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NOTE ON RBFER,ENCES.

I abbreviate the constant references to H. E. Salter, The
Cartulary of tke Abbey of Eynslmm (t907, 1908; Orford,
Historical Society, xlix, li) into " S," generally followed by the
charter number. IJnreferenced notices of 1860 are from
Charter 607; of 1366 from Charter 6lE; of t60b from IIan-
borough Estate maps among the muniments of Corpus Christi
College; of 1615 from Eynsham Estate rnaps in the same
collection; of 1650 fuotn Bocl,lei,an Gou,gh MS. Oron 5J; of
1782 from an E5msham map of that date by Thomas pride,
now in the possession of the Oxfordshire County Council;
of 1802 from the Enclosure Awards and map in the same
possession. My thanks are due to the College and the Council
for the use of these documents, and to lVIr. Hautenville Cope
for that of sorne transcripts of E5rnsham Court Rolls for
156O-72 made by the late Canon Oldfield.

Other references, although sometimes abbreviated, are,
I hope, given with suffi.cient fullness for vorification.

E.K.C.
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EYNSHAM UNDER THE MONKS.

I. TIIE BEGINNINGS OX'EYNSHAM.

Eynsharn, in Oxfordshire, is an agricultural townsLip of
about 4,500 acres, lying mainly in an angle between the Upper
'Ihames and its tributary the Evenlode. The town stands on
a gravel ridge some twenty feet above river level. It is
traversed by the main road from London and Oxford to
Gloucester, whicn crosses the Thames at Swinford, five miles
from Oxford and half a mile from the town. On the north-west
the ground rises to a higher ridge, largely wooded,_on which
stands the comparatively modern hamlet of X'reeland, recently
detached. X'rom the wood flows a stream, now called the ChiI
Brook, and from the west a Limb Brook which joins it at a
hythe or wharf, a little to the south-east of the town, to form
an arm of the Thames. There are traces of early settlemont.
Neolithic celts have been found" in the town itself, a buckler of
the bronze age at Swinford, and a palstave at Freeland. An
earthwork of-irregular outline is in the woodland, and a small
circular one to the east of it.1 Roman and Romano-British
coins are occasionally dug up in the town. Tlaverfield, in 1895,
noticed lines in the corrr near Foxley I'arrn, to the south-west
of the township, which suggested occupation, ancl of this
confirmation lms recently been found through an aerial survey
bv Major Allen, which disclosed a number of barrow rings and
possibly other etrclosures of the Bronze Age bet'ween that farm
and the town.2 Here too a map of 1615 shows a Barrow HiIl,
and that of 1782 a Round HiII. A " Deadmanes bwiall "
which stood in 1615 a little further to the south is not' now
discernible, but there are traces of a Torres Grave shown by
another map of the sarne date, with a " meere" or boundary
named from it, north of the town. Eynsham first enters
recorded hi,story in the Saron Chron'icle, a compilation
of the late ninth century. Here we are told that in 571
Cuthwulf of Wessex fought the Britons at Bedcanforda, and

a Arohaoologi,o,lxxi.227, 2 Antiquity, vii. 290.
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tgok Lygealburg, Aegelesburg, Baenesingtun and Egonesh6r,m. 1

The last three places are clearly Avlesbury, B-enson and
pflgham. _Eedci,nforda is more lresit"atingly"identified with
Bedford and Lygeanburg with Limbur.y neailuton in Bedford-
shire. But it is practicallv impossible that Britons should
have been still holding out in tLese districts up to 571, and
modern historians have freely reconstructed the event.
Professor Oman thinks that Cuthwulf, who was a brother of
Ceawlin, King of \4lessex, was fighting not Britons, but a rival
tribe of Saxons, perhaps the C[ilternsaetas, who had settled
north of the Tharnes.2 Dr. Thurlow Leeds, more daring,
suggests a com-plete misdating by the Chronicle of an episode ii
an invasion of Britain, a century earlier than 5Zl, bv West
Saxons coming from the \Vash bv ttre Icknielcl Wav al6ns the
Chilterns.s ltr-hoever the victors inay have been, th"e 

"o*f'uigr,evidently gave them control of two-important river-cros-sinfs,
at Swinford on the Upper Thames and at Wallingford nJar
Benson on the Lower Thames. Eynsham may have seen more
warfare about 777, when Offa of Mercia, again at, Benson,
defeated Cynewulf of Wessex, annexed the lanil of the Chiltern-
saetas, and according to the Abinqdnn Chronicle, mad.e a
castell,um super montem d,e Witltanz, presumably on Beacon Hill,
which commands Swinford from tlie south.a 

-

{egen, who left his name to the place, and Tilgar, who left his
to its northern hamlet of Tilgarsley, had long occupied their
barrows in peace, and Oxford may have already become an
important town, before rve again hear anything notable of
Dynsham. It was in 1005, during a lull in tlie disastrous
invasioq! of Sweyn the Viking, that Aethelmar, Earl of
Cornwall, gave it with its thirty mansiuncula, 61 hslflings, to
be the site of a Benedictine monastery ,in loco celebril and
obtained a confirmatory charter from Aethelred II " the
Redeless."s The first abbot was Aelfric, whose homilies and
ollherwritings form an important part of Anglo-Saxon literature.
'Ihis foundation, however, did no1 survive the Conquest, when
the brethren fled in terror, and their abode was devastated..6
The land seems to have been taken by the Conqueror and
granted by him to Remigius, -th9 first Norman Bishop of
Dorchester. A refoundation of the abbev mav have 6een
contemplated, but about 1073 the see of"the 6ishopric was

1C. Plumrnor, Two Saron Chroni,clesoi. 18.
2 England, baJora the Norman Corqwost,229.
3 H'istory, x. 97 ; Anti,q,ta,r,ies Journal, rJii. 229.
a Ab. Ohron., i. 8; ii. 2ti9. 6 S, L
6 Vita S. Hugoni,s, 189.
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tnoved from Dorchester to Lincoln, and as a result Remigius
decided to re-found instead another derelict abbey at Sto# in
Lincolnshire, and to assign the Eynsham land for its main-
tonance. In 1086 the land was held by the bishop and under
him by Columbanus the monk. Bui in r0gl fhe bishop,s
foundation charter for Stow gave it to that house, and appoinf,ed
Columbanus as the abbot.l - Stow, however, was not?estined
to endure. Robert Bloet, who became Bishop of Lincoln in
1093, reversed his predecessor's d.ecision. Charters of William II
consent to a mutatio lac,i, on condition that Abbot Columbanus
is compensated for the land he had at Stow, and direct the
sheriffs concerned to hand over to the Abbot of E;msham his
men and their money, wherever they may be found.z The
actual transfer seems to have taken some time, since the abbev
is still described as hactenus d,esol,atam et d,issipatam by a charte"r
g{I.{"*y I in 1109, which sets out, its estates andgives to tho
b-rslop the- pat_ror-rag,e, which the former kings hadletained in
their own hands.s The lands are to be hel{ eccl,esiasti,co mnre.
that is to say, in return for spiritual u"a 

"ot -iiil;t;;;;;on some such tenure as later lawvers called frankalrnoisn. As
now finally established, the abbey received, besides thE town-
qhip in which it stood, several properties elsewl.rere, which had
formed part of Aethelmar's oiiginal endowment, and others
granted in exchange by the bishop for those of Stow, to which
came to be added manv fresh donations by the faithful. notablv
pX members _of the great Oxfordshire famity of D'Oili and th"e
lesser Oxfordshire family of Chesney. Ai the close of the
rniddle ages, it stood next after Osenev as the second. richest of
the religious houses in the county.

-_ 
I sha4 not, however, concern myself with the outlying estates.

Nor shall I attempt to rewrite th6 internal historv of t[" abbev
as an ecclesiastital organisation, which wod[ be a merL
afiectation after the adm-irable handling by Dr. Salter. It may,
hoqgver. be-interesting to put togethei #hat can be gleaned 6f
medieval life in Eynsham itsef, under the domftation of
Iolks, who to the end- of their days appear to have been
typical agriculturists, rather than men-of srda,t learnins. or even
of astonishing piety. Even here, I am slill hrgely dependent
upon the documents collected by Dr. Salter ana--, iir paiticular,
upox- the transcrip-ts of deeds printed by hlm *from 

two
cartularies preserved at Christ Church, Odoid. The earlier of
th_ese was originally compiled about llg? and received m&ny
additions up to the beginning of the fifteenth century.a Th;

1 S, 5. 2 S, 6, 28, , S, Z, . S, I, xxxii.



4 oyNSEAM UNDER, rEE MoNKs.

later starts with a series of surveys of Eynsham estates about
1360, but also contains additions.l There are many Eynsham
documents of the fourteenth and fifbeenth centuries among the
Harle'i,an Rol,ls in the British Museum, of which I have unfor-
tunately been able to make little use. But to the cartularies
can bs added a surrrey of the Eynsham tenantry in the
Hund,red, Roll,s of 1279.2 And the medieval evidence can be
interpreted in the light of some estate maps of land belonging
to Colpus Chisti College in 1605 and 1616, of terriers for- the
same land in 1697 and fi88 ; of a complete survey of Eynsham
in 1650, preserved as Gough MS. Oron 53 in the Bodleian ; and
of a map of 1782, loy Thomas Pride, in the possession of the
Oxfords[ire County Council. At these dates the agricultural
land of Eynsham'was still very much in open fields of the
medieval type, and even now, owing to the little hedging that
was done wfien the land was redistributed under the Enclosure
Act of 1800, the outlines of the medieval manor are still fairly
traceable.

'I'he Domesday record for Eynsham comes under a geueral
heading for the land of the Bishop of Lincoln iu Oxfordshire,
anrl rnay be translated as follows3 :-

The Bishop himself holds Eglesharn and Oolumbanus the
monk holds of hirn.

There are fifteen hides and a half belonging to the said
church.

There is land (terra) for eighteen ploughs and so many
are found. In the demesne is land for tr,'o ploughs not
geldable (i,nl,and,).- Now are three ploughs in the demesne and three knights
(mi,lites) with thirty-four townsmen (ui,Llanu) ancl thirty-
three cottagerc (boidarii) have fifteen ploughs. 'Ihere is
a mill worth ten shillings and four hundred and ftfty eels
and two hundred and {ifty-five acres of meadow and a
hundred acres of pasture. A wood (si'lua) of a league and
a half in length and a league and two furlongs (qu,arentinae)
in width.

When it is taxed (oneratur) it is worth twenty-five
shillings. It was worth and is worth twenty _pounds.

Domesday measurements cannot be translated with com-
plete certainty into modern measurements, because the units
employed were not yet, standarclized throughout tle cpqnlry.
A typical hide consisted of 120 acres and was subdividod into

1 S, rr, l.
E D.B. (R.O.), i. 155.

z H. Rolla (R.O.), ii. 859.
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four virgates of 30 acres. In some parts of Oxfordshire,
howeverf the hide v'as of 160 acres and the virgate of 40 ;

there is insufficient reason for supposing that it was so in
Ermsham. A tvpical acre, again, w'as a strip of one furlong or
4d perches long"by four perchls wide,,but it-is not certain that
the- standard [er6h of flve and a half ya1clg Rrevailed every-
where. In any case, the lie of agricultural fieldsdoes not permit
of their always being cut up into strips of exactly the same s?e
and. shape, and it is cleaf from later measurements that the
acres w6ich rve finc1 in early Eynsham records averaged no
rnore than about three-quaiters of a standard acre. If u'e
neglect, these complications, it is possible to arrive at some
est'imate of the larid under cultivation in 1086. We may also
neglect the Domosda'y statement of hides. llhese were not,
ar6al hides, but represent a conventional assessment, probably-
dating from beford the Conquest, of units for the incidence of
the tax known as the Danegeld. From this two ploughlands
forming part of the demesne, orland directly cultivated' by the
lord ofthe manor, and not, held of him by tenants, had been
exempted-this is the ordinary sense of _'inlnnd'^ ir'- Domesd,ay
Booli-and" Ey'nsham appears to have been further under-
assessed by haifa hide. -Perhaps there had heen an increase of
arable sinte the assessment was made. On the other hand
there were eighteen ploughlands, and by a ploughland we may
reasonably uiderstand a carucate, v'hich isthe-same thing-as
an areal hide, regarded as the amount, ploughable in-a year by^

a team of eighf oxen. Here again there is an element of
convention in the reckoning, since medieval ploughing was
often done by much smaller teams, and a team of two or four
oxen would bertainly plough more than a quarte_r or half as
rnuch as one of eiglit.- Eighteen carucates would amount to
2,160 acres, so thaf arable cultivation wa,s very fully exploited
in the Eynsham of 1086. There rnust be added the 255 acres
of meadow and the 100 acres of pasture and a very large wood,
no doubt occupying the north-western part of the towlship.
Exactly how laige we cannot say, b-ecause we do not know
whether the eitreme or mea,n limits were measured.
A medieval league was twelve furlongs, and if the wood was
absolutely square, which it naturally'was not, it would cover
2,560 acr-es. 

- The rest of the area would be waste land not yet
taken into cultivation and disregarded in Domesd,ay. Nor can
we sav how much of the arable was demesne and how much
tenanl-hnd. There were at, least three carucates of demesne,
since the lord had the equivalent of three full plough teams of
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his own, and an indefinite amount more, since we may assume
that some, if not all, of the tenants had to contribute their
ploughs and labour to the lord's cultivation.

The tenants had not all the same statws; there were three
knights, thirty-four ail,lani, and thirty-three borilarii. The
knights must have been placed there by the Bishop of Lincoln,
who held his lands from the crown as a lay barony, from which
he was bound to provide his Ercta to the"royal aimy. He did
so by establishing knight's fees in his various estates, upon the
holders of which the duty of actual military service devolved.
Some of the Eynsham land, not yet occupied by the monks,
wa,s probably so granted. The same thing seems to have
happened at Yarnton, which was part of Aethelmar's original
gift to Eynsham, although the medieval abbey never succeeded
in recovering it. H:ere Dom,esilng Book shows Roger D'lwi
holding nine and a half hides, which is stated to be Eynsham
land, of the bishop. lYe find no later mention of knight's fees
at E5rusham. There are some faint traces of claims upon the
abbot for scutage, as a, money compensation for knight service,
and there were still some knights under him in 1213.1 But the
Iands concerned may not have been at Eynsham itself. The
bishop's own tale ofLnights, which stood dt sixty in 1166, had
been reduced by the thirteenth century to five.z He presum-
ably paid scutage, but there is no evidence that he received
any from the abbey. Knighthood was not in itself hereditary,
and possibly the successors of the Domesday knights are to be
found among the larger tenants of the thirteenth century.
But one of them, I think, may have been Nigel D'Oili, who
before ll09 gave the abbey for the sake of his soul a hide,
which he had held. of them, with the consent of Bishop Robert
Bloet.s

Tbe uillani of Domesd,ay Book were probably a heterogeneous
class, including both men of Norman ongin holding their land
more or less freely but, under the protection of the abbot, and
others descended from Saxon cultivators, who were in process
of depression to the slolzs of serfs. Their number shows that
most of them were small men, whose arable holdings must be
thought of in terms of virgates, rather than of hides. What
precise dues they owed to the abbey, in labour services, food
rents, or money rents, we cannot tell. Thebordarit, were smaller
men still, probably holding no more than five or ten acres, not
possessing ploughs of their own, and eking out a living by

1 S, 7tl.
tS,7.
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serving the-abbot or the larger tenants as hired labourers.
The tenant land, we may be irre, lay not in ""*p*t-Uf".t..but- -in^separate acres 

-and 
half-acres distributef,- ;#;h;

arable fields of the township and cultivated, ,""*dirrn A ;h;old Saxon custom, by cominunal agreemeni. fti--fr;d."
.ha-ve been so, in 1086, with the demesne land, althousi at alater date the abbot seems to have rargery 

""".""t"r"t"a ili"holdings. P:qUqlly hatf of the arable la"v failow il;;;t-;;Ano ro each holding were attached rights of pasturagg fo"cattle. and-sheep_w[o wanderecl, und& 
"ommbn 

herfismen.
over the ta,ros'and waste, and over the meadows and cultivated
a-rab!e, when the crops were cut, and for swine *fro 

"*L-f"a 
i"

the abbey wood.

^ 
The powers of the abbot over his tenants were larselv derivedilom the conf'erment 

-up9n him, under royal chirt"ers, of a
franchise jurisdiction within the limits ofli, ,ouoo", indenend.ont
gf .t!*" old^county and hunrtred courts h;id by ;#;h"5"iff;"J
l3l*,i. "{p Sralt seems to have been made by a second
c.rlarter ot--ttenryz I, which is not preserved. But it was con_nrmed both bv stenhen in rlBS-89 and by his rival Matilda inll4l-42.1 r6ere ii u *ughi-Jiff""urr"u-iri'tr,u terms emnroverl.
Stephen specifies the fdl-privileges of ."t u ,"a *b-;;i;;
team, and infangenetheofl Thii is ancient Iansuase ;hi;h
hecame obscure to later l?*ygrg. Eut, roughly splak"ing, soke
?lq -+S appear to give thc right of hoiding a borirt, teair ttrat
or ctecrctrng drsputes as to property, tol thal of taxing tenants.
ancl rnran€eng-tleof that of hanging thieves taken ,iitt in tnem&nor. Matilda's charter, on t[e 6ther hand, 

"*"f"a".-in"E,as well as murder, from-the abbot,s jurisdiction. The ;;;;ri;i
court, was hel4 every tlree weeks, under the abbot,s;;;;fi.
ancl served also as a gatherirrg at which the arransementsfor communal agricultf." *"r"- setilea,-and by"-_il;". ;;i;ror the well-beinE of the township. Eynsham was in theHundred of wooiton. This took- ii; 

"-*fu" 
from a towrsni"which formed oarf,. with Old \t'oodstock, Ilordet"V, 

-Ct*Ud
Stonesfietd, Bhhon ;"JH."b;;;;il, ;i;il; great royal demesne
manor of Woodstock. \Vith Woddstoch th"e "rilyG;i;;;iE5msham must have been close. r{ere Henrv r built a palace
and made ? chase, which bordered on the *".i"irtlo""rl-r]ff;;h:
wood, and here he ofben sojourned for the ;rk;;i h;id.
l?1_",1 

kTg.. 
{otlow;9a his examp-I", urd th; ;m;y *;-'.fii?

burd.ened with finding quartersTor royal servantsisuch as the
I S, 31, 699,
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d.epartments of the Chancery and the Excheque_r, ylri-"tt accom-
painiea the court. There is a,warrant-by Hgnry I which exemPts
the me, of Eynsham from the duty of putting up barriers for-tho
king's hunt,- when his famili,a was located there.l , Stephen
grailted" the abbey anot6.er privilege_of t-ulog, that, of holding a
irarket on Sundays, to which Henry II added annual fairs in the
weeks after Pentecost and the Assumption (August I5). In 1440

the market was shifted to l\fonday and Friday, as nlore con-
venient rlays.2 As a result there grew up in Eyrrsham, side by side
with the agriculture, a trading borough. We know nothing o-f its
precise orlgin, or of the boundary, if any, wlich delimited- its
^hous"r frim the agricultural homesteads. But it doubtless
involved from the beginning a partition of the abbot's juris-
diction between two-distinct, courts, an ordinary manorial
court for the agricultural tenants, and a portmote court for
those in the borough. Probably also, since freedom in the
disposa,l of property would attract trading folk, the inhabitant-s
of tlhe boroigliheldi their houses and shops-upon--tenures which
could be easi'ly disposed of by sale or even by will.

II. THE CAR,TULAR,Y R,ECOR,DS.

About 1213, one Adam of Oxford, rvho had formerly been
prior, and afterwards chaplain to St. Hugh, Bishop of Lincoln,
was appointed to the abbacy. He w&s a scholar, and com-
piled the narrative of a vision of purgatory, beheld in a trance
bv his brother Edmuncl, which is the sole contribution of
E"vnsham to medieval literature. But he seems not' to have
b6en a good man of business. He got the house into debt and
wasted-the woods ; in 1228 he was deposed by the bishop,
ta,nqu,arn yteriurus et d,i,laltid,atot manifestus. However this
mai, be, the period of his iule lv&s one of considerable changes
in lhe towns-hip. We hear of a " new street " &nd & " ne14'

bridge " and a-" new gtange," 
-ne-ar lhe old " barton " of the

abbJv. Moreover, the space of the borough a,ppea,rs to have
been"inadequate for the influx of settlers attracted by ^t!e
market ; an^d the difficulty was met,, not by,an extension of its
boundaries, but by the creation of an entirely new borough, to
the north of the old one. Of this we know more than of the
old one, because we have the charter of the Ngwlan{ (Noaa
Terra), witnessed by the abbey chap]er, and delivered to the
co*riunn of burgesses in 1215.3 By this the abbot and

1 S, 698.

'9 
S, 30, 702 ; Cnl. Cltarter BolJs, r'i. 8.

I S, 44e.
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convent assign all the demesne land between the tsi,lla and the
strataleading to Cassington bridge, together with an extent of
half a furlong to the north of lbah strata, to be held in plots of
a quarter of an acre and upwards, at the annual rent of four
shillings an acre. The tenure is to be hereditary and freo from
any secular service to the abbey, and also, like the demesne
itself, from " forinsec " service to any outside lord. Tenants
may alienate their holdings to laymen, on paJrment to the
alrbey of 2d,. by the vendor and. 4i1,. by the purchaser. If
chattels are not devised before death, a third isto go to Bons,
a third to a widow, and a third to be clivided by the nearest
relatives as they think fit. The tenants are to elbct their own
prao,positus or headman, who shall do fealty both to them and
the abbey- Pleas as to forfeiture and complaints may be held,
presumably in a court under the praepos,i,tus, arid amercements
inflieted up to a limit of ten shillings. The burgesses are to
eljgy ?ll -customs which the abbey can grant, as freely as those
of Oxford or anywhere else in the shiie. We may-probably
infer that these privileges, apart from the market and fairs,
which olly the crown could grant, were vory much the same as
those of the old borough. The Newland tenure was of ths
nature of what is called a burgage, practically a freehold, and a
burgage in the old borough is noted in 1219.1 These facts of
l2l3-28 are taken from the cartulary of 1197. This probably
owes its inception to Adam liimself, while still prior, at a tim-e
when the abbot's franchises were likely to be called in question
before the ki-ng's courts. From additions made to it,-mainly
during the thirteenth century, and from other sources, much
is to be learned about transactions in land and houses betweon
the abbey and its freehold tenants. There were, of oourse,
other tenants, whom these records do not touch. They were
not freeholders, and when their lands changed hands, it was
by a process of ceremonial surrender and admittance at a sitting
of the manor court; andif any lvritten record was made as early
as the thirteenth century, it would be in the rolls of that court,
whtgh are not preserved, and not in the cartulary. The entries
in this are copies ofdeeds sealed and executedinthe presence of
witnesses, as evidence of the delivery of seisin or actual possqs-
sion of property by which conveyance was e ected, and in
explanation of the intention with which it was given. Tho
names of the witnesses are often, although not always, copied
in the cartula,ry. They a,re notibles frot neighbo"fi"g tdwn-
ships, or servants of the abbey or other freeholders of Ey-nsham.

1 S, 186.
b
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Probablv the sealing took place with some ceremony on a- court'
dav or i, festival w[en vis]itors were present. In Il78 donors
sw"ear to observe their gift upon the high altar.r Tn 1227 it'
was decided that grants-by the abbey should be read in.chapter
before they wer6 sealed.z Sometimes the transact'ion was
consequential upon a previous lawsuit, real or fictitio-us, in the
royal tourts. A precise date is rg,rqly recorded. The known
hiitorv of a witneis mav help, and the entries in the cartulary
of 119"7 are more or lesJin clrronological order. At the worst',
the name of the abbot recited makes an approximate dating
possible. The wording is, of course,,in Latin. The earliest
deed for a, conveyance i-n Eynsham itself, which has reached us,
is of about 1150, and *uvb" thus translated3 :-

Be it known to thbse of the future, as well as to those
of the present, that William Abbot of Tynsham and the
whole donvent of the same church, without dissent, have
granted to Nicholas son of Sewolde of Leigh-, himself and
Eis heirc, the land of X'rithe, to beheld ofthembyheredita-ry
right, free and quit of all service, fo1 a mark of silver to be
re"ndered annua-llv at the feast of St. Michael; and also
that the said Nicholas in consideration thereof rernit's the
claim of seven marks which they owed him of the debt of
Abbot Watter the second. Of this agreement, are wit'nesses,
Walter the archdeacon, Nigel, Ralpli the priest, WiIIiam of
Chesnei, Ralph of Worcester, Acsur, Wil[iam of Stratford,
William Wdleys, Walter of Chesnei, Wa!e1 Pi"gT,
Geofirey Loveli, Robert of Waste Lalld, Ranulph and his
brothef Richard, Gilbert the butler, Osmund and his son
Walter, and all the servants of the house, and innumerable
others.

With the beginning of the thirteent! century, the deeds
become numeroirs. T]rere are grants both from the abbey and
to the abbey. They deal with properties of various extent ;

sometimes riith the-whole of a tenant's holdings in Eynsham,
not further specified; sometimes-wit! a substantial holding,
such as a virpiate ; sometimes with a few. acres only,-of arabel
or of arable-and meadow. There is often a dwelling-place
(messuagium, rna,ns'i,o, nlansu,s, d,omus,, cotagium,) a,tt-ached.
Sometimes there is nothing but a dwelling-place, whic! may
have its courtyard (curia, cirti,l,agium), croft, garden (ga-rd'!1y,m,

ortolngium), oi dovecot (columbarium). _ The smaller holdings
are ci,refuiiy described. 

'They 
ar9 made up of acres or half

€,cres, in lodalities which are clearly the furlongs known to us

r S, 168. 2 S, I, xx. 3 S, 658.
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from later evidence as the units of agricultural cultivation;
and each &cre or half acre strip is furthir identified bv naming
the holders of those adjacent to it. Sometimes the localitv oi
which the land abuts (ertend,i,t se) is named. Arable is geneially
said to be in the field (campus) or fields of Eynshami fut ttr"e
fields in which the furlongs were grouped aie never named.
Nor is the term cultura used to indlcate a furlong. Probably
the more substantial holdings were similarly distlibuted ove"r
the furlong.s, but in these cas-es there is no such specification of
locality ;- it_ may be that schedules rvere app^ended to the
lfrginal deeds, or were already in the possessi6i of the abbey.
The position of the_ houses is'sometirnbs given with precisioir,
by relation to neighbouring buildings, or b! specifying'a quarter
(uicus), or the Noru.s Burdus of N6wland. but bfteln we ontv
gpt "'in ail,la." I{o doubtlhis, as intheNewlandcharter,meani
the old borough, although ailla can also signify a township as a
whoie.

