlerl; Frescobaldi

Foljambe (Folegaumbe, Folegeaumbe, Folejambe, Folejaumbe, Foljaumbe,
Follejambe), Nicholas de, 81, 326, 430, 1618, 2363
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Foljambe, Nicholas (contd)

sergeant in county Roscommon, 1395, 1680

juror, 552

Foot (Fot), Peter, sergeant in county Louth, 367, 443, 1013, 1081,

1238

Robert, of Dublin, 561, 965
Fort, John le, juror, 71

Fot see Foot

Foucher, John, seneschal of Dieppe, 553

Fouere see Fower
Foughel see Fowl

Fower (Fouere), John le, pledge, 896

Fowl (Foughel), Nicholas, keeper of the alnage, 348-9

Fox, Maurice of Naas, 1266

brother of see William

Richard, pledge, 181

Walter, [Dublin], 276 (n 17)
pledge, 69

Walter, [Tipperary], 1703, 1813, 1902

William, of Naas

brother of see Maurice

cf. Sionnach
Franceis, Fraunceis, Fraunceys see French

Fraxineto, Fraxinis see Freyne

Freisell see Frizell
French (Franceis, Fraunceis, Fraunceys), Richard, (Cork), felon, 88

Richard le alias Richard, (Dublin), 280, 452
Stephen, 989

under-escheator in county Waterford, 827

pledge, 871

Thomas, pledge, 181

Frescobaldi (Frlscobaldis, Friskabold, Friskobald), Bettlnus de, 866,

1053, 1279, 1303, 2171, 2208, 2210, 2329, 2338-9, 2371
Emerlcus and Bettinus de, merchants of Florence, receivers of

customs in Ireland, 114, 299-305, 541-2, 568, 582-6, 693-702

collector of customs for see Gerard, Andrew
Emericus de, attorney of see Wodelok, Bindus

Fressingfield (Fresengfeld), John de, 1652-3

Friscobaldis, Friskabold, Friskobald see Frescobaldi

Freyne (Fraxineto, Fraxinis), Fulk de, 1842

sheriff of county Tipperary, 177A, 337, 606, 838-9, 1014, 1104,

1426, 1462, 1573

Odo de, 1960

Odo son of Geoffrey de, 2000

Frizell (Freisell, Freysell), Nicholas, citizen of Cork, 239, 536

William, pledge, 574

Fubleye, William de, 1265

Fulberti, Cambinus, attorney, 299-305

Fulbourn, Master Adam de, 1328
Andrew de, heir of Stephen de, 1328

Stephen de, bishop of Waterford, 1328

valet (named) of, 1328
Furlong (Furlang), Philip, 1447

Fyn see Finn

Fyncham see Fincham

Fynchyn see Finchin
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Fyngal see Fingal

Fynglas see Finglas
Fynneston--see Finnstown

Fyssacr see Fisacre

Fythmohan see Fishmoyne and Kilfithmone

Gaffney (Gaffeny), Richard, pledge, 181

Galbary, Robert, pledge, 74

Galegre, John, of Cork, 210

Galetrim see Galtrim

Galeweia see Galloway

Galletrlm see Galtrim

Galloway (Gaweye), Loch Ryan in, q.v.

Galloway (Galeweia, Gallewey, Galwey), Richard de, 1417

Thomas de, 2080

William de, 1403

Galregyn, William, executor of Guy Cockerel, 652

Galstyn, Philip, and Rose his wife, 1122

Galtrim (Galetrlm, Galletrlm), baron of see Hussey, Hugh

Galway (Galvy), Galway (Connacht), collectors (named) of customs at,

113-14, 703
Galwey see Galloway

Gamage, William, 151, 2046, 2346 (n 9), 2354 (n 14)

Gammell (Gamyl), Walter de, pledge, 82

Gardiner (Gardyner), John de, 655

Garf, Robert, 1223
Garristown (Baliogary, Balliogary), Dublin, 661

receivers and reeves (named) of, 764
Gascoigne, Hamon le, of Waterford, attorney, 566, 591

pledge, 987, 1004

Gaunter, Geoffrey le, 153

Gavaston, Peter de, earl of Cornwall, 36, 43, 944-5, 1331

lieutenant of the king in Ireland, 50
letters witnessed by, 59-60, 66 (n I), 948, 1245, 2460 (n

18)
clerk of see Shoreditch, Ellis

yeoman of the chamber of see Guildford, Henry

Gaveran see Gowran

Gaweye see Galloway

’Genaghiston’ (unidentified), Kildare, tithes of, 1333

Gent, Robert, 552
Genvill see Joinville

Geoffrey, Nicholas son of, pledge, 210

Gerald, David son of, sheriff of county Kerry, i0, 24, 169, 173, 330,

491, 736, 1215

Gerard, Andrew, 812, 815, 1207, 1992, 2327

collector of customs in Ireland for the Frescobaldi, 103 (n 15),

114, 542, 568, 693-703, 1044-5, 1230

gauger at Drogheda, 1598
Henry, 226

John, 387
lieutenant or attorney of the usher of the Irish exchequer, and

under-usher in the receipt of the exchequer, 2461

attorney, 103, 108, 128, 141

John, citizen of Dublin, (? another), 1361

Germain (Germeyn), Robert, of New Ross (Ros), 1886
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Gernon (Gernoun), Richard, sheriff of county Louth, 1326, 1669

under-escheator in county Louth, 626, 631, 808, 830, 1013,

1238

Roger, pledge, 969, 1461

Stephen, 159, 346, 459, 659, 810, 969, 1461, 1582

Gervase (Gerveys), Nicholas, 531

Giffard (Gyffard), Nicholas, clerk, 419, 477, 625-6, 1102, 1469, 1576

Wiliam, 1260

pledge, 238

Gilberd, Geoffrey, 1067, 1607

Gilbert, John son of, 1067

Gildeford see Guildford
Ginner (Gynnour, Gynour), Richard le, pledge, 640

William le, receiver of issues of the escheatry in county

Tipperary, 826, 2134-5

Glanworth (Glounore), Cork, receiver of Richard de Barford in see
Bridgetown, Henry prior of

Glencap (Glencapy), [in Kilmacanoge, Wicklow], 1489

Gloucester (Gloucestr ’), earl of see Clare, Gilbert de

Glounore see Glanworth

Glynmethan see Clonmethan

Goddore (Goddor, Goder, Godore), Eymer de alias Eymer, 932 (n 18),

1308, 1539, 2229-43, 2383-92
receiver of county Waterford, 1019

Gode see Good

Goder see Goddore

Godeman see Goodman
Godgamen see Goodgame

Godin (Godyn), John, of Kilkenny, 2138

attorney, 1257

pledge, 168

Godore see Goddore
Godyn see Godin

Goly, John, 496

Golys, Adam de, 501

Good (Gode), Henry, 1728

sheriff of liberty of Wexford, 783

Goodgame (Godgamen), John, of Dublin, 983, 1189

Goodman (Godeman), Henry, pledge, 661

Gormannesgraunge, Gormanneston Graunge see Grangegorman

Goscelin (Giselyne, Gocelin, Goscelyn), Hugh, reeve of Newcastle
Mackinegan, 804 (n ii), 961, 1072, 1158

Gowran (Balygaveran), [Kilkenny], church of, 178

vicar (named) of, 178
Gowran (Balygaveran, Gaveran), John de, attorney, 603

William, 1926

Grafton, Reginald de, pledge, 181

Graigue (Grag, Grage), Helynus (Heilinus, Heylinus) de, 151, 2046,

2346 (n 9), 2354
Graignenamanagh (Dousky, Dowisky, Dowysky), abbot of, 42, 371, 481,

630, 1114, 1659, 1693, 2255
Grangegorman (Gormansgraunge, Gormanneston Graunge), Dublin, 666, 1087

Grant (Graunt), William le, (Dublin), 421

William le, (Kilkenny), juror, 957

William le, (Waterford), 834



Gras, Edmund le, 1278, 1358, 2265

William le, 1358
t

Graunt see Grant

Grauntsale, Eustace de, attorney, 1279

Grave (Greyve), Richard le, of Kilroot, pledge,

Grean (Grene), [Limerick], John chaplain of, 489

1364

Greatconnell (Conal, Conale), Kildare, priory, Brother Adam prior of,

and convent of, 190-1
prior of, 1333, 2357

Greatisland (Insula Hervlci), [in Kilmokea, Wexford], manor, 988

Green (Grene), Ellis of the, 1280
Grene see also Grean

’Grenemynster (or Crenemynstr’)’, (unidentified), (Ulster), abbot of,

1987

Greve see Grove
Greyve--see Grave

Griffin see Kenvareston

Grove (la Greve), (unidentlfied), [England], letter dated at, 50

Guildford (Gildeford), Henry de, usher of the Irish exchequer, 226,

2460, 2461 (n 19), 2462 (n 20)
lieutenant or attorney of see Gerard, John; Fisacre, Martin

yeoman of the chamber of Peter Gavaston, earl of Cornwall, 2460

(n 18)
Gynnour, Gynour see Ginner

Hacch, Hacche see Hatch
Hackett (Haket, Hakett), Henry, 404, 1972, 2153

sheriff of county Tipperary, 176, 195, 336, 551, 737, 874, 1624,

2378-9
John, attorney, 1041

Oliver, 368, 372, 431, 524, 1202, 2001, 2022, 2078, 2146, 2197,

2324, 2349

Peter, and his executors, 1181
Master Philip, 2229, 2266, 2385

Walter, constable of Newcastle Mackinegan, 55, 321, 357-8, 523,

961, 1072, 1077, 1139, 1158, 1240, 1421, 1596

William, 1041, 2211 (n 23)

William son of William, 1535

Hade, John, juror, 658

Haket, Hakett see Hackett
Hampton, Mabel de, 2137

Hann (Han, Hanne), Adam, sergeant in county Louth, 217, 1637, 1887

Harald see Harold

Harbury (Harebrug), Robert de, 948

Harcourt (Harecourt), John de, lieutenant of Richard de Clare, sheriff

of county Cork, 927

Harding (Hardyng), Henry, pledge, 574

Harebrug see Harbury

Harecourt see Harcourt

Harold (Arald, Harald, Harhold), Geoffrey, collector of fifteenth in

county Dublin, 1431, 1473, 2435

John, [Limerick], 913, 1130, 1391, 1467, 1575, 1794

John,, [Tipperary], (? same), 2251

Harper (Harpere, Harpour), Adam le, 958, 1152, 1225

Nicholas le, 1333
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Hatch (Hacch, Hacche), John de alias John del alias John de la,
pledge, 71, 428, 433, 1699

William de, 1547

Hauberge, Bennet le alias Bennet de, 1722
sheriff of county Louth, 339, 1064, 1082, 1644

Hauton, John, lieutenant of the marshal of the Irish exchequer, 2459

(n 17)
Haverings, Master Richard de, archbishop elect of Dublin, 340, 1234,

1502, 1512
Haye (Hay), Adam de, 948

David, 74, 511
pledge, 74

Laurence de la, 948

Walter de la, 517-18, 819-20

escheator of Ireland, 58, 123, 158, 220, 323, 456, 504, 643,

1061, 1317, 2218
assignee of see Staunton, Philip

Hayward, Henry le, thresher, 662-3

Hemswell (Helmeswell), Nicholas de, clerk, 370, 463, 808, 857, 1194
chief remembrancer of the Irish exchequer, 208, 614, 833, 2452,

2453 (n 13)
attorney, 95, 120, 639

pledge, 298

Henebry (Inteberge), Nicholas de, 82, 713, 739, 1092

heir of see Philip

Pain de, 1601
pledge, 710

Philip de, heir of Nicholas, 82, 739, 1092, 1414

Walter de, 1433-6
bailiff (named) at Stachombe of, 1345

executor (named) of, 1436
Henry, John son of, collector of customs at New Ross, 584

Herdman (Hirdeman), John and William, 661

Hereford, [Herefordshire], letter dated at, 944
Hereford, John de, receiver of county Dublin, 920 (n 4), 1026, 1047

John de, (Meath and Trim), pledge, 896

Nicholas de, 560, 1204, 1894

Herre, Walter, collector of customs at Cork, 583

Hertford, earl of see, Clare, Gilbert de
Heuse, Heusee, Heussee see Hussey

Heyne (Heyn), Nicholas, controller of customs at Cork, 1544

Walter, collector of customs at Cork, 279, 1033

Walter, of Rathcoole, Dublin, 2184, 2244
Heywood, [Staffordshire], letter dated at, 53

Hibernia see Ireland

Hibernici see Irish

Hicche see Hitch

Hide (Hyde), Geoffrey de la, 791 (n 7)

John de la, son and heir of Roger, 627, 2024 (n 24), 2025 (n 26),

2168

Roger de la, (Dublin), 601, 2168

Roger de la (Kildare), 746, 791, 918, 1080, 1108, 1354, 1390,

1440-1

Hirdeman see Herdman

Hitch (Hicche), Thomas, juror, 661
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Hogges, abbey of see Dublin, city, religious houses in or near, St.

Mary de Hogges

Holborn (Holbourne, Holebourn, Holeburn, Hollebourn), William de,

clerk, 1300, 1340, 1357

second remembrancer of the Irish exchequer, 2453 (n 13)

attorney, i000, 1003

Hollywood (Sancto Bosco), Adam de, collector of fifteenth in county

Dublin, 1473, 1577
sheriff of county Dublin, 642

Holtham (Hothom, Hothum), John de, clerk, 140, 398, 468, 598, 1683,

1719, 1730, 1834, 1968, 1972-7, 1998-2000, 2152-3, 2204-5,

2272, 2325, 2343, 2345
baron of the Irish exchequer, assigned to hear pleas concerning

injuries and extortions by royal officials, 781-3

chancellor of the Irish exchequer, 204, 251, 2446

lieutenant of see Holtham, Master William

lieutenant of Alexander Bicknor, treasurer of the Irish

exchequer, 113, 185, 2165, 2441
letters witnessed by, 159, 392

escheator north of Trent in England, 2446 (n 8)

prebendary of Castleknock, [in St. Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin],

209

attorney of see Alton, Robert

valets, attorneys and keepers of goods in Munster and county

Carlow (named) of, 140

Master William de, 571-3, 650, 653-5, 1625, 1646
lieutenant of John Holtham, chancellor of the Irish exchequer,

204, 609, heading between 1882 and 1883

rector of Swords, 1334

baker of see Baker, John
Holy Trinity see under Dublin, city, religious houses in or near

Holycross (Sancta Cruce Cassell’), Tipperary, abbot of, 381

Hone (Houne), John and Nicholas, pledges, 181

Honte see Hunt

Hooper (Hopere), Robert le, 353

Hore, Henry le, executor of John, 981, 1190, 1605

John le, 981, 1605
proposed receiver of county Kerry, 876

under-escheator in county Kerry, 877, 1187, 1190

executors of, 1190

See also Henry le

John le, (Dublin), 211, 538,

John le, (Wexford), 487
Ralph le, 1148, 1396

Hosee see Hussey

Hospital (Any), [Limerick], London of, q.v.

