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PREFACE. 

S OME explanation of the circumstances which led to the writing 

of this book may serve to make clear the point of view from 

which the subject is considered. 

During the year 1895-6, in connection with a course in Economic 

History in Radcliffe College, I transcribed a number of Court Rolls 

of the manor of Moulton, Norfolk, belonging to the Library of 

Harvard University. In the summer of 1896 a search in England 

for other material relating to Moulton failed to bring to light further 

important documents concerning that manor ; but a comparatively 

rich series of manorial documents was found to be in the possession 

of the steward of the adjoining manor of Forncett. The owner of 

Forncett Manor, Mr A. C. Cole, most kindly allowed an examination 

of these, and to facilitate the work consented to deposit them in the 

Public Record Office. Through the courtesy of the officials of the 

Public Record Office, permission was obtained to consult the rolls 

there. Mr Cole has since presented these rolls to the Cambridge 

University Library, where they now are. 

Some of the results of this study of the Forncett records were 

printed in a paper on the "Decay of Villeinage in East Anglia" 

(Transactions of  the Royal Historical Society, N. S. XIv., I~OO),  part 

of which is reprinted with some additions and alterations on pages 

88-97 of this book. 

A fellowship held from the Association of Collegiate Alumnz 

during the year 1902-3 made possible a further examination of the 

Forncett MSS. and the completion of this volume. 



x Preface. 

No attempt has been made in this work to consider the history 

of Forncett Honor, or to treat of other than economic conditions 

in Forncett Manor. 

I t  is a pleasure to acknowledge the many kindnesses that have 

lightened a laborious task. My best thanks are due to Mr A. C. Cole, 

Mr Hubert Hall, and especially to Professor W. J. Ashley, under 

whose direction the work was begun. I arn also much indebted for 

advice and assistance to Professor J. F. Janleson, Professor F. W. 

Maitland, and Mr W. J. Corbett. Miss E. M. Leonard has kindly 

supplied the photograph of S t  Mary's Church, which serves as the 

frontispiece of the book. 

F. G. D. 

May, 1y6. 



T H E  ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT O F  A 
NORFOLK MANOR, 1086-1565. 

CHAPTER I. 

A N  ELIZABETHAN SURVEY A N D  DOMESDAY BOOR. 

THE of Forncett S t  Mary arnY Forncett S t  Peter lie in 
the county of Norfolk, hundred of Depwade, some twelve miles 
south-west of Norwich. 

I t  is the purpose of this book to  give such informatiop regarding 
economic conditions in the vill and manor of Forncett to about 1565 
as can be gathered from the extant records relating to the manor1. 

The first chapter is based on an examination of two records- 
a Survey of Forncett2, drawn up in 1565, and Domesday Book, in so 
far as it directly relates to Forncett. Five subjects are considered: 

I .  The topography of Forncett vill (p. 2). 

2. The territorial development of Forncett manor (p. 8). 
3. The distribution of homesteads considered in relation to the 

tenures by which they were held (p. 13). 
4 The extent of land in Forncett vill held of Forncett manor by 

each kind of tenure (p. 15). 
5.  The bond tenements (p. 17). 

' A llst of the more important of these documents, up to 1565, IS glven ~n 
Append~x I. 

a For purposes of description, the Surveyor divlded each of the Forncett par~shes into a 
number of precincts, that IS, tracts of land generally clearly defined by natural boundanes 
or roads He first desc~~bed  the bounds of a preclnct, next the bounds of a furlong w~thin 
that preclnct, and then each strip w~thln the furlong, glvlng the name of the holder, the 
tenure, and acreage of the strlp. Besides the survey of the v~ l l  of Forncett, the book 
contams a partla1 survey of the vlll of Aslacton, much of whlch was mclnded In Forncett 
manor. These surveys proper are followed by a 11st of the tenants of Forncett manor and 
by a full descri~tlon of the lands held of that manor by each tenant ; last comes a list of the 
'tenements' of the manor. In the case of some of these the Snrveyor named the tenants 

In 1565, held the strlps of which the tenement was composed ; other tenements he was 
unable to ldentlfy 

tram the Survey, the map of Forncett "ill has been constructed. Precincts are lndlcahd 
On the map by Romau numerals, furlongs by Arablc numerals The separate s t r i p  are 



2 A n  Elizabethan Survey and Domesday Book. [CH. 

r .  The topography of For~zcett vil. 

The boundaries of Forncett in 1565 were, for the most part, 
watercourses, roads, or lines dividing ancient waste. The northern 
boundary of S t  Mary's parish was a line dividing the mark in which 
probably at  an early period the vills of Hapton and of Forncett 
S t  Mary intercommoned. T o  the north lay Hapton common, and 
to the south, in Forncett, were Broomwood, the lord's pasture, known 
as Broomwood Bayesl, Lound wood, and Lound common. On the 
east, the stream or 'beck,' known as the Tas, separated S t  Mary's 
from Tharston, while a road divided S t  Mary's from the ' ridding' or 
clearing in S t  Peter's, east. North of the ridding, in S t  Peter's, lay 
Tharston wood ; so that here, too, the boundary divided the waste. 
The western and north-western limits of S t  Mary's as far as Broom- 
wood were marked partly by roads and partly by Deepmore Beck. 

Littlemore or Drage Way was the northern boundary of S t  Peter's 
as far as Westwood Green. That part of Forncett that comprised 
Westwood (alias Keklington) Green and Westwood (alias Bunwell) 
Ridding is a strip a mile and a half in length thrust out like an arms 
toward the north-west and reaching as far as Wymondham. Next it 
was Tacolneston common. A strip somewhat similar in shape 
though very much smaller lies east of Moor common where Moulton 
common protrudes into Forncett. In both cases, doubtless, the 
projecting parts were sections of the waste-a fact which accounts 
for the artificial character of the greater part of their boundary 
lines2. 

shown only in IV. r and IV. 7 of St Mary's parish (now in Tacolneston) where the fields are 
still uninclosed. Some of the balks have been ploughed up; but many of the strips have 
to-day the same breadth and length that they had when described by the Surveyor three 
hundred and forty years ago. In marking the position of the balks the Ordnance Map 
has been followed, on which they are indicated by broken lines. 

An abstract of the survey of IV. I, St Mary's parish, is given in Appendix 11. . For an 
account of some similar surveys, see the paper by W. J. Corbett, 'Elizabethan Village 
Surveys' (Transactions of Royal Historical Society, N .S .  Vol. X I .  1897). 

Spelled ' Baythes' in the Survey, but 'Bayes ' is the usual form in the other 
records. 

That the strip in Forncett called Westwood was part of a larger waste also known as 
Westwood may be inferred from the following passages from the Hundred Rolls (1275). 

I. (i. 529.) 'Xundyedum de Depzwade. De feodis, etc. Dicunt quod Kogerus Hardi 
defunctus appropriavit sibi injuste ii. acras de pastura Regis quae vocatur Westwod. E t  
Robertus de Tateshale appropriat sibi emendas de animalibus extraneorum inventis in eadem 
pastura. ' 

2. (i. 530.) ' [Hu?tdycdunr de Depwade.] De purpest~iris, etc. Item ballivus domini 
Regis voluit tenuisse hundredum suum in pasrura domiui Regis quae vocatur Westwod et 

An E l i z a W a n  Szt?vc,y and Domesday Book. 3 

south-west of S t  Peter's ran Bunwell Beck as far as Moor 
Further east, the Tas for a short distance forms the 

boundary, which, crossing a meadow, follows an ancient road known 
locally as ' t he  British Road.' In 1565, as now, it was called 
Hollane, i.e. Ditch Lane. This road is sunk so deep below the level 
of the fields that it has been abandoned in part for a parallel road 
running next it, but on higher ground. 

The Survey mentions the Processional Way and Stubbing Lane 
as eastern limits of St  Peter's. The former name is a common one, 
signifying, of course, the way along which the procession moved 
when the parish was perambulated; the latter name indicates a 
clearing. 

At least as early as the thirteenth century the name Forncett - - ~  

was applied to the entire area included within these boundaries, and 
the term ' Forncett vill' will be used in this book to denote that 
area. 

As early as 1066 several settlements, or tdns, were situated either 
wholly or in part within these limits. Thus, in Domesday Boolc, we 
read of Fornesseta, of Kekelingtuna, of Tuanatuna, and of Middle- 
tuna. The returns made by sheriffs in 1316 as to what townships 
were in each hundred name Fornesete, Galegrym, Thwantone, Sugate, 
and Kitelyngtonl. In later manorial records Moorgate and Lovington 

Ricardus de Purle tune ballivus Roberti de Tateshal inde fi~gavit ballivum praedictum dicens 
q u d  non debuit tenere hnndredum infra libertatem domini sui.' 

3. (i. +73.) [Znguisi< io facfa.. .in hzrndredo de.. .Dep?uade.] De onztzibzrs pz6?prestz6nk 
quibtrscn71zgzre factis srtper R c p n  vel  regale;^^ diyrzifate?~,, etc. Item dominus Robertus de 
Tateshale facit annuatim quandanl cerchia~n in pastura de Bonewelle et Carleton quae 
tenetur de Rege in capite et accipit emendas de bestiis extraneorum. Item Rogerus Hardi 
appropriavit sibi ii. acras de dicta pastura et habet xxx. annos elapsos.' 

4. (i. 467.) ' Znqttisicio facfa.. . in . .  .D~pwade. Quae etinlrr ~naneria solenf esse iiz manibus 
l?cgrrsz $raedecessor~~~,r Rcg;s et gt,i ea te;znzt ef gzto worn~zto et a quo telfzpore et per queI?& 
el g~~~f~Odofue~rr t t t  alienalz. Item homines de Cariltun [Carleton] et Bunewelle tenent unam 
pasturam commonem in villis supradictis qualn tenent de domino Rege in capite per servicium 
xis. per annum reddend' ballivo hundredi.' 

From these passages it seems evident that the common pasture held by the men of Bunwell 
and Carleton directly from the King (extracts 3 and 4) was identical with the pasture known 
as Westwood (extracts I and 2 )  aud \\,as part of the same waste as the strip in Forncett which 
adjoined Bunwell and was also known as Westwood. 

As the map shows, one-third of the Forncett section of Westwood became lord's demesne, 
and two-thirds common paqture. In 12j2-127j ,  some of the wood was still standing, while 
some had already been converted into arable demesne. Cf. Appendix VIII., xxxi., XI., and R0f. 
Hund. I. 529. 'Item comes Norfolciae habet warennam in dominicis suis in Forneset, West- 
wad, et in assarto juxta Westwod injuste.' i. 472. &Item comes Marescallus appropriavit sibi 
warennam in qoodam bosco qui vocatur Westwde et in quodam asserto (sic) joxta dictum bosculll 
et in bosco qui vocatur Gilderis in Fornesete et Tacolffistun (sic) set quo warento nesciunt.' 