Two more examples of the forms taken bv the deeds mav
now be given. Th6 first is a grant to the abb"ey of tf 97-1208:l

Be it known to,all to whom the present v:riting may come
that I Richard de Submuro of Eynsham havd giv6n and
granted and by the present charter have confirm-ed to God
and to St. Mary of Eynsham and to our lord Robert tlie
abbot and to the monks of the same place, for the rvel-
f'are of my soul and of my ancestbrs and heirs, one
virgate.of land which I held of them in the territory of the
!o1n9hip of Eynsham, that to wit which Henry lianastre
had in custody, when I was under age, with ali the crofts
and meadow and one rnessuage at, T-ilgaresle belonging to
the same, with all its appurteiances aid customs. "M6re-
over I have given and granted to the said abbot and monks
all the land which I had at Ludemere with its mead.ow
and appurtenances.

The other is a grant by the abbey in 1228-89.2
Know that I Nicholas abbot of Eynsham and the whole

convent of the same place-have given and granted to Hugh,
son of William Bacun, for his homage and service, t-wo
lands of two plough-beasts, to wit that land which Robert
Bohun held, and that land which Roger Puke held, with
the chief (capi,tali) manse which was Rithard de Submuro,sin the township of Eynsham, &nd likewise a certain
meadow next Beterhale, which Roqer Purchas once held
of us ; to be had and held of us foi himself and his heirs

1 S, 179, 2 S, 5gg,
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by hereditary right, freely and quit of all service and
demand, except three bedrips a, year to be done for us
by him and his heirs, to wit each with one man, the
first on their own food, and the two next following on
our food, and except two scythings in Wyreshey and
Wrouthey, to wit in each meadow for one day with one
man on our food, and except two loadings in Wyreshey
and Wroughthey for two days with one man on their own
food. Also the said Hugh and his heirs shall find one cart
for two days for carrying hay from the said meadows to
our barton on our food. Also the said Hugh and his heirs
shall render to us annually from all the said lands ten
shillings sterling at four terms of the year, to wit at the
feast of St. Thomas the Apostle two shillings and sixpence,
at the Annunciation of the blessed Mary two shillings and
sixpence, al tllre Nativity of St. John the Baptist two
shillings and sixpence, and at the feast of St. Michael two
shillings and sixpence, and likewise four capons yearly, to
wit at Christmas two capons and at, Easter two capons;
and the said l{ugh and his heirs are to acquit the said
manse of the royal service. Which said lands and said
meadow and said house we will war:rant to the said I{ugh
and his heirs against all men. And if we should not be
able to warrant the said house to the said Hugh and his
heirs, we will render to him and his heirs other lancl of as
great width and length to the value of the said house in
our township of Ey.nsham. The costs and expenses which
Hugh or his heirs may have incurred on the said manse,
both in buildings and in planting of trees, we will faithfully
warrant to the plea of the said Hugh or his heirs. And
for this donation and grant the said Hugh gave us forty
shillings sterling as a fine on entry (in gersummnm). And
that this our gift and grant may be firm and undisturbed.
we have imposed our seal, with these witnesses, Master
Peter de Stanes, Avenel, John the porter, Robert Marshall,
Richard Bacun, John Bacun, Ralph son of the clerk,
Ralph of Wootton, Amisius of Cassington, Peter of
Cassington, W. Blund, and many others.

There is a link between these two deeds. Terra, standing by
itself, always means arable land, and the tema of one plough-
beast seems to mean an eighth of the hide conventionally
regarded as the stint of a full plough-team of eight oxen. The
land of two plough-beasts would therefore be a virgate, and the
inclusion of B,ichard de Submuro's house suggests that the
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yirglte granted to Hugh Bacun in 1228-Bg was the same which
hadleen giventothe iUUey byRichard in l197-1208, and thatin the interval it had be-en 

-divided 
between other tenants.

We have not, of course, all the deeds need.ed to trace the
devolution of the various holdings. Many of them were never
entered in the cartulary and are lost. Deeds record.ing sales
tretween tenant and tenant, moreover, only a,ppear i-n the
cartulary if the abbey had some special inter6st iT them, such
as a right to a reversion. And of such sales there were no doubt
many.
_ The examples given illustrate the general character of the
deeds, but there is a good deal of variaf,ion in details, as resards
both substance and expression. The abbey grants, iri tfru
thirteenth century, are n-ormally on an herectiiarj, tenure, often
p.pphasized as being " i! perpetuity." Two [rants are for
life only.l One was- madeln ^returri for the sfirrender 

"f ,"hereditary,claim to a,smaller holding, the other to , *idow,
whose husband who had presumabl! clied without heirs, jn
which case the holding would revert to the abbot as the iord
of which it was held, iubject to the widow,s life-interest irrathird as dower. In the 

-fourteenth 
century, grants for the

l,1. ur ol husband, wife and specified sons beg"in [o 
"pp"u", 

orra
there. is..even t grant for a limitecl term "of yeari.t tinaer
prlctjc{fy^ all the.thirteenth-century grants agiin, the tenant
is to ]rold fueely (libere). This is oft6n-amplifiet, in the wav of
lawyels. He shall hold " freely, quietly, cofopletcly, well, anh in
peace," ald moreover, " in wCys, in paths, in plaini, in pastures,
and in all liberties and- custoirs peitaining tb so muclh hnd.i;
The term. " frgel_y " denotes tfe kind 6f terrure g"r"i.a.It does not exclude all " service', to the grantor. ThE erants
are gjrnerally expressed as being " for the fiomagc and serlrice "
or_" fbr the fealty and service 'iof the tenant. Ee will acknow_
ledge the abbot as his lord. And there are always specific
services reserved. At the least there is a rent (reddiius),it irt
is itself i, one grant called & " free service.,, it i* s";u"uii;;
sum of nloneyr but a mere acknowledgment, .,r"Ii au hal"f a
pound of cummin, is not unknown. -Sometimes as in the
case of Hugh Ba-cun, there are also limited agricultural services
to be done on the demesne, at busy times -of the year. The
freeholders, who do these servicei, are called" i"rtirr*i[i,i
Sometimes a tenant is required to do suit at the U"a,, co""i.It ma1, be every three v,'6eks, at the regular meeti"gs ;i;he
manorial court, but more often only twic6 or even once a year.

I S, 316, 708, z s, 549, 569, 5?0. 3 S, 40g.
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At the courts he would be expected to act, as a juryman. There
may be minor trifles ; Hugh-Bacun's capons at Christrnas and
Eaiter, or a payment call"ed " pamage^" for running.pigs in
the fieids and wood. Whatever the tenant's dues, they are
stated to be " for all secular service, exaction, and demand"'
This may be qualified by " except, forinsec service." By
" forinsed " is deant " extetnal to the manor " ; the tenant
remains liable to ro.yal taxes. Similarly, the limitation by-

" secul&r " excludes-spiritual dues, such as the payment of
tithe. One may assunie that a " ftee " tenant was ent'it'led to
dispose of his liolding by sale, although not, under medieval
lari. bv will. But ev6n 6n this there aie sometimes restrict'ions
in tire grants. The tenant, " shall not have power to sell, give,
assign,"or alienate to any men of religion except' to us or our
sucdessors, or to anY magnate by whom we or our successors

mav in &nv way be iexedl or to 
-pledge to the Jews nithout

con"sulting"us."i This is an excelrtionally elaborate formula,
but stipuiations that the abbey must- have the first offer, or
that th-e sale must not be to another houseof religion, are not
infreouent. No such precaution rvas taken in the early grant
of thi Frithe, and at the dissolution the Iand had pass9d into
the hands of the Abbev of Ahingdon. There might, then, be

manv limitations on th-e freedom of a " free " t'enant. Never-
theldss he was " free " in a negative sense, in that he-was not
subject to the arbitrary exaclions which, as we^sha.ll 

-rcjr,*tutt"a other tenants of the abbey, who were not " free'" He
n"a tnu nrotection of the king's iourts to his rights under his
title-deed; and if he attended the lord's court, he did so &s.a

free suitor, entitled to sit on the jury and glve his voice.in
matters of dispute. It remains to be added that he. generally
paid a sum ddwn (pre man'i,bus) for his deed, accor4ing to the
'value of the holdiri-g. It was c'alled a gersunxnut, which means
a premium.

'The srants bv tenants to the abbey are, of course, oflald
pr"r.ioo'.ly held"from the abbey. Many of them do not difier
in langudge from those made io laymen. There is one case,

,r uurt? rF tzss, of a lease (fi'rnua\ foi forty years.z But others
follow"a special'terminology. The larrd is said t'o be. gi'i'en to
Ooa ,"a fU" blessed Maiv of Eynsham and the abbot and
;;"kr ;'freely in perpetirity,l' "r19 somet'imes more fully,
;i-" t"" nure"una ierietual"alms," to which may be added

" quit of ill secular 
-seriice, 

as alms ought to be." A grant in
fr"t, p*" *na perpetual il*., if therd was no reservation of

I S, 890. 2 S, 313.
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rent or other service to the donor, was regarded by law as
constituting a tenure in frankalmoign. Richard de Submuro
gave his virgate for the welfare of his soul. This formula does
not recur, but there are a good many other cases which look
like free gifts, made sometimes, one may fear, under death-
bed pressure. On the other hand, the fact that land was to
be held as alms, or even as free, pure and perpetual alms, by
no means always meant that the abbey did not give a valuable
consideration for it. This took various forms. Other land
might be given in exchange. The abbey might pay a gersunxnruo,.
A rent was occasionally reserved. The abbey might take over
small liabilities of the tenant, a rent-charge due to a neighbour,
a payment to the prior, a penny or two to a light in the church
or chapel.l Or it might grant a maintenance allowance for
life, elsewhere known &s a " corrody," which would serrre as an
old age pension. This is defined in one c&se as " a weekly
sustentation as great as a prebendary has."2 If the abbey paid
anything like full value for land, there was not much profit in
the transaction, beyond that of patronage in the choice of a
new tenant. In two or three cases, the grant is made not to
the abbey itself, but to the almoner, who seems to have held a
small amount of land for charitable purposes.s Occasionally,
also, a deed of grant by one tenant to another finds a place in
the cartulary, but only, I think, because of some special interest,
such as a right to a reversion, of the abbeyin thetransaction.

[I. THE HUNDR,ED R,OLLS.

'Iowards the end of the thirteenth century, the fragmentary
evidence of the charters is filled out by a more systematic recorcl
in the Hund,red, Rol,ls. These contain the returns of commis-
sioners appointed to investigate the franchises of lords of
m&nors, and to report any unauthorised encroachments which
they had made on the rights of the Crown. The first inquest
was made under Henry III in 1255.4 The return for Eynsham
is badly mutilated, but it appears to have been in much the
same terms as that to a second inquest under Edward I in
1274 or 1275, which is fully preserved.5 It was reported that
the abbot had the assize of bread and ale in his market ; that
he had a gallows, but the commissioners did not know by what
warrant,; that William Underwalle owed suit, in the Hundred

r s, 313, 338.
3 5,2L9,220,
I H. Roll,e, i. 47.

2 S. 338, 395.

6 H. Rotls, ii. 34 85.
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of Wootton for a tenoment, of part of which he had enfeoffed the
abbot, but that neither he noi the abbot had dono suit for ten
years, damaging the king thereby of 6d,. a year ; that the-abbot
irad made arien-croachment (gru,rprestura) of fourteen perches on
his land at Sandhulle out of paslure common to the tenants of
Eynsham and llanborough, and a clearing (assarta) of fifteen
adre. ; and that he had mi,de a sluice at his milI on the Thames,
whereby the meadows of the king's mother were annually
flooded] The mill must really havibeen that on the Blado:r,
and not on the Thames, since it was in flanborough that the
king's mother held land. The purpresture and assart would be
in Wvchwood. As a result bf this inquest, a Statute of
Glouc6ster in 1278 directed that doubtful titles to franchises
should be tried, on what are known as Quo Waruant'o proceed-
ings, before the royal Justices in Eyre. Much resentment was
feit by the lords of manors, and anamendingstatuteauthorised
the Justices, in cases where no charter for the franchise was
forthcoming, to accept evidence of actual user since the
besinnine oJ the reignbf Richard I in 1189. Meanu'irile there
*# * third inquest-in 1279, the return to which for Eynsham
raised some new points.l It opens with a goneral description
of the manor. Again, I translate :

Eynesham. The Abbot of Eynesham holds the manor,
of which ma,nor Almarus the Great was lord of the said
m&nor and founded the abbey. And the same Abbot does
suit to the county of Oxford and to the Hundred of
Wootton from thres weeks to three weeks for a certain
tenement which was that of William Hunderwalle. And
the Bishop of Lincoln has the custody of the sqid abbey
in a time of vacancy, but by what warrant we know not.
And the sheriff of Oxfordshire and the bailifi of Wootton
will enter once a year and hold the view of frankpledge
and have 8s. fixedand the perquisites of that day. And
he [the abbot] has one wood which is called Le Frethe
which is outside the inspection and a certain free fishery
on the banks of the Thames, but by what warrant we know
not. And the sherifi of Oxfordshire and the bailifi of
Wootton are to receive annually lls. of hidageofthetown-
ship of Eynesham and Tilgardesleke a member of that,
township. And the same Abbot holds in 6"rn6sns eight
and a half hides of land, and the guardianship of that
abbey in time of vacancy belongs to the Lord King, and
is withdrawn by the Bishop of Lincoln, but by what

r II. Boila, ii. 859.
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warrant wo know not. And they have one wood within
the inspection of the forest of Wychwood, and a,re to have
housbole and heybote by visw of the foresters and
verderers.

A note later in the Roll tolls us that the bailifis of Oxford
receive 6s. 8d. a year from the township for toll-dues. This
payment was repr6sented. in 1802 by a Tohr acre of pasture held
by the City."The ab6ot, after the inquest of 1275, probably set about
raising the banks of his-mill-sluice. He would have no
difficrlty in showing his right -tn a-fishery.froln Doogq$ay
Book, oi his right td a gallows from Stephen's charter, { th?-!
was accepted is againsl Matilda's. With Wychwood 1 will
deal later^, since th;,t w&s a royal forest, and under a special
iurisdiction. But the abbot did not altogether escape Qrrc
Warrantn proceedings. In 1285 he was c1l!9d -upon-to meet
the claim ior suit af, Wootton in respect of Underwall's t'ene-
ment, which was of half a virgate, and also to substantiate his
rieht to the assize of bread i,nd ale.l On the first point he
a&nowledged that he owed suit, but denied that he had with-
held it. Tle return of 1279 seems to show that he had at any
rate resumed it. The assize, by which is meant the duty of
controlling the measue ald qu{ity of bread and a,le,, he
asserted ti have been his from timg immemorial, and asked
for the decision of a jury. A jury was granted, a,nd we hear
no more, but certainly ihe abbot exercised the franchise in
Later years. One wouid have thought it implied in the grant
of a frarket, but it is generally found attachld to the view of
frankpledee, and indee[ it wainot, in E5rnsham, limited to the
borouih. - But the abbot's right to hold the view of frankple4ge
ako n6w came into question.- Frankpledge w&s a, system under
which aII porsons, n6t exempted by rank or other reasons, had
had to be-enrolled in a tithing, originally a group of te-n me-n,

but later often co-extensive wlth a township or a hamlet, the
members of which were mutually responsible for presenting
each other for trial in criminal cases, or in event of failure for
making damage good and paylng any fines due. In the
Hundr-ed CourCth6 sherifi cneckea the enrolment, at a " viow,"
originally held twice and later once a year, and the criminal
offEnderi wore presented by the reeve or other head of their
tithins before i, iotv of freeholders, who inflicted fines and

"o--ittod 
grave-caies for trial by the royal justices. T!"

franchises of some lords of manor$ had given them the right
t Plnaitn da Qrn lilonon o (R.O.), 663.
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to replace the sheriff's view by one of their own, at a " c_ourt,

leet,," which became little more than a special sitting of the
manorial court; and during the thirteenth century many
others had assumed this privilege, perhaps on the assumption
that it was inherent, in the right to hold a court. The early
charters to Eyrrsham did not specffically grant the view. Itis,
however, clear from the stipulltions in the gralts of la1{ fo1
suit twice a yea,r, that it was in fact being held_in the abbot's
court, and on the other hand from lhe Huntl,red, Rolls that it
was the sheriff and not the abbot himself who held it. The
issue came up for trial in 1290, and the Position was then
regularised by a formal grant, to the abbot of the profits of the
viSw by way"of fees and-fines, as his predecessors had received
them, but wittr the reservation that the sheriff and his bailifi
should hold it, and have a payment of 8s. with hospitality for
the day.1 In 1313 the atrbot acquired the right to hold the
view tf,rough his own officers.2 But the fee to those of the
crown is still traceable in 1390, and perhaps in 147I, in which
year, moreover, &rt old allowance of two quarters of oats to the
iiailiff may represent hospitality.s B,ut we shall see that in
1362 the baili-tr of Wootton was still making a claim for an
overriding right to hold a view for Eynsham at that, place.a
The Bishop oT Lincoln had also to meet a claim of the crown in
Quo Wawanto proceedings of 1285 to hol4 the abbey,-and no
doubt take its profits, d*i"g a, vacancy. This was an old issue,
which had already been detided in the hiq.hop's favour at the
end of the twelfth century, and had probably been the occasion
for the compilation of the first abbey cartulary-. But it was
now re-open6d. The bishop had in fact a grant of p-?tronage.by

Henry It charter of 1109. -A jury !9w gaYe a verdict for him,
and ihe decision was accopted by Edward I in 1307 and by
Edward II in 1317.5

We have not yet done with the Hund,red' Rolls of. L297. After
its descriptive opening the return-repeats the statement that
" Tilgardesle " G a " member " of Eynsham, and goes on to
give;, Ust of tenants, which clearly, frour the acreage involved,
Eol ers the whole of the agricultural part of the township, and
not, as the wording might suggest, Tilgarsley alone. 'Ihe list
mav be summarized. Il divides the tenants into three groups.
Th6 flrst consists of persons who are certainly not freehold,ers.
'Ihere are no deeds }y or to them in the cartularies. Each

a Cal,sndmriwrn Ganu,lagi,cum, i. 419 ; Cal. Inq. Misc,,i. 424.
2 S, 761. 3 S, II, lxxvii., Ixxxvi.
c Cf. o, 71.
6 S, I, :rxxiii, 462-64, 546-46; Ool'. P. RotrIs, (1313-17) 629.
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holds of the abbot by a tallage at discretion and. redeems his
children at the abbot's will. There are twenty-six of them.
Twenty have a virgate apiece. They are Adam le Franceys,
Richard of Haneburge, Juliana of Sipeford, Robert Lenne, Adam
the Bedel, Simon Joye, Wiliam Buleboc, Robert Scren, John
Re5rme, Cecelia the widow of Walter, Roger the son of Wood-
ward, Robert the son of Adam the Woodward, William Gilberts,
Hugh Atelard, Silvester the Paumere, John Bovebroke, R ichard
the Woodward, Hugh the Wood,ward, Agnes Bolling and l{ugh
Hereward. Six others, on a similar tenure, only have half
virgates. They are John Stiward, Ilugh Chichely, Richard
Lurc, Robert Nighten, John Curteys and Lyger de la Frache.
The second group are called cotarii,. Each holds a cotland
and is subject to tallage and redemption of children, like those
in the fust group. There are three only: William Gulku,
Henry the Wyte, Agnes Pogemede. The third group consists
of twenty l'iberi, wltose holdings are far more varied, both in
size and in conditions of tenure. The largest freeholder is John
de Leya, who has a whole hide, for which he pays a mark.
Henry de la llulle has half a hide at 13s. 6rJ. But he also does
agricultural services, mowing in Wyresey and Wrothey, carry-
ing corn for one day in autumn, ploughing thrice, reaping thrice
with two men, and supervising the mowers in person. Walter
Bacun has a virgate at l0s. and he does similar services to those
of Heruy. Augustinus Clericus has a virgate and half at 5s.
He reaps for one day, ploughs twice, mows twice, and like Henry
and Walter supervises mowers. Richard Bonvallet has a
virgate at l0s. Nothing is said in his case of agricultural
service. Nicholas Goldine has 12 acres at 6s. and Margery, the
widow of Walter le Keu, ten acres at half a mark. Robert of
Kington has an acre only ai 4d,. AII these hold direct of the
abbey. But the position of four others is more complicated.
Richard of Tywe and B,alph the Mason hold eighteen acros
apiece at 16d., not of the abbey, but of d'omtnus Ilenry de la
Wade, whom we know to have been a tenant in chief in Stanton
Harcourt. Presumably, however, he himself held those
thirty-six acres of the abbey, although this is not stated. Peter
tho Porter has ten acres of the abbey at 2s. 6$d. and a pound
of cumin, but also seven &cres of Augustinus Clericus at 5s.
Reginald de Boo has three acres of the abbey at 2s. 6d'. and
others of Richard Bonvallet at 7d. It is generallyspecifiedthat
a messuage goes with the holding, and that the tenant owes suit
at the abbot's court; and probably both may be taken for
granted in all cases. Finally there are erght liberd who havo
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messlrages only. For these Matilda Sthephen and John
Almd pay 3s. each, and John le Gros, Richaid Bulk, William
Nel, William de X'auelore, Robert Edward, and William the
Falconer, 2s. each. The small number makes it clear that the
survey does not cover the two boroughs, and indeed the
cartulary discloses the names of several householders, some at
least of whom are likely to have been still at Eynsham fu 1279.
Nor does the survey take account of any small holdings in the
hands of the almoner, although several of those are traceable
at about its date.

If we compare the survey of 1279 with that of 1086 in
Domesd,ay Boolr, it becomes apparent that there had been no
great change in the extent of arable cuitivation during the two
centuries which divide them. The hides of 1279 may be taken
to be areal hides, corresponding to the plough-lands or carucates
of Domesd,aA, and not to its fiscal hides. And we may continue
the assumption, which does not afiect the comparison, that the
Eynsham hide was l2O nominal acres and the virgate 30 acres,
although in fact the holding of Henry de Ia Wade might suggest
a virgate of36 acres. In 1086therewere l8 carucates. In 1279
the demesne, tho size of which we can for the first, time detor-
mine, occupied eight and a half hides ; the liberi a little over
three, the virgaters and semi-virgaters five and three cluarters.
lVe do not know what the holding of a cotarius was, but it is pro-
bably negligible here. One described at Cassington in the twelfth
century was no more than an acre.1 With a little allowance
for the development of domestic crofts in the boroughs, we get
much the same total as in 1086. It should be added that an
" extent " of the manor of Eynsham, apparently compiled
about 1270, shortly before the date of the survey in the
Hund,red, Roll, puts the demesne at only six carucates, with
which went eighty acres of meadow, and the arable " in
villeinage " at four carucates.2 I can only reconcile this with
other evidence on the assumption that the return is incomplete,
and that the figures given relate to that part of the manor
which lay in Tilgarsley.s

When we turn to the classification of tenants, the survey of
1279 gives a very difierent account from that of 1086. As
against three knights, thirty-four ai,l,lani and thirty-three
bord,orii,, there are now twenty l,iberi, twenty-six virgaters and
semi-virgaters, and lhree cotarii. lVe can guess at some of the
social changes that have been at work in the interval. The
cotordi ars doubtless mush the same as the bordarii, but they

1 S, 136. 2 S, I, p. 11. 3 Cf. p. I00.
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are much fewer in number. Possibly some had been absorbed
as _abbey servants, in the house itself or on the demesne, or
had become traders in the boroughs. The few who survived
were probably employed as hired labourers and cultivated their
own sm-all plots with the spade. The knights have vanished,
srnce the manor is not now burdened with provision for
miljtary service.- But the ai,llani, of 1086, whom ?e suspected
to be of more than one type, have now differentiated into a
smaller class of liberi,^and a larger class who are distingrrished
in the Hund,red, Rol,lfromthel{beri, and among them h"old the
gre-ater part of the arable outside the demesne, in units which
look as if they lad q,1l at one time been virgates, although in a
terv c_ases they had been split. The tenure of thesc m6n was
that known to lawyers as villeinage. 1Ve learn more about
tlteir condition fr.om an incident of tgaS. In that year trvelve
oj lhe abbey tenants approached. the Court of King,J Bench and
claimed protection, 'inder what was knos,n is a writ of
Monstraaerunt, against their lord.l Their names .were Walter
pla.ke, Eodde, Rohert Revesone, John Cryps, Richard the
Lgder, Robert Hankyn, Alan Gybone. \Viliiam the Herte,
R-ichard Walters, Jolin Streen, Robert Leovon, and Adam le
BlaFe. lfh"y asserted that by right they were tenants in
ancient demesne, and each claimed d-escent fiom a named, ances-
tor who in the time of William the Conqueror had held his one or
two virgates at 5.s. or 10.s. apiece, u.i[h a double payment on
succession. But nory the ab6ot imposes illesal e*u"tiorr* ,o.,,
tfrem. 