Hospital of St. John of Jerusalem in Ireland see Kilmainham

Houne see Hone

Houth see Howth

Houtlawe see Outlaw

Howlett (Huelott, Huwelot), Gilbert, 1980
Philip, proposed receiver of county Kildare, 758

Howth (Houth), Bennet de, 2148

William de, 2033
Hoye, William de la, 613
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Hubertl, Cruchius alias Coruchus, del Passo, merchant, iii
collector of customs at Galway, 113-14, 473, 703

proposed receiver of county Connacht, 788

Huelott see Howlett

Hugh, Laurence son of, attorney, 1012

pledge, I011

Hull (Hulle), Geoffrey de la, 382, 480, 1376, 1704, 1816, 1892, 2048

Robert de la, pledge, 181

Hungerdel, Nell, 1284

Hunt (Honte, Hunte), Adam le, sheriff’s clerk and receiver in county

Tipperary, 1792, 1951

John, 1311

Husser see Usher

Hussey (Heuse, Heusee, Heussee, Hosee, Husee), Edmund de, 990,

Hugh, baron of Galtrim, 689, 803, 1154, 1394, 1398, 1465, 1497

Huwelot see Howlett

Hyde see Hide

Hyne, Robert, sergeant in [cantred of] Iffa, Tipperary, 781

Iffa (Iff), [cantred, Tipperary], sergeant (named) in, 781

Ikeathy, Klldare see Okethy

Imel’ see Emly

Insula Hervicl, Hervey see Greatlsland; Oldross

Inteberge see Henebry
Ireland (Hibernia), butler or keeper of the prise of wines in see

Butler, Edmund
chancellors of see Quantock, Thomas; Thornbury, Walter

chancery of, chamberlains (named) of, 2356 (n 15)

estreats of, 1528, 1533-41

letters from, 31, 33, 40, 42, 44-5, 56, 58-60, 63, 542, 547-8, 5

948, 956, 1245-8, 1250, 1254-8

rolls, writs and memoranda of, 950-1

council of, 945, 967, 1026, 1072, 1250, 1617
customs in, keeper of see Mallsardi, Bartholomew

receivers of see Frescobaldl, Emericus and Bettlnus
collector for see Gerard, Andrew

escheators of see Brun, Nell le; Haye, Walter de la; Woodhouse,

Richard
escheatry of, estreats of, 903-10

exchequer of, barons of see Holtham, John; Isllp, Walter; Moenes,

William

chamberlains of see Dover, John; Walton, Henry; Whatton, Robert

chancellors of see Balscote, Nicholas; Holtham, John

lieutenant of see Holtham, Master William

clerks of common pleas in see Cotgrave, Robert; Pinxton, Thomas

engrossers of see Lidgate, John; Warilowe, Thomas; Woodhouse,

Richard

keeper of works of see Bullace, Thomas

marshals of see Lynton, Stephen; Montpelller, Thomas

lieutenant of see Hauton, John

messenger of see David, Richard son of

remembrancers of see Hemswell, Nicholas; Holborn, William;
Reynold, Thomas; Rudham, Simon

summoners of see Clondalkin, Alan; Walcot, Nicholas

transcribers of estreats in see Clondalkin, Alan; Rudham, Roger
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Ireland (contd)

exchequer of (contd)

treasurers of see Barford, Richard; Bicknor, Alexander; Clere,

Nicholas

lieutenants of see Chadworth, Master Thomas; Holtham, John
treasurer’s clerk in receipt of see Monmouth, John; Whatton,

Robert; York, Richard

under-usher in receipt of see Gerard, John

usher of see Guildford, Henry; Selby, John

lieutenant or attorney of see Fisacre, Martin; Gerard, John

justices assigned to hear pleas between Geoffrey Morton and Richard

Barford, 950-I

justices itinerant in see Ponz, John; St. Leger, Thomas

justices of assize in see Alexander, William; Baggot, Robert;
Barry, John son of Philip; Bardfield, William; Blund, Master

David; Bonneville, John; Brun, Nell le; Canon, Hugh; Cogan,

Henry; Deveney, William; Kenley, W.; Lees, Hugh; Ludgate, Simon;
Quantock, Thomas; Ririth, John son of; Rous, Adam; Smltterby,

Thomas; Ulf, Philip; Wogan, Walter

justices of the Dublin bench in, 1247

estreats before, 1527, 1529-30, 1550

See also Ponz, John
justice of the justiclar’s court in see Blund, Master David

justiciars of see Vescy, William de; Wogan, John
king’s pleader or sergeant in see Blund, Richard, of Arklow

lieutenant of the king in see Gavaston, Peter

lords of see Edward I; Edward II

marshal of, lieutenant of see Beaufou, James
papal tenth in, collectors (named) of, 1021, 1214, 1268

collectors (unnamed) of, 1252
paymaster for military expedition in see Warre, John

primate of see Armagh, archbishops of

purveyance of victuals in, for the army in Scotland, clerk assigned

to supervise see Mare, Edmund de la
royal demesnes in, keeper or seneschal of see Kent, Thomas

officials (named) commissioned to hasten collection of issues of,
1363

treasurer of see under exchequer, treasurer of above

Ireland (Hibernia), Thomas de, 681

Irish (Hibernici), felons of the mountains of Lelnster, 1596
felons of Offaly, 691, 1260

killed in Tipperary, 1624

lands in Connacht among, 904
lands wasted in Kildare by, 905

of Connacht, king of, 1250

robberies in Newcastle Lyons by, 69

Irpe (Irp), Reynold, 851, 2207

purveyor at Drogheda, 99, 1044

Irlshtown (Villa Hlbernica), (unidentified), (Dublin), David of, q.v.

Isabella, queen of England, consort of Edward II, 1259

Island Hervey see Greatisland; Oldross
Islip (Istelep, Istlep), Master Walter de, 98, 118, 132, 145, 151,

391, 402, 446-7, 571-3, 870, 1186, 1241, 1332, 1334, 1545,

1886, 1899, 2008, 2033-4, 2046, 2187, 2346, 2354-5, 2373,
2404

chief baron of the Irish exchequer, 51, 169, 647, 1025, 1272,

2444
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Islip, Walter (contd)

chief baron of the Irish exchequer (contd)

commissioned to inquire concerning debts in counties Carlow,

Dublin, Kildare and Meath, 647, 892
letter witnessed by, 1509

inquisitor concerning debts, and injuries and extortions by

royal officials, 775, 777-9

keeper of temporalities of the diocese (archbishopric) of

Dublin, 617, 1463, 1486, 1502, 1512, 1526, 1581, 2382
assignee of Winifred (Anufred) Clonill, 1501

pledge, 1061, 1301
Ivythorn (Ivethorne, Yvethorne), Walter de, 746, 791, 905, 1354

James, Eve wife of Peter son of, 1801
Jerpoint (Jeriponte), Kilkenny, abbot of, 1995, 2017

Jerusalem see Kilmainham, Hospital of St. John of Jerusalem

Jesus Christ, penitential order of see Dublin, city, religious houses

in or near, Friars of the Sack

Jeune (Jeofne, Joefne, Joeven, Juvenis), Gerald le, 166-7, 1627
attorney, 228

John le, of Ballymore [Eustace], Kildare (Dublin), chaplain, 391,

1334
attorney, 151, 588 (n 9)

John le, (Tipperary), 1527

Brother Richard le, attorney, 567, 597

Robert le, 13 (n 25)

Walter, 1820

John (Johan, Jon), Bartholomew son of, 1343
Geoffrey, 15 (n 26)

executor of Walter Moor, 2170

Gerald son of, collector of customs at Drogheda, 278, 282
John son of, knight, 275

Nicholas, of Drogheda, merchant, 846

executor of Walter Moor, 157, 170, 401, 540, 553, 639, 641, 799,

860-1, 2167, 2170
Reynold son of, 948

Richard son of Robert son of, 1247
Ririth (Riruth, Ryrith) son of, sheriff of county Meath, 73, 105,

107, 252-5, 271, 340, 434, 554, 620, 637, 1075, 1504, 1583,

1665, 1682, 1729, 1904, 2169

Thomas son of, 2138

Walter son of, 2016
William son of, bishop of Ossory, 56

William son of, (Cork), 2115, 2282
Joinville (Genvill), Geoffrey de, 58

Joliff (Jolif), Richard, 88

Jordan, Adam, 960, 1063, 1156, 1884

sergeant [in vale of Dublin,] county Dublin, 69

John, 1986,
pledge, 181

Walter, reeve of Oughterard, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13),

1363 (n Ii), 1673

Jorz, Walter, archbishop of Armagh, primate of Ireland, 47-8, 53, 749,

125, 1261, 1587, 1622, 1706 (n 12)

Joyce, David son of, coroner in Oletham [cantred], Cork, 88

Joyce, Robert and Christine his wife, (Connacht), 1534

Robert, citizen of Dublin, 122

Juvenis see Jeune
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Kam, Ralph, clerk of the sheriff of county Louth, 750

Keating (Ketyng), Andrew, 974

Henry, 718

James, 1362, 1629

John de, 2172

son of see Richard

Nicholas, 1713
Philip Faliath (Falyath, Feylyath), sergeant in county Tipperary,

593, 1901, 2026 (n 27)
Richard de, receiver of issues of the escheatry in Emly diocese,

640, 825, 1024, 2134-5, 2340-2
Richard de, (? another), attorney, (Tipperary), 974-5

Richard son of John de, (Tipperary), (? same), 2172

Richard de, (Tipperary), (? one of the above), 1999, 2002

Robert, knight, pledge, 1339
Kells (Kenles), Kilkenny, prior of, 377, 1037, 2256

Kells (Kenles), Meath, [cantred], sergeant of see Walsh, John le

Kendal (Kendale), Meiler de, knight, 172, 747, 1094, 1157, 1274, 1424,

1466, 1552,
pledge, 1273

Kenefick, (Kenefeg, Kenefek, Keneveg), Geoffrey, pledge, 123

Ralph, merchant and receiver or improver of money and goods of

Walter Moor, 170, 200, 356, 498, 553, 641, 799, 860-1, 1054,

1827, 2167, 2170
William, 1771, 2096, 2195

Kenlegh see Kenley

Kenles see Kells

Kenley (Kenlegh, Kenleye), Albert de, sheriff of county Klldare, 715
W. de, justice of assize in liberty of Carlow, 707

Walter de, chaplain, 623

Kent (Cancia), Edmund son of John de, 1262

Emma wife of John de, 1262

John de, (Dublin), 1262, 1420

John de, (Louth), 1367
Reynold de, 1854

Robert de, 1947

Thomas de, 1729
attorney, 1362

pledge, 271, 1676

keeper of lands at Kilcock and Belgrave, 564

keeper or seneschal of royal demesnes in counties Dublin and

Kildare, 685, 1143, 1492, 1521

seneschal of Esker, 959, 1368
seneschal of Leixllp, 244, 390, 805 (n 13), 1097, 1262, 1420,

1496, 1498

cf. Newcastle Lyons, keeper or seneschal of demesnes at; Okethy

and Saggart, seneschals of

Thomas son of John de, 1037, 1335, 1360

Kenvareston (Kenvarreston, Kynenareston recte Kynevareston,
Kynfaston, Kynmariston recte Kynivariston?), Griffin de,

871, 2148, 2258
chamberlain of the Irish chancery, 2356
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Keppok, John, attorney, 1258

Walter alias Walter de, purveyor of victuals at Dublin, 605, 1299,

1350

Kerdif, Kerdiff see Cardiff

Kerdifstown (Kerdifeston, Villa de Kerdlf), Kildare, 918, 1080, 1108,

1354
Kerdyf see Cardiff

Kerhill (recte Kervill ?), Alexander son of William de, 2364

Kerigia see Kerry
Kermerdln see Carmarthen

Kerry (Kerlgla), county, coroners of, writ addressed to, 1554

customs in, collectors of, 700
justices of assize (named) in, 491

lands of Thomas son of Maurice in, 877
levying of all debts owed to king in, 1483, 1515, 1554

proposed receiver in see Hore, John

sheriff of, 417

proffers by, 24 and cross references

summonses addressed to, 417, 491, 1538

writs addressed to, 274 (n 16), 330, 474, 700, 736, 786, 877,

1187, 1190, 1215, 1483, 1515, 1605, 1611, 1961, 2192
See also Brown, Reynold; Gerald, David son of; Wall, Philip

under-escheator in see Hore, John
Clahull of, q.v.

Kettle, Thomas, bishop of Down, 548, 2081

Keytng see Keating
Kew (Cocus, Keu), Henry, 1194

Ralph, 71, 433

Keyne, Stephen de la, 782

Kilbarrack (Kilbarrok), Dublin, ii0, 258
Kilbarry, Waterford, manor, 679

Kilbrlde (Kilbrid), [? in Cloncurry], Kildare, tithes of, 1333

? Kilbrin (Kilbryn), Cork, Barry of, q.v.

Kilcloggan (Kilclogan, Kylclogan), [in Templetown], Wexford, manor,

678, 1148, 1396, 1460

Kilcock (Kilcok), Kildare, manor, 564, 676, 805 (n 13)
Kilcoly see Kilcooly

Kilcolyn see Kilcullen

Kilconnell (Kilconyl, Kylconyll), Tipperary, manor, 185, 466

Kilconnell (Kylconnyll), Roger de, chaplain of Rathdown, 1593, 1627

Kilcoole, Wicklow, Kilfernoc in, q.v.

Kilcooly (Kilcoly), [? in barony of Upper Navan, Meath (Trim)], John
de, chaplain, 662, 664, 896

Kilcooly (Kilcoul), Tipperary, abbot of, 1761, 1848, 2103

’Kilcork’ , [? in Kilrush], Kildare, manor, 250, 318, 669, 732

Kilculllheen (Bello Portu), Waterford, abbess of, 534, 871

? Kilcullen (Kilcolyn), [Kildare], vicar of see Woodhouse, Richard de

Kildare (Daren’), bishop of, or his official, writ addressed to, 1658

Kildare (Daren’ Kyld’ , ), cathedral, dean and chapter of, 1658

royal service proclaimed at, 265

Kildare (Kyld’), county, chief sergeant of see under sergeant of,

chief below

coroners of, writ addressed to, 1560
demesne lands in, keeper or seneschal of see Kent, Thomas

officials (named) commissioned to hasten collection of issues

of, 1363
reeves and receivers of, 277, 607, 805, 1126
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Kildare, county (contd)

enrolled account of, 715

goods and lands of Templars in, 250, 318, 669, 732, 768

inquiry concerning debts in, 647

inquisitors (named), 647, 777

justices of assize (named) in, 1262

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1477, 1519, 1560

pleas and perquisites of, 956, 1046, 1244, 1342

purveyance of victuals in, 651, 669, 732, 768, 882

receivers of see Belings, Henry; Howlett, Philip; Sionnach, Thomas

sergeant of, chief, 265

See also Swalne, John
sergeant in Clane [cantred] in, 448

? sergeant in see Sumpter, Robert

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1342, 1477, 1519

sheriff of, 956, 1046, 1095
proffers by, 7, 924

return by, 1073

summonses addressed to, 408, 486, 715, 720, 729, 777, 905, 906

(n 3), 1116, 1120, 1167, 1402, 1541

writs addressed to, 70, 160, 231 (n 13), 274 (n 16), 281, 287,

292, 318, 382, 387, 396, 398, 446, 448-9, 454, 468, 480, 505,

519, 651, 669, 680, 692, 728, 732, 734 (n 13), 744, 746, 751,

758, 761, 768, 791, 797, 801, 805, 806 (n 14), 819, 845, 848,

855, 859, 882, 914 (n 7), 1046, 1073, 1080, 1095, 1108, 1126,
1142, 1160, 1180, 1194, 1205, 1220, 1223, 1228, 1234, 1242,

1244, 1330, 1373, 1376, 1390, 1430, 1440, 1452, 1464, 1572,

1590, 1592, 1606-7, 1613-14, 1616, 1619, 1638, 1642, 1651,

1654, 1684-5, 1697-8, 1702, 1704, 1718, 1720, 1730, 1749,

1752, 1781, 1800-i, 1805, 1811 (n 15), 1816, 1820-2, 1843,

1860, 1873, 1892, 1903, 1908, 1922-3, 1929, 1933, 1980, 2110-
II, 2044-5, 2048, 2050, 2057, 2073, 2077, 2088, 2113, 2120,

2140, 2143, 2145, 2151, 2176, 2181, 2185, 2238, 2250, 2262-3,

2280-1, 2326, 2332, 2361, 2370, 2374, 2376, 2380, 2388, 2398,
2426

writs not returned by, 669, 1440

See also Canon, Hugh; Kenley, Albert; Mazener, David
Kildare (Kyld’), liberty, seneschal of, 1260

lieutenant of, proffer by, 20

See also Sutton, John
sergeant of, 1260

writs addressed to, 250, 323, 335, 676-7

See also Bonneville, John

view of arms in, 1260
? Kildavin (Kildevon, Kyldeven), [in Barragh], Carlow, 763

rector of, 588
Kildavin (Kyldeven), Master Jordan de, 763

Kildemock, Louth, Kilpatrick in, q.v____2
Kildevon see Kildavln

Kilfernoc (Kylfernok), [in Kilcoole, Wicklow], 1596

Kilflthmone (Fythmohan), Tipperary, vicar of, 2254

Blund of Flshmoyne in, q.v.

Kilgobbln (Kilgoban), [?in Ballinadee], Cork, 60

Kilkenny, Kilkenny, inquisitions taken at, 552, 957

letters dated at, 31
Godin and Tunbridge of, q.v.
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Kilkenny (Kylken’), liberty of, 41

enrolled accounts of, 900, 1176, 1408-10, 1416, 1419
levying of all debts owed to king in, 1487, 1522, 1565

lord of see Clare, Gilbert

seneschal of, account of, 117 and cross references

lieutenant of, 17

See also Druhull, William
proffers by, 17, 939

summonses addressed to, 411, 415, 717, 719, 723, 900, 1114,

1416, 1419, 1542

writs addressed to, 117, 177A, 272, 286, 337, 371, 376-7, 392, 395,

439, 456, 535, 735 (n 14), 742, 807, 817, 832-3, 835, 844, 857,

863, 865, 870, 957, 1084, II00, 1104, 1155, 1185, 1196, 1213-14,

1218, 1232, 1426-9, 1436, 1462-3, 1487, 1522, 1573, 1581, 1584,

1586, 1591, 1608, 1631, 1636, 1659, 1662-3, 1693, 1712, 1719,

1721, 1739-40, 1746, 1756, 1759, 1771-2, 1775-6, 1782, 1811 (n

15), 1823-5, 1842, 1851, 1857, 1859, 1872, 1888-9, 1905, 1930-1,

1943, 1946-7, 1968, 1994-5, 2000, 2017, 2030-I, 2037, 2061,

2068, 2093-6, 2118, 2121, 2130, 2138, 2142, 2190-1, 2195, 2218,

2240, 2245-6, 2255-6, 2259, 2265, 2268, 2271, 2293-4, 2298-9,

2311, 2330, 2334-5, 2355, 2364, 2382, 2389, 2397, 2403, 2406,

2418, 2424, 2430, 2432-3

See also Condon, William

sergeant in see Letton, Walter
Kilkenny, Adam de, skinner, 1309

’Kilkerly’, (unidentified), (? Louth), 53

Killala (Kyllaly), bishop of, 1726, 2020

Killaloe (Laon’), bishop of see MacMahon, David
Killamery (Kyllamery), Kilkenny, Philip chaplain of, 2311

Killamonan, in Castleknock, Dublin see ’Kilmekeynyn’

Kille..., (Kildare), tithes of, 1333
Killegh, (unidentified), Michael of, q.v.
? Killerrig (Killory), Carlow, 135

’Killesleve’ (unidentified), (? Tipperary), Purcell of, q v

Killory see Killerrlg
Kilmacanoge, Wicklow, Glencap in, q.v.