' Nomina Villan~m: Palgrave's Pnrlianzentary Writr, 11. pt 3, p. 312, or Feridal At&, 
11'. 476 (Public Record Office I'ublications). 
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are mentioned1. The Fornesseta of Domesday is clearly Forncett 
S t  Mary. Galgrym was in the south-west of that parisha. Twanton 
lay in S t  Peter's, east of the main Norwich road, and seems also to 
have included precincts I. and 11. West of Twanton lay Keklington. 
Southgate must have been the row of houses opposite Southgate 
common. Middleton lay midway between the east and west 
boundaries of southern Twantons. Moorgate was west of Middleton 
and south of Lovington. Deducting Southgate, Moorgate, Loving- 
ton, and Middleton from the greater Twanton there is left the lesser 
Twanton, near Twanton Green. 

The presence of so many clusters of houses within the vill 
suggests, though it does not prove, that the vill, considered as a 
territorial unit, may not have existed from the time of earliest settle- 
ment in the same form in which we find it in 1565'. In the absence 
of clearer evidence, however, it is impossible to trace the course of 
the territorial development of the vill, if indeed such a development 
occurred. 

The existence of two churches within the vill at  so early a period 
as 1086 strengthens the impression of an original lack of unity: 

The earllest appearances of these names that I have noted are, Moorgate, Account Roll 
of 1376 (Append~x IX , xlvll.); Lovmgton, Court Roll of 1455 We read of 'Lov~~lgton 
Moor,' 'Lovlngton Heads,' and 'Lovlngton H111,' but ~t is not clear that In the fifteenth 

century there was any house In Lovlngton, though poss~bly the houses in X. I or X 2 
were Included In t h ~ s  d~s t r~c t  

Whether there were two dlstlnct settlements w~thln the par~sh of Forncett St Mary 
corresponding to the two groups of houses, 1s doubtful. I n  Domesday Book the naliie 
Fornesseta appears to lnclude both hamlets; wh~le  later the hamlet of Galgrym 15 ronlet~mes 
dlstlngulshed. But ~f Blomefield, of Norfolk, V. 224, 11. 7, IS right In cler~vrng 
Galgryln from Galley (Gallons) Green, the name 1s certainly of late orlgln. The proxlm~ty 
of the hamlets pants  to the conclusion that they were or~glnally a slngle settlement. The 
sltuatlon of thls settlement was peculiarly favourable, for ~t was close to broad, rlch meadows 
and to fertlle arable. 

Blomefield asserts (Hzsf. of Norfolk, V. 224) that M~ddleton was another name for 
Forncett St Mary, but there can be no doubt that he was m~staken In th~s ,  and that Middleton 
was in the south east part of St Peter's par~sh For ( I )  Mlddleton Green lay here, (2) in 
Domesday, Middleton IS ment~oned only In connectlon w ~ t h  a tenement held by Earl Alan of 
R~chmond. Now, from a ' Rental of Rlchmond Rents pertalnlng to the manor of Forncett, 
z and 3 Phl l~p and Mary,' we learn that the land held of R~chmond and sltuated In Mlddleton 
was west of M~ddleton Green. (3) The Survey shows that there were no R~chmond lands ln 
St Mary's pansh; nor In any of the records IS there anythlng to suggest the ldentrty of 
Mlddleton and St Mary's. 

4 In  thls connectlon ~t may be worth notlng that the northern boundary of Forncett 
S t  Peter, between St Mary's and Westwood, seems someuhat more llhe a late boundary- 

perhaps a par~sh boundary-than l ~ k e  a boundary fixed at the tlme of settlement. I t  IS not 
determined by any natural feature but followed a road across the open fields. I t  apparently 
cat through the hamlet of Kekllngton, slnce, In 1565, there was no break In the closely 
built row of houses that stretched north and south of thls I~ne, along the border of the waste. 

See Appendlx III., v., VI. The church In 'Fornesseta,' known In later records ar 
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~h~ present area of the parish of Forncett S t  Mary is 760 acres. 
In the section of the Survey relating to that parish 751 a. I r. are 
described, exclusive of the commons, whose area is not given. The 
parish of the Survey had somewhat different limits from the parish 
of to-day, and its acres were medieval acres, averaging in this parish 
less than the statute acre, although the average arable acre was very 
nearly statute Size1. 