_ They are called upon to plough th"e abhot,s land'on
thrce days _a weeh with one plough and eight plough-beasts,
to sow and harrow the land, to rnairure it wilh tdeir own carts,
to mow all the abbot's meadows, to toss and gather thchavanci
carry it to !\e abbot's house, to hoe, reap ant gather his "corn,
carry it to his manor, and thresh it. .q.ira att fhis not merelv
on ordirrary working da,ys, but even ol1 thc Christmu," o,rb
Easter and other double feasl,-da.ys, wherever he chooses to
direct the caniage and carting, pr6videa that they can return
home on the same dav. Moreover, the abbot fixes fines ou
succession at his own will ; he takes redemption of flesh and
blood from the tenants and their offspring-; he taxes them
high and loy a_t pleasure, with rnany 'othei'extortions, 

fines,
tallages,_an4 diverse services innurnerable, through'heavy
and intolerable distraints ; he makes them act us riis 

"""ouJ.In,reply the abbo_t claimed that three of theplaintitrsrrere fiis
villeins and produced technieal pleas agai'nst others. The

1L. O. Pike, Year-Books oJ Ed,u.IlI (R,.S.), ann. xix,
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Court adjourned the case for proof that the ESrnsham m&nor
was one of ancient demesne, and " thereafter," says the
record, " they did not pursue." This was natural enough.
A manor of ancient demesne was one which had been in the
hands of the crown on 5 January, 1066, " the day on which
Edward the Confessor was alive and dead," and had subse-
quently been alienated. Villein tenants in ancient demesne
could bring an action in the royal courts by a writ of Monstraue-
runt, for protection against any infringement of the custom
of their manor. Villein tenants on ordinary manors could not ;
the royal courts would not interfere with the jurisdiction of the
manorial court itself. Eynsham may still have been abbey
land when Edward the Confessor died ; we do not know exactly
when the monks abandoned it. But Domesday Book was taken
by the courts as authoritative on the point, and in this the
Bishop of Lincoln held. In any case there must, one fears,
have been something bogus about the plea of 1345. The
allegation of specific ancestors may have been no more than a
legal fiction. But the villeinage list of 1279 only contains
three names, Lenne, Scren, which mav be Stren, and Walter,
corresponding to those of litigants. The rest, of those may be
men who had acquired through marriage or otherwise the
holdings of older families. R ecords of 1360 and 1370 tell us of an
Adam Blake and a Henry Leovene, who wereborninTilgarsley.l
The name Blake still survives in Eynsham. The services
repudiated in 1345 are the normal service of tenure in villeinage ;
ploughing and the like throughout the period of cultivation,
harvesting the hay and corn in their seasons. These are not,
specified in 1279, but they are for Tilgarsley in the extent, of
about 1270.2 Here each villein must work for the lord, not
three, but four days in the week, and must also do three
bedrips, one with one man each at his own cost, without food
from the lord, and two with two men, on the lord's food. X'ive
ordinary dayworks were worth to the lord 2d,. in winter and
ld,. in summer. A bedrip was worth lil. a rnan, but a day's
food cost the lord two-thirds of that. Similarly, the other
grievances of 1345 are the ordinary " incidents " of villeinage
tenure. The lord might impose a money tax or tallage at his
discretion. The Tilgarsley tallage yielded about a mark a ye&r
in 1270. On succession to a holding, a heriot might be taken
out, of chattels, as well as the relief which all tenants paid for
land. A villeinage tenant was liable to be called upon to
superintend the labour and represent the tithing as a reeve.

1 S. 607, 662, 2 S, I, p. ll.
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His redemption of flesh and blood meant a fine for licence to a
son to talie orders, a " merchet " for licence to a daughter to
marry, a " leyrwhit " for a marriage without licence or for
unchastity. The services of a family must not be lost to the
lord without compensation. On the other hand, the villeinage
tenants of the thirteenth century usually paid no money rent.
ft was so with those of the abbey in 1279. In the fourteenth
century, however, began a change by rvhich the customary
services of such tenantry were largely commut'ed for money
rents. B,eading between the lines, one m&y guess that, this had
been so in Eynsham, and that later a new abbot had attempterl
to reverse the process and return to the old services. The year
1344 was one of grave trouble in the abbey. Nicholas de Upton
had been deposed from the abbey in favour of William de
Staunford, and had expelled his predecessor by armed force.l
The villein tenants may well have taken the opportunity to
put forward a claim in which the law did not bear them out.

There is, however, another distinction to be made. It has
been noted that the ui,llani of Doru,esd,ag Boolc probably included
men, some of Norman and some of Saxon origin, whose relations
to their lord may not have been uniform. fn the thirteenth
century men are classifi.ed, not merely by tenure, but also by
personal status. They are either liberi,free, or they are unfree.
The unfree are often called serai or nat'iui, but they are also the
typical atllnni of manorial records, and their characteristic
tenure is tenure in villeinage. There is, however, a complica-
tion ; the classifications by tenure and by status ovetlap.
Only a liber holds his land on a free tenure, but he can also
hold it, or part of it, in villeinage. A liber could claim the
protection of the royal law courts against injustice from his
lord, but, a nat'i,aus they would not hear ; his only remedy was
in his lord's own court. The determination of status was
often a matter of difficulty. Sometimes the courts regarded
liability to tallage, heriot, merchet or the like as evidence of
unfreedom, but, sometimes as incidents of tenure rather than
of status. Admission of villeinage in court was conclusive.
If, on the other hand, the lord had entered into a contract
with a tenant, it was taken as an acknowledgment of freedom.
Short of such evidence, a tenant was generally regarded as
free when he held mainly by rent, even though there might
also be some limited labour services ; and as unfree when he
held only by labour services, especially if the nature of these
was at the lord's option. A liber who held in villeinage was

I S, I, xxiv.
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subiect to the incidents of villeinage, so long as hls tenure
lasted, but he had the advantage t[at, if he chose, he cou-ld

throw it up and take his chattels with him. A natiaus,onthe
other hand, was ad,scrilttus glebae. He could not leave his
manor without his lordt perirission, for which he had to pay
a noll-tax known as cheaiae. If he fled, he might be pursued
ani retaken, unless he could find refuge for a yealand a dav
in a borough or on a manor of ancient demesne. IIe was free
in relation"to third parties, but if !e bought land from. thern
the lord might takeit. His chattels too, -except-posslbly the
wainage, thE plough and plough-!"u*!!, lvithout which he could
not tiil ite ti,na,"were the l6rd's. He was himself indegd, i'
legal theory at least, little more than the lord''s chat'tel, liahle
to-fine andimprisonment at will,-although the criminal courts
woukl punish-murder or acts of gross-violence. Fina'lly, a

nntiuus'and his familv might be given or sold by one lord to
another. About ll50 Ge;firey de Ctinton of Cassington gav-e

the abbev Ilugh de sumerford is compensation for a cope which
he had dorroied and lost.l John Morel of Eynsham, whose

familv is long traceable there, was the son of Henry Morel of
Cassiigton, *io- Amisius of Woodstock sold' to Richard Blund
itn t2z&s}i ' with his wh ole sequela and all his chatt'els ' ' for a sum
of 20s. In this case it was a condition that Morel should receive
his freedom.2 Probablv sales of rlatiui, without the land to
*f.i"n they belonged, iere rare ; a landless man was not of
much use io a lord] so long as labour was cheap' Similarly the
theoretical helplossness 6f a na,tirus was in practice much
modified by th6 econotnic value of his labour on the demesne'

It was to ihe lord's profit, that he should be able to make a
livins. Manv villeiniaid in fact, for all their legal disabilities,
becofre well-io-do men, and were allowed to purchase their
freed.om. Manumission, as it was called, was commended, to
the church as an act of devotion, and was sometimes recorded
on the fly-leaves of liturgical books. A charter, of the^six-
teenth ""ttt*y 

and not flom Eynsha,m, gives a formulas^:-
Whereas from the begiuning God created all men free

bv nature. and afterwaids the law of man placed some
,rh,l"" the yoke of servitude, we believe it to be^-a pious
thing, and icceptable to God and consonant with Christian
charYly, to malie wholly fr-ee certain who have been thrown
into viileinage to us 

-and our successors, and bound in
servitude.

I S, 102.
s Trd,ns,

' s, 389.
R, Ilist.,Soc. (2nd Sorios), xvii. 299'
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A cynic may note that neither here nor in the liturgical
books is anything said of the fees paid by the villeins for their
privilege. These, however, are entered. in manorial records.
At Eynsham, for example, Richard the Loder, one of the
litigants of 1345, had paid l0s. for the freedom of his two
daughters in 1337, and a little earlier Adam Bovebroke,
presumably a son of the John who was a villein in 1279,
bought his own freedom for 6s. 8d.1 These ancl other references
make it fairly clear that some, but not all, of the Eynsham
tenants in villeinage of 1279 were also villeins by status.
We are told specifically that there had been natiai in Tilgarsley
before 1348.2 Henrv Leovene, who inherited the name of one
of the litigants of igqs, **s *til holding " native " land. in
1360, and in that year the full claims of the lord were still being
asserted.s

William Brewster, the lord's natiuus, holds a plot of
meadow and arable in Langdale, which his father Adam
acquired, and since whatever a seraus acquires is acquired
to the lord, the lord may do with it what he thinks fit.

The manumission of a natiaus freed him from the degrading
incidents of personal serfdom, but it did not affect the tenure
of his land. This remained subject to its old conditions of
agricultural seryice or of rent by way of commutation, and of
transfer not by deed but by consent of the lord. in the manorial
court. He became al,iber holding in villeinage. The Eynsham
liberi of 1279, however, so far as we can judge, were liberi in
the fullest sense, free in status, and holding their lands freely.
They are a much more heterogeneous group than the villeins,
both as regards the size of their holdings, which range from a
hide to no more than a messuage, and as regards the conditions
of tenure. The rents, in particular, vary so much, that they
cannot represent the economic value of land at any one time.
This diversity may point to difierences of origin. Some of the
holdings may derive from predecessors who were already free
at the time of Domesday ; others from later grants made by
the abbey itself, either to outsiders not resident in E5msham,
such as Henry de la Wade, or &s provision for men of its own
household, or in the case of the isolated messuages to accom-
modate traders for whom there was not room in the boroughs.
And there may have been much buying and selling before 1279.
Sometimes the charters enable us to trace it. The hide held
by John of Leigh is probably the land of Frithe granted to
Nicholas of Leigh about 1150. The virgate of Waltor Bacun is

I S, II, xlv. E S, 633. 3 S, 607.



26 EYNSIIAM UNDER TIIE MONKS.

that granted to Hugh Bacun in 1228-39. That of Richard
Bonvallet was sold tohim by William of Eynsham about 1260.1
Peter Porter's land seems to have come from his grandmother
Matilda, whose family name is unknown.z It is to be observed
that the liberi arc not all entirely free from agricultural services.
These, however, are of a special character. They do not do
the regular weekly work of tlie villeins. They plough tlrrice
in the year ; it is not clear whether this means for three days
only, or throughout the one annual ploughing where crops were
to be sown and the two annual ploughings given to the fallow.
And they are called upon to help personally with their-men,
and also as supervisors, in the specially busy seasons of hay-
making and harvest. These employments are " boonworks "
or " bedrips" precar'tae, bed,eripae). A " rip " is primarily
& " reap." Villeins also did boonworks, but in theory they
were acts of courtesy, such as even a free man, without
loss of status, may be " prayed " or " bidden " to do for his
lord. Not that he had the right of refusing. If the service was
once of grace, it, had hardened into a custom attaching to certain
holdings in the thirteenth century, and is provided for in
charteis. The Hund,red, Rotls do n6i always state the specific
obligations in just the same terms as the charters. An extreme
case is that of Richard Bonvallet, who was to do boonworks
when he bought his land, but to whom lhe Rolls assign none.
Either lhe Rolls were carelessly prepared or the boonworks
were matter of adjustment frorn time to time. The charters
suggest that even some ofthe borough tenants did boonworks,
and-a record of 1360 throws some fuller light on t'he conditions
of the employment,.3

Robert Jordan has a tenement with a curtilage and a
croft in Hythe End . . . IIe shall lift hay with one man
for one day in the meadow which is called Wroghtehey,
taking nothing from the lord, and in the same way he shall
lift hay in the meadow which is called Wyrresey ; and in
the same way he shall make the hay-cocks of each meadow
with one man for one day, taking nothing of the lord as
aforesaid.; then also he shall do one bedrip with one man
for one day at his own cost, and two bedrips, each with
one man, taking of the lord on each dav one commons in
the day, and h6 shalt come to the lifting of hay and the
making of heaps and the cutting of corn, so that he may
be at his work before the ringing of the bell of the mass

r S, 594. , Cf. p, 33,
s s, 266, 316, 413, 607,
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of St. Mary. Nor shall he sit down to breakfast or other-
wise throughout the day before the repast, unless leave
is given, and on tlie said two days when he is at the lord's
table he shall have a sergeant-loaf (panem d,e peys sergeaunt)
of the wsight of a monk's loaf, and a flagon of miied al6
and three herrings, of whatever kind the -day 

has been, at
the will of the cellarer.

IV. THE EAII,LY BAMILIES.
Putting together the records of the Hund,red, BolJs and the

charters one can dimly trace the members of certain families
yhic! rose and fell, and for a time played their busy parts in
Pf"thU* and- are now unconsidered dust. An early ^name 

is
that of Hernaldus tr'rankelanus, whose manse in thb town is
noted by 1228. It is a latinisation of X'ranhlin, and c&me to
means no rnore than 'freeholder," although by origin it was
probably the same as the nrancus and Francigena, w}iich some-
times appear as- descri-ptions in Domesday 

-Book. 
Naturally

many of the early freeholders were of Noiman birth. Ther"e
were X'ranklins also in other Oxfordshire manors of the abbev.
Ir Shifiord, in South Stoke, in Little Rollright. The Shifford
Franklin also appears as Fremon. Both Franklin and Freeman
are still local names. X'rom Hernaldus may descend a Robert
son of Robert X'ranheJanus, who exchanged his land about
1268 for-the promise of a seru,itium for life in the hall or guest-
house of qle -a-bbey, anrl also a 'Ihomas Franheleyn who "had a
house in Irlewlands in 1366.1 Early, too, was iwqister Peter
de Staninge, who with Margaret de Baskenrile in t"229, as the
leFult of litigation, surrendered to the abbey the mills on the
Bladon and much adjacent arable and pasiure, on condition
of retaining considerable portions as tenints for the terms of
their lives.2 I have already noted the manurnission at Cassing-
tion of the serf Henry Moiel and his sequela. That, no doubT,
lo*{ its way into the cartulary, because llenry's son John
lg"glrt a house and dovecot at Eynsh&m some years later.s
He often appears as a witness to chaiters. But he iitill retained
an interest in Cassington, for in l2g5 he was a defendant, with
several Cas,qing1,s, magn_ates, in an action for diverting water
from the 

"!buy 
mill.a - Later we find an Augustine 1frorel of

!325, a Robert Morel of 1344, who took part in an assault on
Sir John Lovel at Eynsham, and another Robert Morel of 1418,
who conveyed land to William X'oly of Pynclele, which is

r S, 197,,219, 367, 615. 2 Ort. Fi,nes (O.R.S.), 86, s S, 990,
'Cf. p. 65.
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Pinkhill.l Probably those Roberts were descendants of John,
since against the charter for John's house a later hand has
written-" nota pro Roberto Morel." Morrells are well-known
to-day in Oxford. A stilt earlier name than a-ny 9f these is
Banaitre. Probably the Banastres were people ^of pggtllon.
An Adelard Banastie was Sheriff of Oxfordsltire from 1170 to
1175.2 A Richard is a charter witness about lt78 and a Henry
very frequently between ll75 and 1206. A house, once- his,
wai graited io another about 1217.3 And, 1q we have
seen,le was guardian to Richard de Submuro in his minority.
The Submuro-famrly itself is one of which we know a good deal.
They suggest thatl &s we might exp-e-ct, there. was a close
relaiion 6e-tween Eynsham and the neifhbouring city of Oxford,
for the Submuro of the charters is again nothing but a Latinisa-
tion of Underwall, a name which might very naturally arise in
Oxford. And these Underwalls played- a prominent part in
civic life. We can trace, during the ftrst half of the thirteenth
century an Adam as several times bailifi, and a{homas as

succesiively bailifi, alderman, and finally mayor. Q-o-t! appear
to have bden sons of a Walter.a At Eynsham a Walter is a
witness between ll90 and L228, arrd a younger Walter about
1260. But the Richard of our charters was probably the son
of William, who witnesses, as De Muro, with Henry Banastrein
ll80-90.5 This is an inference from the fact that lhe capitalis
mansiowhich had been his, and which was subsequently granted
to Hugh Bacon, subject to a-serait'ium 

-lo 
Lhe crown, must be

the saire as the tenLment of William Underwall, for which it
was claimed. in the Hundred, Rol,ls thah the abbot had failed to
do suit. We may perhaps infer from the adjective capitnl'is
that some of the-Iinderiall land had been subinfeudated to
inferior tenants. But it is rather a ptzzle to guess why suit
should be due to the crown for a single house on a manor, the
whole of which was held of the Bishop-of Lincoln. Conceivably
there may have been a gralt to a predecessor of the Underwalls
during the short period for which the -king held -E-ynsham
immoiliately after the Conquest. Richard de Submuro's
conv"ya.tcd to the abbey in-1197-1208 did^not dispose gf ttg
whole"of his family estate. I{or, in spite of his anxiety-fo-r h1s

soul was he on hi-s death-bed. He lived and witnessed deeds
at least to L220. One other plot in Luttershulle he sold to

1 S, 556 ; Co,l. Patent EoIls (Edw. 1II), vi. 4O7 ; Bodl. Oton Ckarters,724'
2 S, I0?. 3 S, 216.
r food, City oJ OtJmd, i. 317 ; ii' 529 ; iii. 4, s1Q.i SalLot, Oseney

C ortulary, III, xii. sgq.
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wa,s now- & corrody (li,beraci,o) for his life. presumablv Emma
was dead. Again he enumerates the small oblation" #hi"h the
abbey must take over ; Bs. 10d,. to the prior on palm Sundav.
l0d. to St. Andrew's light at Easter, td.-to the Ught before ite
cross in St. Leonard's^ChapBl at Martinmas, fid. to'Adam son of
William at Easter. So ended the greatnes* ?rf the UnaerwaUs.
The house at Huthende had reveited to the abbey bt itSl:

r s, 240-41.
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A John de Submuro, who might be a son of William, still dwelt
in Eynsham at about the same time.1

What the abbey did with the land of William de Submuro
we do not know. 

-It 
mav have been merged in the demesne, or

it may be one of the fieeholds of L279, that of Henry de la
Hulle, for example, or that of Augustinus Clericus,-the origin
of which the chdrters do not disclo-se. The earlier donation of
Richard de Submuro has already been traced to Hugh, the son
of William Bacon, and after him to Walter Bacon, who was
presumably his son. The Bacons in their turn became

irominenf people in Eynsham. Hugh- had already his curia
i,bout 1220 and the deed which names it as a boundary narnes
also a pons Hugon'i,s.z Walter is traceable from about' 1260

to r28f. He hid. land in Mulmore, Walton furlong, Chalde-
welle, Hemehurst, and Langdale.s Richard and John Bacon,
who witnessed the grant toI{ugh, may have been his brothers'
But Hugh had ahda son John,-who in f 261 surrendered to the
abbev olher land called Lintune ncar llamstall and an ccre at
Lutt6swelle " which is now called Stondych," bol,h being
nronertv which he had recovered from them before the Justices
i, ttyr"l The Lutl,eswelle is almost certainly ltre C-tr1t Brook,
over"which there is now a britlge near Acre End, and I suspect
that the change of name was due to the fact that here John's
father Hugh Eu"ot had built Lhe pons-Hugonis of-stone. No
consideration is recited in the deed of surrender, but by one

which immediately precedes it in tlie 
- 
cartulary. 1fr9 a!!9f

pnanted John the isriiti,u* of under-miller, and this by 128t
fie had exchanged for a house, ttext door to St. Leonard's
Chanel.a In th"ese deeds he is called John son of Hugh Le
Nodle of Hamstall, and only an endorsement on one of them
tells us that Bacon and Le Noble are the same family' An
altas is common enouqh, and maY have more than one

explanation. Sometime"s it connote"s ilIegitimacy. But it is
ahb possible that a villein sometimes changed ltis name on
mandinission. There wes a Fellow of Mertoi in the flfteenth
century, who dropped the name of Shakspere-, qui'a aile leputn'
tum esi,'arrd. took'f,hat of Sawnder. He cbuld not have known
what a'mistake he was making. On the other hancl Le Noble
is a more than adequate exchinge for Bacon. It i!, how-ever,
still as Bacon that ie find Johriconcerned in another holding
of land, distinct from Lintune, but also in Hamstall' Here
he and'his wife Agnes had acquired land from William le

1 S, 301, 312-14,317, 338, 364, 384, 4r3.
2 S,419, 594. 3 S, 366, 467. r S, 328, 328r, 381-82.
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Coupare of Hamslall and his wife Lucy, and this they exchanged
with the abbey for a marxe ancl a half a virgate. 

- 
These [ad

been held at one time by Henry, son of John de la Bertone, but
he had surrendered all his land in Evnsham with its members
of Tilgarsley and Hamstall. Part of the new Bacon holding
may have been at Holewellehulle, where some lancl of John's ii
noted. But it was not long before the abbey got it all back
?gain, together with certain rights which in tlie meantime had
been granted to John, a cleri,cus of Stanton Harcourt. Land-
holding in Eynsham seems to have been rather unstable at the
end of the thirteenth century. AII these transfers seem to
h-ave taken place bet-ween 126&and 127g, asneither Henry de la
Bertone nor John Bacon is among the ti,beri of the n'trnarea
Rolls.t Richard Bacon, who witn6sses up to 1802, must be a
youngerlnan than the witness of f 228-Bg. He may have been
a son of Walter. About 1287 he bought an acre from Peter Le
Porter, to wirich a lawsuit afterwardsihowed that Peter had no
claim.z John Le Noble, of a younger generation, acquired a
tenement in Huthend e in L342,"arrd ibou"t l860 a meacldw-risht
in Clayhuthe still belonged to the lreirs of Bacon.s Anot'her
family,,that of De le Hulle, is faintly traceable frorn l27g to
1366, when a Johanna was living in Newland.a

- 
The Avenels were people of consideration in Oxfordshire, and

also in Bucks. Williarn-Avenel married Helewisa, daughter of
Walkelin Waard, a holder of Domesday manors, and w'idow of
a..Hareng. Her--sister Dionysia married Hugh de Chesney.
flos-e Avenels, like the Chesneys, helped to en-dow the abbev.
lVe do not, kuow that they lived in Et'nsham.5 But from [d0
to 1220 or later an Avenellus is a very frequent witness to
chartprs._ By 1229 he had gone from a house boldering on l{ew-
land.o He.gets no other personal name, but is occasioialy des-

""lbei 
as rl'ispensator. The d,i,spensator or spencer was the 6fficer

who issued the provision of food for the refictory. Avenel had
several sons. f'our of them, John, Ad.am, Thdmas and. Dlias,
are named in a confirmation by the abbey of an exchange of
land made with their father.? "A 

house #t i"t, John had."held
at some date before 1284 can be safely identified with his.8
Adam witnesses up to 1268 at least. A fifth son was Robert,
who with his wife fsabel transferred to the abbey serren acres
of arable in Iluthecroft, lying between the dem-esne and the
brook Karsewelle, and seven a,cres of meadow to the east of

1 S, 364, 405,423-24,491.
2 S, 486. s s, 569, 607. 4 S, 607, 615.
I !. I.p. 413; cf. p. 64. 6 Or. fri.nos (O.R,.S.), 80.
? 5,242. 8 S, 474.



32 TYNSEAM UNDEB TrrE MoNKsi

Bitterhale.l Robert's daughter Margaret married Hg*y
Dorne, perhaps one of the Dornes of Wick B,issington, and from
Ilenry ^and Margaret the abbey acquired a house that had
been hobert's, w"ith four acres and some rent-charges, and all
Margaret's herefitary rights in Eynsham deriving from^ her
sran"tlfather Avenel. 

- 
One of these-rent-charges was due from

Walter Avenel, who may have been a sixth son of-the spenser-
He was a servant of the abbey in 1250 and dwelt somewhat
later in Newland.z The Avenels disappear from Eynsham
records soon afber the middle ofthe thirteenth century, but the
grant from the Dornes to the abbey led-to a curious displte in
iZsz. The abbot complained in ihe Court of King's Bench
that, after the assignmeht of her rights,lVlargaret had un-justly
disseised him by co"nveying a housJand half an acre to WiIIiam
Sely. Margardt *rs ,iot'dead, b.ut WilIiam called.upon her
darishter Acnes to warrant him. A doubt arose whether Agnes
wasif age to'be sued, but it was decided from her personal a,ppear-
anse th;,t she was, and that the abbot might take the land and
Agnes must, recompense William Sely. Then it was suggested
th"at the grant to 

-the 
abbey was contrary to the statute- De

Viri,s Rel,f,gi,osis of 1279, which prohibited gragts of land to
religious c-orporations without th-e consent, of the crown. It
was] howevel, proved to the satisfaction of a jury that the
grant was made before the passing of that statue in 1279, and
so the abbot recovered his seisin.3

Avenellus the spenser and the serait'ia held or hope!L {br- by
William Underwall and John Bacon have shown the close

connection between some of the Eynsham freeholders and the
m'inisterial,es of the abbev. There are several other examples'
One is to be found in the family of Porter. We can t'race a
succession of actual abbev porters ; a R oger and then a Baldwin
in the twelfth century ; 

- 
a John or possibly two Johns, fa,ther

amd son, during the first half of the thirteelth ; a Stephen trom
1241 onwardsl a B,ichard Le Taylur of Stanton appointed
about 1264; a John of Iuetene appointed in l28I ; a Richard
de X'axton, succeeded in 1375 by a John Currour.a The early
Johns are the most interesting, because in their line we can
see the official description end'uring as a family name, lorrg-

after the seruit'ium, itself had ceased. Bv 1264 John, son of
John, once porter of Eynsham, has swrenS""ga-to-the-9,bbey
the house fext to the-abbey gate formeriy held by himself
and his father, and also a crirft in Newland, and gets another

1 S, 239. 2 3,275,355, 420. 0 s, 482.

'S, Oz, 102, lI2, l4$,260,275,360,419,448,607, etc.; II, xcvii';
Cat. Pa,tent' Rolls (Ed. fII), xvi, 204.
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house in exchange. Naturally the house next the gato would
be wanted for the new porter. But later than this it is still
as John Porter that he witnesses, and as John Portor that the
abbev convertsfor him a rent of 4d'.on another house into one
of a pound of cumiu a year. And it is even more precisely
as John Porter, son of John Porter, that he, with his v'ife
Matilda, surrenders to the abbey, not only the house granted
him on his retirement, but, also a considerable amount of land,
including as much as half a virgate at Tilgarsfey, which he_had
accumulated from William Underwall and other vendors.
I think that his mother, apparently also a Matilda, must
have been an heiress, for amongst other things he resigns
any claims to land left by her to his brother Peter.l We
haie found Peter Port"r "a* a tiber in Lhe Hund,rd, Roll,s.
In l28l he was living in Newland.2 But it was probably a
younger Peter, the son and not, the brother ofthe second.John,
who *as sued in 1287 bv his cousin Simon, son of John Horloke,
for a house and two acres which he claimed as the heir of his
grandmother, the elder Matilda. Peter asserted that part of those
acres had been granted to his grandfather by the abbey, and
called upon the abbot to warrant him, but the abbot said that his
grant, was of difierent acres, and so the jury found.s One can
similarlv trace a family of Marshals, deriving no doubt from a
marshal of the abbey, and another which seems to be indifierently
called in the abbey Latin De Ecclesia and De Lardario. Other
names, such as Woodward, Cocus, De Coquina, De la Bertona,
De Gardino, De Monasterio, point tosimilarorigins. Aconsider-
able l,i,ber of 1279 was Augustinus Clericus, born, a,s we
happen to know, about 1256.4 There were of co-urse m?ny
cleiks in Eynsham, some of whom were onJy in lninor orders
and free to marry. 'Iheir sons sometimes took the name
ffi,l,i,us Clerici,, which is again only a Latinisation of Clarkson.
Augustinus was a son of Richard the Clerk, and may have been
godson of an earlier Augustinus, who was a aicarius, probably
of St. Leonard's Chapel, and therefore a priest. His property
passed about r28l by inheritance, presuTably _thloqgh a sister,
io Nicholas son of Richard of Hockele, also called Nicholas the
Smith, who kept the rent-charge dqe from teter Porter, and
exchanged the land with the abbey for other land and a house
in Newland next door to Peter's, where he could look comfort-
ably after his rent-charge.5 Anothel _etlty family,, that of
Halewy, although not in t'he Hund,red, Rol,ls, is traceable from

1 S, 258, 382-84, 386.
3 S, 486.

s, 467.
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at least 1264to 1366, and again in \442, and probably also as
Holway about 1569, and as Holloway in 1650 and in Eynsham
to-day.1

V. THB BLACK DEATH AI{D I1]S R,ESULTS.

'Ilre statute De Vi,ris Reli,giosis of 1279 checked the alionation
of land to the abbey. Another enactment of Ddward I, the
Quia Emptores of 12"90, loosened the relation of freeholders to
the abbey, by laying dorvn that future purchasers should hold,
not of the vendor, but of the venclor's lord, although of course
rents and other dues could still be reserved. to the abbot, and it
was still in his manor court that freeholders and villeins woulcl
meet together, under the supervision of his steward, to consider
matters arising out of the co-operative agriculture in the
common fielc1s. It rvas perhaps as a result of these legislative
changes that, comparatively few transfer deeds ofthe fourteenth
century and still fewer of the fifteenth are recorded in the
cartularies, and that the abbey grants tend to take the forrn
of leases for one or more lives or for terms of years, rather than
of convoyances on hereditary tenure.z Shortly after the
abortive lawsuit, of the villeins of 1346 came the disastrous
pestilence of 1348-9 known as the Blach I)eath, which much
reduced the agricultural population and for a time profoundly
affected manorial economJr. fts incidence, indeed, was very
variable, but it is calculated that in Witney, hard by Eynsham,
the mortality reached the high level of two-thirds of the
population.s In Eynsham itself we learr that all lhe rm,ti,ai, irt
the hamlet of Tilgarsley died, and that for lack of tenants to
supply their places the abbot was obliged to take the holdings
into his own land.a How the rest of the manor was affected
we do not directly know. But the new conditions &re in part,
reflected in a survey which was taken about 1360. In part
only, since this is a survey not of the manor as a whole, but
of the demesne, and it is only incidentally that references to
the interests of the tenants occur in it. 'I'he document is
rather disorderly.s Its nucleus consists of a statement as to
the foundation of the abbey, and an estimate of its income
from the home manor. There is the house itself, valued at
nothing, owing to the cost of repairs. A largo and well-planted

15, 306, 397 and passi,m, 607, 615, II, pp. xvii, xviii; Cal. P. Rol,la
(Edw. IlI) vi. 407 ; Harl. RolL F. 14 ({).