? Kilmacleague (Kylmckleth), Waterford, church of, 2320

Kilmainham (Kilmaynan), [in St. James], Dublin, priory of the

Hospital of St. John of Jerusalem in Ireland at, men and

tenants of, 1321, 1606, 1715, 2180
prior of, 115, 276 (n 17), 578, 848, 1020, 1042, 1229, 1321,

1347, 1606, 1651, 1811-12, 1816, 2077, 2180-I, 2259-60,

2332, 2370, 2380

See also Eawe, Brother Walter; Ross, Brother William

priors and brothers of, 32

Chamberlain of, q.v____2
Kllmainham (Kilmaynan, Kymayn’), Gilbert de, chaplain, vicar of

Droumconan, 1043, 1648

Kilmallock (Kilmeallok, Kilmehallok, Kylmehalloc), Limerick, 1503

community of town of, 973, 1198, 2223-4

murage of, 1198

Kilmanagh (Kylmanach), Kilkenny, 1591

Kilmartln (Kilmart’), [in Mulhuddart], Dublin, tithes of, 1289
Taylor of, q.v.
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Kilmaynan see Kilmalnham

Kilmeallock see Kllmallock

’Kilmedlmo, Kilmedymo’, (unidentified), (? Dublin or Louth), Adam

vicar of, pledge, 969, 971

Kilmehallok see Kilmallock

’Kilmekeynyn’, [? Killamonan in Castleknock], Dublin, tithes of, 1365

? Kilmoon (Kilmone), [Meath], William chaplain of, attorney, 123

Kllnsare see Kilsaran

K11patrick (Kilpatrlck), [? in Kildemock, Louth], 53

Kilram, Gilbert de, iii
? Kilroot (Kilrothe), Antrim (Ulster), Grave and Vicar of q.v.

Kilrush, Kildare, ’Kilcork’ in, q.v.

Kilskeer (Kilsklr, Kylsklre), Meath, 229, 525

Robert chaplain of, 1817
Kilsaran (Kilnsare, Kilsarne, Kylsaran), Louth, manor, 99, I00, 159,

729,
keeper of the houses of see Ardlelgh, Master Philip

Kilton (Kylton), William de, 72, 1070, 1090

Kings Langley (Langele, Langelee, Langelye), [Hertfordshire], letters

dated at, 35, 38-9, 49, 51, 66, 68, 541, 543-4, 546, 551-2
Kingston (Kingeston, Kyngeston), Richard de, bailiff of John

Bonneville at Nobber, 760, 792, 989
Kington (Kyngton), Nicholas de, rector of Newcastle Lyons, 1325

Kinsaley (Kynsale), Dublin, fruits of church of, 571
Drinan in, q.v.

Klssok (Kisshok, Kyssok, Quissock), Henry, 152, 154, 633, 864, 1016,

1105, 1182, 1349, 1397, 1473, 1574, 1724, 1786
pledge, 632, 1063, 1450

William son of William, 118
Knaresborough (Knaresbourgh), [Yorkshire], letter dated at, 550

Knight (Miles), John, 153
Knights Hospitallers see Kilmalnham

Knights Templars see Templars

Knock (Knok), Stephen, 1310

Knockgraffon (Cnokraffan), Tipperary, Brown of, q.v.

Knock see Knock
Knulle (Knuyll), Peter, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 805

(n 13), 1363 (n Ii)

Kork see Cork

Kylclogan see Kilcloggan

Kylconnyll, Kylconyll see Kilconnell

Kyld’ see Kildare

Kyldanel, Henry de, 2319

Kyldeven see Kildavin
Kylfernok see Kllfernoc

Kylken’ see Kilkenny

Kyllaly see Killala

Kyllamery see Killamery

Kylleyg, John de, 1904

cf. Michael, John son of, of K_illegh

Kylm-~leth see Kilmacleague

Kylmanach see Kllmanagh

Kylmayn see Kilmainham

Kylmehalloc see Kilmallock

Kylsaran see Kilsaran

Kylskire see Kilskeer

Kylt --~ ~e..___e K r/~o~
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Kynenareston, Kynevareston, Kynfaston see Kenvareston

Kyngeston see Kingston

Kyngton see Kingston

Kynmariston, Kynlvariston see Kenvareston

Kynsale see Kinsaley

Kyrieleyson see Abbeydorney

Kyssok see Kissok

Kyteler, William le, 1824, 1930

Lacy, Hugh de, 673, 1382, 1494, 1564, 1879

assigned to make extents, 187

Richard de, knight, 866, 2171, 2210, 2329, 2339, 2371

Walter de, 1504, 1583, 1665

William de, 521
Lacys, of Meath, 1252

Lagenla see Lelnster
Lagheles see Lawless

Landaf see Llandaff

Langele, Langelee, Langelye see Kings Langley

Langsquler see Longsqulre
Lanthonla Prima see Llanthony

Laon’ see Killaloe

Larcher see Archer
Large, Gilbert le, 170, 499, 1828, 1919

Larmurer see Armourer

Lasern see Liserne

Laugheles see Lawless

Launde, Nicholas de la, 1333
Launey see Auney

Lawance, Thomas, juror, 661

Lawless (Lagheles, Laugheles, Laweles, Lawles), Reginald, 71, 433

Richard, pledge, 234

Walter, 918, 1080, 1108

William, of Clonmel, Tipperary, 1762, 1874, 2105, 2296
William, (? Kilkenny), juror, 957

William, (? Roscommon), juror, 552

Laynagh see Leynagh

Lazerln, Lazerne see Liserne

Lechlln see Lelghlin

Ledwldge (Ledwyche), Thomas de, knight, 216, 576, 1015, 1192

Lees (Les), Hugh de, knight, 150, 155, 999, 1216, 1790, 1795, 1955,

2100-1, 2173

justice of assize in county Limerick, 494

Leghken, Robert de, 1314

Leghlin see Lelghlin

Leicester (Lelcestr, Leycestr), John de, 12 (n 22), 249 (n 12)

Richard de, merchant of Dublin, mercer, 581, 608
assignee of see Montpellier, Thomas

Thomas de, pledge, 232

Leie see Ley

Leighlin (Lechlin, Leghlln), diocese, 74

archdeacon of see Brown, Master Ralph

bishop of, 2164

See also Blancheville, Maurice; Cheever, Nicholas
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Lelghlln, crosses of, sergeant in see Bovls, John; Norragh, Tankard;

Pembroke, John

Lelnster (Lagenia), Irish felons of mountains of, 1596
land of war in, 64, 232
men of parts of, 984

war in, paymaster for see Warre, John
purveyance for, 1044

subsidies for, 64, 232

Lelssagh (Lesagh, Lesschagh, Leyssagh), John, receiver of Okethy, 142,

607 (n 6), 1363 (n II), 1675
Lelxllp (Saltus Salmonls), Kildare, 1262, 1420

castle, keeper of see Barefoot, Maurlce

manor, receiver of, 1978, 1262

See also Burgess, Thomas; Clerk, Adam

reeve of, 1262

rent of, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 805 (n 13), 1363

(n Ii), 1676

seneschal of see Kent, Thomas de

tenant of king at see Clerk, Adam

mill, farmer of see Dublin, Simon

priory of St. Katherine near, (in county Dublin), prior of, 478,

1355-6, 1641

wood at 390, 960, 1495
Clerk, Dyer and Merchant of, q.v.

Lenfant (Enfaunt, Lenfaunt), Maurlce, 420

Thomas, 1734

Thomas, son of William, 221

Walter, messenger from king, 1252

Walter, [Kildare], (? another), 2238

Walter, (Walter le), (? same), 1433
Lengleis, Lengleys see English

Leodegarlo see St. Leger

Lercedekne see Archdeacon

Les see Lees

Lesagh see Leissagh

Lespecer see Spicer

Lesschagh see Leissagh

Letton, Walter de, sergeant in liberty of Kilkenny, 870, 1586

Lewis (Louys, Lowys), Robert, (Tipperary), 2222, 2247, 2429

Robert, (Waterford), pledge, 704

Ley (Lele, Leye), Hugh de, 378, 1297, 1833, 2202
mayor of Roscommon, 1422, 2361

pledge, 81, 326

Leybourne, Robert de, 1243

Leycestr see Leicester

Leynagh (Laynagh), Nicholas, 1226

pledge, 1339

William, 1332

Leyssagh see Leissagh

Lidgate (Lidegate, Lydegate, Lydgate),

616, 1049-50, 1232, 1290-I, 1309-10, 1324,

second engrosser of the Irish exchequer, 2451

pledge, 97

Liffey, river, 958

John de alias John, clerk, 192,

1903, 2088, 2145
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Limerick (Lymer’), diocese, 1012

bishop of, writs addressed to, 1018, 1850, 1301, 2421

See also Dundonald, Robert; Marshal, Gerald
Limerick (Lymer’), city, bailiffs of see under mayor and bailiffs of

below
community of, 303, 586, 701

customs in, collectors (named) of, 586

collectors (unnamed) of, 303, 701

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1488, 1523, 1567
mayor and bailiffs of, proffers by, 13, 423, 934

return by, 586

summonses addressed to, 423, 1412

writs addressed to, 303, 1488, 1523
Limerick (Lymer’), county, chief sergeant of see under sergeant of,

chief, below

coroners of, writs addressed to, 1558

grant to William Caunvill in, 138
justices of assize (named) in, 489 (n 3), 494, 496, 2224

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1481, 1558

occupation of Wylleton by men of, 1444

receiver and bailiff of Master John Quantock in see Sully, John

receiver of see Beaufou, Amery

sergeant of, chief see Maunsell, Walter

sergeants in, 1503

sheriff and receiver of, writ addressed to, 1481

sheriff of, clerk and receiver of, 6 (n 13)
distraint by, 1107

proffers by, 6, 926

summonses addressed to, 405, 420, 494, 496, 710, iii0, 1170,

1413, 1530, 1536

writs addressed to 256, 261-2, 269, 274 (n 16), 275, 338, 375,

438, 457, 475, 501, 701, 770, 825, 869, 913, Ii01, 1130,

1197-8, 1216, 1391, 1439, 1444, 1456, 1467, 1503, 1508, 1567,

1575, 1601, 1603, 1689, 1691, 1700, 1716, 1748, 1758, 1773,

1779, 1790-1, 1794, 1808, 1814, 1835, 1837, 1876, 1896, 1907,

1917-18, 1954-9, 1978-9, 1996-7, 2007, 2043, 2070, 2098-101,

2107, 2109, 2111, 21353 2193, 2198, 2205, 2214, 2216, 2223,

2226-7, 2239, 2269, 2303, 2317, 2341-5, 2359, 2362, 2369,

2377, 2420, 2423

See also Ashbourne, Richard; Athy, John; Donati, Cambinus;

Walsh, Henry

Limpit (Lymplt, Lymput, Lympyt), John, reeve of Newcastle Lyons, 69,

154, 260, 266, 276 (n 17), 400, 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 804

Lindsey (Lindesey, Lyndesey, Lynesey), William de, 257, 1219

Liounz see Newcastle Lyons

Liscapoun (Lyscapoun), John, clerk of the pope, 630

Master William, 1341

Liserne (Laserm, Lazerin, Lazerne, Lyserne), Robert de la, 129, 133,

1720-1, 1905, 1969
juror, 957

Lismore, bishop of, writs addressed to, 1736, 1861, 2122, 2416

See also Fleming, William

Lissenhall (Lysenhale), [in Swords], Dublin, 654

Lit (Lyt), Richard du, 872
sheriff of county Connacht, 9, 23, 577, 929, 942, 1006, i010
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Littlepriest (Litelprest), William, of Clontarf, pledge, 971

Llandaff (Landaf), William, 607 (n 6), 1363 (n ii)

Llanthony (Lanthonia Prima), [Monnouthshlre], prior and convent of,

1343
prior of, 450, 464

Locard see Lockhart

Loch Ryan (Loghrian), Galloway, Scotland, 1252

Lockhart (Locard), Richard, 1832

Thomas, 822, 1093
Logan, Robert, 58

Loghrlan see Loch Ryan

Lombard (Lumbard), Simon le, pledge, 113-14

Walter le, executors of, 1341

London (Loundres), John de, of Any [Hospital, Limerick], pledge, 220

John de, [Tipperary], (?same), 2091

Thomas de, 203, 484, 1826
William de, [of Athboy, Meath (Trim)], 1453, 1615

William de, [Limerick], 1530
Long (Loung, Lung), John le, of Dunbulloge, (Cork), 497

John le, receiver and reeve of Garristown (Balliogary), Dublin,

764

Martin le, 1181

Longespee (Lungespey), Emily de, 1608-11

Longsquire (Langsquier, Lonsquier), Nicholas, 1374, 1454, 1574

Lorne see MacDougal

Lou see Wolf

Loueth see Louth
Loughsewdy (Loxeuedy), [now Ballymore], Westmeath (Meath), 312

Loundres see London
Loung see Long

Louth (Loueth), Louth, prior of, pledge, 1258, 1261, 1587, 1622

Louth (Loueth, Uriel, Urlelis, Uryel), chief sergeant of see under

sergeant of, chief below

enrolled account of, 1403-7, 1417, 1547

fifteenth in, collectors of see Blund, William, of Dundalk; Exeter,

Richard

goods and lands of Templars in, 99-100, 159, 193, 459, 645, 659,

729, 1064, 1367, 1461
inquiry concerning debts owed to king in, 646

inquisitors (named), 646, 779

issues of escheatry in, 625

receivers of, 830

See also under-escheator below

justices of assize (named) in, 490

lands of Theobald Verdon in, 907
levying of all debts owed to king in, 1476, 1669

purveyance of victuals in, 683, 729, 885

receiver of, 1326
See also Clinton, Hugh

sergeant of, chief see Cruise, Nicholas

sergeants (ballivi) in, 648, 1153

See also Adin, John; Foot, Peter; Hann, Adam; Walsh, William

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1476

sheriff of, 646, 648

account of, 750 and cross references
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Louth, county (contd)

sheriff of (contd)
clerk of see Kam, Ralph

proffers by, 3, 922

summonses addressed to, 416, 490, 714, 722, 779, 907, 1112,

1122, 1124, 1406, 1417, 1533
view of summonses held by, 1669

writs addressed to, 99-100, 273, 339, 346, 367, 401, 443, 459,

479, 530, 657, 659, 683, 729, 749-50, 755, 765, 808, 810,

830, 849, 880, 885, 1081-2, 1085, 1096, 1136, 1153, 1193,

1200, 1222, 1224, 1227, 1229, 1238, 1384, 1393, 1461, 1470,

1493, 1499, 1578, 1580, 1582, 1587, 1594, 1622, 1632-4
(n 14), 1637, 1644, 1701, 1705, 1711, 1717, 1722, 1887, 1975,

1985, 1988, 2083, 2085, 2148, 2157, 2174, 2201, 2375
writ not returned by, 885

See also Dowdall, Walter; Gernon, Richard; Hauberge, Bennet;

Roth, Roger

under-escheator in see Gernon, Richard

See also issues of escheatry above
Tanner of, q.v

Louys see Lewis

Lovering (Loveryng), Richard, 2230

Lovett (Lovot), Adam alias Alexander, 959, 1031

Lowe see Wolf
Lowys see Lewis

Loxeuedy see Loughsewdy

Luca, Lucan’ see Lucca
Lucan (Lyuecan-~, Dublin, 258

Lucas, John, 310
Lucca (Luca, Lucan’, Luka), Italy, merchants of, 1375

See also Bendlnus; Bettori; Brocull; Fantynell; Mallsardl; Marsh,
Leopardus; Nicholas, Reiner; Riccardi; Testa

Ludgate (Ludegate), Simon de, justice of assize, 1247

Luka see Lucca

Luke, John son of 1909
Lullebrok, Reynold de, 184

Lumbard see Lombard
Lung see Long

Lungespey see Longespee

Lunt, John alias John le, 1766, 1858
Lusk, Dublin, Nevitt and Rush in, q.v.

Lydegate, Lydgate see Lidgate
Lymer’ see Llmerlck

Lympit, Lymput, Lympyt see Llmplt

Lyndesey see Llndsey

Lyneger, Walter, 1280

Lynesey see Lindsey

Lynton, Stephen, marshal of the Irish exchequer, 2459 (n 17)

Lyons, Lyouns, Lyounz see Newcastle Lyons

Lyscapoun see Liscapoun

Lysenhale see Lissenhall

Lyserne see Llserne

Lyt see Lit

Lyuecan see Lucan

Lyvet, John de alias John, 1248, 2047, 2049, 2314

sheriff of county Carlow, 89, 235, 243, 245, 342, 596, 962,

1270, 1273, 1275, 1425, 1505
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Lyvet (contd)

John (contd)

pledge, 1274

Richard de, 396

Maap see Mape

MacCarroll, John, bishop of Cork, 1267, 2204,

Maurice, archbishop of Cashel, 458, 1710, 1924, 2092, 2347

Macclesfield (Mackesfeld), Geoffrey de, 681

McCray, William, 142

McCreuthre, David, 1167

McDergan, Keyoc, 1333

MacDougal, of Argyll (Dargail, Dargoill, Dergail, Dergayl), Alexander,

344, 360, 952,

John, son of Alexander [John of Lorne], 344, 953

NcGillan (McKelan), Dermot, 1333

McHabraham, Gilbert, 1660
Mclnini see McNyny

McKelan see McGillan

Mackesfield see Macclesfleld
McLin (McKyn, MacLyn, McLyn), Crayhyn (Crahyn, Crayn), receiver at

Okethy, 142, 607 (n 6), 1363 (n II), 1675

Maurice Crayn, 1731

Nicholas, 1333

Richard, 1333
MacMahon, David, bishop of Killaloe, 85, 264, 1511

MacMaoil losa, Nicholas, archbishop of Armagh, 47, 48, 53

MacMurrough (McMurgh), Art, pledge, 899

McNyny (Mclnlni), John, 1333

McYvrwor (McVirwor), Thomas, 1333

cf. Offerthlr

Magio, Maio see Monasteranenagh
Malnham, Kildare, Clongowes in, q.v.