The Surveyor divided the parish as follows: 
. . . . . . . .  Messuages, crofts a n d  gardens  52 a.9 3 r 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  Arable . . . .  479a . ,+ r .  
~~~d~~~ (106 a ,  $ r ), marsh a n d  low pasture ... 114 s., 1 + r  
w o o d  (75 a ) a n d  11111 pasture (30  a ) . . . . . . . .  105 a 

7 5 1 a ,  1 r 

~~t using the map as a basis of measurement and computing in 
statute acres we reach more complete and somewhat different results: 

Messuages, crofts a n d  gardens  . . . . . . .  . 28 a. 
. . . .  Arable . . . . . . . . . . .  473 a. 

. . . .  Meadow, marsh and  low pasture . . 84 a 
Wood a n d  hill pasture ( I  14 a j, a n d  land eas t  of Tas ,  

probably wood or waste (25 A )  . . 139 a. 
. . .  . . . . .  Commons . . . . . .  - 102 a 

826 a. 

s t  Mary's, stood next to the manor house, the chu~ch In Twanton, known later as St Peter's, 
had been endowed by the villagers w ~ t h  60 acres of glebe. At l e a ~ t  as early as the th~rteenth 
century and unt1l1845, the two rectories uere held together under one rector, whose res~dence, 
111 1565, was close to St Peter's Church In Twanton 

The area of the commons was about 102 acres. The Survey omlts the tract-zj acre\- 
lylng east of the Tas and 111 the par~sh of St Mary, and also some SIX acler south of the church. 
On the other hand lt Includes the so-called lost lands '-66 acres (IV. I ,  and palt of IV. 2, 

and IV 7)  whlch wele later transfe~red to lacolneston par~sh 
As 1s well known, medleval acres uere of four varlable rods In wldth, and of varylng 

length, with only a general tendency to conform to the normal length of 40 rods. Many of 

the meadow 'acres' In Forncett were not half that length; the length of some of the arable 
strips In IV I neai St~xford Way was, and I\, nearly twlce that of other strlps further east In 
the same furlong. The Forncett rod a as doubtless 164 feet, for about 1308 t h ~ s  was the length 
of the rod of Clavers manor, whlch was or~g~nally part of Forncett manor and much of whlch 
lay wlthln Forncett vlll (Blomefield, v 259 ) As the area of St Mary's In 1565 was about 
826 acres, as ; j ~ f  acres are descr~bed and more than 130 acres are om~tted fiom the descr~pt~on, 
It f o l l o ~ s  that the 'acres' of the Survey average les5 than the statute acre. The object of the 
Survey waq to reglster tenu~es, rather than exact aleas Hence the Surveyor, as a rule, gave 
[he acleage of the s t ~ ~ p  as ~t was glven In the copy of court roll or o the~  t~ t l e  deed But 
'Ometlmes an obvlous d~screpancy between the actual and the recorded slze of the strlp 
occa\lolled some such comment as.  ' T  B tenet per nomen 111 ac tamen patet esse 1111. ac ' 
In  descrlblng Sandwade meadow (St Peter's) the Surveyor departed from hls usual custom 
and gave the dlulens~ons of the holdmgs In perches Instead of In rods and acres, thuc 'R. B 

24 PeltlCaS p ra t~  ' ' E  A tenet 3 pertlcac plat1 ' ' W. B tenet unam peclam pratl In 

line aqullonarl colltrnentem ; pe~tlcas et In austral1 fine 10 peltlcas ' The perches ev~dently 
llleasured width of the pleces, and Mere less than half the length of the normal alable rod. 
The lellglh of the pleces was also far below the no~mal. 
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The present area of the parish of Forncett S t  Peter is 1901 acres. 
But the Survey contains an account of only 1281 acres, and some 
5 50  ' perches ' of meadow1. 

Messuages, crofts a n d  gardens  I 18 a., z r. 
Arable . . . . . . . . . . . .  1063 a., I r. 
Meadow . . . . . . . . .  55 a., I r., 550 'perchesJ 
Marsh ~ o a . ,  I r. 1 76 a., 2 r., 550 . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Pasture I I a. j 'pwches '  . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . .  Wood 22 a., 3 r. 
1 2 8 1  a., 550 'perches '  

But measuring upon the map we get the following figures in 
statute acres : 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  Messuages, crofts a n d  gardens  IOI  a. 
Arable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1364 a. 
Meadow, marsh a n d  low pasture . . . . . . . . . . . .  78 a. 
W o o d  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  47 a.2 
Commons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  31 I a. - --- 

~ g o ~  a. 
The Domesday dimensions of Fornesseta (St Mary's) are one and 

a half miles by three-fourths of a mile. Measuring on the meridian 
and parallel of S t  Mary's Church, these are very nearly the dimen- 
sions of the present parish. The waste, in 1565, was not intersected 
by these lines, so that no light is thrown on the question whether the 
measurements of Domesday Book included the waste land of the vill. 

The Domesday dimensions of Twanton are eleven by six furlongs. 
Measuring as before on lines passing through the church, the distance 
from the eastern limit of S t  Peter's to the western boundary of 
precinct I, is between eleven and twelve statute furlongs; the width of 
the parish north and south is between seven and eight statute furlongs. 

The dimensions of Keklington are not given in Domesday, so 
that the large district between precincts I. and 11. and Westwood- 
some 600 acres-is apparently not included in the measured area of 
the Record. 

The section of the Survey relating to this parish is imperfect. Seven folios, describing 
the first precinct and part of the second, are missing. But the lost portion can be partly 
reconstructed from the section of the Survey in which the holdings of the tenants are described, 
as well as from the Court Rolls of Forncett and of Moulton manors. The reconstruction is 
necessarily incomplete since some land in these precincts was held of Clavers manor, of which 
we have no rolls. Moreover, as the map shows, the south-east corner of Forncett St Peter 
(about 130 acres) was not surveyed, nor some 24 acres of the 'ridding' in the north-east of 
this parish. The ' ridding' south of Westwood Green is also omitted, and the acreage of the 
commons is not stated. Thus the Survey proper (cf. above, p. I ,  n. z), in its present imper- 
fect state, contains an account of only I I 24 a. z I. and some 550 perches ' of meadow. The 
list of tenants' holdings and the Court Rolls give information concerning 1562. zr. more, 
making a total of 1281 a. 

24 acres in XII. 6 are estimated as woodland. 

11 An Eliza&ka?t Szcmey and Do?fzesnlny Rook. 
- 

rn  the Norfolk Domesday the holdings are regularly rated in 
terms of carucates and acres. These were probably fiscal rather than 
1 .  The arable area might be calculated from the number of 
ox-tealns if we knew how many acres to reckon to a team, but the 
size of the team land probably varied from place to place2. I t  is clear 
from the following table that there was no room in the Forncett 

for team lands of' 120 acres, or 15 acres to each ox. 

Forftcett St Mary. 

I j 6 j  1086 I 066 1086 

~ ~ ~ b f ~  473 a. 60 oxen 84 oxen 324 fiscal acres 
Meadow 106 a. 27 a. 

Wood 75 a. wood for S ' porc '  

Arable 765 a. 84 oxen 92 oxen 364+ fiscal acres 

Meadow 43  a. 21 a. 

Wood 34 a. 

Arable 5 0 9 ~  a. 22 Oxen zo oxen 'I 36 fiscal acres  

Meadow 35 a. 7 a. 
Wood 1 3  a. 

I t  was generally the case in East Anglia that manor and vill were 
not coterminous5. They were not .  cotertninous in Forncett. But 
by far the larger part of the parish of S t  Mary-691 acresa-was held 
of Forncett manor. The remaining 60 a. I r. were held, of Tacolneston 
44 a. 34 r., Williams g a. 23 r., Clavers 5 a,, Tharston 3 r. 

The parish of St  Peter's was held of 14 manors : Forncett (about 
1000 acres", Clavers, Richmond (as of manor of Cossey), Jermyes, 
Tacolneston, Moulton, Williams, Tharston, Haydon, Aslacton Park's, 
Wacton, Bunwell, Aslacton Priory, Banyarde's Hall. 

Maitland, Donzesai~y BOOR arzd Beyoad, 429 ff. 
Wait land,  of. lit. 433-5. But cf. Vinogradoff, Grmuth of Manor, 156ff., 254 ff.7 where 

arguments are advanced in favour of an average plowland of 120 acres throughout England. 
The dimensions of Keklington are not given in Domesday and the number of acres at 

which it was rated is very small in proportion to its area of arable at a later time. The amount 
of geld with which it was charged is llot stated. Either the Domesday account of Keklington 
is inco~nplete or else Keklington was a very small hamlet in 1086. I t  is noteworthy that 
Westwood is not included in the Domesday account of Keklington. 

Including Westwood Ridding (gr statute a, rzoa local measure). 
' With the possible exception of Ashwellthorpe, there was not a vill in Depwade IIundred 

111 1086 that was not held of Illore than one lord. Blomefield, ofi. tit. V. 125-312. 
Maitland, op. cit.  2 2 ,  23. 

" Not including the co~nmoas. 
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The lands of each of these manors did not, of course, lie together, 
but were interwoven with the lands of other manors1. The inter- 
weaving of the lands of different manors in the fields of the vill 
would naturally result from the multiplication of lordships within the 
vill. As a rule the lands of each tenant were scattered, and when 
within a vill some held of one lord and some of another the different 
manors of which they held would be interwoven. 

Bringing together the entries in Domesday Book pertaining to 
Forncett vil12, we find that manorial relations within the vill under- 
went considerable alteration between 1066 and 1086, and were very 
different in 1086 from what they were in 1565. Thus, the two 
manors8, Olf's and Colman's, that existed in 'Fornesseta' in 1066, were 
evidently united by 1086. Oslac's and Hardekinc's-later Walter's- 
manors cannot be identified with any of the manors that extended into 
the vill in 1565. There seems to be no reason for believing that many 
of the holdings of freemen and sokemen formed part of any manor 
until, as is probable, they were united by Bigod to Forncett. In 
1086 part of the manor of Tasburgh, later Uphall's (Terrae 
Osberni Episcopi) lay in this vil14, and Earl Alan of Richmond 
had tenants there. But of the fourteen manors that extended into 
the vill in 1565 only Forncett and Richmond clearly lay there in 
1086. In 1565 Uphall's manor apparently did not extend thither. 

2. The territorial deveLopme~zt of Forncett manor. 

In the Survey of 1565 some 2700 acres'~ are recorded as belonging 
to Forncett manor, of which about 1700 lay within the vill of Forn- 
cett, and the remaining 1000 in seventeen neighbouring vills: 
Moulton, 242 a., Tacolneston, 216a., Aslacton, 195 a., Wacton, 92 a., 
Stratton, 74 a., Carleton, 51  a., and smaller areas in Tivetshall, 
Tasburgh, Flordon, Saxlingham, Tharston, Tibenham, Bunwell, 
Wymondham, Hapton, Fundenhall, and Hethel. 

The attempt to determine what lands belonged to the manor 
of Forncett in 1086 is attended with difficulties ; but our knowledge 
of the extent of the manor at  a later time throws light on the 
1)omesday Record. 

The principal entries in Domesday Book relating to the lands 
that in 1086, or soon after, seem to have belonged to the nianor 
of Forncett are in three groups. In the first group the nucleus 

See Appendix 11. Appendix 111. j Holdings with demesne teams are here 
reckoned as manors. ' Blomefield, op. cil. v. 214 .  Not including commons. 

I] 
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of the manor is described. It lay in Fornesseta (St Mary's), was held 
T,R.E by Colman, a freeman, under Stigand, and T.R.W. by Roger 
~ i ~ ~ d ,  Connected with this manor were two berewics-one in 
Aslactoll and one in Twanton-and sokemen in Keklington and 
Halas'. All these were valued at  £6 and formed part of Bigod's 
demesne lands which he held directly from the King. 