2 S, 549, 669, 570.
s OxJord, Stllddas in Soci,al, and, Logal History, v. 195.
. s, 628, 633. 5 S, 607.
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garden, with fish-ponds (aiaariis) recentlY 1nade, brjlgs in 40s.

i vear. and a large court on the west ofthe house, with granges,
sheds for cattle ind sheep, and storehouses, brings 40s. more.
There are fourteen carucal,es of arable. Of these ten only are
of good soil ; they lie in the furlongs- (cu-lturae) called{welve-
acri, Southefelde, iodemede, Loteshulle, Cattesbrayne, Ilu5rthe-
crofi and Mullecroft, and each is worth 60s. The others, of
poor soil, are in the fields (campd) 9a,11e{ the Graungecroftes and
-are 

worth, including the profits of flocEs and animal,q, here and
in the Frith, 40s.- A comparison of this lar$e- demesle of
fourteen hides with that of bnly eight and a half hides in the
Hund,recJ Rolls of 1279 suggests that, a good deal of a,ra!le,
besides that in Tilgarslev, may have reverted to the lord-during
the Black Death] Th6re aie considerable sources of profi[
besides the arable. 'Iwo woods, the Frith and the lleyewode,
with a great heath (brueria) between them,-yield 100s. in house-
wood alnd hedgewood. The fishery on- the Thames is worth
73s. that on t[e Bladene 4s. Along the rivers lie meadows.
'Ihey are Wyreshev, Wroghtehey, Longetnede, Achey, tr'roggen-
hale, Stoweham, Benyngey, Landemede, Stubelfurlong, Longc-
lete, Cleyhuthe, Byterhale, Claxhurst, Monkesho{e, Sydelakes-
ham, Cryspesham, Weymore, and the croft called Culvyrmede.
Thef prloduce the hrle sum -of 935. From them are distin-
guisheb. three pastures, the Overeyt, the Nethereyt ancl- the
ealvecroft, wofth f+. These we may presume to have been
fed over throughout the year, and not, rygwn for hay, Iike the
rneadows. Finally there are threo mills on the Bladene,
valued at f.4 7s. Od,. Space is left for a total, which is not
entered. But we can summarize as follows :-

Arable
Grass Land
Miscellaneous

S s.d.
3200
3900
L740

f88 04

'l'o this, of course, in a full account of income, would have to bo
added the rents of tenants and the profits from court fines,
which are not here estimated.

The main survey is preceded and followed !y u number of
memoranda, whicli seem to be approximately of the same date,
although there are some small difierences of detail. One notes
two adlitional furlongs called Lutteshulle and K;rngesdone and
a meadow called Baremede towards the west of the manor, and
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an unnamed furlong on the south of Caldecroft, toward.s a way
called Stywardispathe. Lutteshulle, however, has already been
included. Another gives a more detailed description of the
meadows, with notes of the ownership and of the acreage
belonging to the demesne. This omits Weymore and CulvSi-
mede, but adds Beterdeye, Trumpermede, Costloneit, Otehurst,
which is called a pasture, but was certainly mown, and Langdale,
where there was arable as well as meadow. It is supplemented
by a third, which contains directions to the lord's bailiff and his
subordinate the beadle, as to the ma,nagement of the grass-land
at, different times of the year. Here, again, we find meadows,
Partrichesmede, Lodemere, Mullemore and one near Twelve-
acre, which have not been mentioned before. Evidently the
enumeration of the main survey was seriously defective. X'rom
these documents we learn that by far the greater number of
the meadows, including all those bordering on the Thames,
south-west of the road to the ferry, were parts of the demesne.
Together they cover about 236 acres; the largest being
Wyreshey (53 acres) and Wroghtehey (37 acres), in which we
have seen that the boonworks of the freeholders were done.
But while some of theso " separate " meadows were reserved
for the lord's use throughout the year, others were only laid up
at Candlemas (Feb. 2), and after being morrn once or twice were
thrown open at Lammas (Aug. l) or Michaelmas (Sept. 29), for
the " common " grazing of the manor. The pasturebf Overeyt
was similarly " separate " from Candlemas to Midsummer.
Thore are, however, certain meadows in the north-east ancl
north of the manor, which are quite differently organisod from
the purely demesne meadows. Between the wharf stream and
the Cassington road lie from south to north, first Clayhuythe,
of which the eastern point, on the Thames itself, is at Corne-
eyt; then Longelete and then Stubbefurlong, which together
constitute the Landemede. Ilere there is a minute and curious
division of rights. Each meadow, but foranacreinClayhuythe
set apart for the beadle, is in three parcels. One, in the Lande-
rnede much the largest, is always the lord's. The other two
are exchanged between him and a group of tenants in alternate
years, and the tenants'parcel is split up into acre or half-acre
fractions and distributed among them by lot. But in Clay-
huythe the holder of the tenement of Apestede has a right
to the first lot. One of the fractions in each case is the
" chopperacre " of " diverse tenants," and was no doubt
firrther subd.ivided in the Bame manner. North of the CassinE-
ton road, in tho Bladon valley, are Beterdeye and Costlonei"t.
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Each of these is also in three parcels. The lord has two, but
one in each formerly belonged to the ahnoner, the sacrist and
the " natives " of Tilgarsley, and had presumably reverted to
the lord at the Black Death. The language is a little puzzling.
There may once have been a chapel aiTiigarsley, buiit is no"t
Iikely that the hamlet had its own almoner and sacrist. Perhaps
the abbey- officers had plots earmarked. for Tilgarsley uses.
A group oftenants, the same in each case, has the [hird parcel ;
among them are the heirs of Robert Wylles of Tilgarsley. Lots
are not here specified in the suryey, but Costloneit is probablv
the same as Cbtsedneyde, where tV-alter Marshal acqulred tw"o
half-acres of meadow, to be taken by lot, in 1268-81.1 If so,
it was probably originally appropriated, wholly or in part, to
the cotarii. Both the bailiff and the beadle have some tiny
plots, 

- 
" by the lord's permission," in Beterdeye. Between

Beterdeye and E5msham town comes Langdale. This is
exceptional, in that it is not wholly meadow. It must, I think,
be identical with the Mullecroft, u'hich a,ppears in the list of
arable cultu,rae.z The ground lies in long if,rips, with arable in
the middle of each and grass at either end. Narrow strips
belonging to tenants are dispersed between broader ones
belongilg to the lord. Ilere again certain strips go with
specified tenements. These are called Londeneis and 

-X'orner,

but their tenants in 1360 have other names. In the Bladon
valley, above Costloneit, is Mullemore, as to which the survey
gives no details. Wyreshey, on the other side of the Bladori,
is one- of the purely demesne meadows. If we leave Langdale
out of account,, the mixed meadows add about 80 acres to the
dcmesne hay land, making the total about 316 acres. Among
the names of tenants who have rights in one meadow oi
another about 1360 are several which hark back to those ofthe
thirteenth century. Ilere are a William atte lfulle, a Nicholas
polyng, perhaps really of the same family r,vhich yielded a
I{icholas Goldine in 1279, a Henry Leoven, and the " heirs "
of Bacon, Tywe and Halwy.

Of the remaining memoranda appended to the survey of
1360, one enumerates the small perquisites of the beadle-and
his assistant, and of the bailiff, now substituted for the reeve
whom it was a grievance of the villeins that they had to find in
1346. A second records the duty of the tenants to pay suit
at the portmote or the manor cooit, and the right of tlie i,UU"y
through its offi.cers (satell,ites) to fine those who-broak the assiz-e
of bread and ale, or commit ofiences in the fields or soparate

I S, 364. , Cf. p. f0l,
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me&dows, or take awa,v timber, bush or briar from the woods
or heath. The third is the regulation for the boonworks of
freeholders which has already been cited. This survey, with
many others for manors of the abbey elsewhere, is preserved in
the 

-second cartulary of Eynsham, now at Christ Church.
In it, too, is a list, aatea in 1"366, of the tenements in Newland,
with their areas, the names of the occupiers and the rents they
paid, which amounted to a total of f3 13s- lltd.l _ 

It this wo
^again find Nicholas Colyns, who, though he lived in the borough,
was not a burgess, but held d'e antiqm tenura,

I have not, inaterial for tracing in any detail the history of
the manor during the long period of nearly t-wo centuries
between the survey of f 360 

-and the dissolution of the alobey in
1538. The Harlei,an, Rolls in the British l\{useum contain ma,ny
records of proceedings at the manor and borough- courts,
together with rentals and abbey accounts. The earliest roll
foi the manor court is of 1296, for the Newland court of 1307,
and for the portmote of 1453. Dr. Salter has extracted much
valuable information from these documents, but much probably
still awaits the research of some future local historian.z It may
be taken for granted, however, that in E5msham, as elservhere,
these centuries saw the development of forces which con-
siderably afiected the manorial economy. The beginnings o^f

some of these are traceable in the thirteenth century it'self.
Manumission continued, although there were still serfs in
England during the reign of Elizabeth. They long survived
even upon ecclesiastical marlors, where piety -ought to^ have
been at-its maximum. Glastonbury Abbey had many of them
when it was dissolved. The most important, change was that
already noted, by which money rents gradually replaced the
labouf services of villeins. When holdings stood vacant after
the Black Death, the lords were driven to employ hired men
upon the much enlarged demesnes, and even when the popula-
tibn recovered itself, the great efficiency of this method ensured
its continuance, in spite of the high cost of labour, which the
attempt to stabilize wages by the Statute of Labourers in 1351,
for a-breach of which Walter le Sawer of Eynsham was
pardoned in 1355, had not been rvholly able to control.s
Prices, too, had risen, and boonworks were not worth the
twopence which a meal at, the cost of the lord entailed. The
fourteenth century saw a rapid commutation both of week-rvork
and of boonwork for moneyrents. This in itself tended to blur

r s, 615.
t S, II, vii-xx', xl-xlviii,, lxxiv-xcvii.
s Qal,, Patant.Rolls (Ed. iii), r. 156,
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the distinction between free and villein tenure. And this was
afiected in another way. The theoretical disposal of villein
land at the will of the lord had always been qualified in practice
by his need for securing villein labour, ancl custom 6ame to
supply the place of right in determining the arnount of service
to be-giv_en an{the heredit-ary succession of father by son in
each holding. In course of time these customs were written
down in manorial suryeys, and the admissions of new tenants
entered on court rolls. And ultimately, in the fifteenth
century, the royal courts, first that of Chancery and then the
Common Law courts, began to take cognisan-ce of manorial
customs, and to enforce them against the lord, where land
could have been shown to have been anciently subject to them.
Thus tenure at will passed into tenure by-custom, and this
again into tenure by copyhold, under which the villein's copy
of the entry of his admisiion on the court roll scrved as a titid-
deed hardly less firm than a freehold conveyance. This is
what Lord Justice Co\e says in the seventeenth centuryl :

- But now copyholders stand upon a, sure ground, now
they weigh not their lord's displeasure, they shake not at
every _sudden blast of wind, they eat, drink and sleep
securely ; only having a special care of the main chanc-e
(viz.) to perform carefully what duties and services soever
their Tenure doth exact, and Custome doth require : then
let^Lord frown, the copyholder ca,res not, know=ing himself
safe and not within any danger. For if the Lord's anger
glow to expulsion the Lau, hath provided several weapons
of remedy ; for it is at his election either to sue a Sub$erm
or an action of trespass against the Lord. Time -hath
dealt very favourably with eopyholders in divers respects.

Moreover, when a-gricultural servicei were commuted for rioney
rents, these too became-part, of the custom ; which proveil
much to the advantage of copyholders in the sixteenth ceintury,
since their rents r.emiined fii6d, although the discoverv of nelw
silver mines had much lowered. ilr" .t ulol of money. ft i* t"rr"
that the full advantage of the tenure only applied to ancient
holdings, *_hiQ custom had made hereditary, -and that many
lat-er copyholds, like leaseholds, were granted for lives
only, and were de.l,erminable by the lord, -unless the tenant
secured renewal before his interest was exhausted. One other
development must be noticed.. The high cost, of labour and
the grorrthof the English wool trade made sheep-breefing more
profitable than corn growing, and much arable on the deiresnes

7 Complaat Copyholilor, $ 9,
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was enclosed by hedges and converted into pasturage. Areturn
of demesne ,"ntt fo""Tilgarsley in 1443 covbrs fiftyllor. parcels,
consisting mainly of crofts and " parrocks," of which most were
let to tenlnts, but a few, for that year, were in the lord'shand.1
'Ihe names suggest in many cases the domestic crofts of extinct
families of naii,at,. There are a llertescroft and Strenyscrofts,
and. we found a William the Herte and a JohnStreenamongtho
litigating villeins of 1345. There are also Morellescrofts.

VI. EYNSHAM ATTER, TI{E DISSOLUTION.

With the later fortunes of Eynsham I shall only deal so far
as is necessary to explain the origin of certain documents which
are useful in throwing light upon its early topography. In 1535
the income of the manor was returned for the Valor frcclesiast'i,cus
as f,47 2s. Od. from " the demayne londs of the fearme " and
f76 3s. 6{d. from " temporalltyes and rents of assize."2 The
abbey was surendered to the crown on 4 December, 1538, and
shortly thereafter the royal commissioner John London was
negotiating with the " farmers " of Eynsham on behalf of
SiiGeorge Darcy.s Presumably, therefore, the monks had by-
this time ceased-to cultivate the demesne or the greater part of
it themselves, and had leased or " farmed " it out to others.
The whole estate was granted by the crown to Darcy at a relt
of f43 5s. 10d. on 4 April, 1539, and with it went a freehold
close called le X'ryth, which had passed into the hands of the
Abbey of Abingdon.a This is no doubt the land granted to
Nicholas of Leigh about 1150. We have observed that at
later dates care was taken to safeguard Eynsham freeholds
from alienation to rival ecclesiastical foundations. Darcy also
bought the lead of the roofs, and with its removal must, have
begun the process of destruction 'which turned the monastic
buildings into a qua,rry for Eynsham househo-Ide-rs througlout
several generations.5 John Aubrey, in L647 , had been told by
inhabitants of Cumnor that within their remembrance there
was still " a world of painted Glasse, sc. Stories, Coates of
Armes, etc. There were curious buildings, excellent carved
wainscot, and wainescot-cielings gilded : a curious Chapelle ; "
and he himself had seen two handsome towers standing at the
west-end, which were on the ground when he wrote, about

t Harleion Roll, F 14 (3).
2 Volor (R.O.), ii. 207.
3 L&are and, Parye,rs (Hon. VIII), xiii. (2), 425, 478,
a L.P. xiv. (f ), 417.
5 L.P. iv. (21,72,
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1684.1 A similar record was made by Anthony Wood some
little time after a visit on 16 Septembot, 1657.2 

-

A.W. went to Einsham to see an old kinsman called
Thomas Barncote. He was there wond.erfrrlly strucken
with a veneration of the statoly, yet much lamented, ruins
of the abbey there, built before the Norman conquest.
I{e saw then there two high towers at the west end of the
church, and some of the north walls of the church standing.
IIe spent some time with a melancholy delight in taking a
prospect of the ruins of that place. All which, togother
with the entrance or the lodg, were soon afber pul'd
downe, and the stones sold to build houses in that towne
and neare it. The place hath yet some ruins to shew, and
to instruct the pensive beholder with an exemplarv
frailty.

Incidentally I may note that in 1630 Thomas Barncote was
excommunicated for helping to bury another excommunioate
bynight "in a close called the park on thebacksydeofEynsham
Abbey."a He dwelt at the Abbey end of Mill St. in ro-SO.

Wood made a drawing of the ruins which is still preserved,
and,was engraved. by John Cole about 1690 and by Samuel
Buck in 1729.4 Thomas llearne, in 1706, found nothing
remaining but the outer gate on the west of the precinct and
traces of fishponds, which had., according to 'tsome of ye
seniors " at ESmsham, been flfty-two in number, one for each
week of the year.5 Sir George Darcy did not hold his purchase
long. On his surrender in 1543 it'n'ent to Sir Edward North,
and on his in 1545 to Edward, EarI of Derby, who sottled it,
in 1562, upon his son Thomas and his grandson, who became in
f603 Sir Edward Stanley.G Sir Edward had other estates,
and does not appear to have lived in E5rnsham, but here, in
gharge of a tenant, was brought up his daughter Venetia
Stanley. " But as private as that place was,"-says Aubrey,
" it seemes her beautie could not lye hid. The young eagles
had espied her, and she was sanguine and tractable,-and of
much suavity (which to abuse was greate pittie)."? Ultimately
the adventurous lady married Sir Kenelm Digby, and became
the subject of his verse and Ben Jonson's. In 1609 a consider-

1 MS. noto in copy (Boill. Asfurn. 1722) oI Plot's OrJordski,re (16771.
2 LtJa and Tim,as, i. 228.
3 Bodl. MS. Top. Ozon, c. 56, f . 29.
'Bodl. Wood MS., E.1.
5 Cottections (O.H.S.), i. 244.
8 L.P., xiv. (f),4f 7; xviii. (l), 446, 540; xx. (2),540; Dugdalo, Mon-

asti,con, iii. l, 3, 27 ; J. Soacomo, Houaa of Snnley,52.
? BrieJ Liaee, i. 229, whero " Enstone " is an error. 

d
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S, II, xiii. sqq. , Horl. Soc., v. 193 ; Valor Eccl., ii. 207.
Sta,tutes oJ Rmhn, iv. 2, ll33 ; Soacomo, 175 ; Hoarne, v. 352
Cal,. Hotfi,eld MSS., xii. 571.
Hea,rno, v, 352.
Gough, MS. Omn 53.

able freehold estate in Eynsham wa,s purchased by Corpus
Christi College in Oxford, and in 1615 coloured maps of those
parts of the manor in which the college lands lay were drawn for
them by one Henry Wilcock. These still exist in the college
muniment room, together with terriers for the lands, compiled
in 1697 and 1788. Ilere too are simila,r maps of 1605 for other
college lands in Hanborough, bordering upon Eynsham. The
college surveyors probably came from elsewhere, and seem to
have made errors in recording place-names from oral communi-
cation, but the maps are bf high value for topographical
reconstruction. About 16ll another property was bought by
the City ofOxford, largely out ofthe proceeds ofthe sale ofthe
old Augustinian friary as a site for lVadham College.l The
vendor was Thomas Blackman, whose surname a,ppe&rs in the
records of Eynsham from 1427 onwards. John Blakeman Iflas
rent-collector in that year and Richard bailifi of the old borough
in 1438. In 1535 an earlier Thomas was entitled to a quit-rent
from the abbey of 5s. The Blackmans of Eynsha,rn appear as an
armorial family, with a pedigree, in the heraldic Visitation of
t574.2 A dispute between Sir Edward Stanley and William,
Earl of Derby, was determined by a private Act of 1606-07,
under v'hich the manor was to revert to the earldom after
Sir Edward's life, and the reversion was settled upon Charlotte
de Tremouille, at her marriage in 1626 with Earl William's son
James, who succeeded him in 1642.3 A former settlement on
EarI William's nieces had apparently been ended.a Sir Edward
Stanley died in 1632 ; he was buried at, Tong in Shropshire, but
has a brass in Eynsham church, set there by his daughter
Petronilla. The Derby estates were sequestrated under the
Commonwealth, and Eynsham was given in 1649 to Henry
Marten of Beckett in Berkshire, one of the " regicides."5 To
this event we doubtless owe & Suraey Book or Ti,eld, Booh of the
manor of Eynsham, compiled in 1650 by John Whiting of
East Hendred, which is now in the Bodleian.6 Unfortunately
a, ma,p, which once accompanied it, is not there. But the
record is an elaborate one, giving a complete list of tenants,
with their names, the localities of their holclings, and the
a,rea,s of these in acres, roods and perches. Three columns are

r Salter, O rforr) C oun ci,l' Acts (1928), 20 5, 208, 209, 226, 23 1, 233, 23 5, 252,
287.
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provided for names, headed respectively, " X'ormer Tenants,,,
" Present Proprietors " and " Presenl Tenants,,, but the
second and third are lefb blank, evidently for subsequent use,
and the " n'ormer Tenants " *?y be taken to be thosi existing
at the date of the survey. A- comparison with the Corpus
maps of l6-1J shows some changes duiing the interval. There
are thirty leaseholders, forty-sdven copfholders, and twenty-
two freeholders, but some names apfear in more than oie
category for differentholdings. Onemandid not know whether
he held by lease or copy. The book begins with a list of
tenements in the town. To Newland St. are ascribed thirtv
of which two are closes onty. Gud i";h" ;;-b;;"g -G;;i;
that there may also have been tLree vacant tenem6nts]" In
the thirty are included five for Puck Lane and four for Lowe
I3ane, llhis may be an error for Love Lane, perhaps due to
the fact that Simon Lowe was a tenant. A footpath to tho
west of the tenements is now Love Lane. I\IilI St. has fortv-
three holdings, Acre End Street twentv-six, and Thames 51.
e^ighteen. This last includes Carfolks" and the Churchyard.
A few tenants have more than one house, ancL a few housds are
9mpty. Newland is a,ll freehold, but for one close, whichis copyhold. - Elsewhere the tenures va,ry. The smallest
area is six perches, the largest about two acres. Sometimes there
is & " homestead." Then come accounts of the ,, common,'
meadows and the arable fields. Here the nominal acreage of
the parcels is given, in addition to their actual measurem"ents,
and it is possible to calculate that, while a nominal ,cre of
Eynsham arable was often more and often less than a measured
acre, it was on an average about three-quarters of a measured
acre. The common meadows are Shutl-lock Ham, includ.inE
Oatehurst and Trumpe.ts Mead; Clay-wyre, including Long1
leigh, Stubfurlong, th^e Lot Furlong, uira in"'purlonq Jhootin'E
on the Lots ; and Mill-Mead, including the tr'urlons sfrootins ofi
Cassington Hedge, lliddle X'urlongl and the "X'urlonq" 

on
Catsbraine. There are three arable frelds, South X.ield, CIndit
X'ield and North X'ield. South X'ield is as large as the other
t'lvo, taken together. Then comes an account, of the demesne,
{ollowed by separate lists of leaseholders, copyholders and
fi'oelrolders. Here the information alreadv Eivdri is reneated-
but in addition T5 parcels of pasture, vaiiolusly de""riUed as
"-grounds," ",closes " and " coppices,,' are ricorded. The
whereabouts of these is not preciJeiv given. Some are said to
become 'o common " at Lainmas or-Michaelmas, or for six
weeks after Michaelmas, or with one of the arable fiekls, or
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evon to be " in " one of these, which probably means th9- sq'mre

thing. And in a few cases a red ink- note has been added to
sho# that the plot is tithe free, a9 being former demesne, or
" of the *ut oi of Tilgarsley." Some of the names in the
Tilgarsley list of 1443-recur. A few outlying grounds,have"
hoirses oh the*, presumably the beginrrings of the hamlet' of
tr'reeland, and" th6re is one-house on half an acre in Cundit
Field. The book is completed by summary tables which bring
into account the heath ancl some permanent colnmon l&ncl,

and by notes ofthe boundaries ofthe heath and on the Thames'
The afuproximate total area is made up as follows :-

Pasture 2,040 acres.
Meadow 481 ,,
Arable 1,138 ',Ileath 1,468 ,,
Ways and Waste 115 ,,

5,242 t,

Evidently much land has been converted into p.asture since
1360, an"d some indeed is pasture, which h.as since become
arabie again. The demesndhas shrunk to 460 acres. It has

one hous"e in Acre End, theAlms Houses in Mill Street, an 4}b"y
Court and a Farm Court. The rest is all grass land. There
are 169 acres, common for six weeks after Michaelmas, at'

Twelve Acres, with eight more at The Claydens--hard by'
There are the Upper, MIddle and Lower Parks, the Upper. aud
Lower Monks Wooas ancl Little lVlonks to the south of them'
the " several " meadov-s of Rothie, Bungie and Long Me,ad on
the Thames above the ferrv, the Lammas meadows of Worsea
and Bitterell, tho Mead Clbie near the mill, and a number of
hams, swathes and rimes, some of which, in tl1e c-ommon

meadows, were once the bailey's. Much of the old demesne
seems to be represented by 

-the 
large- -!91{ing of Thomas

Edgerley. He li?es at the s6uth end o-f Milt Street, whgre !h9
Ab6ey hu,t- ,o* is, and has 286 acrel of arable, of which
aboui 108 are " Iyirrg together " in South,X'ield, 73 are Catsbrain
" piece " in Noith-fieIa, and 104 make four " parcels " in
Colnauit tr'ield. These last were not strictly " in " the field,
but went, with it. Catsbrain, aqain, was divided by a way from
North Field. Probably, howeier, each "piece" followed the
rotation of crops in the fteld to which it was -attac\ed. .Edgg.rley
also has aborit fortv-four acres of meadow, forming three
" f&rme pieces " in Ciaywyre. An Egerley seems to have been
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an offi.cer of the abbey in 1535, and a Robert Eggerley was then
stoward of Thame Abbey. A monument of his family
is in the church of Great Milton near Thame, where he
leased the Lincoln manor of Romeyns. A John Egerley, also
in 1535, was steward of King's College, later Christ Church, in
Oxford.l The rest of the Eynsham arable is distributed over
the tlree fields among sixty-five tenants. UsuaIIy it lies in
nominal acre or half-acre strips ; occasionally a few contiguous
strips form a small " piece." Only six leaseholders, three
freeholders and five copyholders have as much as a nominal
virgate. The largest holders are Mr. King with 119 nominal
acres, IVIls. Ilampshire and Mrs. Granger with 8I acres by lease,
Mrs. Ilampshire again with 45 acres by copy, Corpus with
73 acres, and Oxford City with 70 acres. Twenty-nine tenants
have less than ten acres each. Most of the arable tenants hold
in each of the three flelds, but not in equal proportions. Most
have a little of the common meadow land. Some have also
pasture. There are also some large leaseholds, consisting of
pasture only. Mr. Green has 176 acres, Mr. Swest 100 acres,
Michael Craggs 109 acres at X'reeland. About forty tenants
have houses only.