Malahide (Molaghide), Dublin, 482, 655

Malenfant (Malenfaunt), Walter, 1121
Malisardi (Malizard, Mallzardi, Malysard, Malyzard), Bartholomew,

merchant of Lucca, 150, 1758-65, 1773 (n 31), 1846, 1848-51,

1870, 1874, 2097, 2103-6, 2109, 2266-70, 2274, 2276, 2286,

2292, 2297-8, 2350, 2410, 2423-4,
keeper of the new custom, 2296

Francis, merchant of Lucca, 567, 919 (n 5), 1328, 2334

Malvern, [Worcestershire], priory, Brother William monk of, 398, 468,
1065-6

prior of, assslgnee of see Thornbury, Walter

Malysard, Malyzard see Malisardl

Mandeville (Maundevill), Robert de, (Dublin), executors (named) of,

128

Robert de, (Ulster), (?same), 317

Thomas de, collector of customs at Carrlckfergus, Ulster, 355

Thomas de, knight, (Meath and Trim), 986, 1936, 1942, 2056, 2071,

2194

Thomas de, (Dublin), 58, 128

William de, knight, 1595

Manning (Mannyng), Richard, attorney, 121, 133, 144, 163, 224, 228,

567, 579, 600, 1008, 2435
pledge, 238

Mansfleldstown (Maundevileston), Louth, manor, 365



Mape (Maap, Map), Adam, son of Henry, 92, 1679, 1686, 1695

Henry, [father of Adam], (Meath), 92

Henry, (Meath), (another), 72, 144, 307, 688, 979, 1070, 1090,

2321

March (Marche),...de la, 644,

William de la, [? same], 2015
Marcham see ~rkham

Marche see March

Mare, Edmund de la, clerk assigned by the king to supervise purveyance

of victuals in Ireland for the army in Scotland, 361-2, 549,

599 605, 628, 636, 651, 661-7, 682-3, 729-31, 879, 886, 1251,
1253

writ addressed to, 858

Mareis see Marsh

Mareschal see Marshal
Mareys, Marlsco see Marsh

Mark, Henry, clerk, 662, 664, 896

Markham (Marcham), Richard, purveyor of victuals at Cork, 198,

1029-30, 1033
Marsh (Mareis, Mareys, Marisco, Marrels), Adam de, 1284, 2097

Herbert de alias Herbert le, 527, 835, 1899, 2008, 2187, 2393
Leopardus le alias Leopardus de, merchant of the company of the

Riccardi, 40, 44, 150, 190, 221, 500, 919, 980, 1255-6, 1294,

1736-8, 1756 (n 20), 1766 (n 26), 1771 (n 29), 1852, 1854,

1856 -8, 1861 (n I0), 1862 (n ii), 2095 (n 3), 2096 (n 4),

2107-8, 2113    (n 8), 2114, 2122 (n 9), 2126, 2132, 2195,
2271, 2273, 2277, 2279,    2287, 2289, 2297, 2301, 2364, 2406,
2409, 2415-17, 2421, 2425

assigned to audit private account, 588

attorney, 183, 1023

pledge, 1268
Marshal (Mareschal, Marsschall), Gerald, bishop of Limerick, 913,

1130, 1391, 1467
Henry de, 727

collector of murage in Dublin city, 236

son of see Thomas

James le, 570, 855, 1205

Master John le alias John, (?Carlow), 122, 437, 1704, 1892, 2048

John le, (? Dublin), valuer, 565

Luke le, 451

Nicholas le, 485
Roger, son of Richard le, 707

Thomas le, citizen of Dublin, 147
Thomas le, son and heir of Henry, (Dublin), (? same), 236, 727

Martel, Walter, 551

Martinstown, (Villa Martlni), [? in Cadamstown], Kildare, tithes of,

1333

Master (Mestre), Luke son of the (le fiz le), 704

Matthew (Matheu), John, (Dublin), juror, 71, 1714

John, (Dublin), (?another), juror, 658

Philip son of, 2234

Mattlngley (Mattingly, Mattyngly), Matthew de, collector of customs

at Wexford, 585

Maule, Richard de, 118

Mauncel see Maunsell
Maundevileston see Mansfleldstown
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Maundevill see Mandeville

Maunsell (Mauncel, Maunsel, Maunssel), Raymond, 1742, 1867, 2131,

2291, 2405
Richard, attorney, 184

Robert, sheriff of county Tipperary, 54

son and heir of see Walter
Robert, (Tipperary), (another), 1733, 1871, 2116, 2290, 2411

Walter, son and heir of Robert, 31, 386, 455, 1602, 1647, 1984,

1090, 2196, 2381
chief sergeant of county Limerick, 80, 131

chief sergeant of county Tipperary, 265, 1399

Mauny, Nicholas, 1759, 1851

Maurice, Nicholas son of, 877

Maurice, Thomas son of, [keeper and deputy justiciar in 1295], royal

service proclaimed in time of, 772

Thomas son of, (Kerry), (another), 877

’Maymunk’ (unidentified), (7 Kilkenny), Miller and Purcell of, q.v
Mayo see Monasteranenagh

Mazener (Maziner, Mazyner), David le, sheriff of county Kildare, 7,

335, 603, 615, 751, 797, 924, 1120, 1390
Lambert le, pledge, 1268

Meath (Miden’), diocese, archdeacon of see Siddan, William
bishop of, writ addressed to, 890

See also St. Leger, Thomas

Meath (Midia), county, bailiff of John Bonneville in see Kingston,

Richard
chief sergeant of see under sergeant of, chief below

common amercement of, 574

coroners of, writs addressed to, 663, 898, 2351

crosses of, sergeants in see Sherlock, John; Teellng, Geoffrey
inquiry concerning debts in, 647

inquisitors (named), 647, 778

justices of assize (named) in, 1247

lands of Templars in, 645, 730

lands of Theobald Verdon in; 908 (n 5), 955
levying of all debts owed to king in, 1475, 1371

purveyance of victuals in, 682, 730, 884

receiver of see Cusack, Nicholas
sergeant of, chief see Bacon, John

sergeants, 72

See also Sherlock, John; Teeling, Geoffrey; Walsh, John

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1329, 1369, 1475

sheriff of, 889
proffers by, 2, 921

summonses addressed to, 409, 705, 709, 778, 908 (n 5), 1123,

1401, 1405, 1532, 1540, 1549
view of summonses held by, 1371

writs addressed to, 72-3, 253, 255, 259, 296, 307, 312, 434

(n 12), 436 (n 14), 450, 464, 471, 499, 520-1, 528, 662, 664-

5, 682, 688, 730, 756, 760, 792, 795-6, 809, 822, 833, 852,

884, 889, 891, 893, 916, 1086, 1090, 1093, 1129, 1149 (n 15),

1184, 1192, 1383, 1388-9, 1432, 1470, 1504, 1513, 1569, 1579,

1585, 1588, 1597, 1615, 1623, 1632-4 (n 14), 1666-7, 1678,

1686-7, 1707, 1741, 1784, 1787, 1798, 1802, 1817, 1828, 1879,

1882,    1891, 1919, 1936-7, 1974, 1981, 1986, 1989, 1991,

2028-9, 2052, 2084, 2086-7, 2141, 2207, 2316, 2318, 2321,
2360
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Meath, county (contd)

sheriff of (contd)

See also Belings, Luke; Dardis, Richard; John, Ririth son of;

Taaffe, Robert; Teeling, Richard; Tuite, John

subsidy granted to Edward I in, 73, 574

collector (named) of, 73

Bruge of, q.v_____&
Meath (Midia, Mith), the Lacys and the people of, 1252

Ralph of, q.v.

Meelton see Melton
Meilers see Meylers

Meisey, John, 1347

Melers see Meylers

Mellifont (Melllfonte, Mellyfonte), [in Tullyallen], Louth, abbey,

Ralph abbot of, 199, 401, 858, 1007, 1193, 1254, 1705, 1970,

1975, 1988
monk of see Donaghpatrick, Brother David de

Melton (Meelton), Robert de, 831

Meon see Moenes

Mercator see Merchant

Mercer, John le, bailiff of Drogheda (Louth), 329, 1863

Merchant (Mercator), David, of Leixlip, pledge, 1262

Merlon (Merloco), Drew de, 949, 1224, 1336
Messenger (Messager), Henry, pledge, 181

William le, pledge, 897

Messlngham, William de, rector of Aherlow (Natherlagh), pledge, 220

Mestre see Master

Mew (Mewe), William, 214
Meylers (Meilers, Melers), Brother Nicholas de, canon of the priory of

Holy Trinity, Dublin, 666, 1087, 1128, 1133, 1135

Meyne, John, attorney, 56

Michael (Michel), John son of, of Killegh, 1049, 1290

cf. Kylleyg, John de

John,, (?another), 1280
Mldia, Miden’ see Meath
Miles see Knight

Miller (Molendinarius, Moun’), Gilbert alias Gilbert le, 958, 1152,

1225

Richard, of Maymunk, iii

William, farmer of the mills beside Dublin castle, 1098

Milltown, (Milleton), in Newcastle Lyons, Dublin, mill of, 1035

? Milltown (Milleton), [in Feighcullen], Kildare, 746, 791, 905

Milltown (Milleton), Robert de, 1020

Mith see Meath

Moenes (Meon, Moene, Moenis), William de, clerk, 104, 166, 182, 230,

241, 248, 814, 853, 983, 1189, 1206, 1280, 1315, 1333, 1349,

1616, 1690, 1724, 1897, 1908-9, 1980, 2030, 2042, 2154, 2323

(n I0), 2330, 2336, 2347-8
baron of the Irish exchequer, 49, 251, 1262, 2445

commissioned to inquire concerning debts in counties Carlow,

Dublin, Kildare and Meath, 647, 892

assignee of John Weston, 526

Mol...see Mulcot
Molaghide see Malahide
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Molaghiderld see Mulhuddart

Molauri see Mullary

Mole (Mool), Roger, 638, 1050

Molendinarius see Miller
Molhaurl see Mullary

Molinger see Mullingar

Molton, Thomas de, 1203

Momon’ see Munster
Monasteranenagh (Maglo, Maio, Mayo), Limerick, abbey, abbot of, 475,

610, 991, 1808, 2163, 2205, 2227, 2345

convent of, 610

Monmouth (Monemouthe, Monenue, Monemuthe, Monemw, Moniemuth), John de,

clerk, 125, 207, 1716, 1837, 1896, 1918, 1983, 2002, 2022,

2146, 2193, 2324, 2349, 2362
treasurer’s clerk in the receipt of the exchequer, 1052, 2442

assignee of Andrew Aveton, 524

Montaigne (Montaygne, Montayne), Peter son of Nicholas de la, 1195,

1281, 2353

Monte see Mount

Monte Carmeli see Ardee, Carmelite friary at

Monthermer (Monte Hermerl), Ralph de, and Joan his wife, 41

Montpelller (Mounpeillers, Mounpell, Mountpeillers, Mountpel’,

Mountpeylers), Thomas de, clerk, 555, 1181, 1710, 2001, 2078

marshal of the Irish exchequer, 165, 2459

assignee of Richard de Leicester, 581, 846, 917, 966, 2151

Mool see Mole

Moor (Mora, More, Mour, Moure), ... la, pledge, 663

George, 776

Hugh, 282

Isolda wife of John, 58
Robert, son of Walter de la, 2170

Walter de, burgess of Drogheda, collector of customs at Drogheda,

157, 799, 1827, 2170
keeper of prise of wines at Drogheda, 1054

executors of, 200, 278, 356, 479, 498-9, 530, 1054, 1828, 1919
See also Bath, Matthew; John, Geoffrey; John, Nicholas; Moor,

Robert, son of Walter
merchant and receiver or improver of money and goods of see

Kenefick, Ralph

ship la Plente of, 2170

Walter, (? Louth or Meath), (another), pledge, 181

Walter, (? Meath), (? same), 1343

William, 2175
Moorechurch, Meath, Sarsfieldstown in, q.v.

? Moorestown (Moreton Turbervill), [in Ratoath, Meath], 657

Mora, More see Moor

Moreton Turbervill see Mooretown

Morris (Morice), William, 661

Mortimer (Mortuo Mari), Martin de, 1347, 1651, 2077, 2181, 2332, 2370
Roger de, of Wlgmore, lord of Trim, 19 (n 32), 79 (n I), 334, 550,

766, 1619
Morton (Mortone), Geoffrey de, 209, 234, 867, 950-1, 1056, 1137, 1785,

2157, 2437
collector of murage in Dublin city, 75, 547

assigned to audit private account, 558



Morton (contd)

Geoffrey (contd)

attorney, 189, 641

pledge, 210

wife of, 2437

Matilda wife of Geoffrey de, widow and executrix of Robert Bray,

189

Mortuo Marl see Mortimer

Moun’ see Miller

Mounpeillers, Mounpell’ see Montpellier

--     71Mount (Monte), Roger de, 3uror,

William de, 2160-2
receiver of county Tipperary, 1034, 1036, 1348, 1459, 1630

Mour, Moure see Moor
Moyne, John, chief sergeant in the cross of Ulster, 1941

Muk, Jordan, 187, 409, 1129, 1389

Mulcot (Mol..., Mulcet), Walter, 1760, 1849, 2106, 2274
Mulhuddart (Molaghiderid), Dublin, Roger chaplain of, 1311

Buzzardstown, Damastown and Kilmartin in, q.v.

Mullary (Molauri, Molhaury), Louth, tithes of, 969, 1461

Mullingar (Mollnger), [Westmeath], 73

Munster (Momon’), attorney and keeper (named) of goods of John

Holtham in, 140
Mylerstown (Villa Meileri), [? in barony of Carbury], Kildare, tithes

of, 1333
Naas, Kiidare, Fox and Sionnach of, q.v.

Naas (Nas), Henry du alias Henry de alias Henry de la alias Henry del,

clerk, 214, 1836, 2020, 2027, 2155, 2368
assigned to audit private account, 558
attorney, 107

receiver of Alexander Bicknor, 124, 158, 643, 1061

Nalle, le see Naul
Nanagh, Naneagh see Nenagh

Nangle (Angulo, Naungle), John son of Henry du, 495
Jordan de, pledge, 73

Roger de, 1422

pledge, 1022

Natherlagh see Aherlow

Naul (le Nalle), [Dublin], 58
Naungle see Nangle

Nenagh (Nanagh, Naneagh), Tipperary, community of the town of (del),

1797, 1881, 2013, 2147, 2284, 2352

Nettreville (Nettervill, Nettrevill), James de, 709
wife of see Mabel

Luke de, pledge, 271

Mabel wife of James de, 709
Margery de, 989

Master Nicholas de, clerk, 107, 434, 2207

Neubold see Newbold

Neuman see Newman

Newport see Newport

? Nevitt (le Nyvet), [in Lusk, Dublin], 657

New Meath see Newtown Trim, priory of New Meath

New Ross (Ros), [Wexford], customs at, collector (named) of 584
collectors (unnamed) of 300, 697

community of, 300, 584, 697



New Ross (contd)

sovereign and bailiffs of, 300, 584

return by, to writ addressed to, 584

writs addressed to, 300, 697
Aberdagh and Germain of, q.v.

Newbold (Newbold), Roger, pledge, 181

Newcastle (Novo Castro), John de, of Swords, 653
Newcastle Lyons (Novum Castrum de Liounz, Lyons, Lyouns, Lyounz),

Dublin, manor, 69, 727, 1950
community of, 400

corn of, 505,

farm of, 276 (n 17), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 804 (n Ii), 1363

(n Ii)
keeper or seneschal of demesnes at, 400, 1035

cf. Kent, Thomas

mill of Milltown in, 1035

rector of see Kington, Nicholas
reeves of see Llmplt, John; Thomas, Peter son of

tenants (some named) of, 69

wood at, 960, 1063, 1156
Colmanstown in, q.v.

Newcastle Mackinegan ~ovum Castrum de Mackinegan, Mackynegan,

~-kynegan, M$-ynegan, Makynegan), Wicklow (Dublin), burgesses

of, 1421

castle of, 961, 1072

constable of see Hackett, Walter
dungeon (le Grogog) in, 961, 1072

receiver at, 357, 1072

reeves of, 1139-40, 1240

See also Cantrell, Nicholas; Goscelin, Hugh

rents and farms of, 804 (n ii), 961, 1072, 1139, 1158
Robert vicar of, 357-8

wood of, 961, 1158, 1596
Passavant of, q.v.