The second group of entries describes a second manor in Forn- 
,,set,. T.R.E., it had been held by Olf-probably the same Olf 
that held the neigbbouring manors of Ketteringham and Carleton. 
Then there were demesne teams, but T.R.W. there were none. 
T.K.W., Bigod also held this in demesne directly from the King. 
The manor was doubtless already, or soon after, joined to Forncett 
manor. Sokemen, holding in I I vills, were valued with this manor. 
The whole was worth £5. 0s. I O ~ .  

The third group is the long list of Bigod's freemen in Depwade 
Hundred. Their lands lay in 16 vills. Their value was lumped 
together a t  622. 2s. 8d., though the men of Tasburgh, the claim to 
one of whom was disputed, have a separate valuation. Now, there is 
no clear evidence that in 1086 these freemen were connected with 
Forncett or with any other manor. But since at  a later date lands in 
nearly all of these vills were held of Forncett manor, and since 
in several of these vills in 1086 Bigod had no tenants except these 
freemen, it is practically certain that these freemen or their successors 
were connected with Forncett manor-the only manor in Depwade 
Hundred of which Bigod was the immediate lord2. 

The following table shows in greater detail, though perhaps im- 
perfectly, the composition of Forncett manor in 1086. 

Freemen Sokemen Villeins Eordiers Slaves 
FOKNCPTT ST MARY. 

Colman's manor (T.K.E.) 3 7 14 
Olf's manor (T.K.E.) I 3 I 

Bigod's freemen 7 

Berewic of Colman's manor 
(William holds, 1086) I 

Blomeheld, op. cit. v. 223, vrrr. 16, identifies IIalas with Hales in Loddon or Clavering 
Hundred. But since it is entered llllder Depwade Hundred it seems more probable that it 
was near the hamlet of Overhales into which Forncett manorextended (Court Roll, Pentecost. 
2 Henry IV.). This hamlet a a i  probably in Tacolneston. Haleswong, also part of Folncett 
manor, was in Tacolneston. 
' Thu5 the only tellants that Bigocl had in Carleton in 1086 were 21  freemen and their 

'0 bordiers, while a list of the suitors of Forncett court, r y  Henry VIII., names 29 suitors 
from Carleton. 
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Freemen Sokemen Villeins Bordiers Slaves 
Valued with Olf's nianor 2 

Bigod's freemen l1 42 I oz 12 

Bigod's freemen 
(William holds, 1086) 12 33 

Bigod's freemen 44 
Bigod's freemen 3 

Freemen Sokernen Villeins Bordierq Slaves 
THARSTON. 

Valued with Olf's manor 3 

STR.4TTON. 
Valued with Olf's manor I 

Bigod's freemen 8 

SHELTON. 
Valued with Olf's manor 
Bigod's freemen 

(Durand holds, 1086) 

Valued with Colman's manor 
Valued with Olf's manor 
Bigod's freemen 

HARDWICK. 
Valued with Olf's manor 

Berewic of Colman's manor 
Valued with OlfJs manor 
Bigod's freemen 

(Hugo holds, 1086) I I 

Bigod's freemen I 

FRITTON. 
Valued with Olf's manor 
Bigod's freemen 

CARLETON. 
Bigod's freemen 
Bigod's freemen 

HALES. 
Valued with Colman's manor 3 
Bigod's freemen 4 FUNDENHALL. 

Bigod's freemen 
Bigod's freemen 

(Osbertus holds, 1086) Bigod's freemen I 

WACTON. 
Valued with Olf's manor 
Bigod's freemen 

(Durand holds, 1086) 6 
Bigod's freemen 4' 
Bigod's freemen 2 

HAPTON. 
Bigod's freemen 
Bigod's freemen 

Bigod's freemen 
(Berardus and Aselinus hold, 

1086) 7 MOULTON. 
Valued with Olf's manor 
Blgod's freemen 

(Alger holds, 1086) Y+ 
Bigod's freemen 2h7 

Bigod's freemen I 

(Alger holds, 1086) 14 
Bigod s freemen 4 
Bigod's freemen 3 

It will be noticed that among the tenants of this manor there 
were freemen and sokemen who had tenants under them. In 
Moulton and in Shelton holdings of this sort apparently developed 
into distinct manors, but in other cases there was no such develop- 
ment'. What was the relation to Forncett manor of the bordiers and 
villeins who were under free tenants and sokemen ? T o  this question 
the later Forncett records suggest an answer. 

From these records it appears that there were two classes of 
unfree tenants connected with the manor: 

(a )  The ' customers,' who rendered week-work throughout the 
year, 

(6) Bond sokemen, who were in general exempt from week-work 
Under the 91 freemen. Cf. Blomefield, of. cit. V. TO+, 2 6 3 .  

TIHENHAM. 
Valued with Ol fs  manor 
Bigod's freemen 3 
I3igod's freemen 5 

Oslac. W n d e r  Oslac. There was a demesne team and a team of men. 
Under the freemen. ' These 4 freemen were under the rz freemen. 
Undel the sokeman. Cndel the 6 freemen. 7 Under the 9& freemen. 
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and rendered only three plowings yearly and a few other light 
labour services. 

The customers were not numerous. Week-work seems to have 
been charged upon only 214, later upon 25, out of some 135 bond 
tenements'. I t  seems highly probable that these few customers were 
the successors of the villeins and bordiers-zo in number-who held 
directly of Bigod, and whose representatives T.R.E. belonged to 
Colman's and to Olf's manors. And it seems equally probable that 
the bond solternen represent the bordiers and villeins who were under 
some tenant freeman or sokeman, to whom they probably owed food- 
rents, or other dues, though in some cases their immediate overlord 
seems to have had no demesne land on which they could have 
been employed. But they pertained to the manor of Forncett, 
their land could be conveyed only with the license of the lord of 
Forncett, and they owed the lord of Forncett a few days' plowing 
yearly 

About the year 1086 there seems to have been a tendency toward 
the bringing together of many estates into one lordship and the 
consequent growth of large manors; while later the process of 
subinfeudation worked opposite results. These tendencies are illus- 
trated in the history of Forncett manor. After 1086 the manor of 
Clavers in Forncett was carved out of land that had previously 
formed part of the manor of Forncett" and the manors of Aslacton 
Park's and Aslacton Priory out of Aslacton, a berewic to Forllcett 
manor4; while among the holdings of Bigod's freemen were estates 
that seem to have developed into the manors of Moulton and of 
Shelton &. 

In Depwade Hundred in 1086 we count 24 manors and 4 
berewics; some of the manors are very small and cannot be 
identified with later manors. 

See below, pp. 67, 68. 
a The number of bond sokemen in the later period cannot be determined; for among the 

holders of the 135 bond tenements there were apparently not only custon~ers and bond 
sokemen but also some free sokemen and the tenements of the two classes of sokemen cannot 
be distinguished from one another. For evidence of this see below, p. 8 3 f f .  Since many 
Domesday entries prove that there were in 1086 sokemen and even freemen who could not sell 
their land 'sine licentiadomini' (Round, FezidalEnglana', z8passim, and Maitland, Domesday, 
log),  it is not strange that free sokemen should be found among the holders of 'terra nativa.' 
Like the bond sokemen the free solcemen appear to have rendered light labour services to the 
lord of Forncett. It seems probable that the free sokemen represented 'sochemanni ' of 1086, 
who could not withdraw from their land without license from their lord. Of course, other 
of the Forncett 'sochemanni' of 1086 may have been represented at a later period by 'libere 
tenentes.' 

a Blomefield, op. cil.  v. 159. ' Blomefield, v. 177. Blomefield, v. 104, 263. 
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In 1300 there were 52 manors in the 19 vills of this hundred. 

of the 14 manors extending into Forncett vill, at  least 7 cannot 
be reckoned as manors till after 1086~. 

3. The &tyibutiolt of t'zolltestends co~zsidered zk rel~ztion to the 
te7zzrres by which they were held 

In 1565, in Forncett S t  Mary, east of the Norwich road and north 
of the site of Forncett manor house, were seven dwellings, five held 
by free and two by servile tenure. In Galgrym, in the south-west 
part of the parish, were 15 messuages of servile tenure, ten built and 
five vacant, and one free messuage. The only other dwellings 
standing in St  Mary's appear to have been one near Cawdwell 
Green, built upon land that was once the lord's demesne ; and two 
near Bowford common that had been free but were now soiled9. 
Not far from these, on Lound Lane, was a vacant messuage that had 
formed part of the servile tenement of Roger at  the Lound. 

The percentage of servile messuages in Forncett S t  Mary, 
counting vacant sites, was 70. 

In Twanton, along the western side of the main Norwich road, 
was a row of 16 messuages, eight built and eight vacant. On the 
east of the road were the rectory, the town house, a vacant site, the 
vacant site of Clavers manor house, and beyond Southgate common 
and extending into the present parish of S t  Mary's, four dwellings, 
one unoccupied site, and the old Gild House. The other houses in 
Twanton were in small scattered groups or isolated. These were 
21 messuages, 14 built and seven vacant, of which four were east of 
Southgate or Carr Hill common; four were near Moorgate Green and 
a fifth not far from this group; nine were near Twanton Green, two 
standing apart from the rest and from one another; the remaining 
two seem to have been isolated homesteads. Of these 43 messuages 
(exclusive of the rectory, Clavers manor site, the town and gild 
houses), 14 were servile, 27 free ; the tenure by which the other two 
were held .is doubtful. Leaving the doubtful two out of account, the 
Percentage of servile messuages was 34. Counting only the home- 
steads in eastern Twanton, i.e. in precincts X., XI., XII., but 15.8 per 
cent. were held by servile tenure. 

Of the 38 messuages in Keklington, of which 34 were built, there 

' These are, Clavers, Aslacton Park's, Aslacton Priory, Wacton, Moulton, Williams, 
Tacolneston. In  1086 Tacolneston was a berewic of Wymondham. 

For 'soiled land' see p. 70 and 'Terra Soliafa' (Eng. Hist. Rev., XIV. $07). 
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were 20 free and soiled and 18 servile. Thus the percentage of 
originally servile homesteads was 47.4. 

Not counting the two manor sites, the rectory, or the town and 
gild houses, there were mentioned in the Survey in both parishes 
together 108 messuages, including 27 vacant and 81 built. Omitting 
the two doubtful cases, the servile messuages were 48 per cent. 
of the total number. 

Turning to Domesday Rook, we find that a rough correspondence1 
exists between the relative numbers of freemen and sokemen on the 
one hand, and of villeins, bordiers and slaves on the other hand, 
mentioned in connection with a given hamlet in 1086, and the relative 
numbers of free and servile messuages in the same locality as indicated 
in the Surve) of 1565. This appears from the following tables : 

Free and Servile Dou,,tfIll ' I0  of servile 
soiled messuages 

S t  Mary's 8 19 70 
Twanton a n d  Middleton 27 14 2 34 
Keklington 20 18 47'4 

Total, 108 messuages. P e r  cent. of servile, 48. 

1086. Persons. 

Freemen and Villeins, bordiers, '1, of unfree2 
sokemen slaves persons 

St Mary's 12 23 65'7 

Twanton a n d  Middleton 42 23 35'4 
Keklington 12 3 20 

Total, I I 5 persons. P e r  cent. of unfree, 42'6. 

The tables show that in 1086 there was a large proportion of unfree 
persons in the parish of S t  Mary's, and a large proportion of freemen 
in Twanton, especially (as the Survey of 1565 indicates) in East 
Twanton. Now it is just in this eastern part of Twanton that the 
houses, instead of being in coniparatively closely-built rows, as in 
other parts of Forncett, are scattered either in very small loose 
clusters near Twanton, or Middleton, or Moorgate or Southgate 
common, or are quite apart and isolated. 

For many reasons we should not expect to find the correspondence exact, for some of 