In 1652 the Parliamentary Committee for compourrding witli
Delinquents terminated the sequestration of the Countess of
Derby's jointure, and by a complicated series of transactions her
interest and Marten's were sold in 1653 to a group of Eynsham
men, ovidently for the benefit of Thomas Jordan, whose name
heads the list.z We found an earlier Jordan at Huthende in
f360. Of the same family must havo been another Thomas
Jordan, a London actor and poet, who wrote verses to his
cousin, Mr. Xlancis Jordan of Eynsham, as a dedication to his
Wi,t in a W'ild,erness of Promiscuuts Poetrg, printed about
1660-66. In 1672 Merton College bought a freehold estate in
the township. X'rom the Jordans the manor passed to the
Perrots of North Leigh in t7l8 and from them to James Lacy,
a patentee of Drury Lane Theatre, in 1763.8 Willoughby Lacy
sold it to Robert Langford, who was of Eynsham IIaIl, the
park of which now occupies the Heyewode, when an Act for
enclosing part of the Heath was passed in l78l.a An estate
map of 1782 shows the township as it then stood, and may
be compared with the fine map of Oxfordshire, published by

I Ilalor Eccl., ii. 169, 173, 2O7,214, 25O; Parocluiol Collections (O.Ii.S.),
215. T. EUis, Graat Milton (1819).

2 Cal. oJ Com,rm,tttae, ii. II02; IIear:oo, v, 352.
3 In{or:nation from Mrs. Cruickshan-k.
' 21 G. III, c. 37 (Bill ill C.O.O, muninonts).
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Richard Davis in 1797, from a survey made in 1793 and 1794.
James Duberley had apparently succeeded Langford by 1788'
IIe was dead by 1796, when the steward of his trustees, Charles
Terrill Morgan and Michael Jones, held what must have been
almost the-last session of the manor court, at which orders for
the management of the common fields were made.l The fields
were broEen up under a second Enclosure Act of 1800. The
lord of the manor was than the Rev. John Robinson.z

VII. THE BOUNDAR,IES AND WOODS.

I tuln now to a consideration of the topography ofmedieval
Eynsham, so far as one car discern it beneatli the dust of Time.
The boundaries, as set out in the Anglo-Saxon charter of 1005,
appear to have been in the main preserved both by _the
ecclesiastical manor and to a quite receut date by the modern
township. There is a possible divergence towards the south-
west, and a certain one on the north-east,. I quote the trans-
lation of one of the most learned students of such documents,
the late W. H. Stevenson.s

These are the boundaries of the land at Eguesham.
X'irst &om the " rough lake " to Bugga's brook ; along
the brook to Tilsar's ditch ; from the ditch to ward
sty (i.e. path) ; -from the sty to Winburh's " stock " ;

from the stock to three oaks; along the way to the
boundary tree; thence along the way to the port street,;
from thsstreet to the " swains " croft ; thence to heath-field
to the old ditch; thence right to the boundary brook;
along the brook into (the) Bladen ; along (the) Bladen into
(the) Thames.

The Thames itself is, of course, assumed here as the south-east,
boundary. The description starts from the most, southernly
point of Eynsham up the river, and proceeds by west, north,
and east. 

- 
The " rough lake," which means no more than

" overgrown watercourse," is that which falls into the Thames
roundlhe island. just below Pinkhill Lock. From here the
present, boundary follows the water-course for about tlree-
quarters of a mile in a northerly direction, until it reaches a
junction with the Limb Brook, and then turns back at a very
sharp angle up the Limb Brook itself for another three-quarters
of a mile to the south-west, and finally, at a turn in the course
of the stream, for over a mile to the west, during which it is

I Boill. MS. llop Oaon, c.70.
3 39 and 40 G. iii., c. 63 (County Council Offices).
3 S, I, p. 241' cf. G. B. Gnrndy, Sanon OaJorilsftdra (O.R'S.)' 33.
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cr-o!s-ed: by the Stanton Harcourt road. It is a very odd line,
which leaves the Sutton meadows north of Pinkhiil Farm as
a long tongue-lilie projection nrnning right into the heart of
Eynsham up to a point less than a thfud of a mile flom the road
to the Thames. It is conceivable that the Saxon boundary
ran more directly from the Thames to the turn in the Limlr
Brook. With the Limb Brook the Saxon Bugga's Brook may
be safely identified.- It is the only regular stream in this region
of back-waters and ditches. It app-ears as Sutton Broo[ in
1615, but it rises in South Leigh, and its modern name is
doubtless a corruption of Leigh hair Brook. Another Leyham-
broke is recorded near Nort-h Leigh in 1298. The eponjrmous
Bugga is lost in the mists of antiquity. So are Tilgar, to whom
I- shg,ll return, and Winburh. The modern boundary leaves
the Limb Brook at a right angle, runs to the north-east, for
two-fifths of a mile, then turns to the west by a sharper angle
and passes through the hamlet of Hamstall, now Armstalls,
y.hign is partly in Eynsham, ald parbly in Sutton. Tilgar's
tlitch must have touchcd the Lim-b Rrbok, but rvhcthcr- thc
boundary- here followed the line of the ditch or merely crossed
it is not clear. I am inclined to think that it followed it. But
that cannot, be so, if Dr. Grundy, who has studied the charter
in.his Suron Orford,shire, is right in reading the next stage, not
with Stevenson as on wearrlstige, b:ut as onweard, sti,g1, and
translating it, "on up-the p?th," since the only slight rise about
here is that of two-fifths of a milo from the lbvel of the brook.
Mr. Kenneth Sisam, however, tells me thab onwearrl has no
such sense in Old English, and suggests " to (or along) the path
to the watch place," or possibly " to the guard-house (or
beacon) enclosure-" Stige has the double sdnse of " path "
or more. rarely " enclosure " ot " building." There was a
Steward's Bush X'urlong no! far away in I6lE, and possibly
but not certainly a Stywardispath of 1360 led toit.r- Buti
think it would be fantastic to relate these names to Lhe stige.
They are more likely to owe their origin to the villein John
Stiward of L279. Pelhaps therefore tlHe stige may have been
at Hamstall and trVinburh's " stock " or " pl&ce,'"' which also
one might have_ thought represented by that hamlet, mayhave
b_een further alolg the boundary. fhat now, after leaving
Ilamstall, takes a loop to the south, and then follows a someu'haT
irregular line first, to the north and then to the west, where it
crosses the Eynsham and Witney road. One can hardly locate
the Three Oa-ks, but, the western part of this area was w6odhnd

I Cf. p. 102.
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until the end of the eighteenth century. Dr. Grundy find1 the
way to the boundarylree in a track-still discernible south of
Salutation Farm, as the line begins to converge with the
Witney road. The tree was doublless at, the crossil€i g!-thg
road, i,nd. the way to the port-street is represented by Wood
Lane, which runs north b-etween Eynsham Park and Coggl
Wood, and then up Osney I{ill to the Witney and Bladon road.
This rbad, acco"diirg to Dr. Grundy, represeits an old r-idgeway
which linked at Stwdy's Castle with another running from the
" port " of Oxford to the great Cotswold ridgeway at Chipptlg
N6rton. The modern roail is straightened from the line of the
Witney ridgeway, and the boundary is at first to the north-west
and tien t6 the south-east of it. 'There 

is a Shepherd's Hall
public-house near the point where tbe -modern extension of
euckoo Lane emerges oh the road. I do not know whether
that can preserve the memory of the o' swains " croft,. Thence
the bouidary goes " to heath-fleld to the old ditch."
m. O. G. S. Criwford has traced from the air a band in the
grass east of Shepherd's IIaII about 100 yards south of the road,
wnicn would come very noar it.l This he t'hinks may be part
of Grim's Ditch, probably a Romano-British defensive frontier
against the Anglo-Saxons, which is also traceable between
N-orth Leigh andCornbury and at Ditchley, and seenls-to h-ave

enclosed an inhabited limestone area of industrial value,
lying between two others of wooded clay. Mr. Crawford
suggbsts that the " old ditch " of the Eynsham cha,rter ma-y
haii been Grim's Ditch. But his inte$retation of its words
as indicating an old ditch " on a heath-field " is not quite the
same as Mi. Stevenson's " to heath-field to the old ditch,"
which implies a ditch lying beyond the heath-field. And the
heath-field must be the tar[e stietch of open waste lying to the
south of the ridgeway, between the Heyewode on the-west,
and Church Eanborough and the Thrift on t'he east. It is
located by a Ileathfield- Lane shown in a map of 1605, which
still runs rip from Church Ilanborough to the ha,mlet of X'reeland.
The Evnsfiam boundary turns south about half a mile beyond
Sheph6rd's Hall, crossesihis heath-field, and passes down a dit ch,
alreidv there in 1280, between the Thrift and Moseley Wood
in llariborough. This ought to be the " old ditch." Whether
it can aho 5e Grim's litctr t do not know. Nlr. Crawford
is doubtfirl about the course of this beyond the point to whigh
he could trace it, but thinks that it -may 

have followed the
ridgeway to Bladon bridge. If it went by the Thrift, it may

I Attiqu&tl iv. 303.
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have reached the Bladon, which is now the Evonlode, some-
what lower down. X'rom a little beyond the Thrift the town-
ship boundarv is taken up by the brook, known medievally
,* ih" CauerJwele, whicd it "follows to its juncture with the
Evenlode. X'rom this point the modern line, and also the
medieval line, so far back as one can trace it, seem to diverge
considerably from that of 1005. Instead of following tle
Evenlode t6 th" Thames, the boundary crosses it, not once orrly
but twice, taking into Eynsham the large meadow of Wyreshey
on the east ban[ beyond E.ynsham Mili, and then lower down
leaving to Cassingtoi a strif of from anything up to half a mile
wide b--etween the west bank and Cassington Ditch o4,Iledge.
Dr. Grundy calls this " a minor channel of the Evenlod.e," b-ut
it is really iro more than a boundary ditch, although it naturally
takes sofo.e overflow water from the river in flood-time. But
he also tells me that Anglo-Saxon bounds sometimes disregard
meads, and perhaps some-" intercommoning " between Eynsham
and Cassington, upon which we shall come, m&y point to- an
indefinite fiontier 

-at 
an early date. Cassington, however, had

certainly a mill on the Eynsham side of the Evenlode in I l8l.r
The #hole of the urea iithin the limits described was held by

the abbey as a single manor. But thero is an internal distinc-
tion to be taken aciount of. X'rom the beginning of the twelfth
century we hear of a locality whic[iq *itL+ E5msham.and
vet in some sense distinct from it. This is Tilgarsley. 'Ihore
fuas arable land " in " or " at, " it, and there were also, in early
days, houses. Richard de Submuro had his at*Tilg*sl9Y,
William de Subrnuro his " towards " Tilgarsley. John Porter
qrants one house in the " vi"l.l," here clearly the " township "
Iather than the borouqh, of E-msham and another in the
'( vifl " of Tilgarsley. -On the -other hand Walter Marshal
surrend,ers a[ [is riihts in the " vill " and fields of Eynsham
and Tilearsley.2 TEe Hund,red' Rolls of 1279 define the position
more frecisely. Tilgarsley is a " member " .of . P5rnsham.
That is'a 

"omfron 
ter-m for"an outlving hamlet, the inhabitants

of which have their own agricultural organisation, but owe
suit to a central manorial-court, where thev are perhaps
represent€d by a separate tithing man. Tilgarsley, asa,Iready
,ro't"d, was deftopulited by the B-lack Death in tgaa-g, but it is
still describedirf rSOS as a " hndl,ettus aocatus Tilgerd,esle infro
bunitas aitlne il,e Egnesham."s During 1359-1383 it was the
subject of a protracted lawsuit betweon lhi 3bq9y and .thg

"ro#n 
in the tourt of Exchequor.a In 1357 Pa,rliament had

I Cf. p. 64. : S, 17q, 313,338, 364, 383'
s B, 6-61. 4 S, 628-83.
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granted to the king a relief of amounts conventionally regarded
as representing alternative rates of a tenth on the annual
value ofland or a fifteenth on the value ofchattels in every vill.
The collectors of this tax had assessed the abbot at f.4 L4s. 9c1,.

on chattels in the vill of Tilgarsley, and in default of payment
had distrained on four oxen and kept them in a " park," which
probably here means no more than an " enclosure," at that
place. The abbot claimed that he had no property in Tilgarsley
except spiritual dues, on which he was already assessed towards
a tenth granted by the clergy. The collectors replied that
f4 l4s.9d. had been the regular assessment on Tilgarsley sinoe
1334, that no one except the abbot had dwelt in the vill since
1349, and that he was properly charged on the lands and
tenements which came into his hands when all the tenants died
in that year. The abbot admitted that these tenants were
his villeins and held in bondage, and on this the court, decided
that he was liable to the payment. He appealed, however, to
the Jiing and Council, on the ground that 'Iilgarsley was part
of the endowment of the abbey from before the Conquest,-and
that his profits from the land there were already included in the
spiritualities on which he paid his clerical tenth. The Exchequer
Court was clirected to reconsider the case, and after long delays
it yag finallydecided in 1383 that the abbot was in the right,
and that no fifteenth should be claimed unless and until the land
should again be occupied by tenants. Incidentally it appears
that the corresponding charge on the tenant land in Eynsham
proper was only f,3 l9s. 4d,. and. a comparison of this with the
f4 L4s. 9d,. for ?ilgarsley suggests that a large proportion of
such arable as was not originally demesne must have lain in
that hamlet.

Much of the northern part of Tilgarsley was wood. and
waste of the manor. Tha si,lua of Domesd,ay Boolc and hhe
" I{eath " ofthe survey of 1650 and the Enclosure Act of l78l
are generic terms for the whole of this area. The survey of
1360 is more precise ; there are two woods, the Heyewode and
the X'rith, with a great heath (brueria) between them. In 1650
they amounted together to 1,468 acres. The Xlith is estimated
at l0 acres in 1306 and the Heyewode, then called Highwood,
at 1,000 acres in 1545, which leaves about 450 acres for the
heath. This was part of the old heath-field of 1005, which
seems also to have extended into Ilanborough. The X'rith
stood on the north-east bound.ary. The name means no more
than " wood," and has been conuptedinto Thrift. In I 280 there
w&s a lawsuit between tho abbot and Adam of Dunhalle in
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Hanborough, terminated by an arbitration as a result of which
Adam, who had trespassed on the tr'rith, acknowledged the
abbot's ownership of a ditch which lay between it and his own
wood of Moseley, and granted the abbot the right to take any-
thing he pleased from that, with the exception of forty marked
oaks, for the purpose of making a fence along the ditch.l
This is, of course, the " old ditch " of the Saxon bounds.
South of the Frith a map of 1605 shows a bit of X'reelandes,
which, however, lay also in part to the west of it. This almost
certainly represents the hide of terra d,e ?rithe, which the abbey
granted to Nicholas of Leigh about 1150, and if so, it probably
owes its name to the wood, rather than to the fact that it was a
freehold. In view ofthe precautions taken later by the abbey
to prevent Eynsham freeholds from alienation to any other
religious body it must have much annoyed them that in
some rilay Le Frith passed into the hands of the Abbey of
Abingdon. It was, however, reannexed to the manor by the
royal grants at the Dissolution. In 1650 X'reeland had bocome
a pasture of 109 acres, and the map of 1782 shows part of it as
divided between the Vicarages of Kirklington and Stanton
I{arcourt. It has given a name to the hamlet of Freeland, the
dwellings of which, however, lie to the north-west of it, on
what was once part of the Heath. There were a, few houses
here in 1650, probably where EIm X'arm now stand.s, but the
main extensiou along the road to the north must date from
after the Enclosure Acts. The township boundary can be in
part checked by those of the Heath and of the Heyewode. The
outer limit of the former is given in the survey of 1650. It was
marked at many points by meerstones or crosses. The line
starts at Pennticraft Close corner, where the ordnance ma,p
now shows Ash Plantations, and goes north by Ambrey, later
by a confusion Handborough, Close and to a cross under
Ambrey Close hedge. There it turns west, and passes first
another cross; then Meerstone Hill, which must be on the
present road to South Leigh, although that does not, drop much
below the level of the Witney Road ; then South Leigh Lane's
End, now a foot-path near Whitehouse Farm; and then
Swench Hill. All this part of the Heath is south of the Witney
Road. But at Swench Hill the boundary crosses the road, and
continues westward to another meerstone on Swench Hill
where South Leigh and Coggs meet. Here is now Hill tr'arm.
Then comes a turn to the north, by Coggs Coppice Bottom, up
the hill marching with Coggs, down to Woodley's Coppice, up

1 s, 4lo, 444.
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Osney I{ill and so to Dr. Grundy's " ridgeway." This north-
wards stretch is now Wood Lane. On the ridgeway 1,he line of
the Heath goes by the way to North Leigh to a cross, then to
an elm under North Leigh Townside, and then along the
Townside, where it leaves the Highway, to another cross partrng
North Leigh and Hanborough. This point is where the
modern extension of Cuckoo Lane emerges uporr the Witney
and Hanborough road. to the west of Shepherd's Hall. The
final stage is only given in the survey as going to Richard
Weller's Breach Corner, but this description must be rather
abbreviated, as the present, boundary continues for some way
to the east and crosses the n'reeland lane, before it turns south
towards the Breach and the Thrift.

The greater part of the bpunds of Heyewode, theu already
Hyewode and Hiwode, are given in a document of 27 May, 1449,
as detormined by certain marks (metae, l'im'ites, bund,ae) of old
rnade and recognised as parting it from North Leigh, and also
by the common processional way followod year after year
from beyond the memory of man by the abbot, convent, vicar
and parishioners of Eynsham gppn Rogatign days.1 They
run fiom " a certain place called" Tilgarsley," by Coggs wood,
Osney Wood, and the vill of North Leigh to -" a certain place
called Blowynd." The line from Coggs wood to North Leigh
is that of the manor boundary itself. It is not clear whether,
between Tilgarsley hamlet and Coggs wood, the Heyewodo took
in the bit south of the Eynsham and Witney road, which the
survey of 1650 treats as Ileath in the wider sense. Blowynd
must be on the edge of the heath-field proper. I see no reason
why the name should not mean what it, appears to moan.
We are on high ground, not far from the ridgeway. The
Hanborough map bf 1605 shows a plot called Blowens, and
hard by are two plots called Breach. Theso a1e in Ilanborough
itself, but bordei on E5msham, just where a Powes Lane, now
reduced through most of its course to a fo-ot-p_ath, runs into
the street of F-reeland. Here is now a Little Blenheim. I do
not know the origin of the name. Can it be a corruption of
Blowynd ? In any case there was in 1650 a ground called
Blow6ns in Eynshim itself, and a Blowmans Cllose, held by
Richard Weller, who also held one of three grounds called the
Breach. We have found Weller's Breach Corner as a bound
of the Heath, and may fairly take the Eynsham Blow5md to
have been not far from the l{anborough one.

Blowynd brings us to the difficult question of the relation
r s, 609.
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of Eynsham to the royal forest of Wychwood, which covorod a
large stretch of land to the north of it. This was a favourite
hunting ground of medieval kings from their neighbouring
m&nor of Woodstock, or perhaps in early days from Eynsham
itself. It was in rr00-07 that Henry I exempted the men of
Eynsham from stabi,lilas, which seems to mean the duty of
setting up stands from which to shoot deer, when his household
was lodged there.l Medieval kings regarded the chase of the
greater game, and in particular of deer, as a special app&nege
of royalty, and much land, both on their own demesne and on
that of others, was subjected to special forest laws, designed.
for the protection of o'venison " and of the " vert " which
harboured it. Justiciars controlled the two groups of forests
to the north and the south ofthe Trent, and under them each
forest formed the bailiwick of a warden or an hereditary forester
in fee, with a body of foresters as his agents. Wychwood was
the bailiwick from lt30 to 1362 of a family of Langley to which
several successive Thomases belonged.z These executive
offi.cers were assisted and to some extent controlled by local
knights, chosen by the sheriff in the county court. They sat
as verderers to deal with minor trespasses and refer more serious
cases to royal Justices in Eyre, and took part as regarders in a
periodical inspection (regarda) of their forest. They served
also, with the foresters and a jury, on important inquisitions
held by the justiciar or his lieutenant under a royal mandate.
The lord of a manor, who had woods within a forest, was much
restricted in his use of them. He might perhaps secure a speoial
grant of custody, leaving him directly responsible to the
justiciar, and if so he appointed his own woodwards, who were,
however, sworn to observe fealty to the crown in respect of the
venison and vort. X'ailing this, he could only make his clearings
(assarta) or even take his cuttings of wood (estoueria) for the
buildings (h,ou,sbote), hedgings (heybote) and firings (fyrbote) of
himself and his tenants, subject to the permission of the
foresters. Even his pasturage of beasts Beerrrs to have been
limited. In 1185 the abbot paid a fine for turning out pigs
beyond me&sure, and in 1190 he was pardoned for assarts and
waste of timber.s This may not have been at Eynsham
itself, since the abbot also had woods at Charlbury, inthe heart
of Wychwood, and at Woodeaton in the forest of Shotover.
The Eynsham woods were not originally within Wychwood.
But Henry II and his sons made great additions to the forest

1 S, 698. 2 V. J. Watney, (tornbury, 72,
x Pipe Roll r9oc,, xxxiv. 108; i, (N,S.), 12, 13.
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a,re&s. No doubt the foresters, who had no salaries, but
depended upon fees and amercements, out of which they had
to make up an annual rent to the crown, were always on the
look out to extend. their jurisdiction. Afiorestation was one of
the grievances put forward by the barons in the Mogna Clrurta
of L215, and this was followed in l2l7 by a Carta Eorestae
which decreed the deforestation of all land taken in since the
coronation of Henry II in 1154. Inquisitions were held to
determine the limits fixed by the charter, but although this
was confirmed when Henry III became of age about 1223, he
afberwards refused. to be bound by it. h 1229 the abbot
purported to allow estovers by view of his own foresters, but
in the following year these were made subject to the view of
those of the crown, by a limited grant of custody which he
obtained after paying a fino for past, waste. r Possibly Eynsham
was not concerned in this grant, since the waste specifiecl was
in the neighbourhood of Charlbury. Later in the reign the
forest administration was tightened, and again became a
subject of dispute between the king and his barons. Apparently
the grant of 1230 had proved inadequate, for in 1270 the abbot
made suit for a new one. An inquisition was held, and the
jury reported that, if the abbot were given further custod"y, it
would be to the king's hurt. There would be destructive
clearings and the harbourage for deer would be spoilt. More-
over Thomas de Langley would lose his emoluments and would
be unable to pay his rent to the king.z There was some
disafforestation shortly after the accession of Edward I in L272,
but the purpresture and assart ascribed to the abbot by the
Hund,rerl, Roll of 1275 must have been in forest land. The
purpresture may be a Coumede in Eynsham v'ood held about
f284 by William of St. Owen and formerly by Walter of the
New X'orest, who had been wont to receive annually from the
abbey an oak and other materials for enclosing it, and to pay
in return one honest loaf and four flagons of ale at Christmas
and four capons at, Easter. St. Owen then passed his interest
to the abbot of Oseney.s The Hund,red, Roll of 1279 shows that,,
although the Frith was then outsid.e the forest, the Heyervode
was within it. In L297, however, Edward confirmed the
Carta Imestae, and, fresh inquisitions led to a good deal of
disafiorestation. A perambulation of Wychwood in 1298 now
gives a very minute description of its bounds.a These, so far

I Oa. Fi,nes 86 ; Pipe Roll, Soa. (N.S.), iv. 257.
2 S, 759.
s Bodl. Oron Charter 340; Saiter, Oseney Cartulary, iv. lll,
r s, 649.
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as they concern us, r&n from Bladon bridge down the Bladon
to the pool of a mill called Eynsham mill, there by a water-
course (sickettum) called Cauerswelle Brook to a- long ford,
thence by the same watercourse to a meadow called eauers-
shulle, and so between the T'rith and the wood called Mousele.
After that the line went by the house of Walter le Wyneter in
T,fanborough and the grange of Robert le Eyr to Blow5md and
the sheepcote (bercaria) and croft ofthe Abbot ofOseney, and
then passed away towards the Bladon again near Stonesfield.
The Hanborough map of 1605 has a drawing of a curious little
structure near Blowens, which may indicate a survival of the
sheepcote. The earlier part of the perambulation exactly
lgrees with the northern limit of Eynsham itself, along the
boundary brook of 1005, here called the Cauerswelle, an-l the
" old ditch "; and as the firrther part keeps away through
Hanborough to the north, perhaps just touching Eynsham
again at Blowynd, it is clear that both the X'rith and the Heye-
wode are excluded from the forest. The perambulation was con-
firmed by an inquisition of 1300, and the iury aclded a note
that the Eynsham wood had been afiorested since 1154, so
that the abbot had lost his right of cutting without, the consent
of the foresters.l But if the Heyewode was now disafiorosted,
it was not for long, for in 1306 Edward, having obtained a
dispensation from the Pope to disregard his confirmation of
1297, revoked it by an Ord,irmcio Xorestae. The abbot once
more applied for a grant of custody, and on this occasion was
successful in persuading a jury that it would not be to the
king's hurt.2 The X'rith, it was noted, was a league from the
covert of the forest, and only rarely a resort, of wild animals.
ln the following year, therefore, the abbot, for a fine of 100
rnarks, received his grant, with the reservation of the right of
the foresters to attach offenders against the venison.s It ceased,
however, to be of value in 1327, when further baronial pressure
obliged Edward III to accept the settlement of 1297. Even
this is not quite the end ofthe story, since the disafiorested lands
remained subject to some minor provisions of the forest law
for the sa,nctity of deer that might stray into them. They
were known as " purlieus " of the forest ; a PurweII Farm, not
in Eynsham but in Cassington, preserves the name. About
l35l the Thomas de Langley of the day is said to have enlarged
the limits of the purlieus and claimed that the fields of the

I Archaeolagi,o, xxxvii. r[37.
2 S, 760.
3 Cul. Patent Eolls (Edw, I), iv, 493.
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hamlet of Tilgarsley fell within thom.1 I{e seems to have made
himself ver/unp6pular in Eynsham. In 1350 men of the
town were tiied fbr an outbreak when he came with other royal
justices to hold a sessions. They chased him into a chamber
in the abbey, with threats to buin him unless he hand.ed over
all accusati"ons and indictments against them, and bohaved
" like madmen and men possessed by an evil spirit, usurping
to themselves power above the royal power."z The history of
forest administration in the fifteenth-century is not very well
known, but the record of a verderers' court, known as a
swainmoot, in 1449 shows that the Heyewode was then once
more within Wychwood.s A survey of,1552, which indicates
rrery summarily a limit between Eynsham MiIl and Grimes
Meid to the s6uth of Witney, presumably also includes the
Eynsham woods, but they were 4isentangled from Wychwogd qt
latest by 1622, when the area of the forest was much restrictod,
and nothinE left to it south of the Evenlode.a

The occulation of the abbot's woodwards had a,lready given
a name to Eynsham villein families by l2ll9. Their ove-rsight
of the claims of the tenants to housbote, lruybote and' fyrbote is
traceable in a curious survival of 1677.5 Every Whitmonday,
says Plot, the inhabitants of Eynsham mjght cut- as much
tirirber as could be drawn by men's hands into the abbey
vard-" 

Whence if thev could" draw it out again, notwithstanding
all the irnpediments could. be given to the Cart by- the
servants of the abbey (and since that by the family of the
Lord) it was their own, and went in part at least, to the
reparation of their Church; and by this,_as lome-will
hdve it, thev hold both their Lammas and Michaelmas
Commons.