Newell, William, pledge, 181

Newman (Neuman, Neweman), John alias John de, 655, 1646

Richard alias Richard le, 1262, 1373, 1420

Newport (Newport), Hugh de, 948

Newtown Trim, [in Newtownclonbun], Meath (Trim), cathedral of Saints

Peter and Paul (ecclesia Sancti Petri de Trim), 662-3
priory of New Meath (Nove Midie juxta Trim), prior of, 528

Nicholas, clerk see Hemswell
Nicholas, Henry son of, pledge, 1024

Hugh son of, attorney, 1281
John son of, (Cork), attorney, 1281-2, 1287 (n 8)

pledge, 1032

John son of, (Tipperary), pledge, 1024

Ralph, son of, 776

Reiner, merchant of Lucca, 1328

cf. Broculi

William son of, 1829, 2215

Nobber (le Nober, le Noblr), Meath, 989, 1615

Norfolk, earl of see Bigod, Roger

Norragh, John son of William de, 2242

Mabel de see Tyrrell, Mabel

Tankard de, sergeant in crosses of Leighlin, Ossory and

Ferns, 1272



Norris (Norreis, Norreys), David le, 1349

Mary wife of Nicholas le, 1638-9

Nicholas le, (Kildare), 192, 1639-9
Nicholas, (? Louth or Meath), pledge, 181

North Wales, chamberlains of see Abingdon, Master Richard; Easthall,

Thomas

Northwich (Northwych), Hugh de, 2267

Not see Nott

Notingham, Notyngham see Nottingham

Nott (Not), Walran, 1347
Nottingham (Notingham, Notyngham), Robert de, citizen of Dublin, 234,

483, 547
mayor of Dublin city, 12 (n 22), 28, 76, 94, 237 (n 2), 249 (n

12), 931 (n 15), 1263, 1381
pledge, 1061

Nove Midie see Newtown Trim, priory of New Meath

Novo Castro see Newcastle

Novum Castrum de Liounz, Lyons, Lyouns, Lyounz, see Newcastle Lyons
Novum Castrum de Macklnegan, Mackynegan, M~-kynegan, M~ynegan,

Makynegan see Newcastle Mackinegan
Nyvet see Nevltt

Obothy, Walter, 1769, 1875, 2129, 2278, 2408

O’Bragain, Stephen, archbishop of Cashel, pledge, 714

O’Brogy, Gregory, bishop of Clonfert, 1599, 1725, 1836, 1838,

2019-20, 2027, 2063, 2306
O’Connor (Oconcghur), Aedh Breathnach (Eoth Bretnagh) son of Cathal

Rua (Cathel Roth), 1250
Cathal (Carolus, Karolus), bishop of Elphin, 1166, 1418

Ocunfy, Moriartagh, 1333

Ododegan, Maurice, 1333

O’Donoghue (Odonecoth), John, 494
Offaly, Irish of, 691, 1260

Offelymyth, Tylagh in in see Tullow

Offerthir (Offerwir), John, 1333

cf. McYvrwor

Offynton see Uffington

Ogloerne, William, 2218

OhEothaig, Matthew, bishop of Ardagh, 1882, 1989

O’Kennedy, (Okenedy, Okynede), Peter, 1333

Okethy, [now Ikeathy, the eastern part of the barony of Ikeathy and

Oughterany], Kildare, 634, 690-1, 1260

marches of, 859

men of, 1228
receivers of see Adam, Roger son of Lelssagh, John; McLin,

Crayhyn; Walsh, Roger

rent of, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 805 (n 13), 1363
(n II), 1672, 1675

seneschal of, writ addressed to, 314

cf. Kent, Thomas

wood of, 959, 1031
Clongohill in see Clongowes

Rathcosthy in see Rathcoffey

Okynede see O’Kennedy
Oldconnaught, Dublin, Cork Great in, q.v.
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Oldross (Veterl Ros), [Wexford], manor, 988

reeves (one named) of, 512, 725

Oldross (Veterl Ros) and Island Hervey (Insula Hervey), barony of, 50

Oletham, Cork, [cantred], coroner in see Joyce, David son of

O’Lunchy, Patrick, 1703, 1813, 1902

Omaler, Richard, 487
Omany see Ui Maine

Ongerley, John, 2177

Orfevre (Aurifaber), John, 834

Mabel wife of Robert, 108, 396

Robert, 108, 396

Osborne (Osberne), Richard and Stephen, 1280

Ossory, bishop of, writ addressed to, 2257

or his official, writs addressed to, 327, 1656

See also John, William son of
Ossory, crosses of, sergeant in see Bovis, John; Norragh, Tankard;

Pembroke, John
Otherard see Oughterard

Ostrescan, Nicholas, and David and John his sons, betaghs of the king

at Saggart, 77

Oughterard (Otherard, Outerard, Ugthrard, Uthrard), Kildare, manor,

36, 43, 287, 449

reeves of see Jordan, Walter; Reeve, Walter

rent of, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6), 635 (n i0), 685 (n 13), 1363

(n ii )
Castlewarden in, q.v.

Ougthryn, Adam son of Adam de, 1402

Oustemaneston, Oustemanneston see Dublin, city, streets and minor

places in, Oxmantown
Outlaw (Houtlawe, Outlawe, Utlagh, Utlaw, Utlawe), William, 42, 371,

1257, 1693, 1995, 2017
assigned to receive attorneys, 31, 964

Overy (Ouverey), John, pledge, 82

Owen (Oweyn), John, (Dublin), 258

John, (Kildare), 208, 677, 692, 728, 1180, 1242, 2050, 2185
sergeant in Clane [cantred], Kildare, 448

Robert, 208

Warin, 563

Oxford (Oxenford, Oxonia), John de, 552
Stephen de, son of Richard de, 370, 463, 552, 1422

sergeant in county Roscommon, 1295

Oxmantown see Dublin, city, streets and minor places in or near

Oxonia see Oxford

Packer, William le, 1803
Page, Thomas, 502

William, 846

purveyor of victuals at Drogheda, 599, 628, 1141, 1298-9

Palmer (Palmer, Paumer), Adam le, 607 (n 6), 1363 (n Ii)

Gilbert le, 1822
sheriff of county Carlow, 89, 235, 243, 245, 292, 343, 414, 596,

751, 797

Simon le, 208

Palmerstown, Dublin, rent of, 804 (n ii)

Paris (Parys), William son of Richard de, and William son of Thomas

de, i01, 1701
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Passavant (Passavaunt), Richard, collector of customs at Drogheda,

582
controller of customs at Drogheda, 1062

attorney of Andrew Gerard as gauger at Drogheda, 1598

Thomas, of Newcastle Mackinegan, 1269

’Passo’ (unidentified), Huberti del, q.v.

Patrickschurch (Patrickchurche), John de, clerk, 160

Paumer see Palmer
Payne (Payn), John, 975, 1004

Richard son and heir of Robert, 233

Robert, 2170
pledge, 233

William, collector of customs at Wexford, 585

William, (? Kildare), 2011
Paynot, John, 467, 1655

Peel, Robert, of Dublin, 1300
Pembroke, earl of see Valence, Aymer de

Pembroke (Penbrok, Penebrok, Pennebrok), John de, sergeant in crosses

of Leighlin, Ossory and Ferns, 1331

Robert de, attorney, 964

juror, 957

Robert son of Roger de, 1288

Roger de alias Roger, knight, 395, Ii00, 1428, 1740, 1772, 1872,

2001, 2078, 2094, 2130, 2197, 2293, 2397
sheriff of county Tipperary, 31, 54, 386, 392, 496-70, 742, 807,

817, 964, 1601, 1647, 1984, 2089-90, 2196, 2199-200
executor of Walter Henebry (de Inteberge), 1436

Walter de, attorney, 31

Penbyn, Philip son of Philip, 1795

Pendyn, William, assigned to choose wine for the justiciar, 1263

Penebrok see Pembroke

Penkeston see Pinxton

Pennebrok see Pembroke

Penny (Peny), William, attorney, i01, 217, 627, 1075

Penyeston, Nell de, 1237
Peppard (Pipard), Bennet, 490

Ralph, 657

Pettlt (Petyt), Adam le, of Cerney, 614

Ralph le, 2331

Peyvre, William, 948

Philip, John son and heir of Thomas son of, 1111

Thomas son of, 1774, 1962

Pillatonhall (Pilatenhale), John de, official of the court christian

of Dublin, 1324
Pinxton (Penkeston), Geoffrey de, 677

Thomas, clerk of common pleas in the Irish exchequer, 2454 (n 14)

Thomas de, pledge, [Kildare], (? same), 283

Pipard see Peppard

Pipe, John, of Youghal (del Yoghel), 108-9, 369

collector of customs at Youghal, 103, 379

Pistor see Baker

Platin (Platyn), [in Duleek, Meath], 1247

Plumpton (Plumton), Robert de, 241

Poet see Power

Polebrook (Polbrook), William de, juror, 71
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Pollard, William, collector of customs at Cork, 198, 210, 279, 1033
Polle, John and Walter, pledges, 82

Poncius see Pounce

Pontis (Pountels, Pounteys), Maurice, 657, 1354

Poor (Poure), Walter le, attorney, 207

Ponz (Pouns), John de alias John, justice itinerant and justice of

the Dublin bench, 2372
Pope, John, mariner, 1350

Port (Porta), Robert de, 1803-4

Porter, Nicholas le, 1543
Portes, Ralph de, pledge, 979

Portloman, [Westmeath], Tyrrell of, q.v.

Postwlck (Possewyk), Hugh de, 2298

Pounce (Poncius, Pountz), John, 1709

John son of, 1536

Pouns    see    Ponz

Pounteis, Pounteys see Pontis

Pountz see Pounce

Poure see Poor

Power (Poer, Pouer), Adam, 2233

Adam son of Martin le, 2236

Arnold le, 323, 676, 806, 819-20, 1780, 1934, 2057, 2072-3, 2203,

2219, 2312, 2400
pledge, 169

Eustace le, 57, 1252, 1491, 1562

John le, of Dunhill, [Waterford], 65
John le, sheriff of county Waterford, (? another), 8, 84, 925,

1117, 1320, 1443
John le, (Kilkenny), 272

John son of John le, 2365
Richard le, knight, 1038

sheriff of county Tipperary, 1034, 1036, 1264
sheriff of county Waterford, 63, 165, 341, 996, 1320, 2018

pledge, 1004

Richard le, (Kilkenny), 2240

Roger le, son of William le, 1424, 1466, 1756, 1857, 2271, 2406

keeper of goods of Nicholas Cheerer, bishop of Leighlin, 112,

135, 962
receiver of county Carlow, 1271

Stephen le, 2237, 2392

Thomas le, pledge, 987

William le, 1401

William son of Martin le, 2391

Powerscourt, Wicklow see Balitened
Stagonil in see ’Stathcony’

Powerstown, Kilkenny, Aughkiletaun in see ’Athkiltan’

Preachers, convent of the order of see under Dublin, city, religious

houses in or near

Prendergast (Prendregast), William de, 412

Prene, John, of Drogheda, pledge, 897

Roger de, 1343

Preston, Richard de, 1243
Roger de, 2086

Prodhomme, Maurice, 1345

Proudfoot (Proudfote), Simon, 1409
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Pudding (Puddyng), Margery, keeper of the mills of Saggart, 146

Pulle, John de la, 1847

collector of fifteenth in county Cork, 1370

purveyor of victuals at Cork, 198, 1029-30, 1033

William de, son of John, 1747, 2414

Punchardon (Punchard, Punchardoun), Christine, widow of John, 231

(n 13)

John de, (Kildare), 231 (n 13), 281
John de, knight, (Kildare), (another), 1922

John de, pledge, (? same), 169

Purcell (Purcel), Ellsabella wife of Walter, IIi
Hugh, of Killesleve, (? Tipperary), 1318

Hugh, (Limerick), (? another), 1748, 1876, 2111, 2303, 2420

Hugh, (? one of the above), 1257

Philip, (Tipperary), 2254

Philip, (Trim), 1744, 1839, 2128, 2288, 2413

Philip, (? one of the above), 1257
Richard, of Maymunk, Iii

Robert, 1257

Sampson, 1739

Simon, son of Walter, iii, 439, 1888, 2268, 2424

Thomas, 1257

Thomas, son of Hugh, (Limerick), (? same), 2269, 2423

Walter, 865, 1185, 1862

heiress of see St. Leger, Joan

Walter son of Maurlce, 2245
William, (Tipperary), 2155, 2368

William, (? same), 1257

Quantock (Cantok), Master John, 438, 600, 1591, 1603, 1835, 1917,
1932

executor of Thomas Quantock, 45, 589 (n ii), 1184

keeper of the lands of Pain Henebry (de Inteberge), 1601

receivers and bailiffs (named) of 438, 1591
Thomas, bishop of Emly, 185, 466, 589, 770, Ii01, 1603

chancellor of Ireland, 297
justice assigned to hear pleas between Geoffrey Morton and

Richard Barford, 950-1
justice of assize in various counties, 45

executors (named) of, 45, 589 (n Ii), 1184

(unnamed) of, 1285

Qulntln (Quittinl, Quyntin), John, 1752, 1873

Quissock see Kissok

Qulttini see Qulntln
Ragley (Raggeleye), Master Henry de, 125

Rallawe see Rathlawe

Ralph (Rauf), Hugh, of Meath, 1361

Roger son of, 276 (n 17)

Walter, of Rathcoole, 184

Randon, Randoun see Rinndown

Ranelagh, [in St. Peter’s], Dublin, 106

Rath, Henry de, pledge, 1013

Hugh, son of Ralph de, 1343

Robert de, 982, 1353

Thomas de, 948, 1284

Rathbo, Audoen de, 1280



Rathbride (Rathbrid), [in Tully], Kildare, manor, 250, 318, 669, 732

? Rathcoffey (Rathcosthy in Okethy), [in Balraheen], Kildare, manor,

859, 1260

Rathconrath (Rathconarthy, Rathconarty), Westmeath (Meath), manor,

1504, 1583, 1665-6

? Rathcool (Rathcoul), [in Ratoath, Meath], 657
Rathcool (Rathgol, Rathgole), Tipperary, manor, 1264, 1386, 1451

? Rathcoole (Rathcoull), Dublin, Heyne and Ralph of q.v.

Rathcosthy see Rathcoffey

?Rathdown (Rathdon), [in Delgany, Wicklow], chaplain of see

Kilconnell, Roger de

Rathgol, Rathgole see Rathcool

Rathkeragh see Rathnageeragh
Rathlawe (Rallawe), Peter de, pledge, 181

Thomas de, sheriff of county Dublin, i, 71, 642, 892, 920, 1072,

1670

Rathmolan, Philip de, 936 (n 24)

Rathmore (Rathmor), (unldentlfied) (Kildare), 882
Rathmyel, William son of Richard de, 2034

Rathnageeragh (Rathkeragh, Rathnageragh, Rathnekeragh), [in Fennagh],

Carlow, 752, 962, 1074

Rathornan, [in Tullowcreen], Carlow, 1074

Rathregan, [Meath], Blund of, q.v____L
’Rathsilly’ (Kildare), [~ Rathsallagh, Wicklow], David vicar of,,                                   °

1305
Ratoath, Meath, Mooretown and Rathcool in, q.v.

Rauf see Ralph

Raundon see Rinndown

Raymond, Walter son of, 1830

Red (Rede), John le, 2193
Richard le, pledge, 181

William le, of Arthagh, 1343

Redebank, Adam de, 425
Reeve (Reve), Henry le, 607 (n 6)

Maurice le, attorney, 229, 1316

Walter le, reeve of Oughterard, 635, 1363 (n ii), 1674

Reginaldi see Reynold

Rems, John le, 2362

Renagh (Renauch), Bennet, 1120

David, 677

John, 1745, 1878, 2114, 2273, 2409
Renaud see Reynold

Renneville (Renevil, Renevyl, Reynevill), John de, 1757

Philip de alias Philip, 1311, 1869, 2127, 2304

Repentigny (Repenteney, Repenteny), Alexander de, knight, 471, 598,

1802, 1937, 1974, 1981, 2029
Reve see Reeve

Reynevill see Renneville

Reynold (Reglnaldi, Renaud), Thomas alias Thomas son of, 1321

second remembrancer of the Irish exchequer, 2453

attorney, 95-6, 170, 183, 205, 639, 963, 968, I001, 1003,

1278, 1352
Reynolds, Walter, bishop of Worcester, treasurer of the English

exchequer, letters witnessed by, 70, 946
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Ribston (Ribbeston, Ribbeston), [Yorkshire], letters dated at 52,

61-2
Riccardl (Ricardl), of Lucca, merchants of the company of see Marsh,

Leopardus

Rice (Rys), John, 834-7, 1806

sheriff of county Tipperary, 177A, 337, I011, 2136

pledge, 987

Richard, Adam son of, (Kilkenny), 1277

Adam son of, (Limerick), 1508
Henry son of, juror, 71

John son of, clerk, attorney of John Bonneville on his account as

seneschal of the liberty of Carlow, 223

John son of, (Dublin), 607 (n 6), 804 (n ii)

John son of, clerk, (Louth), 2375

John son of, (Waterford), 1751, 2119, 2102, 2407

Matthew son of, 1280
William son of, (Tipperary), 207

pledge, 1024, 1264

William son of, (? same), 1332
Richer, Raymond son of, 1149

Simon son of, sheriff of county Roscommon, 4, 580, 923, 1022

Rider (Rydere), John le, receiver in archbishopric [l.e. diocese] [?