the sokemen of 1086 probably held bond land. See below, p. r z ,  n. a. 

I t  is perhaps permissible to use the term 'unfree' as a convenient one, under which to 
include villeins, bordiers and slaves, in contrast to ' liberi homines ' and ' sochemanni.' Cf. 
Maitland, Domesday, 24-79. I t  is not of course to be understood to imply that the villeins 
of the eleventh century were serfs. 
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These facts seem to indicate a connection in this locality between 

the distribution of dwellings and the status of the population, and 
seem to show that while the unfree were grouped in villages many of 
the freemen ' dwelt apart and scattered1.' 

I t  is also significant that the hamlet which contained by far the 
largest proportion of servile messuages (Galgrym in Fornesseta) was 
situated close to the manor house (Fornesseta)z. 

4. The extent of land in Forncett vill held of Forncett manor 
by each kind of tenure. 

The Sbrvey, supplemented here and there by the Court Rolls, 
designates, as a rule, the 'terra libera,' 'terra nativa,' ' terra soliata,' and 
the original demesne. Before 1565 all of the arable demesne had 
come into the hands of the tenants of the manor, who held it at  fee 
farm rents. But the Surveyor usually states what land had been 
deme~ne, and where he does not do so it may be identified from the 
Court Rolls. In some cases the Surveyor was unable to determine by 
what tenure a given piece of land was held. Such land is classed in 
the following tables as 'doubtful,' ie .  of doubtful tenure. As the 
tenures of land held of Forncett manor seem to have been ascertained 
with more care than the tenures of land of other manors in Forncett 
vil13, only that part of Forncett vill that was held of the manor of 
Forncett will be considered. 

In his paper on 'Elizabethan Village Sorveys,' based upon a study of the surveys of 
eighteen Norfolk villages, Mr Corbett says, 'as a rule the messitages in these Norfolk villages 
are not collected into streets, but lie scattered about along the various 'gates' or lanes.' 
(Tronsactionr, Royal Historical Sociew, N.S. XI. 78, 1897.) I t  is well-known that Domesday 
Book ascribes an unusually large proportion of freemen and solcemen to Norfolk. There is 
a temptation to conjecture that what was true of Forncett was true of other Norfolk villages 
and that it was the freemen and sokemen-possibly descendants of the invading Norsemen- 
who occupied the scattered homesteads. 

The place-name FornessCta suggests that the hamlet of Galgrym may have been a village 
of Englishmen which bad become subject to the Norseman Forn. Mr W. H. Stevenson has 
kindly supplied the following information regarding the meaning of the place-name: Forn is 
an old Norse name, originally a nick-name meaning 'the old,' not a native Old English name. 
The meaning of the suffix is not clear. Perhaps it is old Norse setr, seat, residence. The 
Rigneseta in SuKolk of Domesday Book appears to be identical with Ringshall, and here we 
have again an old Norse name, ~ i n b .  But whatever its origin sefe was sometimes used in the 
sense of village or hamlet. 

This appears from a comparison of the Moulton Court Rolls with the Survey; and the 
Surveyor himself says, with regard to XI. I ,  strip zz, $Thomas Denne dicit se tenere native 
de Tharston et quia nulla intentione huic manerio (i.e. Forncett) pertinere potest per aliquas 
evidencias adhuc ostentas minorem caram habeo ad titulum.' 
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Forncett Manor in St Mary's (691 a.). 

Site of manor house 7 a. 
Arable ... ... IOI a., 2* r. 

Demesne 229 a,, 3 r. 
Meadow and pasture 19 a., 4 r. - . -  

( Woods and  hill pasture 102 a. 
Free 

I a" ' } I 76 a., I r. 
Soiled 63 a., 3 r. 59 ./,, of tenants' land was m i l e 1  
Bond 261 a., 2& r.) 
Doubtful 23 a. 

Forncett Manor in St Peter's (892 a.)2. 

In Twanton (481 n., I r.). 

Arable 14 a., 3 r. 
Demesne 42 a., 24 r. 

Meadow 27 a, 34 r. 

Soiled 77 a. 26 "1, of tenants' land was servile1 
Bond 
Doubtful 28 a., 24 r. 

In Keklington (4 I o a,, 3 r.)*. 

Arable 39 a., 2 r. 
Demesne 47 a., 3 r. I r. 

Wood 8 a. 
Free 151 a. 
Soiled 33 a., + r. } 184 a., 4 r. 38.9 'C of tenants' land was servile1 
Bond 116 a., 34 r. 
Doubtful 62 a. 

From this analysis it appears that in S t  Mary's, where the ratio 
of servile messuages was largest, the ratio of land held by servile 
tenure was also largest, and -the arable demesne comparatively 
extensive; whereas Twanton, which had the smallest number and 
ratio of servile messuages, had the smallest ratio of servile land and 
the smallest area of arable demesne. 

I t  is noteworthy that in each of these hamlets the percentage of 
tenants' land held by servile tenure was smaller than the percentage 
of servile messuages. 

Land of doubtful tenure is not included. 
But this is incomplete, see p. 6, n. I. Westwood Ridding, comprising 91 acres of arable 

demesne, is omitted. The land In St Peter's held of Forncett manor may be roughly estimated 
as 1000 acres. 

But owing to the large amount of 'doubtful ' land this figure cannot be depended upon 
as more than a rough approximation. 
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o l0  of servile messuages held of O/, of land held of Forncett manor by 

Folmcett manor, 1565 ('soiled' servile tenure (former demesne and 
not included) ' soiled ' land not included) 

S t  Mary's 70 60 

Twanton 38.3 26 

Keklington 5 8 39' 

Hence the acreage of an average servile tenement was less than 
that of the average free holding; the free holding would perhaps 
average roughly about 50 "1, more than the servile2. 

5 .  The bond tenementsa. 

The holdings in Forncett manor at  an early period seem to have 
been extremely small. The list of bond tenements given in the Survey 
of 1 5 6 5 ~  reflects, of course, the conditions of a much earlier time. By 
1565 the locaiion of some of the tenements had been forgotten. The  
money payments which each tenement 'was accustomed to render' 
are recorded ; but the 'other services,' i e .  the labour dues and pay- 
ments in kind, are not described. Some of the same tenements are 
mentioned in the Account Roll of 1376-7. The names of some 
appear as personal surnames in the Subsidy Rolls of 1327 and 133zG, 
and not in the later records; but the documents are wanting in which 
the tenements might be .traced to an earlier time. I t  is, however, 
very probable that the names date from the late thirteenth - e n t i ~ r y ~ ;  
while the tenements as fixed areas chargeable with a fixed amount 
of dues date from an earlier period. From the fact that each bears 
a person's name and includes one messuage and often a certain 
nunlber of acres of meadow as well as of arable, it seems clear that 
each represents the entire area of term nntivn held of Forncett manor 
by a single tenant. 

This figure is not very trustworthy, see above, p. 16, 11. 3. 
., - , l he  . bearlng of thls fact on the question of population appears on p. 105. 

As the Sutvey of shobys, only the fe,ra tznftvn was dlvided into 'tenements,' which 
PreFer\ed tlirough many generations an ideal unity and a name. 
' See Append~x IV.,  Nos. 1-12?. 

"ee Appenrllx V. 
Perhaps the tenement hno\vn as Ivo Chnryers was held by LIvo le Carcectarius' 

mentioned in the Account Rolls of 1300 if. 
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The following table shows the arable area included in each of the 
122 tenements listed in the Survey '. 
No. of tenements 

I 

I 

I 

7 
I 

I 

I 

I 

2 

I 

I 

I 

2 

I 

7 
2 

I 

I 

Arable acreage 
30 a. 
24 a. 
19 a. 14 r. 
18 a. 
16 a. 
15 a. 
14 a. I r. 
13 a. 
12 a. 
114 a. 
11 a. 14 r. 
11 a. I r. 
11 a. 
roa. 14r. 
10 a. 
9 a. 
8 a. 3 r. 
8 a. 2 r. 

No. of tenements 
8 
I 

I 

14 
2 

I 

3 
I 

37 
I 

2 

I 

3 
I 

I 

10  

2 
- 
122 

Arable acreage 
8 a. 
7 a. 2 r. 
7 a. I r. 
7 a. 
6 a. 2 r. 
6 a. I r. 
6 a. 
5 a. 2 r. 

5 a. 
4 a. 2 r. 

4 a. 
3 a. 2 r. 
3 a. 
2 a. 3 r. 
2 a. 24 r. 
2 a. 2 r. 
2 a. 

917 a. I r. 

Fifty-eight tenements were 5 acres or less ; 42 were from 5 to  10 

acres ; 20  from 10 to 20  acres ; 2 from 20 to 30 acres. The average 
tenement included only 7.5 acres of arable land; the typical 
customers' tenement was only 5 acres. 

Very small tenements were also the rule in Forncett vill in 1086. 
The population of Forncett in King William's time is recorded in 
Domesday as follows : 

Freemen Sokemen Villeins Bordiers Slaves Total 
St Mary's 9 3 3 19 I 35 
'Tmanton and Middleton 33 9 - 20 3 65 
Keklington 8 4 - 3 - 

- - - - 15 - 
50 16 3 42 4 115 

As it is only in the case of S t  Mary's that both the Domesday 
record and the Survey appear to be complete, most weight must be 
attached to the statistics of that parish. The population of S t  Mary's, 
as given in Domesday, was 34 (not counting the slave). The arable 
area in S t  Mary's in 1565 was 473 acres. I t  could not have 
been more in 1086. In 1565 the arable demesne was IOO acres; in 
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r o g j  there were two teams in demesne. Therefore it is practically 
certain that the area of arable in the tenants' hands in 1086 could 

have exceeded 373 acres. Dividing this by 34, we find that the 
average holding must have been less than I I acres. 

The maximum arable area that it seems possible to concede to 
Twanton is 765 acres. There were three teams in demesne in 1086 ; 
allowing 50 acres to the team, 615 acres are left as tenants' land ; 
dividing by 62, we get 9.9 acres as the average holding. 

But before accepting these small numbers as correctly represent- 
ing the area of the average tenement, we have to consider whether 
some of the recorded population have not been counted twice. Thus, 
professor Maitland, in his analysis of Domesday, says, 'There is 
peason to think that some of the freemen and sokemen of [Norfolk 
and Suffolk] get counted twice or thrice because they hold land 
under several different lords1.' 

But in Fornesseta (St Mary's) only two persons could have been 
counted a second time, for the three sokemen were connected with 
Bigod's manor, and of the nine recorded freemen seven were 
Bigod's men and two were connected with Bishop Osbern's manor. 
Assuming that the latter were also Bigod's men, the number of 
persons would be reduced by two, and the area of the average holding 
increased to I 1.7 acres. This is the maximum area possible. 
There is reason to believe that the actual area was less than this. 

Of the 42 freemen and sokemen in Twanton, four 'and a half' 
held of Earl Alan ; the rest held of Bigod, some immediately and 
others, apparently, through mesne lords. I t  is impossible to 
determine certainly how many of them may have been counted 
more than once ; but the weight of probability strongly favours the 
assumption that the average tenement in Twanton was not more 
than I I or 12 acres. 

We are prepared to find many small servile tenements in a 
district where the bordnrii were so numerous2, but the holdings of 
the freemen must also have been very small3. 

' Domesday Booh aizd Beyond, zo. 
Maitland, Doinesday, 40. Cf. Vinogradoff, Growth of Manor, 338. 
Very small tenements seem to have been characteristic of East Anglia generally. Light 

on this point is obtained from the 'Three Manorial [East Anglian] Extents of the Thirteenth 
Century,' printed in translation by Rev. W. Hudsop in Norfolk and Nonvich Arch. Sot., 
A'o~folh ArcAaeo/o,rry, x ~ v .  I-j6 (1899). 

1 Since at least 13 additional tenements are mentioned in the Court Rolls, there were 
altogether about 135 tenements. See Appendix IV., Nos. 1'13-135. 
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CHAPTER 11. 