But when Plot wrote, the custom had become " inconvenient,"
and " the chiefest of the Parish " were contemplating its
discontinuance. After the Black Death, at least, the estovers
of timber, together with the rights of cutting furze and fern,
and of running swine in the wood and cattle on the heath, no
doubt became available for the tenants of E-msham proper.
A portion was reserved for a corun)on pasture bythe_E_n_closure
Aci of tz8t. Swine probably ran also in the arable fields after
harvest, but a grant-of 1229 specifically excludes them from

1 S, 661.
2 Oal, Patarrt EoZIs (Edw. III), viii. 594.
3 S, 609.
{ V. J. Watnoy, Cornburll, 220.
s R. Plot, Na/. Hiat. oJ Ontordahdra,202.
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the abbot's park.l There w&s a limitation on the number
allowed to each tenant, ancl the abbey took, under tho namo
of " pannage," a pa5rment of l$d,. for each sow and ld. for
each 

-porkei. These perquisites were collected at a special
court,-known as the Powkebridge court, on St. Martin's D*y.'
On the heath itself there had probably been some clearings for
arable at an early date. The field-name Breach, which occurs
both in Tilgarsley and in Hanborough, is evidence of this, for
a breach is a piece of ground broken up for the plough. And
in fact we find the abbot selling to Robert le Eyr in 1264-68 an
acre of arable in the brueria, bordering on the way to Han-
borough.s That by 1275 he had assarted a large piece of
flfteen acres in this neighbourhood, we have already seen.
There were attempts to dig for coal on X'urse Heath at, somo
date before 1718, but in the main this area remained waste
until 1781.{ I havo noted its outer limit with those of the
Heyewode and of the township itself in 1449 and 1650. The
inner limit of the part south of Vl'itney road seems to have
been tho hedge of Ambrey Close. That of the much larger
part north of the Witney road probably followed the present
way, called Bowles Road in 1802, from Barnard Gate to Bowles
X'arm, where it met Cuckoo Lane, and then turned north to
Breach Corner, along the line of the existing lane to Freeland.
The Bowles Road seems to be now merged in Cuckoo Lane, but
the rectilinear planning of a branch to North Leigh, which also
shares the name, and of Tanner's Hill, which joins it, suggests
that these were laid out after the enclosure of 1781. The
total area of the lIeath, together with the OId Coppice, which
may be the Thrift, is given in the survey of 1650 as I,468 acres
and in the Enclosure Bill of l78l as 1,482 acres. The Ifeyewode
is, of course, here included.

1 Or. Fines,86.
s s, 450,

VI[. TTIE NEIGHBOUR,S OF EYNSHAM.

Something must be said of the neighbours of Eynsham.
By land they are, from west to east, first, Stanton Ilarcourt,
with its hamlets of South Leigh, Sutton, part of llamstall, and
Pincle, now Pinkhill; then Coggs, North Leigh, Hanborough
and Cassington, with its hamlets of Somerford and Worton.
Stanton Harcourt, in Domesday Boolc, is part of the vast estates
of Odo de Bayeux. These were confiscated in 1088, and
Henry I assigned Stanton to the maintenance of Adeliza of

2 S, II, xlvi; cf. p. 85.

' Pa.rochial Cotrtra. (O,R,S.), 140,
e
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Louvain, whom he married in rr2l. She gave a hide to
Eynsham Abbey, and other parts to Reading Abb-ey, the
T6mplars, Wildm de Harefluc!-a, a1d her kinswoman Melisent,
who-marriecl first Robert, Marmion and then Richard de
Camville. The abbey surrendered its hide to the king, who
returned it in exchanie for land in Hanborough for a air;arium,,
presumably the menigerie which -he is said to have in fact
istablished in Woodstock Park. On tlie death of Richard de
Camville in l19I his daughter Isabel became the ward of
Richard l, and with her lanit the royal bailiff, Richard Rufius,
seized the hide belonging to Eynsham, which the abbey was
never able to recoverll -Much land in Stanton Tlarcourt went
with Isabel on her marriage to Robert Ilarcourt' Two hides,
however, were given by the king to Henry de -la Wade.z
These passed tda son l{enry, whom w_e found also holding
Eynshdm land of the abbey ih 1279, and to a grandson John,
wiro sold them in 1303 to Roqer de Mortimer, ifterwards Earl
of March, the lover of Queen lEabella.s On his execution under
her son Edward III in 1330, his Stanton land was probably
granted to the llarcourts, who appear to have been in sole

fossession of the township from at least 1346 to -the present-duy. The Wades had hatd, not by the normal tenure of
knight service, but by serjeanty or household service. As to
the-precise nature of'their setvice, there is some discrepanlY.
Seve^ral thirteenth century records describe it as that ofbearing
a gerfalcon for the king, but others as t,hat of strewing fodder
foithe king's beasts and making hay in the park of Woodstock.
Probably the tenures of the Wades and Harcourts have been
confused. A notice of tZ+t may give the true facts. Ilere
Wade has the falcon serjeanty. But Harcourt, while holding
part of his land as a third of a knight's fee, holds alother part
by a fodder serjeanty.a The talcon qerjq,nt4l_w-o"!d !q appro-
piiate for the Wades, since a Riqhard de la Wade had been an
actual roval falconer in lt8l.5 Moreover, it was the Woodstock
service #t i"tr continued with the }larcourts. It was acknow-
ledged in 1389, and record.ed in Woodstock surveys of 1550
and- t6so. Every summer the lord of Stanton Ilarcourt had
tomow and carty the meadows known as Stanton, SouthLeigh
and Rosamond's in the park. And in the winter, when the
snow lay on the ground, he had, if summoned by the winding

r S, 584, 725. 2 Hund.rcd, Rolls, ii. 855.
3 Faudal, Aid,s, iv. L63 i Harl. Soc., lxxxii' 218 ; lxxxiv. 129.
a Red, Book oJ EuchaEuar, ii. 456 ; Boolc oJ ?eas, 102. 253, 344, 587 i

Cal. I.P.M., i. lll ; ii. 376; iii. 75.
6 l[. X'arror, Horwura and Knight's ?ees, iii' 10.
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of a horn at his manor-house gate, to find four browsers to cut
brushwood for the deer, in rreprisal for which each brorilser
was entitled to take a nightly billet of wood the length of his
axe-halve, such as he could carry to his lodging on tlie edge of
his axe. The service was still eriforceable, a'ith"ough in praitice
commuted for a money paymenl,when Woodstoc[was-granted
to the first Duke of Marlborough in t70S.1

But I am wandering too far-from Eynsham. Coggs was also
O.do of B_ayeux's at t[e time of the Liomesrlay, but"ias held of
hlm by Wadardus, the grandfather of the- Helewisa Waard
who married William Avenel. On the distribution of Odo,s
estates, it became the head of the baronv of the Arsic familv.
and when that died out for lack of male h6irs about l2B0 passJd
in moieties, through marriages and purchase, to the Gifiards of
Tw5rford-and the Greys of B,otherfleld, and after the Greys to
the Lovells of Minster Lovell. North Leigh was Roger d,ivri,s
in- 1O86, and with other Ivr.i property becarie part of iLe l{onour
of St. _Valery- a!ou! ttt2. - Tliis Honour pdssed by marriage
to Robert, EarI of I)reux, and on his tieason rinder Jo[n
escheated to the crown. Henrv III gave it about, 1229 to his
brother Richard EarI of Cornwall. It roverted to the crown
on the death in 1300 of Richard's son Edmund, was held by
liers Gaveston, as Earl of Cornwall, from lB07 to l3l2, an6.
then again reverted. North Leigh, however, had been subin-
feudated by Thomas de St. Valery to the Abbey of Netley in
Hants, and the Abbey still held it at the dissolution. liritt
Hanborougl and Cassington Eynsham had more important
relations than with Coggs or North Leigh. At Do-mesd,aa
Hanborough was hetd bj Gislebert de Ga"nd. Later it wa"s
resumed by the crown and became a member of the Ereat royal
manor or honour, which had its centre at Woodstocl. Unler
the crown parts were held, from the thirteenth centurv at least.
by the Abbey of Oseney and the families of Dunhall"e and St.
Owen. Members of these often appear as witnesses to
Eynsham deeds. The dispute betwe-en Adam de Dunhalle
ald the abbey as to aloundary ditch has already been noted.z
The name survives in Downhills X'arm at Hanborough. William
de St. Owen was bailiff of Woodstock in tZ42-b0I Robert Ie
Eyr, another Eynsham witness, who was bailifi in 12g4, also
l"a,l-grafB-e in Hanb-orough, as well as a plot in E5msham
itself, but his main holdingappeers to havdbeon in Bbdon.
Between the men of Hanb-orough and Eynsham there was a

I E.W. Ilarcourt, H, Pa,pers, i. l8 ; E. Marshall, Wooilstoclc, Bg, 209, 2S0.
2 Cf. p. 5O.
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long-standing dispute, the records of which extend over &
couple of centuries.l In concerned " intercommoning," or the
right of one township to run beasts over the waste, or sometimes
the uncropped fields or meadows, of another. It was not an
unusual custom, especially when, as in this case, the townships
were divided by a stretch of waste, the boundary on which may
not, in the beginning, have been precisely defined. So far as
the records go, however, we lea,rn that in f 154-89 the abbot
granted llanborough a licence during his pleasure to run
porkers in the Heyewode, in return for which each tenant wa.s to
do two autumn boonworks without food in the fields of
Eynsham, and to bring a hen at Christmas and ten eggs at
Easter. About 1230 a dispute arose. It, was complicated by
a claim that the abbot had raised the level of his mill-pool so
as to damage the meadows of Hanborough, which as we ha,ye
seen, was still a grievance it 1275. But the Hanborough men
also asserted that he had unjustly withheld from them tradi-
tional rights, as regards not only porkers, but also the cutting of
fern and of pasture on the abbey lands. The king, in the
interests of his tenants, ordered the sherifi to submit, the matter
to a jury. So far as the mill-pool was concerned, the jury
found that the claim was justified, and fixed the damages at
40s. But they declared that there was no right of inter-
commoning between the fields of E5msham and Tlanborough,
and that, although the agreement of 1154-89, which they
recited, gave the right to run porkers, it did not extend to the
cutting of fern on the heath. It was, however, in the common
pasture of Eynsham and Hanborough that the abbot was
reported in 1275 to have made an assart, and in the fields of
Eynsham and Hanborough that about 1284 tenements lay for
which the abbot received 5s. a year, when William of St.
Owen, who had them from Walter of the New X'orest, passed
them to the abbot of Oseney.z The issue of 1230 was re-opened
in 1369, when tho King's Bench had before them a ca,Be in which
the abbot claimed damages for a trespass by Robert Blowynd
and eleven other Hanborough men on 27 June, 1356. They
had entered his ground, he said, in arms, accompanied by their
chaplain, and brought with them a number of horses, cattle,
sheep and pigs, by which his growing wheat, barley, winter-
wheat, beans, peas, oats and grass had been consumed and
trampled upon during several days to a value of f1,000. The
defendants, in reply, denied any trespass. They were tho
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king's tenants of his manor of llanborough. The place of the
aleged trespass was the hamlet of Tilgarsley within the limits
of the township of Eynsham, andthereintenants of Hanborough
had common, with beasts of aII kinds, over the wastes and
pastures throughout the year, over the arable fields between
harvest and sowing or when fallow, as they ought to be every
third year, and over the meadows between the haymaking
and the Feast of the Purification. This had been their righi
from time beyond memory, and their only entry upon standing
crops had been in fields which the abbot had sown, although in
due course they ought to have been fallow. The abbot, in his
rejoinder, controverts this. The fields ought to be sown for
three years and lie fallow in the fourth. And he repudiates the
claim to immemorial intercommoning. It has only been made,
he declares, since 1351, under colour of the Wychwood perambu-
lation of that year, whereby Tilgarsley wa,s brought within the
bounds of the forest. The record of pleadings ls followed in
the cartulary by notes of evid"ence frbm thr-ee men born in
Tilgarsley, three born in Eynsham, and two monks, who all
teltified that rights of commoning by Ilanborough or other
Woodstock tenants in E5rnsham were limited to the heath of
Tilgarsley and the Heyewode. The court adjourned the suit,
in order to obtain the views of the crown, and the cartulary
records no more of it. But a survey of the honour of Wood-
stock, as late as 1706, notes that the tenants share with those
9{ th" ma,nor of Eynsham in all their common grounds and
Michaelmas grounds.l It cannot have been very usual in the
fourteenth century to crop arable for three years out of four.
Were the abbey trying an dgricultural experinient on land which
had fallen into demesne through the Black Death ?

'I'he manorial history of Cassington and its northern haurlot
Worton is complicated, and I can-only deal with so rnuch of it
as ,bears upon E5rnsham. There were three main lordships
and much subinfeudation among mesne lords. Tn Domesdny
Wadardus holds two and a half hides and Ilbertus six hides, of
Odo of Bayeux. Worton had been once the land of William
X'itzosbert Earl of Lincoln, but, now five hides are held by
Roger D'Ivri andunder him by Robert D'Oili. It was claimed
later by the Abbey of Oseney that Robert, u,ith the consent
of Eoger, had endowed out of Worton the College of St. George
in Oxford, and that this land passed with the college itself to
Oseney soon after its foundation by a younger Ro6ert D'Oili
about 1130. The charters for the colloge Cre forgeries, but

1 E. Marslrall, Woodstoclc,253,
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there is no doubt that Oseney d.id in fact hold two and a half
hides in Worton to its dissolution.l The rest of the township
was held as three knights' fees, of three distinct Ilonours. The
land of D'Ivri became, like North Lergh, part of tho Honour
of St. Valery. That of Wadard.us passed to the X'ee of Arsic,
and followed the descent of Coggs to the Greys. That of Ilbert
de Lacy became part of the Ilonour of Pontefract, and remained
with successive Earls of Lincoln of the Lacy house until 1311,
when an heiress took it to Thomas, Earl of Lancaster.

The chief mesne lords during the twelfth century were the
Clintons, who seem to have held, on different tenwes, of both
the Arsic and the Pontefract Honours. The history of the
famrly is rather obscure, and a pedigree by Dugdale certainly
does not give all its members.z The church of Cassington was
built by Geoffrey de Clinton or Glympton, a royal Chamberlain,
who endowed it with a virgato and gave the advowson to
Eynsham Abbey. If this was the Chamberlain of Ilenry I,
who also built Kenilworth Castle, the date would be as early
as 1123.3 It, was probably his son Geoffrey, although some
think it was the s&me man, who at some date before 1153,
being also a royal Chamberlain, married Agnes the daughter
of Roger, Earl of Warwick.a And it w&s no doubt this second
Geofirey, whose wife Agnes witnessed a charter, probably
before 1152, by which he confirmed the grant of a second
virgate given to the church by his uncle William for the
restoration of a fallen tower.s Perhaps one may infer that
William had been his guardian. Now appears a Jordan de
Clinton, for whom Dugdale finds no place, but who witnessed
Eynsham deeds as early as Il70 and as late as 1186, and from
him, with the help of the records for his manors of Aston
Clinton in Bucks and Orton in Oxfordshire, can be traced a
line of three successive Williams Clinton, the last two of whom
also bore the name of William de Paris.6 Jordan died in 1188-
89, and his son William in 1194-95. William's widow Isahella
outbid another claimant for the wardship of the heir, and
received a royal allowance during the minority out of the
escheated lands for the upbringing of her children.T Dururg
1200-04 she brought a suit against the abbot of Eynsham on
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behalf of her son for the advowson of Eynsham. The abbot
produced the charter of the second Geoffrey, and Isabella
replied that he had no power to grant away the right, which he
only held as guardian of his neytos Jordan. It is not clear why
the charter of the first Geoffrey, which is explicit on the point, was
not cited, but in any case the claim of Isabella u.as rejected on
the ground that the abbot's right had alread"ybeen acknowledged
by the Bishop of Lincoln.l Nepos is sometimes a vaguely used
term, but it seems probable that Jordan was &n actual nephew,
rather t'han a cousin, of the second Geoffrey. And the later
history of the Cassington land suggests that the first Geofirey
had held both the Arsic and the Pontefract fee, and that on
his death these rrere divided between two sons. The Arsic fee,
of rvhich both the vicarage virgates were in fact held, and
which also included the hamlet of Somerford, went to the second
Geoffrey, and ultimately to his grand-daughter Agnes, wife of
Warinus de Brakenham, as co-heiress to a childless brother.
The Pontefract fee went to Jordan and his line.z But from t2l2
at least these seem also to have had an inf'erior mesne l,enure of
the Arsic fee from their kinsmen. In 1242 the Brakenhams
conveyed their lordship to William de Cantelupe, and from
him it had passed, apparently through William Maudit, to
Sir lYilliam Montacute by 1255. In this year the last William
de Paris diecl childless. In L252 he had sold Aston Clinton to
Montacute, who had also acquired his interest in the Arsic fee
and so much as was left to him of the Pontefract fee, of which,
however, three-quarters had already been alienated.s So
ended the rule of the Clintons in Cassington. They were not,
quite extinct, for in 1275 John ancl Hawise Clinton still hacl a
freehold of tlr.o virgates, which they sold to John d'O or d'Ewe,
of an Oxford civic family.a In 1269 Montacute exchanged his
Cassington manor for other lands in Somerset with Sir-Philip
Basset and his wife EIa de Longesp6e for the terms of their
lives.s Ela was the daughterof William, Earl of Salisbury, a
natural son of Henry II by Rosamund Clifford, and the widorv
of 'Ihomas de Newburgh, Earl of Warwick. Basset died in
l27l and Ela in 1297. The Cassington manor then reverted
to _the Montacutes, who became Earls of Salisbury in 1337,
and they held it to 1428, after which a widow, ihe grand-
daughter of the poet Chaucer, took it to William de la Pole,
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Duke of Sufiolk.l The three-quarters of the Pontefract fee
alienated by the Clintons before the sale to Montacute was
held in l24iby William FitzPeter, of a family-whose members
generally appe-ar in deeds under patronymics, but- whose n&me
6ppears-to-fiave been Rampayne.z A considerable part was
htid of them in L279 by thie "nunnery of Godstow, who had
sraduallv acqufued it from various sources.s" The St. Vi,t""y fee, which apparently lay only partly in
Worton and partly in Cassington proper, was " farmed " or
leased from tfe chi-ef lord in the thir[eenth century by members
of the family of Brun and X'ritwell, between whom there was
some kind of partnership.a But here too there were inferior
mesne lords. t)ne of these in the twelfth centur5r must have
been William Avenel, the husband of Ilelewisa, daughter of a
Walchelin Waard, who appears in' Domesd,o,y as holding of
Roger D'Iwi in Thrupp. Willam and Helewisa had a daughtgr
Avi:ce, who married T,ichard de Vernon, and clearly brought
with her, not only Haddon in Derbyshire, but alsg .land in
Cassinqton and T[rupp. Isabel de Vernon married in 1l8l
Williair de Brai of Sienstone in Stafiordshire, and with her
Richard and Avice gave the hide of Burgeleia or Burgesia^in
Cassington, to which-they afterwards added, to make up a full
half kiight's fee, anothei virgate, with a mill on the Eynsharu
side of the river Bladon.s -About 1245 this same half fee,
together with some land in Thrupp, was held of Sir Richard
Velney or Vernon by William Bagot, and sol4- by- him to
Peter of Asbridge, with the exception of the mill,_which the
Earl of Cornwal[as chief lord, took into his own hands.6 X'rom
Peter of Ashridge the land passed to Godstow, who in 1279

held it of Brun-and X'ritwell. The other half fee was then
similarlv held of them by Edmund Pady, again of an Oxford
civic family.? His father Philip had it from John son of Amice
of Woodst"ock, whose sale of d villein of the Morel family to
Richard Blund I have already noted.s By f197 Amice had
qiven another, with his cotland, to the church of Cassington.e" Now a,ppears, for the first time, Michael de Meldon, lclerk
from Meidon in Devonshire. He bought a hide from Henry
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Pady in 1284, and another 250 acres, o1c9 he-ld in parl by
Johi d'O, in 1586.1 Presumably this gave him the whole of the
Pady estate, since in 1300 he held a half fee in Worton directly
froni the llonour of St. Valery, and Godstow similarly held the
other half in Cassington.z The intermediate lordship of plun
and tr'ritwell had evidently been eliminated. By 1295 Melclon
had also acquired an interest in the Pontefract fce, and tlre
next twenty yeers s&w a series of complicated transactions, i!
which som6tiines Meldon seems to be holding of Godstow, and
sometimes Godstow of Meld"on, while here too the intermediate
lordship disappears.s Michael Meldon paid a feudal aid in
f3f6. -A simiiar payment in 1346 is by William Meldon,
presumably his soi, io whom in 1350 Gg{stoy gave 

^a !o1!l*vears 
lease of a messuage and three hides of land, part of which,

tailed Estcroft, he ahoidy held of them.a By r4l4theMeldon
manor had passed to Roger Cheyne of Drayton Beauchamp in
Bucks, who diod in that-year and is described on his brass in
Cassington church as guonil,am g'rmigel il,omtni,_regis. -ttigyoungdr son Thomas succeeded him. In 1446 he acquired
ilhesfr'arn Bois in Bucks by mamiage with a daughter of Sir
John Chesham and probably died soon after.6