of Dublin], 2374

Ringcurran (Ryncoran), Cork, Barry of, q.v____~.
Rinndown (Randon, Randoun, Raundon), [in St. John’s], Roscommon, 552

burgesses of, 552

castle, 38, 552, 1246

provost of see Blund, Robert

Ririth, John son of, 2023

justice of assize, 1247

Richard, 1333

Roger, 1333

Rithre, William de, 383-4, 1815, 2366
Rivere (Ryver, Ryvere), Laurence de la, 1220

pledge, 1590

Ralph de la, 667, 886, 893, 897, 1286

Master William, 1247
Robert, John son of, (Kllkenny), 1419

John son of, (? Kerry, Kildare, Limerick or Tipperary), 274

Robin (Robyn), Hugh, pledge, 181

Roche (Roch, Rupe), Adam de, 171, 492, 1447, 1604
seneschal of the liberty of Wexford, 413

Agatha wife of Eustace de, 1408

David de, knight, (? Cork), pledge, 1172

David de la, (Kildare), 208
Davld, (Tipperary), 2415

David son of Henry de, (Kilkenny), 1825
David son of Walter de, pledge, 238

George de, (Limerick), 457, 1197, 1439, 1790, 1794, 2173, 2239
George de, (Tipperary), (? same), 462, 712

sheriff of county Tipperary, 1792, 1951

George de, (Waterford), (? same), 622

George de, (Wexford), (? same), 171, 1604

Gilbert son of Eustace de, 171, 267, 270, 324-5, 492, 745, 1099,
1604
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Roche (contd)

Godbert alias Todebert de, 2065, 2308
Henry de, 1812, 1931

John son of Henry de, 235

John son of Thomas de, 488

John son of William son of Eustace de, 1172

Richard de la, pledge, 1073-4

Theobald de, 1529

Thomas de, 1416
Todebert see Godbert

Walter son of Gerald de, 2031
William de, sheriff of county Cork, 22

William, (Tipperary), 2228

William son of Eustace de, (? Cork), and his son John, 1172

cf. Roth

Rocheford see Rochford

Rochefort (Rupeforti), ... de, 1437
Elizabeth wife of Henry de, later wife of Henry Cruise, 691, 1260

Henry de, 1260

Maurlce de, (? Dublin), 130

Maurlce de, (Limerick), 1508

Miles de, knight, (Dublin), 1278, 1358, 1662-3, 2265 (n I0)

Miles de, (Kildare), (? same), 408, 2262

Miles de, (? same), 1500

cf. Rochford

Rochelle, La, [dep. Charente Maritime], France, 2170
Roches (Rocheyns), the, 1252

Rochford (Rocheford), Maurice de, 708

cf. Rochefort
Rodeyerd see Rudyard
Roper, Robert le, 654

Ros see Oldross; New Ross; Ross
Roscommon (Roscoman), Roscommon, 552, 1119, 1293, 1549

account of, 1009, 11293, 1422
burgesses of, 552

castle of, 38, 552, 1246

charter of, 1293
community of, 1422

mayor and bailiffs of, 1009

mayor of see Ley, Hugh

men of, 1293,
Clerk of, q.v.

Roscommon, county, enrolled accounts of, 1119, 1549, 1551

lands and tenements pertaining to royal castles in, 552

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1485

men and lands of king in, 1250

sergeants in see Foljambe, Nicholas; Oxford, Stephen

sheriff of, 1293

account of, 78 and cross references

letters patent addressed to, 1246

proffers by, 4, 923

summonses addressed to, 425, 904, 1118-19, 1166, 1415, 1418,

1549

writs addressed to, 137, 268, 308, 326, 370, 378, 430, 463, 738,

1131, 1395, 1400, 1422, 1485, 1510, 1680-1, 1726, 1833,

1953, 2202, 2363

See also Exeter, John; Richer, Simon son of



Rosrail, Brother Robert de, attorney, 1059

Ross (Ros), Brother William de, formerly prior of the Hospital of St.

John of Jerusalem in Ireland, 1043, 1237, 1648

Roth (Rothe), David, 5 (n ii)
attorney, 134, 578

Ellis, 959, 1031
Henry, 959, 1031

pledge, 959

Henry son of Simon, pledge, 959

Martin, 1333
Philip son, heir and executor of Roger, 233

Roger, 1509, 2201

seneschal of Drogheda (Meath), 30, 1372
sheriff of county Louth, 796, 1717, 1810

executor of Stephen Roth, 233

pledge, 1677

Simon, pledge, 959, 1031

Stephen, 233, 348, 364, 397, 476

collector of customs at Drogheda, 157, 278

executors of, 1649, 1982, 1986-90, 2053, 2080-7, 2178

See also Bovis, John; Roth, Roger

cf. Roche

Rotour see Rutter
Roughead (Rougheved), Master William, bishop of Emly, 1694, 1807,

1898, 1977, 2009, 2152, 2251, 2272, 2325, 2342-4
dean of Emly, pledge, 220

Rous, Adam le, 2333

justice of assize in the liberty of Wexford, 488

Thomas le, 721
Rudham, Roger de, nephew and heir of Simon, 97, 610-11, 1324, 2227

transcriber of estreats in the Irish exchequer, 2458

attorney, 604

Simon de, 261, 455, 610, 1324, 1691, 1808, 1814, 1997, 2198
chief remembrancer of the Irish exchequer, 2452 (n 12)

receiver of Richard Barford, 97
Rudyard (Rodeyerd), Master William de, 391

official of the court christian of Dublin, 97
Rupe see Roche

Rupeforti see Rochefort

Rush (Russhe), [in Lusk], Dubl~n, keepers of port of see Carpenter,

William; Ellis, William son of
Russell (Russel), Adam, of Dublin, goldsmith, juror, 658

John, prior of Baltinglass, Wicklow (Kildare), 116

John, of Crumlin, Dublin, 126

cf. Crumlin, John
John, (Tipperary), summoner, 220

Margaret, wife of Reynold, 1188, 1392, 1444-6

Reynold, 205

chief sergeant of county Waterford, 493, 1146, 1443, 1545

farmer of Decies, 175, 263, 298, 315, 655, 591, 1188, 1201,

1392, 1455-6, 2014, 1028, 2209
Thomas, collector of fifteenth in county Dublin, 2435

Thomas, (EXldare), 805 (n 13)

Walter, 1958
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Rutter (Rotour), Simon le, 1985
Rydere see Rider

Ryncoran see Ringcurran

Rys see Rice

Ryver, Ryvere see Rivere

Saggart (Tassagard, Taxag’), Dublin, 77
betaghs (named) of, 77

farm of, 276 (n 17), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 804 (n ii), 878 (n 6),

1363 (n II)
mills of, keepers (named) of, 146

reeves of, 878

seneschal of, 389, 1181

cf. Kent, Thomas
wood at, 389

Saggart (Tassagard), John de, 716

Saham, Ralph de, 350

St. Albans (Sancto Albano), Gilbert de, 2231, 2383
John son of John de, pledge, 990

St. Amand (Sancto Amando), Amery (Almaricus) de, 1184

St. Aubin (Sancto Albino), David de, 2330
Maurice de, pledge, 1338

St. Edmund (Sancto Edmundo), Robert de, 771

St. Jean d’Angle (St. John de Naungle), [dep. Charente Maritime],

France, 2170
St. John (Sancto Johanne), Thomas de, knight, 708, 1324

sheriff of county Tipperary, 974-5, 984, 1004, 1211, 2172, 2228

Thomas de, (Dublin), 1206

St. John de Naungle see St. Jean d’Angle
St. John of Jerusalem, Hospital in Ireland of see Kilmalnham

St. John the Baptist’s outside Newgate see Dublin, city, religious

houses in or near
St. John’s, Roscommon, Rinndown in, q.v.

St. Katherine’s priory see Lelxlip

St. Leger (Sancto Leodegario), Joan wife of William son of William de

heiress of Walter Purcell, 865, 919, 1185, 2334

John de, 2095

Peter de, 574, 2169
Thomas, bishop of Meath, 73, 818, 873, 1504, 1583, 1665-6, 1678,

2141, 2318

collector of papal tenth, 1021, 1214, 1268

justice itinerant, 724

William de, son and heir of Peter, (Meath), 574, 822, 1075, 1093,
2169

William de, (? Kilkenny), juror, 957

William de, junior, (? Kilkenny), juror, 957

William de, son of William de, (Kilkenny), (? same), 865, 919,

1185, 1823, 1929, 2334
wife of see Joan

St. Mary’s abbey near Dublin see Dublin, city, religious houses in or

near

St. Michael (Sancto Michaele), David de, pledge, 1172

St. Olaf (Sancto Olavo), Richard de, bailiff of Dublin city, 76

St. Patrick’s see Dublin, city, cathedrals in

St. Peter’s parish, Dublin, Ranelagh in, q.v.



St. Sepulchre (Sancto Sepulchro), liberty of archbishop of Dublin of,

617

bailiff (named) of, 407
St. Thomas the martyr see Dublin, city, religious houses in or near

Salamon, William, 1349

Sale (Aula), William de, 1314

William son of Robert de la, (? same), I011

Saltus Salmonis see Lelxlip

Sampson, John, of Wells, (Dublin), 812, 1207

John, (Dublin), (? same), juror, 658

John, (Dublin), (? same), valuer, 565

William, of Callan alias William de Callan, 1906, 2055
assigned to choose wine for justiciar, 1263

keeper of the mills of Saggart, 146

purveyor of victuals at Dublin, 251

pledge, 232

valuer, 565
Sancta Cruce Cassell’ see Holycross

Sancte Trinltatis see Dublin, city, religious houses in or near, Holy

Trinity

Sancti Johannis extra Novam Portam see Dublin, city, religious houses
in or near, St. John the Baptist’s outside Newgate

Sancti Johannls Jerusalem see Kilmainham
Sancti Patricii see Dublin, city, cathedrals in

Sancti Thome Martiris see Dublin, city, religious houses in or near,

St. Thomas the martyr

Sancto Albano see St. Albans

Sancto Albino see St. Aubin

Sancto Amando see St. Amand
Sancto Bosco see Hollywood

Sancto Edmundo see St. Edmund

Sancto Johanne see St. John

Sancto Leodegario see St. Leger
Sancto Michaele see St. Michael

Sancto Olavo see St. Olaf
Sancto Sepulchro see St. Sepulchre

Sandall (Sandale), John de, lieutenant of the treasurer of the English

exchequer, letter witnessed by, 64, 232

Sandford (Saunford), Hugh de, 1447

Nicholas de, 2259

Walter de, 1712-13
Walter de, son and heir of Hugh, (? same), 1447 (n 5)

Santry, Dublin, Dunbro in, q.v.

Sarsfieldstown (Saresfeldeston), [in Moorechurch], Meath, 1086
Saunford see Sandford

Scaddan (Scadan), Henry, 1798, 1879

Scallan (Scalon), Richard, 978,.2174

cf. Stallion

Scatto, Iskiattus (Iskyattus) de, 865, 919 (n 6)

Scinnagh see Sionnach

Scorthals see Shorthals

Scothot (Stochod), Peter, 1775, 1946
Scotland (Escoce, Scotia), lieutenant of the king in march of see

Clifford, Robert
military service in, 37, 43, 546, 1251-2



Scotland (contd)
purveyance of victuals for army in, 99, 196, 198, 210, 242, 361-2,

549, 595, 599, 605, 628, 636, 651, 661-8, 682-3, 729-32, 768,

784, 858-9, 870, 879, 882-5, 1027, 1029-30, 1033, 1103, 1141,

1233, 1251-2, 1298, 1337, 1350-I, 1514-26
Scryn see Skreen
Scurlag--see Sherlock

Scurlockstown (Scurlageston, Scurlaggeston), [in barony of Lower

Deece, Meath], 662-4, 891
church of, 662

Scurlockstown (Scurlaggeston), David de, 662-3

Searle (Serle), Adam, pledge, 553

Walter, 1333
Selby (Seleby), John, usher of the Irish exchequer, 2461 (n 19)

John, (another), 2051
Sely, Peter, 276 (n 17), 607 (n 6), 685 (n 13), 878 (n 6)

Selyman (Sellman), Andrew, merchant, 1263, 1381

John, II (n 19)

Semblant (Semblaunt), Thomas, 2388

William, 1821

Sergeant (Serjant, Serjaunt), John le, pledge, 234

Robert le, 1806

W., 1985

William le, valuer, 565

Serle see Searle

Sewell (Sewall), Martin de alias Martin, bailiff (prepositus) of

Drogheda (Louth), 933 (n 19)
attorney, 179

pledge, 233
Sewer (Souere), Robert, pledge, 181

Seynde, Robert, junior, 465

Robert, senior, executor of William, 120, 432
William, 120, 432

Seys, Ellis, pledge, 81, 326

John de, 222
Roger, 1652

Shakenhurst, Walter de, valet and receiver of Walter Thornbury, 1301

Shearman (Shereman), John, pledge, 181

William le, juror, 658

Shephey (Shepheye), Robert de, attorney, 653-4

Shereman see Shearman

Sherlock (Schirlok, Scurlag), John, sergeant of the crosses of Meath,

1060

William, 607 (n 6), 804 (n ii)

Sherlockstown (Shirloketon), Kildare, 1073
Shilmurthy see Sil Murray

Shirburn (Schirburne, Shirborn, Shirburn, Shireburne), Peter de, 129,
1969

Robert de, 1883, 1967
Shirloketon see Sherlockstown

Shoreditch (Schordych, Schoredich, Shordich, Shordiche), Ellis de,

1694, 1807, 1898, 2009, 2318, 2344

clerk of Peter Gavaston, earl of Cornwall, 1678
Shorthals (Scorthals), John, juror, 957

Robert, juror, 1155, 1427

Shynnagh see Sionnach
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Sibly, William de, and Margaret his wife, 720

Siddan (Sydan), William de, archdeacon of Meath, 662-4, 889, 898

Sil Murray (Shilmurthy, Silmurthy), (Connacht and Roscommon), 577,

1250

Silvester (Sylvestre), Richard and Tankard, 2246

Simon, Goffrey son of, 724

John son of, pledge, 181

Richard son of, 379, 1692

Thomas son of, 214, 1280
juror, 71

Sionnach (Scinnagh, Shynnagh, Synnagh), John, tenant of the king at

Newcastle Lyons, 69

Thomas, of Naas, receiver of county Kildare, 1330, 1430

cf. Fox

Skinburness (Skynburnasse, Skynburnesse), [Cumberland], victuals to be

carried to, 549, 1251, 1350

receiver (named) of stores at, 549, 1251
Skreen (Scryn), Robert de, attorney, 199

Skynburnasse, Skynburnesse see Skinburness

Slane, John, pledge, 181

Thomas, of Dublin, 2170
Smyth, Gilbert, 2432

Snltterby (Snyterby), Thomas de, 1404

constable of Castlekevln, 1512
justice of assize, 1247

Solar, John de, 1401

Somery, Adam, pledge, 82

John, 1730, 1834, 1973
Robert, pledge, 82

William, clerk, 604, 1979
Somenour see Summoner

Someter see Sumpter

Sotherne see Southern

Souere see Sewer

Southern (Sotherne), Walter, 532
Spain (Spaigne), Roger de, 1546

Sparhawk (Sperhauke), William, attorney, 144

Specer see Spicer
Sperhauke see Sparhawk

Splcer (Espec’, Lespecer, Specer), John le alias John, of Drogheda,

230, 248, 526, 814, 2042, 2154

John le, [Dublin], 12 (n 22)

Spinell (Spinel, Spynel, Spynell), William, 1626, 2333
receiver in county Carlow, 759, 800, 1270, 1271 (n 4)

valet of John Holtham (Hothum), and his attorney and keeper

of his property in county Carlow, 140

pledge, 113-14

Sprackling (Spracklying), William, 124

Spynel, Spynell see Spinell

Spynevill, Walter de, sergeant (?), 1496

Squire (Squier), Robert, 2401

’Stachombe’ (unidentified), (? Dublin), 1435,

Stachony see Stathcony

Stackpoole (Stakepol), John, 366, 1616

bailiff of Walter Henebry (de Inteberge) at Stachombe, 1435



Stackpoole (contd)

Richard, 513
Stephen, 1621

Stalnes (Stanes), John de, pledge, 990

Stakepol see Stackpoole

Stallion (Staloun), Richard, attorney 1294

cf. Scallan

Stamford (Staunford), [Lincolnshire], letters dated at, 57, 65
Stanes see Staines

Stanford (Staunford), Christine de, 1324
Hugh de, juror, 658

Stanley, Henry de, pledge, 969

Stapleton (Stapelton, Stapilton), Roger de, 2016

William de, iii, 315, 440, 473, 686, 993, 1201, 1664, 2014,

2209

’Stathcony’, (Dublin), [? Stagonil, in Powerscourt, Wicklow], 71, 433

Stathcony (Stachony), Ellis de, 124

juror, 71

Simon de alias Simon, 71,124, 214, 385, 433, 850, 1895, 1963,

2079

Staunford see Stamford, Stanford

Staunton, Maurice de, 2225
Philip de, assignee of Walter de la Haye, 527, 2253, 2308, 2393
Reynold de, clerk of the seneschal of the liberty of Trim, 938

Stede, John, receiver of fifteenth in county Dublin, 2435

Lovina widow of John, now wife of Richard Dardis, 2435

Thomas, son of John, 2435

Steel (Stel), John, 64, 232
Stephen, Robert son of, purveyor of victuals at Drogheda, 599

Steppell, Robert, 705

Stochod see Scothot

Stockton (Stocton), Luke de, 837

Stokes ...sum de, 1149

Michael de, 1149
pledge, 73

Stokkesbury, William de, 1417

Stratton, Master Adam de, clerk, 389, 642, 1304, 1357, 1725, 2019
pledge, 957

Sturry, Nicholas, 276 (n 17), 607 (n 6)

Stykhaire, Peter, 2161

Sully (Sulle), Joan wife of William de, 121, 1718

John de alias John, 1837, 1918

receiver and bailiff of Master John Quantock (Cantok) in

county Limerick, 438, 1835, 1917

Luke de, 121, 1718
Summoner (Somenour, Somonour), Philip le, 867, 2157

Sumpter (Someter), Robert de, sergeant [? in county Kildare], 1619

Roger le, pledge, 181

Sutton, Agatha wife of Gilbert, 129, 754, 832, 863, 1089, 1161, 1196,

1905

keeper of goods of see Travers, Master John

Master Bartholomew, 2076, 2261

treasurer of Emly [cathedral], pledge, 220

Gilbert de, 754, 863, 1089, 1161, 1191, 1196

executors of, 1191, 1196

See also Tintern, Brother John abbot of
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Sutton (contd)

Gilbert (contd)
keeper of goods of see Travers, Master John

son and heir of see John

wife of see Agatha

John de, lieutenant of the seneschal of the liberty of Kildare,

20, 486
John de, son and heir of Gilbert (Kildare, Kilkenny and Wexford),

(? same), 129, 133, 754, 832, 863, 1089, 1161, 1191, 1196,

1720-1, 1841, 1969, 2126, 2279, 2417
Master Raymond de, 445, 460-1, 509-10, 813, 847, 968, 2179

Simon de, 1906, 2055
Swaine (Sweyn), John, chief sergeant of county Kildare, 2048

John, collector of fifteenth in county Carlow, (? same), 1506

John, (? same), 914

Swerdes see Swords

Sweyn see Swaine

Swiftford, Nicholas de, executor of, Richard Bacon, 239
Swineshead (Swynesheved), Richard de, and Mabel his wife, 1407

Swords (Swerdes), Dublin, tithes of, 653

rector of see Holtham, Master William
Ballymadrough and Lissenhall in, q.v.