THE DEMESNE. 1270--1307. 

FORNCETT was one of a large number of East Anglian manors 
held by the Earls of Norfolk. From the chief seat of the Earls, 
at  Framlingham, Suffolk, these manors were administered partly as 
distinct units, partly as members of one great estate. The local 
officers of Forncett were in constant touch with the officers of the 
central administration and wit11 local officers of other of the Earls' 
manors in Norfolk. 

Considered from the Earls' standpoint, the manor of Forncett 
was, primarily, a source of revenue in money and in kind. I t  helped 
to fill their treasury and to supply food for their great household. 
Some of the cash receipts were paid by the local officers to the 
collector of Framlingham or to itinerant accountarlts ; but much of 
the money never reached the central treasury but was disbursed by 
the local officers, upon order of the Earl, to his creditors in Norwich 
or the vicinity1. Thus the scattered manors, each with a fisc of its 
own, facilitated the pay~nent of debts, while the necessity of traris- 
ferring cash over a long distance was avoided. 

Material for a study of the relations of the manors to the Earls' 
household and to one another is furnished in the valuable series of 
Bigod's Account Rolls, preserved in the Public Record Office, but 
in this volume we are only concerned with the internal economy of 
one of these manors. 

Judged by the standards of the thirteenth century, the Forncett. 
manor-house seems to have been almost palatiala. For while the 

Instances of such payments occur In nearly all of the rolls, e g.: 
'In expensls ~nllltum hundred1 coram j u s t ~ c ~ a r ~ ~ s  apud N o ~ w ~ c u m  pro negot~o Com~tls et 

llbertatibus suls salvand~s xvs nldl Mln. Acc'ts, 93516 
' L ~ b e r a t ~  W. H. praeposlto de Parva Framlngha~n ad opus mercatornm XXIIII~. per 

I. talllam. Item 11b' W C. praeposlto de Sudfeld ad opus melcato~um xxl per I. talllam. 
Item 11b' R. H. praeposlto de U~chlngham ad opus mercntorum xxll. vls per I. talllam. Item 
11b'. R. B praeposlto de Hanewrthe ad opus cred~torum xl111l. XVIIIS. per I. talllam.' Mln. 
Acc'ts, 93518. 

See descrlptlon of houses of Henry 111. and Edward I. In Wrlght, Nontes of other 
Dajo, 152. 

ordinary house of the period contained only a central hall with a 
chamber on one side and a stable on the other1, there were a t  
Forncett some dozen chambers and outbuildings more or less 
separated from the main room-the hall2, and some half-dozen 
barns and stables. 

Restdes the hall, there were the Earl's chambers, the knights' ---- ~ 

,hamber4, w ~ t h  an upper rooin or soler5-a place of special honour 
and 4afety6-the chapel7, the bailiff's chambers, the house of the 

and carterg, the kitchenlo, salsern, buttery12 and larder'", the 
hake-house, with an oven for melting lead", the dairy16, at  least three 

~ 

stable~16, a cattle-house1', grange18, granaryl9, hay-housem, goose- 
houseal, hen-house"', and pin-foldz. 

The buildings were of clayz4; in most cases the roofs were 
thatched wlth straw stubblei6, wh~ch the prevalent mode of reaplng 
left long; but the hall was thatched with reeds cut from the pond 
(stngnlcm)" The walls were also of clayn, with thatched tops. 
They surrounded both the outer court2" and at  least in part the 
Inner court or courtsf! 

' \vllght, O$ C Z ~ ,  141, 142. 

2 It IS hard to fix the posltlon of the casrrrae ~elatlvely to each othel and lo the hall. The 
thatchu~g accounts show that they were under d~fferent roofs; carrcera seruzentts and domus 
servtenhs appear to be used as eq~nvalent terlns The bu~ldlngs probably stood about the 
n111er cou~t. In  1193 the officers of the lnanol acco~ult for expend~tnre ' ~ n  factlone i. mnrl 
Inter catnerain servlent~s et domum famulorum, In long~ tud~ l~e  I pertlcatae et VII. ~edurn', 
'111 factlone 1 murl de novo Inter aolam et domum sauserll long~tudlne 11. pertlcatarum.' 
Poss~bly the ualls connecting these bu~ ld~ngs  were the walls of the Inner court. 

Appendix VIII , xxxv , XI. 
Append~x VIII , xxxv. 
Appendlx VIII , xxxv , 'for~nseca camera super cameram m~lltum.' Mm. Acc'ts, 

915112. 
"~~ght, op. ctL 148. BIln. Acc'ts, ()35/10. 
"ppendlx VIII , xl. 
' hlln Acc'ts, 93514, ' domus famulorum.' 
lo Append~x VIII., XI. l1 Append~x VIII., xxxv., xl. 
l2 M I I ~  Acc'ts, 935/1+ Append~x VIII , xxxv., XI. 
l4 Mill I\CC'(S, 935114 Lead was used for loofs, cisterns, condoctlng plpes and nalls. 

Rogers, A p c .  aud P9 tces, I joo, 599. 
l6 Appendrx VIII , xxxlv. 
l6 Appendlx VIII , xxxv , XI, and MIII Acc'ts, 935113, 'Iongun1 stabulum juxta 

eccleslam, Iongum stabulum juxta faldam.' 
l7 Appendix VIII., XXXIII. ,  XXXIV., XI. '8 Appendlx VIII , xxxl l~. ,  xxx~v.  
In Mln Acc'ts, 93514. 
" Mln. Acc'ts, 93514. 21 Mln. Acc'ts, 93511 I. 
22 Appendlx VIII , xxxlv. " Appendlx VIII., xxxlv., xl. 
" Append~x VIII , XI , etc 
1J Appelldlx VIII., XXXIV , XI. 2"ppend~~ VIII., xxxlv , xxxv. 

Appendix VIII., XXXIV., XI. 

hhn.  Acc'ts, 93516. " Apyend~x VIII , xxxlv 
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When the buildings and walls needed repair hired labourers and 
customary tenants joined in the work of restoration. Such part of 
the work as required greater skill-the carpentry1, thatching1, and 
interior plastering'-was done by hired labour. The rougher part 
was done by the customary tenants, who tore clown old walls2, dug 
the clay3, and fetched water to 'temper' it2, pulled off the old thatch2 
and cut and brought stubble for the new2. The labour of daubing 
the clay walls of the buildings was shared by both classes of 
workmen4. 

The most important resident within the manor court was the 
bailiff5. H e  was appointed by the lord to have general oversight 
of all that went on in the manor and to protect the lord's interests. 

. I t  was his duty to see that the lower officers were faithful and active, 
that the demesne was properly tilled, the grain properly garnered, 
the stock cared for, and the produce sold in the best marketR. If he 
needed advice he consulted with the steward7. H e  received guests 
-knights, grooms, and officers of the lord-but unless they were 
introduced by the lord's writ the bailiff ran the risk of not being 
refunded for the expense of their entertainments. The bailiff was 
not directly maintained from the estate, but received yearly wages. 
I n  the thirteenth century he usually received 52s. annually and a robe 
worth 20s.O Later, his wages amounted to 104. a yearlo. He  also 
had his dwelling, which was repaired a t  the cost of the lordn, and, 
for his horse, stabling, and the allowance of a peck of oats a day12. 

Besides this resident agent, the lord had many travelling agents, 
who made their eyres from one to another of his scattered manors. 
Not many weeks passed at  Forncett without a visit from one of these 
officers. The most frequent visitor was the steward. I t  was usually 
the business of holding court that brought him to the mauor13. His 
special province was to protect the legal rights of the lord1: and he 
had also to acquaint himself with the economic administration of the 
estate". Sometimes his expenses were allowed him from the manorlR; 
a t  other times, as the records incidentally tell us, he was paid a fixed 

Appendix VIII., xxxiii.-xxxv. Appendix VIII., XI. 
Appendix VIII., xxxix.-xl. Appendix VIII. ,  xxxiii.-xxxv., xxxix.-xl. 
Serviens or ballivus. The words are used interchangeably. 
Lamond's edition of Walter of Henley, etc., 87-97. 
Walter of Henley, S4, go. Walter of Henley, 92, 102. 
Min. Acc'ts, 935/5, Walter of Henley, 92. 

lo Min. Acc'ts, 935115. " Appendix VIII. ,  xl. 
l2 Min. Acc'ts, 935110, 935/15. 
l3 Min. Acc'ts, 935113. " Walter of Henley, 84. 
l6 Walter of Henley, 86. IR Appendix VIII., xxxv. 
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fee, and no such allowallce was made'. Not infrequently bond 

tenants discharged some of their labour dues by carrying to distant 
manors the steward's letters concerning distraints, holding of court, 
and other matters pertinent to his office2. 

the steward acted as a check upon the bailiff and other officers, 
so did the accountants upon the officers of the manor, including the 
steward himself3. Before threshing time, they sometimes came to the 
manor to into the condition of the estate, and to estimate 
the quantity of grain4. But their rnost importailt visit was made after 
Michaelmas, when the subordinate cfficers rendered account of what 
they had purchased, or spent, or received, either of produce or of 
money, and the clerks drew up the final account. 'Views of 
account' were also taken at  other times of the year, especially 
in the spring5. Among the auditors or accountants were John Bigod, 
brother of the EarlR, and the Abbot of Tintern7. One of their chief 

duties was to collect the money ,that was due; for it was not con- 
sidered wise to leave the lord's money in the hands of bailiff or 
of reeve8. 

Besides these regular visitors, some half-dozen casual guests 
might be expected at  the manor yearly. Thus in 1274came Eborard, 
the hunter, with two men and four grey houllds and twenty-five 
of the earl's dogs, and spent three October days a t  Forncett" In 
1277, just after Michaelmas, Walter de Vilers, Nicholas Peche and 
Gilbert, falconers, came with three lads and five falcons belonging to 
the Earl, and stayed six days'". A t  the same time Eborard, the 
hunter, with a man and dogs, was also therelo. Sometimes the guests 
stopped for only one night ; lawyers journeying to Norwich on the 
Earl's behalfn, itinerant bailiffs12 on their way t d  LophamI3, grooms 
with horses of the EarlI4, knights and clerks travelling on the Earl's 
business, found this a convenient resting-place". 

The Earl and Countess seem to have visited Forncett at  irregular 
intervals, which would perhaps average three or four years. In the 

Min. Acc'ts, y35/1j, 93jlrj. 2 Appendix VIII., xli. 
"in. Acc'ts, 935/15, Walter of Henley, 108. 

Min. ACC'~S, 935115, Walter of Henley, 116. 
Appendix VIII., xxxvi. Min. Acc'ts, 935115. 
' Rogers, Agric. a d  Pni.es, i. 165. 

Appendix VIII., xxxvi. For the relation of the Bigods to Tintern Abbey see 
Monas~icopt Attglira~zurtr, v. 265 ff. 
' Min. Acc'ts, 935/13, 935115. Min. Acc'ts, 93514. 
lo Min. Acc'ts, 93515 I1 Min. Acc'ts, 93511 I. 
'"in. Acc'ts, 935113. l3 Min. Acc'ts, 935/1.5 
l4 Min. Acc'ts, 93515. '"in. Acc'ts, 93 5/13> 935116. 
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spring of I273 they spent nine weeks there1, and the very large 
number of retainers and of horses that they brought with them 
were a heavy charge upon the estate2. 

Besides the bailiff, some eight or nine servants of inferior rank 
lived in the manor court? These were four plowmen, a carter, a 
cowherd, a swineherd, a dairymaid, and, during three or four months 
in the year, a harrower. From year to year there was some change in 
the number of these servants. Sometimes no pigs were kept, and the 
swineherd was not needed. In the later years of the period, a few 
servants were added to those already enumerated-a sranginrius" a 
warrener: and a second maid who prepared the servants' pottage6. 

Unlike the bailiff, who received money wages, these servants were 
chiefly paid in kind, and thus directly maintained from the produce 
of the estate. Their wages varied slightly in different years, but, as a 
rule, the gra~zginrius was allowed a quarter of wheat every eight 
weeks', the warrener a quarter of wheat every ten weeks, throughout 
the years. Each of the plowmen and the carter had a quarter of 
barley every twelve weeks, besides \vhich they together consumed 
during the year twelve bushels of oats made into pottageu. The daye 