I return to the relations between Caesington and Eynsham.
On 25 June, 1295, roval justices sat with a jury at Oxford to
hear a complaint by ihe abbot that inhabitants oJ Cassington
had done ir.]ory to his property by diverting the flow of water
to his mill.o The alleged wrong is curiously dated as having
arisen since the first ciossing of Herny III to Gascony, which
was as far back as 1242. But the present defendants were the
Countess of Warwick, the Abbess of Godstow, Richard the
vicar of Cassington, Simon the clerk and his wife Joan, John
Blund, Micha,el- Meldon, John of Fairford the chaplain, John
Morel and four others. The last six of these were evidently
men of Michael Meldon. The jury held that some of the
defendants were guiltless, but not so Michael Meldon and his
men. The abbots, from time immemorial, had been wont to
go, with their own timber and turfs, carried on their own boa,t,
to the edge of their mill-pool and there repair it, wherever an
overflow 5f water had bro-ken it down. Thi present abbot had
done this, and then, at the bidding of Meldon, his men had
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destroyed the bank, and the abbot had lost the profits of his
mill for want of rvater. The court amerced them and gave the
abbot 60s. costs. On the other hand he was amerced in
respect of his false claim against the Countess and the rest,.
Meldon then had apparently land well up the Bladon, in the
north-western part of Cassington. Another trouble arose in
1328.1 Just as the men of Hanborough had rights of inter-
commoning upon the heath of ESrnsham, so had those of
Cassington in the neighbouring meadows of Eynsham, when
these were thrown open for pasture after the hay-cutting. But
the exact extent of these rights was uncertain and on 7 August,
1328, there was a conference in Mullemore meadow to deterrnine
them. On one side came the abbot, on the other Elizabeth
Lady Montacute, Se'ignouresse of Cassington, presumably in
right of dower, William Meldon, and the Abbess of Godsto'w.
'Ihe chief officials of the abbey and the Iearned counsel of the
parties were in attendance. A jrry of six Eynsham and six
Cassington men was chosen. It was admitted that there had
been intercommoning from timo immemorial over &n are&
between Somerford and the ditch of Hythecroft and between
the Thames and the floodgates of Eynsham Mill. The point at
issue was as to the date at which it should begin. Cassington
claimed to entor Wyreshey, Landmede, Mullemore and
Mullecroft on the Nativity of St. John Baptist (June 24).
They had done so, and the abbot had turned their cattle
out. The jury decided that they had overstated their
claim. Wyreshey and Landmede they might enter rrhen
the hay was cut, sending their beasts " horn by horn ";
that is, I take it, in equal numbers with those of E5msham.
But Mullemore and Cattesbrayn they must keep out of
until the neighbouring corn in Cattesbrayn and Mullecroft,
was harvested, or, if the land was fallow, until Lammas Day
(f August). In Hythecroft itself they had no rights. The
record of this settlement is followed. in the Eynsham cartulary
hy one of a complaint from the abbot to the king against his
tenants of Cassington, who in a year in which mowing was made
impossible by floods (par d,ecretyn d,e eu:e) had, none the less,
entered the meadows and done damage to the extent of over
ftflty marks.2 This is undated ; it may bo later than 1348,
when the last Lacy who held the Honour of Pontefract died.
There is another echo of the settlement, in the demesne survey
of 1360, where the abbey officials are instructed to keop
Mullemorr several until the Cattesbrayn harvest is over, but

15, 666. 2 S, 657.
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when the neighbouring meadow is mown, only to drive away
the men of Cassington, without arresting them. Wyreshey is
also to be several until haytime, unless the abbot sends his
cattle in earlier, in which case the men of Cassington may do
the same.l

Across the Thames, Eynsham's only neighbour was tho
rival abbey of Abingdon, which held Cumnor with its hamlet
of Swinford. On the river Eynsham had a fishery, and a lease
of this in L302 gives a list of islands, on most of which a weir
for catching fish was installed.2 They follow the downward
course of the river. One is at Godycroftshamme, one next
the weir of William of Puntle (Pinkhill), one below the Wode-
were, one on the south of Halkwere, two next, the weir of John
the X'isher, one at, X'orthwere, two below X'orthwere, one in the
middle of the passa,ge, one at Bolwere, one called" Wythegene-
ham (Wytham) and three in Standlake next the Landmede.
The Standlake, I take it, was not in the main river, but in the
tributary formed by the confluence of the Limb Brook and
Chil Brook streams, which seems to have been widened to take
the landing-place for barges, known as the Hythe and later as
Orchard End and the Wharf. It is Bitterall Wharf in 1650.
A second and shorter list ofriver boundaries in 1650 represents
an agreement as to the respective rights of Eynsham and
Swinford arrived at between the abbey and Edmund Dunch of
Little Wittenham, to whose family Swinford had passed in
1563.3 They are the south-ea,st corner of Rothie Mead, Strond
Wy"", Lilly Wyre, Merten Ham, the Shire Lake against the
tr'erry, Bole Wyre, and Mrs. Ilampshire's Neight. The flow of
the river has of course been much altered by the introduction
of locks, and many of the islands have been submerged, but,
Merten Ham is now Merry Down Ham in Long Meadow. The
passag'ium or ferry of Swinford was the subject of an olaborate
treaty between the two abbeys on 2l April, 1299.4 Eynsham
acknowledge that the right in it belongs to Abingdon, and
grant them a free landing for passengers by barges and. boats,
both small and large, provided no unnecessary harm is done to
meadows or pastures. They must not, howevor, dig or work on
Eynsham land without special license. X'or their use of the
soil outside the king's highway they are to pay l2el,. a year.
X'urther the abbot and monks of Eynsham, their servants and
domestics (manupasti) are to have free passage, on horse or
foot, with their goods and animals. But if the abbot himself
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crosBed., he shall give the ferryman two breads, commonly called
peysloves, and two pitchers of second-best beer, and so too
for an abbey cart ; and if the cellarer or steward crosses, then
one peyslof, and one pitcher of beer. The rent of l2il'. was still
payable in 1539. When the Cumnor bounds were beaten in
1759, it was the custom for the femyman to bring the vicar
of the parish the sum of 6s. 8d. in a basin of water, from which
the vicar sprinkled the young people who came within his
reach, no doubt, whether he knew it or not, as a rain charm.
'Ihe vicar and parishioners then crossed the river and took
hold of the twigs or reeds on the Eynsham side, theretry
asserting their claim to the whole width of the passage. After
this the Gospel of tho Ascension was read.l

IX. fHE EYNSHAM HIGHWAYS.

Tlre king's highway (aia re4al,i,s) of 1299 is the road which
still leads from the ferry to the town of Eynsham, a Iong
half-mile to the north-west. It is " the common-street, which
leads to the crossing of Thames water " in 1284; " Temose-
stret " in L414.2 It mounts the gravel ridge which borders
the river valley, passing the site oflhe abbey garden and park
to the south. 'Ihe abbot had already a p&rcus in L229.3 At
the top of the ridge the houses begin. This part of E5msham
was I{uthende in the middle ages ; it was still Thames Street
in 1518, and is now High Street.a It is linked with Newland,
the Nova Terra of 1213, by a way to the north, which was
Puck Lane in 1615 and 1650, but is now Queen Street. The
name Puck Lane has been transferred, in the form Pug Lane,
to a narrow lane, which strikes out of Queen Street, to the
west and then turns north, thus dividing Newland from the older
part of E5rnsham. This in 1650 was apparently Love Lane,
now a mere passage joining Pug Lane to the market, place.
I return to the road from the ferry, which itself continues
through the market-place, and is then crossed by another way,
whicbruns from ahove the top of Newland on the north to the
abbey gate on the south. This, on the northern part of !! wgus

medievally " the quarter (uicus) called the Mullhende."s In
1650 it w-as aII Mill Street ; the southern part is now Abbey
Street. The point of iutersection was called Carfolks in 1650,
probably after Carfax in Oxford. The market-place seems to
have extended to this point in 1650. There has been much
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later building in the western part of it, including an eighteenth
century school-house. If anything stood there originally, it
was the so-called " ancient manor-house," now a shop and a
bank, to the owner of which, up to a recent, date, the lord of
the manor paid a quit-rent of 5s., in return for which he was
entitled to a lodging when he visited Eynsham. The survey of
1650 is not very clear here, but I think that the house may be
that called tho Green Dragon. The name looks like that of an
inn, but conceivably the quit-rent was by origin that of the
same amount which the abbey was paying to Thomas Blakeman
in f535. The position of the building suggests that a court-
house for the borough may once have stood there. To the
west of Carfolks comes the main street of Eynsham, which is
all Acre End Street in the 1650 survey, although it seems to
have been partly Eynsham St. and partly Acre End in 1518.1

From the Berkshire side of the ferry Eynsham had access to
Abingdon through Cumnor, and also to Oxford by a horse road
which crossed the ridge of the Wytham hills, and doscended to
Botley, probably by Tilbury X'arm, but possibly through the
lane between Botley and Wytham village. This, according to
Dr. Grundy, was part of a system of ancient ridgeways, which
had served as trade-routes frour prehistoric dates.z. Such a
ridgeway must, as Dr. Grundy says, have continued westwards
through Oxfordshire after passing the ferry, but its line cannot
now be traced. One would expect it to get as soon as possible
out of the river valley, which could only be at Eynsham itself,
and then perhaps to make for higher ground still, such as the
other ridgewa,y or portstraet between Witney and Bladon.
If so, it must have diverged from the line of the ferry road,
perhaps at Mill St., since the present link between Acre End
and the Eynsham and Witney road did not exist at all in
medieval times, or indeed until centuries later. Acre End was
certainly continued. by the lane which still passes down to a
bridge over the Chil Brook. In 126l this stream was the
Lutteswelle, " which is now called Stondych." Perhaps,
therefore, it already had a bridge, which may be also a pons
Hugonis of about L220.3 In 1650 the bridge had given & name
to two Chilbridge firrlongs. Thereafter the lane goes by the
brook for a little way, and then, leaving a footpath to continue
its direct line towards Twelve Acre X'arm, turns south towards
Ilamstall. It is called the way leading to Hamstall in 1281.a
It now in fact comes to an end in a divergence to Armstalls

1 S, II, xviii.
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farm, but it seems clear from Richard Davis's map of 1797
that it once crossed the Eynsham boundary and joined a lane
leading from South Leigh to Sutton. It is called Sutton
Way in 1782. Part of it seems to be Lintbrow Lane in 1650;
a Linton X'urlong is hard by.

Medieval travellers from Witney to Eynsham would follow
the course of the existing road, passing from Swench l{ill
through the lower corner of the Heath and by Tilgarsley. As
they approached Eynsham, they would come to a point on the
right, now marked by Derrymerrys Barn, on a close of the same
name. In 1615 it is Diamorris Close, and the map shows a
considerable set-back in the road, which is still, in spite of the
widening of the road, discernible. But the 1650 survey gives
Davy-Mary Close, andI have little doubt that the original name
was Ave Maria Close, and that in the set-back stood, in pre-
Reformation days, a shrine of the Virgin. As a parallel to the
corruption, I may cite a Green Pixy wood known to me in
Cornwall, which, according to a loeal hind, it is not, safe to
enter after dark, without crossing your fingers and saying
"'Ave Merry ! " Shortly afterwards the old road diverged
from the present cut to Acre End, took a line still preserved by
a foot-path to Sparacre Lane, which in 1615 was Tornn End,
and joined the north end of Mill Street by the water-tower
on the site of the old pound, which v'as already here in 1601.1
This track the map of 1615 calls Honye crosse .w'ay, and in it,
near the west end, marks a Hony crosse. But in the survey of
1650 we get Hawme Cross, and in Corpus terriers of 1697 and
1788 Howling Cross, as the name of a furlong in Conduit X'ield.
Howland Cross is mentioned as a locality in 1802, and a
neighbouring pasture is still Howland Close. It is fairly clear
that the college surveyor of 1615 got, the na,me wrong, and
that we have really to do with a Howling Cross, at which
mourners from Tilgarsley rested their dead, when they came
to Eynsham for burial. Weeping crosses of similar significance
are known at Banbury, Buckingham, and elsewhere, and they
have got into literature. There is an old proverb :-

He that goes out, with often losse,
At length comes back by Weeping Crosse.

John Florio, translating Montaigne's Essays in 1603, has :-
Few men have wedded their sweet hearts, their

pa,ramorus or mistresses, but have come homo by Weeping
Crosse, and ere long repented their bargaine.2

I C.C.C. Bursorg Transoripta,808.
I Bk., iii. ol. 5,
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And in a song book (f 600) of Robert Jones comes :-
Let him not vaunt that gains my loss,

X'or when that he and Time hath proved her,
She may him bring to Weeping Cross.

I say no more, because I loved lr.er.
It is possible that medieval communication between

Eynsham and Oxford was through Cassington, Yarnton and
Wolvercote, rather than by the horse road over Wytham.
L'he " great street towards the briclge of Cassington " is named
in the charter of l2l5 for Newland, which was laid out, on either
side of it. In 1366 it is called a u,ia reg,in.L Both this road and
that to the ferry came into question in an interesting lawsuit of
1362, which however was primarily concerned with the relation
of the abbot's manorial court to the old Hundred Court at
Wootton.2 The abbot brought a complaint in the King's
Bench that on 13 December, 1361, Thomas Warner took certain
plough-beasts of his, to wit twenty-four oxen, in Mulmoro,
drove them to Wootton, and there unjustly detained them,
damaging him in f100. Thomas Warner admits the capture,
but claims that it was within his right as bailiff of Wootton.
A view of frank-pledge, he says, is held at Eynsham twice a
year, after Easter and Michaelmas, by the sherifi of Oxford-
shire and the hailifi. The abbot has to feed them and their
horses for a day antl a night and to pay a fee of 8s. If a defect
is not presented but concealed, it is to be presented at, the great
view of Wootton at OId Woodstock bv twelve free jurors oTthe
hundred from withiu and without iXynsham. The bailifi is
to hold this vierv, and the person responsible for the defect is
to be amerced and punished. This has boen the practice from
time immemorial. It had been presented at a view of Wootton
in January 136l that the abbot and his predecessors had been
immemorially bound to make a passage for foot and horse at
Sw5mefordehythe in Eynsham, and that the passage was broken
and ruinous, so that men could not get to the view at E5msham,
with the result that the defect was not presented but concealed.
There was therefore arl amercement on the abbot, which was
assessed at 50s. At the next view of Wootton on 25 April,
1361, it was presented that the defect had not been amended,
and further that, whereas the abbot was bound to make and
repair a bridge and causeway between Eynsham and the mill
of Cassington, these too were broken and destroyed, so that men
could not pass. Additional fines were then inflicted, and it was
for the sums due that the oxen were taken by way of restraint.

r S, 44a, 615. ' S, 653-65,
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In reioinder, the abbot denied any obligation to maintain the
pr**rg", bridge and causeway ilL question. And he claimed
ttut [t" vie# of Eynsham was one to be he]d by-his own
sieward, although it"was true that if the sherifi and the bailifi
of Wooiton choEe to attend, ho had, once in the year only, to
feed. them and pay 8s. It was however his own view,a'nd here
only, and not, ai Wootton, could defects arising within Eynsham
be "presented. Both parties now put themselves on their

"orrrit 
y, and on 27 No:vember, 1363f a-writ was issued for the

calling"of a iury bv twelve knights or freemen, worth not less

than f 00s. a year,"from the vicinity of Eynsham. They were
summoned oi, ri X'ebruary, 1364, but we have not their

"rrai"t. It is, however, pretty clear that on- the point- of
iurisdiction the abbot *ui itt ihe right, since he had had a
hefinite grant of the view of frankple-dgQ,.as aheady noted, in
1313.1 it *itt be observed that, while his plea repudiates in
Eeneral terms anv responsibilitv for maintaining the ways, it
toes not specific"ally iecord th-e transference of t'he- ferry to
Abinsdon in 1299.' The bridge in quest'ion would not be

itt"t "o"u" the Evenlode, which"stood in Cassington itself, just'

below the mill, ancl not in Eynsham. It' may have -been 
a

Bow Bridge, shown at tle Eynihamend of the road. in the map
of 1615, o"r an unnamed one, also there shown, over- a water-
course calted the X'lam, or one not shown over the bouldary
ditch between the townships. The map does not show Mead
Lane, vhich strikes southw^ards, to join the ferry-road uttalhg
Wharf. It no doubt ga,ve access t6 the Lanmede, but I -find
no notice of it before I"708. In 1782 it is Bitteralls Lane, from
another mead on the opposite side of it. But the northern arm
of the present Mead i,ine is- in fact part of the old road to
Cassirg?ot, the course of which was altered at the Enclosure
of 180i so that it now runs in a straight line through-what was

once the Upper Meadow, and crosses-the Cassington boundary,
some 250 firds farther north than its predecessor, to a new

bridee.
Tfie habits of kings and nobles in the- middle ages were

miqratory, and it is bilieved that as a result the roads were in
a Eetter" condition than in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries, when they became deplorable. The neighb-ourhood
of Oxford, however,-was to some extent protected !V I[il"*ay
a"tq frgir" in Elizabethaq $9,ys, which-imposed the dgty.of
upkeep ipon townships withiri a circuit of five milos.2 An

1Cf,
,L.

. o.18.
L'. Shadwell, Enactments i,n Paflinment, (O.II.S'), i. 195.
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annual sum of fl l0s. 0cJ. was still payable by Eynsham for
the maintenance of Botley causeway in 1767. But in the
eighteenth century the whole system was revolutionised by the
establishment under innumerable local Acts of Road Trusts
with powers for widening and repair, and the right to meet
expenses by charging tolls at gates and turnpikes. And when a
coaching road from Oxford through Eynsham to the west came
into existence, it was not the Cassington line which was chosen,
but that of the old horse road over the Wytham hill. The
Oxford and Witney Trust was set up by an-Act of l7bl, the
operation of which wes amended and continued by others of
1767, 1768 and 1778.1 Its powers extencled over the llorse
Road from Staple Hall in Witney to the west end of Botley
causeway. I find an agreement, as early as I June, 1752,
between the trustees and Thomas Keen of llanborough,
m&son, to make the road between Barnard Gate and Goode-
nough's turnpike on the west side of Eynsham town and to
keep it in repair for a year. He is to have f60 a mile for con-
struction and f3 for repair. The road is to be eight feet in
wrdth, ditched, -and with " set-offs " for carts to-pass each
other. The surface is to havo a foot's depth of stones.z But
the pov'ers of the Trust ended at Botley, and at the Oxford end
there seems to have been considerable delav. Tenders were
issued for widening Botley causeway and mLking a carriage-
way to Eynsham in 1755, but it is doubtful whether anythirg
was then done.3 One recognises the familiar methods of the
Oxford Corporation. In 1766 the New Road in Oxford was
made to replace the inconvenient, way round the Castle.a And
in 1767 came an Act setting up a Trust for repairing the road
from the west end of Thames St. in Oxford over thJcausewav
to the turnpike at Fifield ; that is the road up Cumnor Hili,
as we now know it.5 'Ihis Act recites the raisinE of a countv.
university and city subseription of f600 for tlie p""po*" 6f
widening the caus,eway to thirty feet and its bridges to twenty
feet. It assigns the Eynsham contribution undei the MilewaV
Acts to the new trustees, and in view of the increased traffrb
expected through Botley provides that they shall pay the older
body half the causeway tolls, on condition of the removal of all
turnpikes between the north end of the causewa,y and the north-
west of the town of E5rnsham. The sa,me yea,r of lZ67 saw an

| 24 G. ,ii, c. 28 (Bodl. Fol.Q673) ; 7 G. i,i,i,, c. 66 (Shadwell, ii. 88) ; I c. iii,
c. 34 ; 18 G. i,i,i,, c.81.

2 Bod,l,. Osom Chartor,2473. 3 Or. Jourrutl (29 Nov., 1755).
a H. Hurst, Or. Topogra:ph.y (O.II.S.), 79,
5 7 G',. iii,, c. 66,
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act for the building of a bridge at, Swinford, and anot'her in
1768 nrovided for iepairine aid widening the road from the
ancierit Horse Road-there"through Cumnor to the Mayor's
Sione in Abingdon.l Finally lhe"Orford, Jutrnal records that'
on 4 August,i76g, the Stroutl Watei coach went' for the first'
ifu; ;";rg it u ,t6* turnpike to lVitnev -rlq oYer. " l'9t4
Abingdon'E magnificent neiv bridg,e-." The b-ridae. is depicted
in Samuel lrelind's P'icturesque-Vtews on the R'iuer Thnmes

1tlOZ1. with a three-storey buiiding on the Wytham. side which
ireland sa,ys was meant for an inn but neYer- yet occupred'
This has n6w been reduced in height and turned'into-cottages'
,q. toU for foot-passengers was abairdoned bv-Lord Abingdon in
1835 on the rdarriag6 of his eldest son.2- The new road had
its drawbacks. Thd Oxford shambles of Butcher R'ow dou'n
lfr" -iaat" of Queen St,. were not removed" until 1773'3 And
the Seven Rridge Road was long,the haunt' of- highwaymen'
In 1783 an asso-ciation was formed to combat' them' In t'rue

Enelish fashion, the promoters held a dinner, after.which they
weiL relieved of their purses on their return home'a One may
susnect that the transit' of the old trackwaY over the Wytham-
fr"l[frt. was also favourablg ground for- such incidents of
eigfiteenth century travel. Bu-t lt is not until 1810 that the
OZUra Journal records an agreement, for the lower road now in
o.6. " avoiding the present-IftIl and goilg tlrrough a country
not onl.y perfedtly level, but affording the most pict'uresque and
delightiui prospeit."s 

'Up-on 
Wytham the old road, t'hich has

never seen a motor-car, still runs,-broad and level once you have
climbed the steep hill from Swinford, beneath a canopy ot
overhanging beecies. It is clear from the refele1cg tqagatg.at
the norti-#est end. of E5msham in 1767, which is doubtless the
Goodenough's turnpike 6f lzsz,thalgut first the coaoh road went'
f"o* py"it am to- \Yitney along Howling C'ross ^\Vay' The
nresent ivav from Acre End did not then exist. It tirst appears

il" *u mal of tzgZ. Here it is drawn, with two angles in it'
along tlre iull length of one arable str^ip^ and across others, and
ioins"the Witnev-roacl a little east of Cuckoo Lane. Perhaps
it *r. then only a plan, and some adjustment of-the holtlings
*"r to accompahy it. But it must have been made soon after,
although witli oniy one angle, which is dangerous enough now'

| 7 G. iii, c. 63 ; 8 G. iii, c. 61.
2 Sunands M,S.. vii. 526.

"lie,m,c. l9(Shadwoll,ii. f02) ) Ot.Journal (l6O-ct- 1773)'
ni. n. Ciu"", OaJord Stiitias, fbl; C. G. Harper, OrJ., Gloueestar and,

Mifford Har:en Road. i. 214.
6 O.J . (2O Jan., l8l0).



75

The road.map .rl- David Paterson,s British Itinurary of tZgE
shows it, but, still takes the coach road by the nor[h of Millstreet. So does the later edition of 1796, Uut ttre map there is
pr.olably an unaltered reproduction. On the otlier hand
Richard Davis's map of l7^g7 makes the Acre End roacl the
coach road, and altliough John Cary,s New ltinerary of l7gg
has no urap,- it notes th-e Swan fnn,"presumably u, i buiting_
place, and tbis implies b.y its situaiibn the usJ of Acre EnE.
-{na! tfrg 9"fora Journal, both in t78b and in 1801, puts a
I{ewland Gate on the road proyes nothing, since therL is a
Newland outside Witney as w6ll as that in E'ynsham

Some other early ways must be notedl A aia regia to
Hantrorough _in n1q-08" went by the brueria.i fi U"!r", i
!hi$, with the present Cuckoo Lane, from the Witnev"Road
lralf a mile from'Toryn End.. The laneis sh";; il;;;;;;;i
1615, b*t not named. But there are several cuckoo clisesin the. survey^of 16b0, and there are several by the lu"e i"iiai.Iwo tracks from points further west along"the Witney road
converge upon the lane about three-quart6rs of a mile from
t1,s opening. They are shown in the map of 17g2. One is the
lane to Meanes Close in 1615. A little be.yond t,heir emergence,
on the east of the lane,, is 

-a 
spgt now haunted by gipsies-' ft i*

lg.Kington Green, ,._{ u brobk,flowing throug}i i't;u; i" I6At
Kingston s Gutter. Here the old wav"to HanEorouen ai*rs"a
from cuckoo Lane to the east over"th" c"ti"". -if i.---rr"l.*in the maps of 1782 and 1797, and. is still traceable,;itililt
much overgrown, It, had a cross-link with Cuckoo L;;t 

";?;the Eowles, after v,hich it ran on the western side of Vincent,,s
Wood to Elm Farm, whence it followed tfre northerttlil;i
the present road through x'reeland. rt would take thL *o"t*
!y tt u heath-field to- Hanborough, and also to another
important estate of the abbey at" Charlbury. U"f." ff"ff"is several times named as a ipot of high [round in e-ar]v
deedp.2 A way r,vent up it, as now, in 16-15 Fro- io*" n"[to tlre east of Howling _Cross Way. A continuation of it,
apparently, called Colletts J.ane in 1650, passerl through Turners(ireen, and then diverged to the rvest'ancl fell into"the Han-
borough road just described. This linl< is now lost. A fooi_
ir-?th, v'hiclr crosses a ford below Turners Green and reachesEtm,{ay}y.the-east side of Vincent,s Wood, ;ry b"-;il;;
substitute for it. Mill street is continued northwards in I6lb as
Milne Lane and then Woodstock Way. This was the aiu d,i
Blaclene in 1268-81.8 On it, at the fooi of Torres O"ro" *;"",

1 S, 450. , s, 226, 3r7, 364. 3 S, 366.
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was in 1615 Stonende Bridge. A second bridge, over- the
Curersw"Ile on the Hanbor6ugh boundary, seems -to be a

Chereb"osse of 1268-81.1 In rezO it was Tolcon Bridge, and
i" Ir;i-t?k"r, ntidg", perhaps from a- signpost'. The mill
itself mav have originally been reached pY a^. contm3*91 or

the *u,ri down Torres Grave meere by Stoneno Srrcrge'

Ft.Sfty'tnis is what is called Wudeman M.yleryeygin 124.r-64'

.tlt 
""gf, 

t'he name is not very inteliigr.ble,r . 
T!9 existine.

""r.u*Yrr. 
rvhich starts more to the south, is in, the map ot

fiA2, ;ii is treated in the Enclosure award of 1802 as an

uUoti"""t under the name of Rod Ham. Nearly,opposite bregan

a second Hanborough way, still a foot-path leading dtrectly to
Hanborough churchl It is, nodoubt, otr this way tt'l! 