Banbury, Burgess and Newcastle of, q.v.

Swynesheved see Swineshead
Sydan see Siddan

Sylvestre see Silvester

Synnagh see Sionnach

Taaffe (Taaf, Taf, Tall), John, archbishop of Armagh, 796, 944, 1717,

1810
executor of see Dundalk, Brother Richard prior of

Robert, Ii0, 2322
sheriff of county Meath, 93, 102, 216, 218, 340, 576, 620, 63

798, 1015, 1088, 1192
Taghmon (Tachmon), Nicholas, 1687

Taghnehy see Taney
Taillour see Taylor

Talbot (Talebot, Tallebot), Hichael, 507

Richard son of Richard, 1319
Tallaght (Tauelagh, Tauelauch), Dublin, Blund (Alby) of, q.v.

Tallebot see Talbot

Tallon (Talon, Taloun), Elizabeth wife of Richard, 33, 435

Hugh, 1506

Richard, and Elizabeth his wife, 33, 435

Roger, collector of fifteenth in county Carlow, 1506

Tancard see Tankard

Taney (Taghnehy), [Dublin], church, 1280

Taney (Tanhy, Thanhle), Matthew de, clerk, 1280, 1723

Tankard (Tancard), John, (? Louth or Meath), pledge, 181

Tankardstown, Kildare, Dollardstown in see ’Dullardeston’
Tanner (Tannour), Ellis le, pledge, 181

Ralph le, of county Louth, pledge, 181

Rhys (Risus) le, 2083

Richard le alias Richard of Wells, 812, 1207, 2327

Tassagard see Saggart
Tauelagh, Tauelauch see Tallaght

Taverner, John le, 1804



Taylor (Cissor, Taillour, Taylour) Hugh, (? Louth or Meath), pledge,

181
Hugh le, (Tipperary), 780

Richard le, tenant of the king at Newcastle Lyons, 69, 266

Thomas, 657

William le, of Kilmartin, 1289

Teeling (Teling, Telyng), Geoffrey, sergeant in the crosses of Meath,

622-5, 899
Richard, sheriff of county Meath, 2, 229, 296, 525, 559, 921,

1076, 1316, 1667, 2165, 2351
pledge, 970

Templars, goods and lands of, in county Dublin, 645, 731, 1367

in county Kildare, 250, 318, 669, 732, 768

in county Louth, 99-100, 159, 193, 459, 645, 659, 729, 1064,

1367, 1461
in county Meath, 645, 730

in the liberty of Kilkenny, 178

in the liberty of Wexford, 678-9, 1148, 1396, 1460

master in Ireland of see Anet, Brother Henry

Templetown, in Carlingford, Louth see Cooley

Templetown, Wexford, Kilcloggan in, q.v.

Tenebrug, Tenebruge see Tonbridge
Terry, Nicholas, 1429

Terwent, Richard, 1961
Testa, Hugelinus, merchant of the company of the sons of Bettori of

Lucca, 589
Thanhie see Taney

Thomas, Adam son of, clerk, 1333

Lord John son of (John le fiz), 131, 250, 690, 1252, 2361
pledge, 169

Peter son of, reeve of Newcastle Lyons, 127, 276 (n 17), 607

(n 6), 685 (n 13), 804 (n ii), 1363 (n ii)
tenant of the king at Newcastle Lyons, 69

Simon son of, pledge, 1024

Thomas son of, 2260
Walter, pledge, 181

William son of, chamberlain of the Irish chancery, 2356 (n 15)

Thomastown (Villa Thome), [? in Cadamstown], Kildare, tithes of,
1333

Thornbury (Thornebury), Walter de, 116, 533-4, 871-2, 1301, 1367,

1796, 1879-82, 2012-13, 2069, 2147, 2159, 2284, 2309,

2352, 2365, 2434

chancellor of Ireland, 76, i00, 204, 206, 945

letters addressed to, 551, 1624
letters witnessed by, 542, 553

inquisitor concerning debts, and injuries and extortions by

royal officials, 775, 777

assignee of the prior of Malvern, 1882

clerk of see Afford, Henry

valet and receiver of see Shakenhurst, Walter

Thorncastle [now Booterstown], Dublin, rent of, 267 (n 17), 804

(n ii)

Thornebury see Thornbury

Thorpe Waterville (Thorp Watervill), [in Thorpe Achurch,

Northamptonshire], letter dated at, 55



Thrower (Threour), Thomas le, 904

Thurstan (Thurstayn, Thurstein, Thursteyn), Robert, citizen of Dublin,

632, 804 (n II)
purveyor of victuals at Dublin, 605, 636

pledge, 232

cf. Torzoun

Tilauth see Tullow

Timberlake (Tymberlak, Tymperlak), Geoffrey, 1779, 1944, 2059, 2070

Tinctor see Dyer

Tintagel (Tyntagel, Tyntagell), Eneas de, 562

John, 1528, 1809, 2003
attorney, 562

Tintern (Tynterne, de Voto), Wexford, abbey, Brother John abbot of,

1324

executor of Gilbert de Sutton, 579, 1915, 2036, 2431

convent of, 1324
Tir Maine (Tyrmany), (Roscommon), cantred, 1510, 1513

Tipper, Kildare, Craddockstown in, q.v.

Tipperary, Tipperary, Gilbert vicar of, 1910, 2039, 2221, 2249, 2428

Tipperary (Typerar’), county, chief sergeant of see under sergeant of,

chief below

coroners of, 551

writ addressed to, 1557

enrolled accounts of, 354, 704, 708-12, 714, 717, 771-3, 776, 780
issues of escheatry in, receivers of see Ginner, William; Veale,

John

See also under-escheator in below
justice of assize (named) in, 495

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1480, 1517, 1557 (n 12)

officials (named) assigned to hear pleas concerning injuries and
extortions by royal officials in, 781

receivers of see Faringdon, Michael; Hunt, Adam; Mount, William;

Wyk, Theobald

sergeant of, chief see Maunsell, Walter

sergeants in see Hyne, Robert; Keating, Philip Faliath

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1480, 1517

sheriff of, 1451
proffers by, 5, 928

summononses addressed to, 349, 354, 404, 495, 713, 724, 771-3,

776, 780-I, 1109, 1171, 1179, 1414, 1527, 1535

writs addressed to, 138, 220, 264-5, 274 (n 16), 297, 336, 372-

3, 380-i, 386, 431, 455, 458, 462, 466, 470, 472, 500, 517,

524, 527, 684, 737, 739, 790, 826, 837-40, 874, 1091-2, 1162,
1164, 1202, 1211-12, 1226, 1235, 1264, 1375, 1385-6, 1399,

1451, 1472, 1507, 1602, 1624, 1628, 1630, 1643, 1647, 1657,

1661, 1694, 1703, 1710, 1733-5, 1738, 1742-3, 1745, 1760-4,

1768-9, 1777-8, 1792-3, 1795, 1797, 1806-7, 1818-19, 1831,

1834, 1848-9, 1852-5, 1864, 1867-8, 1870-1, 1874-5, 1878,

1881, 1898-1901, 1911-14, 1916, 1924-5, 1938, 1944-5, 1949,

1966, 1972-3, 1977, 1983-4, 1999, 2001, 2002 (n I0), 2005,

2008-9, 2013-14, 2026, 2032, 2035, 2038, 2040-1, 2054, 2058,

2075-6, 2078, 2089-92, 2097, 2103-6, 2110, 2114, 2116-17,

2124, 2129, 2131-4, 2136, 2144, 2146-7, 2152-3, 2155, 2158,

2160-2, 2177, 2187, 2196-7, 2199-200, 2209 (n 17), 2217,

2220, 2222, 2228-31, 2247-8, 2251-4, 2258, 2261, 2266-7,
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Tipperary, county (contd)

sheriff of (contd)

writs addressed to (contd)j 2270, 2272-8, 2283-4, 2289-92, 2296,

2300, 2307, 2324-5, 2328, 2331, 2340, 2347, 2349-50, 2352,

2356, 2368, 2372, 2378~9, 2381, 2383-5, 2393-6, 2402, 2405,

2408-9, 2411, 2415, 2419, 2427, 2429, 2434

See also Brett, Geoffrey: Brett, Walter; Freyne, Fulk;

Hackett, Henry; Maunsell, Robert; Pembroke, Roger; Power,

Richard; Rice, John; Roche, George; St. John, Thomas

under-escheator in see Walsh, Richard
Tirel, Tirell see Tyrrell

Tisrara, Roscommon see Crumthann
Toiler, Philip le, 241

Tonbridge (Tenebrug, Tenebruge, Tonbrigg, Tonbrigge, Tonebrige,

Tounebrig), Edward de, of Kilkenny, 129, 1969

pledge, 168
Edward de, (Tipperary), 1793, 1912, 2041, 2220, 2248, 2427

John, 1712
Tony, Walter, 980, 1753, 1855, 1913, 2038, 2117

Top, Master Henry, son and heir of, 657
Topesham, William de, and Juliana his wife and executrix, 1322

? Torzoun (or T...zaun), Adam, 2350

cf. Thurstan

Totimirs, John, 1234

Toughror..., (Kildare), tithes of, 1333

Tounebrig see Tonbridge

Traharn, John son of William de, 910

Travers, Alexander, 1900, 2144

Master John, keeper of goods of Gilbert and Agatha Sutton, 1218,

2433

Tremenet, Geoffrey, pledge, 1060

Tresteldermot see Castledermot

Trim, Meath (Trim), cathedral of Saints Peter and Paul, and priory of

New Meath see Newtown Trim

Cantor and Corkan of, q.v.

Trim (Trym), county, [court of], 507

sheriff of, writs addressed to, 399, 597, 767
Trim (Trym), liberty, bailiff and receiver of John Bonneville in see

Athlone, Roger

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1487, 1524, 1565

lord of see Mortimer, Roger
purveyance in, 595, 668

seneschal of, clerk of see Staunton, Reynold

proffers by, 19, 938

summonses addressed to, 419, 1177

writs addressed to, 316, 334, 365, 399, 447, 477, 595, 664, 668,

673, 675, 689, 735 (n 14), 753, 766, 784, 803, 865-6, 888,

894, 912, 1102, 1154, 1233, 1236, 1382, 1394, 1398, 1445,
1453, 1465, 1469, 1487, 1494-5 (n 21), 1497, 1524, 1563-4,

1576, 1583, 1586, 1625, 1665, 1744, 1839, 1909, 1920, 1927-8,

1935, 1942, 2056, 2071, 2128, 2194, 2208, 2210, 2288, 2297,

2322, 2329, 2339, 2371, 2413, 2425

See also Trueman, Walter

Trim (Trym), Geoffrey de, chaplain, 662-4, 888, 890, 896

Michael de, 1802, 1918, 2129
mayor of Drogheda (Louth), 29, 179, 525

pledge, 553



Trim (contd)

Robert de, collector of customs at Limerick, 586

Trlsteldermot, Tristledermot see Castledermot
Trlvers, Geoffrey, pledge, 102

Ralph, 1090, 1532

Troman    see Trueman

’Tromrith’, (unidentified), (? Tipperary), 220

Trueman (Troman), Walter, seneschal of the liberty of Trim, 1177

Trym see Trim

Tuam, archbishop of, writ addressed to, 2027

Tuite (Tuyt), Bartholomew, 1707, 2316, 2360

John de alias John, knight, 93, 2084

sheriff of county Meath, 92, 271, 1682, 1686-7

son of see Richard

Richard de, (Dublin), 258

Richard de alias Richard, (Meath), (? same), 436, 1707, 2316,

2360

Richard de, son of John, (Meath), (? same), pledge, 93

Richard de, (Trim), (? same), farmer of Ardee, 992, 1159, 1323

Richard de, (? same), iii
Tullow (Tilauth, Tylagh, Tylach in Offelymyth, Tylauch), Carlow,

community of the town of, 1799, 1880, 2012, 2069, 2309

letters dated at, 113
Tullowcreen, Carlow, Rathornan in, q.v.

Tully, Kildare, Rathbride in, q.v.

Tullyallen, Louth, Mellifont in, q.v.

’Tybrory’, (unidentified), (Carlow), Butler of, q.v.

Tyci, Alexander, 1333

Tylagh, Tylagh in Offelmyth, Tylauch see Tullow

Tymberlak, Tymperlak see Timberlake

Tyntagel, Tyntagell see Tintagel
Tynterne see Tintern

Typerar’ see Tipperary

Tyrel, Tyrell see Tyrrell
Tyreleston see Tyrrellstown

Tyrmany see Tit Maine

Tyrrell (Tirel, Tirell, Tyrel, Tyrell), Andrew, pledge, 637

Gerald, 398, 468, 1950
Mabel alias Mabel de Norragh, 505, 519, 1950, 2045

Richard, knight, (? Roscommon), juror, 552

Richard, (Dublin), 775, 1767, 1866, 2125, 2305
Richard, (Tipperary), 1818, 1925

Roger, 505, 519, 587, 1698, 1950, 2045

William, of Portloman, 1965
Tyrrellstown (Tyreleston), Little John (Litel Johan) de, attorney,

548

Uffington (Offynton, Uffinton), John de, 1656, 2257

Ufford, Robert de, son of Robert de, 517, 518
Ugthrard see Oughterard

Ui Maine (Omany), (Roscommon), [cantred], 68, 246, 544, 552

Uldale (Ulvedale), William de, clerk, 1042, 1229

Ulf (Ulfe, Wlf, Wlff), John, 2002
Philip, 95, 375-6, 604, 1689, 1716, 1896, 1978-9, 1983

justice of assize in Cork [?] and Limerick, 489, 494

cf. Wolf

Ulster, cross of, chief sergeant in see Meyne, John



Ulster (Ultonia), liberty, account for, 363

attorney of Alexander Bicknor in see Dowse, William

customs in, collector of see Dowse, William
lord of see Burgh, Richard

men of John and Alexander MacDougal of Argyll in, 344

seneschal of, summons addressed to, 427

writs addressed to, 317, 344, 355, 568, 811, 1165, 1982, 1987,

2053, 2080, 2260
Ulster (Ultonie, Ulvestre), earl of see Burgh, Richard

Ultagh, Ralph, Iii0

Ultonia see Ulster

Ulvedale see Uldale

Ulveston, Thomas de, purveyor of victuals at Drogheda, 242, 283, 516,

1337

Ulvestre see Ulster

Uriel, William de alias William, 1049, 1290, 1683
Uriel, Urielis, Uryel see Louth