and cowherd were allowed a quarter of barley every fourteen weekslo, 
the swineherd every sixteen weeks". The money wages of plowmen 
and carter were 3s. yearlyI2; the daye and cowherd received 1s. a yearr< 

From 127z-rzg3 the miller was a stipendiary of the lord, though 
not resident within the court. He received 2s.12, later IS., and, ap- 
parently, an allowance of grain9 annually ; and his house was repaired 
at  the lord's expense. After I300 the mill was 'farmed' and the 
miller no longer received a fee. 

Certain tenants of the manor were elected or appointed from year 

Appendix VIII., xxxvi. 
Appendix VIII. ,  xxxv.-xxxvii. The Earl seems also to have been at Forncett ill 

1381-2, 1285-6, 1292-3 and r zgg-1300. 
As there is frequent mention of the domz~sfamz~lorztm, which was situated near the ca7~era 

sern,ir~ztis in the manor cow t ; and as a inaid was hired by the year to prepare pottage for the 
frrmr~li, it seems probable that the plou~nien and carter at least, the principalfanruZi, were 
unii~airied men, resident within the conrt ; but see Iiogers, Agric. and P~i ies ,  i. 286-289. 
' Min. Acc'ts, 935112. Min. Acc'ts, y35/1z, y3j/r3. 

Min. Acc'ts, 935/14. 
5 Min. Acc1t>, 935/1z. In  Bishop Grossteste's household, one quarter of wheat made 

180 loaves, weighing five marks ( 2 6  1bs.) each. Walter of I-Ienley, 139. 
8 hlin. -4cc'ts, 935113 Bnt in sqme years the uzarrener's fees were 5imilar in kind to tho+e 

of the ],ailiff. Tho.;, in 1303, he received the yearly wage of 4 j ~ .  6d. and a robe u 01th I 3s. 4d. 
9 Appendix VIII., xxxvii. 

'0 Appendix VIII. ,  xxxvii. Cf. Walter of Ilenley, 73-5. 
l1 Min. Acc'ts, 935116. " Appendix VIII., xxxiii. 

Appendix VIII., xxxiv. 
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to year to act as officers of the lord. These were a reeve (fra+itus), 
beadles or messors (bedelfi, ~ttessores), a cart-reeve, a reap-reeve, 

and one or more collectors of rents. 
BY far the most important of these officers were the reeve and the 

messor of Forncett. They were serfs, apparently appointed by the lord 
to these onerous and responsible positions1. I t  was they who rendered 
the yearly accountsg of all receipts and expenditures, whether of money, 
grain, or stock, connected with the manorial administration, and hard 
might be their lot if they failed to produce evidence in the shape of 
tnl&e, byevia, or billae sufficient to convince the auditors of the 
correctness of their returns3. The duties of the pmepsitz~s seem to 
have consisted largely of the care and sale of stock and grain4. 

The terms bedeli and messores are used interchangeably in the 
rolls. Besides the messor of Forncett, there were messors of Moulton, 
Carleton, and Stratton. I t  has been shown that the manor of 
Forncett extended into these vills, and the groups of tenants, or 
homage, from Carleton, Stratton, and probably from Moulton, present 
in the Forncett manor court, severally chose the messor for their own 
vill. The beadles or messors were prominent in connection with the 
court6. Conveyances of bond land were made through their hands; 
they received complaints, made attachments and answered for amerce- 
mentse. They also answered for receipts from the sale of 'works,' 
rents in kind, and agistmente. 

This appears ffom the facts that the surnames of most of the reeves and messors are 
recognisable as the surnames of servile families; and that, in the extant Court Rolls datillg 
from before 1350, no election of reeve or of messor of Forncett is recorded, althougl~ for the 
year 1332-3 the series of rolls is complete. Since the offices were held by the same persolls 
in successive years they could not have been filled by rotation. From the fact that autumn- 
works and averagia, but not winter-works, were 'allowed' to these officers, it may perhaps be 
inferred that they were selected fro111 among the bond sokemen rather than froill among the 
customers. See below, p. 66 ff. 

"he heading of the compotns rolls varies from year to year, but the typical formula runs 
as follows : 

'M. N. praepositus et M. N. messor ... reddnnt compotum ... tempore M. N. ballivi.' 
Thus, in 13w (Min. Acc'ts, 93511~) Roger of the IIiII, reeve in 1294 'sought allo\rrance' 

of f;7. 7s. 7d. charged against him by the accountant in 1294, because Roger had sold grain 
to that value without a writ. Roger states that the steward had enjoined the bailiff and him 
'Sub immensa poena' to sell the grain in order to raise money for part of the expenses of the 
Earl and Countess at Bungay. 

In the same account roll, Simon Herberd, reeve in 1296, <sought allowance' of 
f;3 6s. 8d. charged against him for grain sold to Reginald of Shottisham. Reginald would 
not Pay because he claimed that this debt had been discharged by services performed by him 
for the Earl. Two other similar petitions were made by former reeves of the manor in 1300. 

In 1303 the claim of Simon Herberd for the sum paid by him in 1996 was gllowed. 
' See Walter of Henley, pp. 96, 98 etpassinz, for an account of the reeve's duties. 
' Cf. below, p. 75, n. 2. Appendix IX., Ixx., Ixxi. 
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suflounded by ditches, which, used as pasture, were a considerable 
source of income1. These fields and five or six of the smaller pieces 
of the demesne were also inclosed 'ad defensionem bladi conlitis ' by 
fossat[a] ' annually erected and removed by the customary tenants2. 

The arable demesne was about 300 acres in extent, or about 
one-ninth of the total acreage of the manor,'. 

Probably Forncett was a three-course manor, but the rolls 
contain no clear indications that there were within the vill three 
great fields, cultivated in rotation4. 'Campi' are mentioned ; but 
they were numerous and small. 

I t  is somewhat surprising to find that the area of the demesne in 
cultivation in different years was, as a rule, considerably more than 
two-thirds of its total acreage. In the Account Rolls returns are made 
or the number of acres sown with each kind of grain, and of the 
(same) number of acres harvested. The figures are as follows : 

Year 
127 3 
1275 

1278 

1279 

1280 

1 2 8 4 ~  

I 286 

Number 
205 

2 32 

233 

202 

232 

216 

210  

The large number of acres sown in I293 and other years cannot, 
apparently, be accounted for by any increase in the aniount of land 
in the lord's hands. I t  seems to have been the case that, as the 
language of the rolls implies, some of the demesne was cultivated 

Cf. p. 32. In 1286, 30s. qd. were spent ' in  i. fossato circa Bone Welleridingg faciendo 
de longitudine clxii. perticatarum.' I n  the same year only 3s. were received from the sale of 
the herbage of the ditches about the ridding, <et  non plus pro fossatura impediente herl>agium 
ibidem.' ,In 1zgo,5s. 4d. were received, which seems to be somewhat above the average amount. 

Appendix VIII:, xxxix., and the later Min. Acc'ts. 
V n  the Account Rolls of 1376-8 it is stated that the arable demesne consisted of 1664 acres 

besides Westwood Ridding. From a Court Roll of 1406, it appears that Westwood Ridding 
was ~zoacres  in extent. This would make the total arable 2866acres. By adding ,together 
the areas of all the pieces described as former arable demesne in the co~~veyances of the 
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries up to I 565, a total is obtained of about 175 acres plus the 
1 2 0  acres of the Ridding or a grand total of about 300 acres. The inquisition post-mortem of 
1270 gives 180acres a~ the area of the arable demesne, but this doubtless refers only to the 
acreage under cultivarion in that year. If  two-thirds of the demesne were cultivated in 1270 
its total area must have been 270 acres. 
' For an account of the three-field system, see Cunningham, Industry and  Conrnrcrcc, 

4th ed., i. 74, and Walter of Henley, 6, 8 etpussinr. 
The account for 1282 is too much damaged for the number to be ascertained. 
' Cf. below, p. 48, n. I. 
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in more than two successive years'. This doubtless necessitated 
artificial enrichment of the soil, but for this provision was made?. 

The crops raised were barley, wheat, oats, and peas. The areas 
assigned to the different kinds of grain varied somewhat from year to 
year, but generally some 80 acres were sown with barley; 5 0  with 
wheat : 35-45 with oats, and as many with peas. 

Most of the plowing was done by the threeJ demesne teams 
of stotts and oxen4. Two of these teams seem to have been driven 
by hired plowmen5, while custonlary tenants assisted in driving the 
third6. The tenants also plowed some fifty acres with their own 
teams. 'Plowing for seed' took place at  three seasons of the 
year: for wheat, between Michaelmas and Christmas; for oats and 
peas, between Purification (February z) and Easter; for barley, 
between Easter and Pentecost. Between Purification and Pentecost 
there was a 'second plowing,' in preparation for the barley (rebinatio 
ad ordeum)?. I t  was so late in the spring when the barley was sown 
that the earth had become dry and hard, and the clods had to be 
broken up-a task performed by the tenants%r by the plowmen9. 

The harrows were usually drawn by demesne teams ; very rarely 

' Thus, in the rolls of each of the three successive years 1278-80, it is recorded that 
'fossat[a]' were 'erected ' 'ante hladum comitis' at Smallbusk (11. I ,  St Mary's, near 
Langn~oor Common), Caadwellwong (111.6, St Mary's, near Cawdwell Common), at Hane's 
gate (11.4, S t  Mary's, near Cawdwell Common), at Deknesgate, at Hallcroft (V. 3, St Mary's) 
and at Hallswong. Apparently these lands needed special protection from trespassing cattle 
hecause they were near commons. But, if these lands were fallow in any of the three 
successive years mentioned, what need was there for inclosing them? And it does not seem 
probable that the phrase 'ante bladum comitis' is meaningless. Walter of Henley, p. 19, 
speaks of 'lands which are sown yearly'; and cf. Vinogradoff, G r m t h  of Manor, p. 182. 

a See below, p. 32. 
5 2 7 0 .  ' In  ii. vomeribus emptis iia'.' ' In i. vomere fabricando id.' ' I n  iii. rlrucis re. 

ponend~s iiid.' Since the demesne comprised about 300 acres of arable and j o  acres were 
plowed by tenants' teams, a team-land must have been about 80 acres in extent. This is 
larger than it was in 1086, but far short of the 180 acres which Walter of Henley thought 
might be plowed by a single team in a three-course manor. For a discussion of the team- 
land see Maitland, Donzesday, 397, 

Appendix VIII., xxxiii. ' I n  i. stotto empto ad caritcam.' Allowing six or even but 
four stotts to a team there were not enough stotts on the manor to pull three plows. The 
team doubtless consisted partly of oxen, a considerable number of which were constantly 
retained on the manor. For mixed teams of horses and oxen, cf. Walter of Henley, 11. 

There were four hired plowmen; probably two went with one plow. 
Min Acc'ts, 93516, 93517, 935110, ' In  tertia caruca fuganda ten~poribus seminationis hoc 

anno, Ixvi. opera.' 
Append~x VIII., xxxi., xxxix. The Forncett rolls do not menlion the 7unrectati0, or 

first plowing of the fallow; but since the rolls furnish detailed information only in regard to 
the plowings performed by the tenants' teams, it may, perhaps, be inferred that the zvarcctatio 
was performed by the teams of the demesne. 

8 Appendix VIII. ,  xxxix. 
Min. Acc'ts, 935115, ' In  glebis frangendis nil, quia per carucarios.' 

113 
The Demesne. I 270- I 307. 29 

by horses of the bondmen1. A harrower was hired for three or 

four months in the spring, when the land was being prepared for 
oats, peas, and barley2. Tenants aided in driving the teams3. 

The wheat, oats, and barley were weeded by the tenants, usually 
in july< The tenants also reaped, bound and gathered all the crops6. 
The harvest was carried from the fields by carter and tenants in 
carts of the tenants as well as in those of the lord6. Tenants 
also helped to stack the corn in the granary7. The threshing seems 
to have taken place in the grange or in the hall7. In the earlier years 
for which we have information the threshing was largely performed 
by hired labour, but after 1280 it was almost entirely the work of the 
tenantsR-a change which was advantageous to the lord, since the 
money received from commuted labour dues did not equal the 
threshers' wages. The winnowing was done by the tenants, with more 
or less assistance from the daye. After it had been threshed the straw 
was carried from the grange and stacked in the hall, or in the chainber 
of the knights9. Much of the grain was sold in Norwich, whither it was 
carried in the carts of the tenants, as well as in those of the lordlo. 

The principal crop was barley. The yield was remarkably small. 
According to the anonymous treatise on ' Husbandry' the return 
should have been eight-fold", but in 1 2 8 0  it was less than two-and- 
a-half-fold ; not infrequently it was over four-and-a-half-fold ; but 
four-fold, or sixteen bushels to the acre, seems to have been 
an average yield1=. In many years the issue from the field was 

Min. Acc'ts, 935110, ' I n  terra hercianda de equis nativorum, vi. opera.' 
Qppendix VIII., xxxiii. Appendix VIII., xxxix. 

Appendix YIII., XI., Min. Acc'ts, 93514, etc. Appendix VIII., xl. 
Appendix VIII. ,  xli. 7 Appendix VIII., XI. 
1273. 240 quarters by hired labour. 69 quarters by the tenants. 
1275. 260 ,, 23 r ,  

'278. 40 ,, 260 ,, 
1279 68 ,, 9 248 ,, 9 ,  

1280. 140 ,, 9 7  125 ,, 
1280. 'Memorandom quod de caetero nichil tritnretur nisi per opera.' 
1279 ' I n  stra~nine portando extra grangianr u5que in aulam et in eodem stramine 

reportando extra aulam et extra cameras ad ponendum et tassandum in camera militum.' See 
also Min. Acc'ts, 93518, g35I4. 

lo Appendix VIII., xIi. " Walter of Henley, 66 and 70. 
l2 In the rolls of 1290-1306 the return of grain was noted. In  the few cases where rolls 

years are extant the return can of course be calcolated by a comparison of the 
harvest of one Year with the amount sown in the year preceding. 

I n  '290 the ret11r11 for Ijarley was to the grain +6qr .  3 bu. 
, , I 2 9 3  ,, 31 ,, + 3 9'. 44 1111. 
3,1300 ,, ,, 41 ,, +5*qr. 
'9'303 ,, , 3 ,, + I qr. j bu. 3 pecks - 1304 ,, .I. ,, f j q r . 1 4 b u .  
7 , 1 3 4  ,, , , 4 ,, -2q r .5bu .  
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supplemented by some zoo bushels of toll from the mill. This 
multure, with some 50 bushels additional, was given to the servants 
of the court. In some years several bushels were given to the pigs 
and fowls that were to be fattened for killing, or were mixed with 
oats and fed to the stotts. Four bushels were allowed for the annual 
reap-sheaf of the customary tenants. About one-fourth of the issue 
was retained as seed for the following year. Rarely, as many as 
480 bushels were brewed, partly by the customary tenants, and 
partly by the servants of the court; and the beer was either sold or 
distributed among other of the Earl's manors. The remainder 
averaged some /roo bushels, which were sold for some £20. 

The return from wheat was about five-fold1, which, as two bushels 
or a trifle over were sown to the acre, amounted to 10 bushels as an 
acre's produce. The yield of wheat, therefore, reached the standard 
of the treatise on Husbandry2. Occasionally a few bushels were 
bought, and during the years that the manor of Moulton was in 
the Earl's wardship, some 240 bushels were added from this source. 
About a fifth of the issue was used for seed ; the remainder was 
generally sold, though some quarters might be sent to Attleborough 
or to Lopham, or paid to the bailiff of the hundred, or, in the case of 
the coarser grain, be added to the servants' portion of barley. 

In general, however, such wheat as was not used for seed was 
sold ; this usually amounted to about 400 bushels, worth some £15. 

The demand for oats on the manor was far greater than for the 
other kinds of grain. A much smaller proportion was sold, and 
when large numbers of horses were stabled a t  Forncett, as during 
the Earl's visits, the purchases of oats were large. I t  was doubtless 
in consequence of the demand for this kind of grain that certain 
tenements paid oat-rents, amounting altogether to 344 bushels 
yearly. 

The yield was from three to four-fold3, or from 12  to 16 bushels 
from the acre, the average thus falling somewhat below the four-fold 

In 1290 the return for wheat was to the 5th grain+ rf bu. 
V ,  1293 , ,  4th , , and a half + 3f bu. 
, , I 3 0 0  ,, 5th ,, - zqr. 7 bu. 
, , I 3 0 3  Y ,  5th ,, and a half+ z qr. 6$ bu. 
,, 1306 1, 5th ,, -4bu.  
Walter of Henley, 70. 
In 1290 the return for oats was to the 3rd grain - I bn. 
3 7  1293 , ,  , 4th ,, -6qr. 7 hu. 
1 9  1300 ,, , 3rd ,, +5q1. 7 bu. 
11 I303 9 ,  3!2 $ 9  +34bu. 
,, 1304 ,, 3& ,, +3qr. 34 bu. 
r l  1306 ,, 9 ,  3rd ,, -39'. 5 bu. 
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return, which, as the author of ' Husbandry ' asserts1, might have 
been looked for. In some years oats were sold to the value of £3 or 
f;4, but the large purchases of other years, amounting sometimes to 
A10 or £12, in the long run overbalanced the receipts from this source. 

The return from peas was small%nd extremely irregular, ranging 
from less than two to nearly six-fold, or from 4 to 1 2  bushels from 
the acres. Except what was kept for seed, and perhaps some half- 
dozen bushels or more fed to the pigs, the issue was sold. In the 
more abundant years some 200 or 3 0 0  bushels brought from £ 5  to 
£6 ; while in the less productive years so much was retained for seed 
that not more than a few shillings' worth reached the market. 

In general, it may be said that while the oats were consumed on 
the manor, the greater part of the wheat, barley and peas were sold, 
and that the receipts from the sale of grain were far larger than those 
from any other single source. The grain that was not sold was used 
for seed, or sent to other of the Earl's manors, or given to the 
servants and live-stock. 

Acre for acre the low-lying meadows far surpassed the arable in 
value. Though they were the only hay-producing lands their yield 
sufficed for the demesne stock. As a rule, however, no hay was 
sold; but in 1307, when the manor was in the king's hands, and 
little live-stock was left upon it, more than £2 worth of hay was 
sold; and in I273 hay was sold to the value of £1 .  12s. During the 
period under consideration some of the low wet lands of the manor 
were being drained and converted into meadow4. In 1376 the 
demesne meadow was 30 acres in extent5. - 

The mowing of the demesne meadows was mostly performed by 
the bond tenants, as part of their labour dues. 

While grain-fields and meadows thus contributed to the suste- 
nance of the stock, they chiefly depended on the pastures for food. 
The grazing grounds were of many kinds : common and several 
pastures, fallow, meadow after the hay had been cut, waste, wood- 
land, ditches and roads. The lord sold the herbage of the commons 
and woodland, as well as of the lands in which he had sole rights. 

'-Walter of Henley, jo. 
' Peas should yield to the sixth grain accord~ng to the treatise on Ilu\band~y. Walter of 

Ilenley, 70. 
"n 1290 the return for peas was to the 3rd grain + z qr. zb b11. 

" '293 ,, 31 ,, - 4bu. 
3 ,  1300 ,, 6th ,, - 2 qr. 74 bo 
p r  I303 3 ,  4th ,, + r qr. z bu. 
9 9  '304 ,, 4th ,, +3qr.  15bu. 

('altero') 1306 ,, 2nd ,, - zqr. 
' Min. Acc'ts, 93515 Appendix IX., xlix. 
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Thus, in 1278, he was paid 4. 6d. for permitting 61 cows, 7 affers, 
14 pigs, and 25 sheep to common on Langmoor, the principal 
common of Forncett S t  Mary1. A few pence were also received from 
the herbage of Lound common. Who were the owners of these - 
cattle? Not the free tenants, probably, since they had free common; 
nor is it likely that strangers would have had so large a number of 
cattle there. I t  would seem as though some of the customary tenants 
lacked sufficient common rights. And it may also have been these 
tenants who paid between them a few shillings yearly to the lord in 
return for pasture in Bromwood and in Gilderswood. The fallow land, 
the herbage of which rented at  from zd. to 34d. an acre, was probably 
enclosed. The ditches were important grazing grounds; thus the 
herbage of the ditches about Bunwell (Westwood) Ridding was sold 
for 4s. ~od., and other ditches about the woods and about Hallcroft 
(V. 3, S t  Mary's) brought about a shilling. The pasture of a road in 
the Ridding was worth ad., and waste lands fallen into the lord's 
hands a few pence niore. Altogether, the lord received annually 
some 16s. from the sale of herbage. 

Turf used as fuel was sometimes sold from the common; ferns 
and stubble were also sold. 

A t  irregular intervals large sales were made of underwood and of 
alders, amounting sometimes to £6 a year. Other sources of income 
were dead trees and the branches and bark of trees that had been 
felled for the repair or construction of the demesne buildings and 
implements. 

The demesne live-stock served divers purposes. Horses, stotts2, 
and oxen laboured on the demesne; cattle, especially calves, were 
sold or sent to other of the Earl's manors; cattle and pigs were 
slaughtered for the larder; hides of cattle and of stotts were sold. 
Before 1300, after each Michaeltnas the tenants were accustomed to 
come with 43 carts to carry the manure from the court-yard (curia) 
to the fields? In 1300 this carrying service was commuted by the 
tenants, who now merely scattered the manure over the fields, 
whither it was carried in the carts of the lord? The fallow was 

At the rate of &lf. for a cow, rd. for an affer, rd. for a pig, and rd, for lo  sheep. From 
1270-1300, the lord's annual receipts from the sale of herbage in Langmoor were usually from 
3s. to 4~ 6d., though they fell off toward the end of the period, and after 1300 did not rise 
above 2s. 

? A stott or affer was an inferior kind of horse, commonly used for plowing. Cf. Min. Acc'ts, 
93515, 93516, 935112 under title Stotti. 

Appendix VIII. ,  xli. 
'De cariagio fimi ad festum Sancti Plichaelis, xviiis.' Min. Acc1t\, 935114. 'In 

x. ncris hmo spargendis tempore seminatioilis frumenti cum auxili~s car~~cariornm, v, opera.' 
Min. Acc'ts, 935115. 
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enriched by folding sheep upon it. Thus, in 1293 the 
herbage of 1 3  acres of fallow in Bunwell Ridding was granted to a 
shepherd in exchange for the fold1. 

The following tables show how many cattle and stotts were on 
the demesne during each year, how many remained at  each Michael- 
mas, the causes of loss, and, apart from natural increase, the sources 
of supply. The cart-horses, carectarii, usually two in number, are 
enumerated anlong the stotti; bovetti and juvencae were two-year- 
olds : bovunculi arid juvenculae were yearlings. 

Stotti 
Boves 
Vaccae 
Bovetti 

i Z ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 i  
K ; y l a e  

Total r 
I 6 [Herbagium.] De xiii. acris warecti in Bonewelle Rydinge nihil respondet in denari* 

quia testlatur per ballivum q u d  bercarius habuit dictum warectum ex conventione qula 
COm~ostabat xiii. acras cum falda.' Min, Acc'ts, 935113. 
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