Usher (Husser, Usser, Ussher), Joan wife of John le, 982

John le, 1702

constable of Dublin castle, 556, 658, 672, 854, 982, 1353, 1702,

2436-7
Uthrard see Oughterard

Utlagh, Utlaw, Utlawe see Outlaw

Valence (Valencia), Agnes de, 768

Aymer (Adamarus, Eymerus) de, earl of Pembroke, lord of Wexford,

130, 332, 726, 903

Valle see Wall

Veale (V..., Vel, Veel), John le alias John, senior, of Emly, 1949

receiver of issues of the escheatry in county Tipperary, 826,

972, 2005-7, 2076, 2134-5, 2177, 2216-17, 2328, 2340-2
pledge, 220, 640

John le, junior, heir of John, 1778, 1949, 2076

William son of Henry le, 115

cf. Calf

Verdon (Verdoun, Verdoyn, Verduno), Miles de, pledge, 181, 907

Theobald de, senior, 143, 181, 273, 285, 290, 954-5, 1597, 1632-4

(n 14)
Theobald de, junior, son of Theobald, 181, 907-9, 954-5, 1497,

1632-4 (n 14)
Vernoil (Vernoill), Henry and Richard de, 1312

Vescy, Isabella wife of William de, 956, 1046, 1244, 1342, 1614

William de, 956, 1046, 1244, 1342
justiciar of Ireland, 48

Veteri Ros see Oldross

Vicar, Robert son of, 1333
William son of, of Kilroot, pledge, 1364

Vilet, Clement, pledge, 959

Villa Barhund see Borranstown

Villa Bossard see Buzzardstown

’Villa Daueny’ , [9 Damastown in Mulhuddart, or Deanestown in
Castleknock], Dublin, tithes of, 1365

Villa de Kerdif see Kerdiffstown

Villa Hibernica see Irlshtown

Villa Martini see Martinstown

Villa Meileri see Mylerstown
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Villa Thome see Thomastown

Voto see Tintern
Vyk see Wyk

Wade, Thomas, pledge, 181

Wafer (Waffre, Wafre), Richard le, 601

William le alias William, 399, 1920

Walcot (Walcote, Walecote), Nicholas de, clerk, summoner of the

Irish exchequer, 227, 629, 2455

assignee of the executors of Richard Bacon, 239, 535-7, 1864

Waleis see Walsh

Wales, North, chamberlains of see Ablngdon, Master Richard; Easthall,

Thomas

Waleton see Walton
Waleys see Walsh

Walingford, Walingforth see Walllngford

Wall (Valle), Agnes wife of Richard de, 1551

Alice wife of Richard de, widow of Adam Callan, 844

James de, 426
Philip de, 261, 869, 1324, 1413, 1691, 1700, 1814, 1907, 1996-7,

2198, 2317, 2369
sheriff of county Kerry, 256, 330

Richard de, (Kilkenny), 844

wife of see Alice

Richard de, (Tipperary), 185, 380, 466, 977, 1235, 1657, 2152

Stephen son and heir of Adam de, 552

William son of William de, 327

Wallensis see Walsh

Walleton see Walton
Wallingford (Walingford, Wallngforth), Henry de, 1276, 1592

pledge, 658

Walsh (Waleis, Waleys, Wallensis), Adam le, (Meath), 1597

Adam son of William le (Ossory), 836

Cadynor le, 773

Geoffrey, pledge, 82

Gilbert le, junior, knight, 182, 853
Henry le, sheriff of county Limerick, 2214

son of see John

Hubert le, 388

Isolda wife of Maurice le, 711
John le, of Coillacht (del Coylacht), (Dublin), 442, 862

John le, (Kildare), 486
John le, (Kilkenny), attorney, 31, 964

John le, son of Henry le, (Limerick), 2043, 2214, 2377

John le, (Meath), sergeant of Kells, 660, 852, 1991
attorney, 299

pledge, 216

John le, senior, and John le, junior, (Tipperary), 1292

John le alias John, (Wexford), 1241, 2404

Maurice le, and Isolda his wife, 711

Richard le alias Richard, 1914, 1916, 2032, 2040
under-escheator in county Tipperary, 826

Roger le alias Roger, receiver of Okethy, 277 (n 19), 607 (n 6),

685 (n 13), 1363 (n ii), 1672

Thomas, juror, 552

William le, 1283
sergeant in county Louth’, 1013, 1081, 1238
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Walter, Reynold alias Roger son of, 1994, 2093, 2186

Richard son of, pledge, 1364

Roger son of see Reynold

Walter son of, 1066

Waltham, (unidentified), [England], letters dated at, 945, 951

Walton (Waleton, Walleton), Henry de, chamberlain of the Irish
exchequer, 64, 201, 232, 1058

Ward (Warde), Dublin, tithes of (de la), 1301
Warilowe, Thomas de, clerk and lieutenant or attorney of Richard

Woodhouse, chief engrosser of the Irish exchequer, 1259, 2450

chief engrosser of the Irish exchequer, 2450 (n i0)

attorney, 107, 965, 972-3, 1352

Warin (Waryng), Alan son of, 552

John son of, pledge, 1338

John son of Thomas son of, 205
William, pledge, 181

Warner, Andrew le, valet of John Holtham (Hothum), and his attorney

and keeper of his property in Munster, 140

pledge, 221

Warre, John de, 562
paymaster for war in Leinster, 345

Waryng see Warin

Washbourne (Wasseburn, Wasshebourn, Whassebourn), Richard de, 213

Master W. de, 864, 1182
Waspaill (Waspayl), Robert, 2435

William, 841

Waspatrick, John, senior, 387

Wasseburn, Wasshebourn see Washbourne
Water (Aqua, Watere, Watre), Robert atte, of Drogheda, 559

pledge, 233

Stephen de, 494

Thomas de, of Dervagh, 1176

Waterford, Matthew bishop of, 1976

bishop of see also Fulbourn, Stephen
Waterford, city, bailiffs of see under mayor and bailiffs of below

See also Fithlan, Thomas
community of, 304, 695

customs in, collectors (named) of, 1351
collectors (unnamed) of, 304, 695

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1488, 1523, 1568

mayor and bailiffs of, arrears of account of, 331, 687

proffers by, 14, 932, 1079

writs addressed to, 304, 331, 687, 695, 794, 1079, 1378, 1488,

1523

mayor of, 347

writ addressed to, 2243

purveyors (named) of victuals in, 1351

Gascoigne of, q.v.

Waterford, county, chief sergeant of see Russell, Reynold

coroners of, writ addressed to, 1559
justices of assize (named) in, 493

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1479, 1518, 1559

officials, (named) assigned to hear pleas concerning injuries and

extortions by royal officials in, 782
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Waterford, county (contd)

receivers of see Butler, William; Goddore, Eymer

service of Richard Power in fighting felons and keeping the

peace in, 63

sheriff and receiver of, writs addressed to, 1479, 1518

sheriff of, 473, 622

account of, 174 and cross references

proffers by, 8, 925

summonses addressed to, 347, 487, 493, 704, 782, 1117, 1169,

1410, 1539, 1545

writs addressed to, 63, 174, 263, 298, 315, 341, 384, 440, 473,

504, 518, 534, 566, 622, 679, 686, 785, 827, 834, 871, 876,

881, 996, 1147, 1188, 1191, 1201, 1392, 1562, 1568, 1609,

1650, 1664, 1751, 1783, 1796, 1829-30, 1976, 2018, 2065,

2119, 2137, 2209 (n 17), 2215, 2233-7, 2241-2, 2302, 2308,

2320, 2366-7, 2386, 2391-2, 2407

See also Barrett, John; Power, John
stud of John Bonneville taken by men of, 622

under-escheator in see French, Stephen

Watton see Whatton

Watre see Water
Wauncy~oger, 1358

W...dermor, Walter son of, 1318
Waye, John le, watchman of Dublin Castle, 658

Weis’ see Wexford

Weise, Simon le, 948

Weland see Welland
Well (Welle), John de, juror, 71

Thomas of the, 124
Well’ see Wells

Welland (Weland, Weyland, Weylaund, Weylaunde, Weylond), John de, 263

(n 9), 315, 686, 1199, 1201, 1829, 2215

Welle see Well

Wells (Well’), [Carlow], 829
Wells (Welles), Sampson and Tanner of, q.v.

West, Joan wife and Thomas son of, 149, 152
Westminster (Westmonstier), [Middlesex], exchequer at see under

England

letters dated at, 32, 34, 3617, 41, 43, 46, 54, 64, 70, 232, 545,

946, 950, 952-5, 1251-3, 1259
Weston, John de, merchant of Dublin city, 230, 248, 526

Michael de, 1805

Westpalstown, Dublin, rent of 276 (n 17)

Wetheney, Wetheneye see Abington

Wexford (Weis’), Wexford, customs at, collectors (named) of, 585

collectors (unnamed) of, 301, 699
community of, 301, 585, 699

good men of see under Wexford, liberty, seneschal, and town, good

men of

Wexford (Wels’), county, sheriff of see Good, Henry

Wexford (Weis’), liberty of, bailiff and receiver of John Bonneville

in, 1210

enrolled accounts of, 406, 412, 415, 420, 424, 426, 428, 487
justices of assize (named) in, 488

levying of all debts owed to king in, 1487, 1522, 1565

manors of Templars in, 678-9, 1148, 1396, 1460
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Wexford, liberty (contd)

officials (named) assigned to hear pleas concerning injuries and

extortions by royal officials in, 783

reeves and receivers of manors of Roger Bigod in, 512, 725, 1127,

1446

seneschal of, proffers by, 26 and cross references

summonses addressed to, 406, 412-13, 488, 492, 718, 783, 903,

1174, 1408, 1546

writs addressed to, 267, 295, 324, 332, 343, 465, 512, 678, 699,

725-6, 735 (n 14), 745, 754, 863, 1089, 1099, 1127, 1148,

1161, 1191, 1210, 1241, 1380, 1396, 1446-7, 1460, 1468, 1487,

1522,1584, 1604, 1713, 1728, 1754-5, 1766, 1841, 1844-5,

1858, 1886, 1915, 1992, 2015, 2036, 2126, 2279, 2323, 2333,
2404, 2417, 2431

See also Roche, Adam; Wogan, Walter

seneschal of, and town, good men of, return by, 585

writ addressed to, 301
wines wrecked in parts of, 1144

Weyland, Weylaund, Weylaunde, Weylond see Welland

Whassebourn see Washbourne

Whatton (Watton, Whattone), Robert de alias Robert, clerk, 620 (n 3),

869, 981, 1322, 1605, 1700, 1883, 1907, 1967, 1996, 2317,
2369

chamberlain of the Irish exchequer, 360, 550, 2443

commissioned to audit accounts of goods and lands of Templars,

645
commissioned to inquire concerning debts in county Louth, 646

commissioned to hasten collection of issues of demesne lands,

1363
treasurer’s clerk in the receipt of the exchequer, 2442 (n 4)

pledge, 97

White (Albus, Whyte), Ellis le, 1311
Henry, 1333

Matthew, 1333
Ralph le, bailiff of Master John Quantock (Cantok), at Kilmanagh,

Kilkenny, 1591

Ralph le, (Tipperary), pledge, 220

Roger le alias Roger, 1333, 1347, 2380

William le, 1067

cf. Blund

Whiterel, William, 2087
Whurlawey, Robert, messenger of sheriff of county Connacht, 1009

Whyte see White

Wicklow (Wikinglo, Wikingloo), Wicklow (Dublin), 124, 1263

Baker (Plstor) of the new castle of, q.v.

Widworthy (Wideworth, Wydeword, Wydeworh, Wydeworthe), William de,

clerk, 997, 1043, 1305, 1648
attorney, 224, 1277

Wigginton (Wickingeston, Wygingeston), John de, 843
attorney, 604

Wigmore (Wigmor, Wygemore), Mortimer of, q.v.

Wik see Wyk

Wikingeston see Wigginton

Wikinglo, Wiklngloo see Wicklow
Wilde, William le, juror, 1170
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William, John son of, 1696, 1885
Philip son of, of Doneraile, 239, 537

Robert son of, (Dublin), 1897
attorney, 963

pledge, 895

Robert son of, (Meath), pledge, 662, 1060

Thomas son of, 998, 1002, 1959, 2043, 2214, 2377

Willoughby (Wilughby, Wyleby), Robert de, citizen of Dublin, 76, 809,

1263, 2028
collector of murrage in Dublin city, 236

pledge, 234

William de, citizen of Dublin, 122
Wimperel see Wiperel

Winchcomb (Wynchecomb, Wynchecoumbe), Hugh de, purveyor of victuals at

Youghal, 1005

William de, 1232

Winchelsea (Wynchelse), [Sussex], ship of, 1103
Winchendon (Wynchedon), Richard de, 1195, 1281, 2353

Windsor (Wyndesore), [Berkshire], letter dated at, 67

Winter (Wynter), John, 1616

Winton (Wynton), John de, of Cashel, 349

Wiperel (Wimperel, Wyperel), Martin, collector of customs at Youghal,

103, 379, 1692
Wirkesbourgh, Wirkesburgh see Worsborough

Wlf, Wlff see Ulf, Wolf

Wodbred, Walter, 1280
Wodehouse see Woodhouse

Wodehull, William de, 2395
Wodelok (Wydelok), Bindus (Byndus), 2188, 2337

attorney of Emericus Frescobaldi, 1003

Geoffrey, 2178

John, (Dublin), 1679, 1683, 1695
sheriff of county Dublin, 637

John, (Kildare), (? same), 98, 446

John, (? same), 1041, 2211
Robert, 2160

Woder, Robert le, of Dublin, 643, 1061
pledge, 1263

Wodestok see Woodstock

Wodeton see Wooton

Wodhouse see Woodhouse

Wogan, John, 557, 602

justiciar of Ireland, 40, 42, 44, 68, 70, 76, 160, 169, 239,

547, 551, 617, 645-7, 945, 956, 984, 1046, 1247, 1249-50,

1252, 1263, 1270-1, 1617
attorneys appointed before, 56, 548, 1248, 1254, 1257-8

letters addressed to, 41, 66-7, 543, 549, 551-2, 949, 955,

1249, 1251, 1624

letter of, 234
letters authorised by bill of, 1250

letters witnessed or authorlsed by, 31, 33, 40, 42, 44-5, 56,

58, 63, 160, 171, 547-8, 956, 1246-8, 1250, 1254-8

pleas before, estreats of, 352, 492, 706, 1121-3, 1166-71,

1175, 1179, 1418, 1531, 1621

pleas to be heard before, 40, 42, 44, 657, 1255-6

pledge, 1638-9



Wogan (contd)

Walter, 988
justice of assize in the liberty of Wexford, 488

seneschal of the liberty of Wexford, 21, 26, 79 (n I), 726

Wolbeter, Geoffrey le, 778

Wolf (Lou, Lowe, Wlff), Hamon le, 411
Maurlce le, clerk, pledge, 220

William le alias William, clerk of Drogheda, 179, 229, 296, 525,

555, 559, 561, 660, 852, 965, 1991, 2165
attorney, 978, 1062, 1071

cf. Ulf

Woodhouse (Wodhouse, Wodehouse), Richard de alias Richard, 156, 164,

565, 601, 613, 1037, 1059, 1068-9, 1265, 1283, 1301, 1306,

1335, 1600, 1684, 1978, 2010, 2024-5, 2032, 2044, 2331, 2367
chief engrosser of the Irish exchequer, 69, 316, 931 (n 15),

1058, 1245-6, 1250, 1259, 1327, 2449, 2450 (n i0),

commissioned to hear pleas concerning injuries and

extortions by royal officials, 781-3

messenger from the treasurer, 1005, 1027, 1029, 1299

clerk and lieutenant or attorney of see Warilowe, Thomas

escheator of Ireland, 2449 (n 9)
vicar of Kilcullen, 623

assignee of Joan Finglas, 627, 2168

pledge, 97

Woodstock (Wodestok), John, 2191
Wooton (Wodeton), Robert, pledge, 74

Worcester (Wygorn’), bishop of see Reynolds

Worcester (Wygornia), Ralph de, 354

Worsborough (Wirkesborough, Wlrkesburgh), Robert de, 64, 232

Wotton, Adam de, 1619

Richard de, 402
Wycombe (Wycoumbe), Thomas de, 1306

Wydelok see Wodelok

Wydeword, Wydeworh, Wydeworthe see Widworthy

Wygemore see Wigmore

Wyglngeston see Wigginton

Wygornia see Worcester
Wyk (Vyk, Wik, Wikio, Wykyo), Gentilus de, attorney of Theobald, 164

Scottus de, 1218

Theobald de, 164, 286, 579, 717, 1112, 1793, 1910-16, 2031, 2035-6,

2038-41, 2220-2, 2245-9, 2427-33
receiver of county Tipperary, 1636

Walter, of Athboy, 447

Wyleby see Willoughby

’Wylleton’, (unidentified), (? Limerick), 1444

Wynchecomb, Wynchecoumbe see Winchcomb

Wynchedon see Winchendon

Wynchelse see Winchelsea

Wyndesore see Windsor

Wynebold, John, 1412

Wynter see Winter

Wynton see Winton

Wyperel see Wiperel

Yhoghel, Yhoughel, Yoghel, Youghell, Yoghil see Youghal

York (Ebor’, Eiwerlk), [Yorkshire], letters dated at, 947, 1249
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York (Eboraco), Richard de, clerk, 1298
treasurer’s clerk in receipt of the exchequer, 2442 (n 4)

Youghal (Yhoghel, Yhoughel, Yoghel, Yoghell, Yoghil, Youghel), Cork,
community of, 698

customs at, collectors of, 196, 698
See also Pipe, John; Wiperel, Martin

money found at, 257
purveyors of victuals at, 86

See also Brown, William; Winchcomb, Hugh de
Blund and Pipe of, q.v.

Youghal (Yoghel, Yoghill), William de, bailiff of Cork city, 16 (n
28), 828 (n 5), 935 (n 22)

Yvethorne see Ivythorn
Ywenet, William, 214
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