-Up- 'lgan
or""* 

" 
qa?e for passers by. She is presuma'Aly-the Olcl Mother

C'ulpeppEr, of t' family which--came to llanborough in the
sixtbeirth century, w-ho stiil walks'3- fr"* tfr" sout"h end of MilI Street, now called A!b9y Street'

"#^;d-.t;;uy 
i, S"ti"n and Stant'on }larcourt', clistinct from

;h;"a;;gil Hamstuu. Its -original course was diverted'
;;d;r ;h; iuthority of a royal pitent in r2I7' bv the same

euu"t;d; ;t."hid ;;t'thr'borough of Nelvl"and'a The

;lA;J;;;.ording to the patent, went' on the east of the house

;i-H;;;;, 
"na 

"n"t*""n' th" curia and the barton of the
;tb*. It was, therefore a fairly straight continuation of
Abbdv Street downhill to the ChiI Brook' The new road was to

ir i#n", ,*ay from t-he qt!-ey buildings, passing,roun+ ll",Y:*
iide of the courtyard of Herveus, and the-n dr.opPmg ctown

bevond the stream hetween that' courtyard and the barton'
I"'aiTtUn. i" totfr-tfte barton itsey ;nd the court'yard of
Walter Cla"rkson. It, was to join the old road at one end betore

;h;-A;;;i-Reginald Pictori and'- at' the ot'her before the gate

"iifr" ""r*terv'of 
the great church, between the barton and the

;;;;";;A-;r ion" P;rter. lVe can trace in t'he cart'ulary

it 
"--i"w 

t"ten to carry out this specific-at'ion' X'rom Herveus
;ir; ;;"f,;;;q"ir"a hi""*rrr.e, 

"ooityard 
and croft beyond the

ir*""t. i6*arfs Stanton, giving him in exchange another ]ooanse
and. croft, once held by Henry Banastre'o -E'rom ttalph' t+e s9r1t

of WalterClarkson, th-ey acquired his messu,age, garden ancl' crort'

next tho abbot's barton, and a place which extendect rn Iengtn

ii;; ;;; bridge to the angle 6f the bart'on rvall on the north'
;;"d t" *iatti fro|* tt " 

new 
"street to the barton.6 There wero

1 S, 366.
I Folk Lore, xxiv. 84.
I Cal,. Pat. BoIIs (Hen. III), i. 78.
6 S, 216.

2 S, 317

6 5,224.
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some consequential changes on the west side ofthe new street.
The transfer from Herveus included his arable and pasture
between it and the Calvecroft. Robert Halthein granted. the
arable Heycroft, the side of which was divicled by the new
street from the spring called Holewelle, while its end abutted
on the hospitale.L Here it, was contemplated the abbot might
build a grange. This was, however, in fact built on another
plot already acquired from Walter Clarkson, and confumed in
his son B,alph's deed. Stephen of Fritwell was granted an
arable acre in the new street, north of the arable of Robert
Marescallus, as a burgage, and the abbot undertook to build
him a house upon it. Robert's land is described somewhat
later as " towards Sutton." Still later his son Walter was
granted arable in Holewellehulle, between that of John Bacon
and that of William the son of Margery.2 The line of the new
street is, I think, represented, first by the way which goes
from the end of Abbey Street between the house of the Abbey
X'arm and its yard, the X'arm Court of 1650, on the site of the
old barton, and then, from the point where that emerges, by
Station Road to Chilmore Bridge. 'Ihe purchases made it
possible to throw all the ground to the south and east of this
into the precincts of the abbey itself. The Holewelie may be
identifled with a spring just to the south of the present Abbey
Farm barn, and from it issues a stream, hardly now to be called
a torrent, which probably once went straight into the Chil
Brook, but seems to have been blocked at that end, and
turned eastr,vards to feed the abbey fish-ponds. In 1650
Edgerley's Farm appears to be the most southerly h.ouse on
the west side of what is now Abbey Street. Opposite the X'arm
in 1650 was the Abbey Court, which I take to be the cemetery
of. 1217. But the curia of 1217, as the other uses of the
word in the patent suggest, was probably the large court
for cattle, attached to the agricultural buildings, which
is described in the snrvey of 1360. The hospti,tale, on which
land to the west of the new street abutted, probably lay
between that, and Acre End. I take it to have been, not a
distinct religious foundation, and not an alms-house, but the
hosgtitdum or guest-house of the abbey, detached, as at Glaston-
bury, f'rom the precinct itself. It would come just about
where the Swan and Railway irrns now stand. The link with
the road to Stanton Tlarcourt, which now divides them, must
be of later date. The " new " grange is represented by the
house and mill which preserve the name, a little further to the

1 S, 209. 2 S, 186, 242,364.
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west in Acre End. The " new " stroet itseH is probably the
Holewellehulle of the grant to Walter Marshall. But it was
still being called the New Bridge road. when the railway came
and turned it into Station Road. There were apparently no
houses in it in 1650. Possibly Stephen of X'ritwell's was neyer
built,. His widow resigned dower over land only in 1231.1
The house of B,eginald Pictor probably disappeared.

The lines of the old and new roads must have converged a
little beyond the " new " Chilmore bridge. But there has been
another alteration in the course towards Sutton, which was
made nearly six centuries after the first. Part of the medieval
way is shown in a map of 1615 as a track across the arable
South X'ield running south-west from " Deadmanes burial " over
one furlong, then more to the west between two others,
and then turning south at a right angle, down the side of a
Belgrave Acre, to the Limb Brook. This agrees rvith the map
of 1782, which gives the whole course, following a sinuous line
which divides a large arable piece into a oo Long Farm " on
the north and a " Short X'&rm " on the south. The Enelosure
award of 1802 provides for the continuance of the way from
Cowleaze Lane, which still leads into the pastures froin a little
below Chilmore Bridge, to " an Ansient Gateway into the parish
of Stanton Harcourt." This was, no doubt, at BelI Bridge
on the Limb Brook. The name Belgrave Acre is probably an
error, due to the fact, that Corpus, which held it, also held a
tenement called Belgraves.2 In the college terriers of 1697
and 1788 it is Bell Acre. Urrless thero was a bell on the
" Ancient Gateway," the proceeds of the acre may once have
gone to the maintenance of the chapel bell. The present recti-
linear road from the station to Bell Bridge must have replaced
the medieval one at a late date. It first appea,rs as an after-
thought ruled in pencil on the map of 1782. It runs further
to the north-west than the old Line, with a maximum divergence
of about ffiy yards, and the site of 'o Deadmanes buriall " is
well on the river side of it.

X. SOME EYNSHAM TENEMENTS.

It is possible that the earliest inhabitations of Eynsham
tonants were in the Mullhende, which lay next, the common
arable fields. It is called a aicus in L342, when Richard
Bourmain succeeded Robert de Elmyndone in a tenement
there.s In the middle of the old borough, I can locate John

1 S, 716. 2 Of. p, 81. 3 S. 570.
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Le Noble at a house, once Henr5r Le Stede's, next the Chapel
of St. Leonard, with Gilbert Doget on the other side of him.1
This was in 1268-81 and in l3l7-30 Robert le Bedel is similarly
placed, with William de Canigge as his neighbour.2 The chapel
itself, now the parish church, is first rnentioned in 1264-68.
It had a light before the cross, to which certain tenants were
bound to make contributions on St. Martin's Day.8 In 1337 a
house was assigned to the vicar between that of Richard the
Miller of n'awler and that once of Walter Gaylone.a It may
have been on the site of the present vicarage, which was in Mill
Street by 1650. John Porter and his father.Iohn lived next
the abbey gate before 1264 and John Etone, possibly the same
as the porter John of Iuetene, was there in 1268-81.5 The
gate long survived at the south end of Abbgf Street. In
iZgO it was found by an inquisition that it would not be to the
hurt of the crown, if the abbot enclosed the way between the
abbey and the almonry and made another competent, way of
tho s-ame length and hreath outside the abbey.6 One cannot,
be sure where the almonry stood. In 1650 thero was atr alms-
house to the north of Edgerley's farm. But this point, is almost
opposite the abbey gate, and no special way to ib could be
necessary. In lluthende we can trace several houses;
that of Avenel before 1229 a:nd his son John after him, which
stood next Newland, on the east side of Puck Lane ; those
once of Henry de Baggingdene and Robert Navigator,
granted to llenry the fisher of Sumerford in 124l-64l'
that once of Isabella de Submuro, granted to Simon, son of
W.alter the fisher of Eynesham, in 1268-81 ; those of $e,ryy,
Louekyn, and Robert le Ro'wer, adjacent toeach other, ofwhich
Louekyn's passed in 1342 to John le Noble ; that once of
Walter the clerk, which Robert Jordan held" in 1360.7

Of one tenement, in which are merged two earlier ones, somo
fuller account is possible. This is the house, now known as
The Elms, at the lop of the hill from the ferry. It belongs to
Corpus Christi College, among whose muniments some early^
title deeds are preserved. The history begins with a family of
Belegraves. The first member of them,upon record is a Walter
Belegrave, who seems to havehadahereditaryright in qne abblY
fisheiy on the 'l'hames.8 I have just noted his son Simon in

1 S, 38I. ' S, 549. 3 S, 338, 383.
4 S, 4bZ. 5 S, 258, 366; cf. p. 32.
8 Syrnonds MS. (penes Oxf. County Council), vi. 338, from Exeter College

muniments.
? S, 312-13, 3I5, 338, 413, 474,569, 607 ; Ou. Ii,nos,86-
8 S, 472.
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Huthende. But he had an elder son Robert, who in 1268-81
surrendered the fisherv to the abbey. About the same time
Robert had some land in a furlong calledColeworthe. Shortly
afterwards some considerable trouble seems to have arisen
between him and the abbot. On 13 April, 1284, he sur-
rendered a virgate of land, a house, a water-mill, and four
strips (seliozes)-of land within the abbey garden, and made a
verj, friU renunciation of all right and claim in any lands and
ten6ments held by the abbey, and in ways, paths, meadows,
feeding grounds, 

-pastures, 
waters, _marshes, mills, fishponds

and ddvecots. In return he received on the same day a grant
during the lives of himself and his wife J-oan of -a corrody
consisling of a white and a black loaf, a gallon and a half of
superior 1eer, a dish from the kitchen and- a pottage, under a
pr6viso that the corrody should be void, if ever he disquieted
^or disturbed the abbev in other respects, or if his widorr did so

by claiming a dowry or otherwise. Nor rvere his affairs yet
qirite settled. On 3 May, before the same witnesses, three
dther deeds were signed. By one the fishery was restored to
him under a life-giant at a rent of 40s., without right of
alienation, and with the duty of guarding the abbey meadows
next the Thames. By another he resigned a house next the
Thames, ono end of which was on the ferry road and the other
on the abbey garden. By the Thames is probably here meant
the Hythe, rather than the main stream. The consideration is
to be ihe grant of another house in exchange. And" the third
deed is the abbey grant of this house, which was on the other
side ofthe ferry road, bet'ween that and the house once ofJohn
Avenel. To this I shall return. The deed also confirms
Belegrave in his existing freehold of ahalf virgate of 1and, at- a
rentbf 5s. subject to suit of court and boonworks and the right,
of pre-emption to the abbey on alienation.l One would like
to inow #hut ,ll tbe fuss of'll84was about. Belegrave, it wilt
be observed, had a virgate and a haif, of which he only kept
the half. The land must have been acquired after 1279, since
there is no Belegrave among the freeholdersint'beHund'red Rolls
of that year. The only freeholde,r,who thenhad just a vir-gate
and a 

-half was Augustinus Clericus. He was rlead by
30 November, 1281, when Nicholas Faber of Hockele, as his
heir, gave all his rights to the abbey.2 Was Belegrave in a
position to make some claim to a prior interest, on which, a
compromise was arrived at in 1284 ? Robert was dead by
1302, when a new life-grant of the fishery, from which I have

1 S, 364, 406,47L-76. 2 S, 466.
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already taken a list of the Thames islands, was made to his son
Williain at a reduced rent of 33s. 4d,.t William was concerned
with his son John and others in an assault upon Sir John Lovel
at E5rnsham in L344.2 But it is a Richard Ie Fischere, who
in f 330 witnesses a grant fr om Matilda, widow of William Puntle,
of a house in Sutton to her son-in-Iaw John Belegrave of
Eynsham and his wife Alice. This house John's 1gn HelqY
trbnsferred to John X'oIy of Puncle in 1346.3 Richard Ie
Fischere may be a brother rather than a son of William
Belegrave. If, as likely, he is a Richard Belegrave o11366, he
dwelT, not in tiie ferry"road, but in Newland.r AndI suspect
that the direct line of Robert Belegrave died out with Henry.
'Ihe survey of 1360 ascribes one plot of meadow land to " the
heirs of Belegrave " and another to Walter Moricen " of the
inheritance of Belegrave." This Walter, also called Morice,
has meadow plots oflis own, as well as one which he shares with
John Wodestoke. A Walter Morce, born in Eynsham, was a
witness in the Tilgarsley dispute of 1352, and in 1365 certain
felonies and trespasses by him, in company with other m9n of
Eynsham, were the subject of a royal enquiry.5 Probably he
married a daughter of Henry Belegrave.

Of the house in the ferry rbad we hear nothing more until the
flfteenth century, when the Corpus title-deeds begin. In 1414
Hugh Glover bought one part of a tenement in Eynsham from
Agnes widow of Walter Morris and another from Henry Porter
through William Ilerberger. It stood in'Ihames St. between
the tenements late of William del Fermereye and William
Belegrave. In l4SSWilliamGlover, probably the son of Hlgh,
boug-ht the third part, with John Lewis and John Bocher, from
Johanna widow of Thomas Warner. On the same day John
Lewis, John Stowe and B,obert Croxford bought one part from
fiobert Wodestoke and three parts from Johanna Warner,
which she had jointly with her husband from Richard Chapman
and John Bocher, of a second tenement, described as a tofb,
close and dovecot called Belgraves in Thames St. And this
also William Glover acquired in 1440 from Lewis and Croxford.
It is further located in the conveyance to him as being on the
rrorth side of a spring called Modyeswell.l This is clearly the
house granted to Robert Belegrave in 1284, and. next door is
Walter Morris, probably a descendant of the man who may

1S, 541. 2 Oal. Pot. Rol'ls (Hd. iii), vi. 407.
3 Bodl,. Ouon. Chfl,rtars 7L6, 717.
4 S, 615.
5 Cal, Pat. RoZIo (Edw. iii), xiii, 144.
6 C.C.C. Bursarg Tranwri,ptts,402-08, 41U22.
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have manied Robert's great-grand-daughter. Morce, Moricen,
Morice, Morris ; it is all one in medieval orthography. Of the
other names one can make little ; some of them probably only
represent syndicates or trustees through whom sales were
efiected. That of Robert Wodestoke recalls the joint tenure
of meadow by Walter Morice and John Wodestoke in 1360.
Conceivably John Wodestoke manied another daughter of
William Belegrave. But thereference toModyeswellis interest-
ing, since it suggesl,s a possible predecessor of Robert Belegrave
in John son of William Mody, who granted. houses to the
abbey in 1268-81.1 The actual Belegrave house had clearly
been pulled down by 1433. Here, as often in early documents,
a " tofl " is the site where a house once stood. From 1440
the Glover purchases form a single holding. They passed from
William's son Richard and his wife Philippa to Ileru'y Busby
ali,as Eyckette in 1503 and from Busby to John Eggecombe,
lVilliam, Archbishop of Canterbury and Richard Gibbes in
1504.2 Trustees again, no doubt, but why Archbishop Warham
was concerned with the afiairs of a small freeholder in Eynsham
I do not know. Eggecombe, however, sold in 1505 to Richard
Barry of Eynsham, glover, his r;r,ife Agnes and his son John,
and in the hands of the Barry farnily the property seems to
have remained for some time.3 I take it that it was they who
built, on the vacant toft, the present house, which is drawn,
quite recognisably with its projecting porch, as an inset in
one of the Corpus maps. 'Ihey became people of some import-
ance, probably throqgh the glove trade, which prospered iu
Oxfordshire during the sixteenth century. John Barry was
ttre collector of Eynsham rents in 1518.4 In 1541 he bought
from Leonard Chamberlain the manor of Hampton Gay, on the
Cherwell near Woodstock, and here he was succeeded bv his son
Lawrence in 1546 and his grandson Vincent in 1575.5 The
next, deed concerniug Belgraves is of 1595.6 By this William
Seacole sells to Edmund Reynolds messuages known as the old
and the nerv building, Iate in the tenure of Thornas Peniston,
esquire, and bounded by Hye Crofte on the north and east,
and by the street fiom the ferry, the tenement, of Peter
Townsend, and Puck Lane. Townsend's tonement, that of
Del tr'errrereye in 1414, must have been at, the angle of the
ferry road and Puck Lane, and that of Belegrave must have run

1S, 415. 2 B. Trarucri,Ttts, 456, 468, 472.
z B. l0ramacripts, 470. r S, II, xviii.
6 Cd,. Ancient Deeds, vi. 48O; Bodl, MS. llop. Oarm,, c. 328; Htwl,. Soc,,

v. I98, 326.
6 B. llranacr,iptts, 542.
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through to Puck Lane behind it. With the messua,ges con-
veyed now went six acres of arable. Seacole himsolf had
bought from Thomas Cheyney esquire and his wife Elizabeth,
and from Andrew Reade, who may have been a trustee for
Elizabeth, and from William Buttle, William Hyecroft and
Robert Yate. I take it that these three sold him the arable and
the Cheyneys the houses. He gives warranty against any
claim by Richard Ruffin, late of Eynsham, or his daughtei,
Cheyney's wife. The Penistorn were a Bampton family, and
the Thomas of the deed, presumably only a temporary occupier
on lease, seems to havo been one who died in I557.r But how
did the Eynsham tenement get to Thomas Cheyney, who was
not one of the Cheyne family at Cassington, but of a branch
from that of Kent, which had settled at West Woodhav in
Berkshire ?2 Doubtless from Elizabeth's father Ricl"rard
Ruffin, to ryhom it must, have passed from the Barrys,
possibly by way of mortgage. Richard was feofiee for a
family settlement of Hampton Gay in 16473 The name
Ruffin is found at, Cumnor, Ilinksey and X'ulscott, and
elsewhere in Berkshire. In 1585 John Ruffin of X'ulscott took
a mortgage of land in E5msham from Thomas and Elizabetli
Che5,'ney, and later his son John hrought, an action against them
to recover money lent by his father.a But Richard B,uffin was
already of Eynsham in 1560, when ho took a lease of the manor
of Swinford in Cumnor.s In the sa,me year he acquired a
tenement in Newland from Laurence Barr5r, &nd became
guardian to John Seacole, the son of Agnes R,uffi.n, from whom
Seacole inherited a Perch Close. Richard died in 1562-3.6
In 1581 John Soacole couveyed Perch Close, earlier known as
Hopwilles, to his brother William, and this also William
probably sold to Edmund Reynolds. At any rate it went with
Belgraves and its six acres and various other lands and closes
in Eynsham, acquired from soveral vendors, when Edmund
Il,eynolds and Henry Jachson sold these to feoffees for Corpus
on 24 July, 1609. A licence was obtained frour Sir Edward
Stanley, as lord of the manor, for a transfer from the feoffoes
to the college, with a proviso for the exclusion of any land
granted to Richard Barry by the abbey.T This pr6bablv
relates to a Berry's close near the wharf which appeals in th;

I Harl,. Soc. v. LiB. 2 Ho,rl. Soa.,lvii. 102.
3 Cal. Pat. EolJe (Edw. vi), i. 164.
a O9,1. 4,rc. Deeds, vi. 533 ; L. I. Cfuuwarg Proc. Eldz. (R.O.), ii. 4Bl.
8 V. E. Borka, iv, 4Ol.
I Oou,rt Rolls-
7 B. ?raruscripts, 482, 500, 582, 590.
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survey of 1650. Reynolds long continued to farm the college

land in Ennsham.
The lim"its of Newland can be determiued with some precision'

Dr. Salter cites the charter of L2l5 as assigning to it' a furlong
(220 vards) from north to south, and describes it from the map
r}f rz"az as forning " a rectangular projection into the fields,
,neasurins one furlonq from n6rth to south and two furlongs
from east"to west."l -I do not think that this is quite exact'
Wfrrt the charter gives is 20 perches or half-a furlong on the
north of the Cassinlton road, ind on the south all the demesne

ir"J U"t*"en the"old borough and the road' When the

".""fr.ta 
manor of Newland, ai it was then called, was sold' in

is'6"2. it extend.ed over the greater part of Newland St' and
Oru"r, Street. and along Que"en Streel it certainly ran back for
uluch more than half a Iurlong. This is clear from a singularly
minute survey of 1366, which gl^ves in order each tenement,

*iit tt 
" 

nam"e of the owner, the frontage and lateral measure-

*"t t, ttt" area down to a fi'action of a b-arley-corn, and the rent
down to a fraction of a farthing.2 Various notes of orientation

"nJ 
of"eUtion to the Hvthecrdft on the w-est and to a uia reqia

make it possible to plol the -whole' The aia.regao,^however,
*".i *ori"times be 

-Newland St' ancl sometimes Queen St'
O" tfrr west side of Queen Street face four t'enements-, having a

ioioff.o"t*ge of 95 yards, which with 115 yards taken 
"P 

b{
the side of the tenement at the western angle of Newlancl

Street and Queen St,. cover t6e distance from that angle to the
[o""au* of th" old borough at Pug Lane' Fr,m the sanrc

."*t" wistwards along the-south side of Newland St. are six
t"ri"*""i., with a fron"tage of 145 yards, ag_ain reaching the old
boroush ul Lo,re Lane. -On the north of Newland St. are tett
i"""*?"t. with a frontage of 230 yards' The third from the

ir""t i" tt 
" 

auy,,now the White Hart, which was the court-house

for Newland up to recent times. Between the eighth and ninth
is interuosed i tenement of Nicholas Colyns, which was rle

ant'iau,a'tenura, that is, not' a Newland burgage at al[, but a
t""f,"ia or copySold of the agricultural manor. As this is not

-"u**"a, the'eastern limit re-mai's a little vague, but probably

ii *r* that of the existing louses, obher than the detaehect-Cn"-"""..- 
The tale ,orv irosses again to the south side of

X"rrf-"r{d St. }Iere. at the south-east' a,gle .of Queen St' is
no house, but a " place " in t'he lord's hand, witlt a tiout'age ot

;;;y;;; yard-s, and' t'o the east of it a croft' of about three

urd tirr""-qoairter acres, nearly square, b*t widening a little
1 S, II, xli' I S, 615'
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at the east end, where it is in part planted with troes. The
side of the " place " on Queen St. is f lf yarqs-. Beyond it, on
the east of Q^ueen St. come five tenements, with a total&ont'age
of ninety-thiee vards. These plots, taken together, bring-us
to a poiit opposite the openingbf Pug Lane. Here, no doubt,
begair the hoiding of Avbnel in Huthende, u'hich-in 1229 was
boimded by strifs (butta) ,of arable, then not built on, in
Newland.l " The iast of the five tenements was called Goseford,
and here nresumablv a stream, still traceable to the east,
crossed the'road. es this was then Puck Lane, it may be the
spot at which the Powkebridge court for pannage paytnents
was held in the flfteenth centurv. [n all the survey gives
twenty-seven tenements, of whicli a few had been divided by
the briilding on them of subordinate-cottages. Thetotalareais
about eight6en and a half acres, and the total rental fB l3s. \1W.,
not far "from the tu. an acre prescribed in 1215, protrably for
rather smaller agricultural acrls than those measured in 1366.

The plots are of iery unequal width. _ In lenglh thef are mostly
within a perch or two oflhe typical 20 perches. But there is
more vari^ation on the south-we,si, owing to the irregular outline
of the old borough, and here we get, a, raug-e from.l7 to-27
perches. X'or thdsame reason the 17 perch plot is tri-angular,
foittr a frontage of 10| perches and a backside of no more than
half a perch.- In 1650 the number of tenements is not much
alteredl There are stil five on tho east side of Puck Lane.
The Newland tenures were practically all freehold in 1650.

But in 1862 Newland is described as a copyhold manor.z
Dr. Salter finds cases in the court rolls, which suggest, that,
when holdings got back into the hands of the abbey and were
regranted, copy-hold was substituted for burgagetenure.s But
cldarly we must put the main change at a later date, whur the
distinction between a freehold and a copyhold of inheritance
had" become littte more than one of technical procedure in
conveyancing.

A good many thirteenth century tenants of Newland are upon
recorl, but th6 only link between their names and those of the
fourteenth is through the family of Sclatter, who yield a Roger
in 1294 and l3l5 and a William in I366.a Something more,
however, is to be said of the " place " at the eastern angle of
Newland Street and Queen St. and the croft beyond it. The
croft is, I think, clearly that next to abbey land which John

I Oa. Finas,86,
2 Sal,a Partieulare (Bod,l. Q. A. Oaon, b, 85a, No. 30).
B S, II, xliii.
' S, 0I5, 729 i Col. Pet. Rolls (Edw. ii), ii. 402.
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Porter snrrondered to the abbey n 124l-64. It had formerly
belonged to Reginald Clement, who is traceable as attorney for
the abbey in 1235 and 1238 and witnesses a deed in 1241.1
In 1366 William Jakkes had it and Richard Dame Eleyne had
preceded him. In a less detailed list of Nervland tenants,
which follows that of 1366 in the cartulary, but, may be of
earlier origin, the occupant is Dominus Johannes Pateshulle.2
The two lists must be of near date, as most, of the names are
the same ; and this would point to the later rather than the
earlier of two Johns of a well-known legal family of Pateshulle,
who died in 1290 and 1349 respectively. In 1650 l[r. Green
had the croft, but it was still called Porter's Closo. A second
entry, which gives " Mrs." Green and " Potters " Close, is
probably a,n emor. I think there wa,s only one Mr. Green, who
gets no Christian name in the survey. If so, he had both
copyholds and freeholds, one of which was the Green Dragon,
and also leased several closes, including Berry's Close and
Charterhold Close, which had become Chatterholt, by I 782, on the
south side of the Cassington road, at the foot of the hill below
Newland, and not far from Portei's Close itself. Tombstones in
E5msham churchyard once recorded the burial in 1615 of a John
Green, born at Tamworth in Warwickshire, and of another John,
who died on I January, 1653, and left a rvidow Elizabeth. These
are doubtless the holiers of Porter's Ciose in the survey.s But
the elder John already had land in Newland in 1590, which he
had acquired from Henry Edmunds.a Porters Close was still
pasture in 1650, but on it, at some later date, was built the
house known as The Gables. Of the early history of this,
nothing seems to be known. I think it must be the house
conveyed by Thomas Browne of Eynsham on l0 April, 1708,
to George Knapp for the uses of John Bartholomew and his
wife Hester, in discharge of the portion of llester, who was
Knapp's step-daughter. It is described in the deed as a
messuage in Nowland, with a malthouse, b&rn, backside,
orchard and garden.u By 1802 it had passed to John Collier,of
whom James Swann, then living in Eynsham, ffi&y have been
tenant in 1807.6 The Swanns were pa,permakers at Wolvercote,
and furnished the paper on u.hich William Cobbett,'s Weeltlg
Poli,timl Regi,ster was printed. Correspondence between them
and Cobbett is preserved, and by Cobbett was planted the

aS,227t,258,611,719. 2S,615.
s Por. Colls. (O.R,.S.), I43.
I Cal,. Chancary Proa. (frliz.), iii. 314.
5 Bod,l:. Oaon, Chartc,r 693.
o Bodl. MS. frng. Hist., c. 33, f. 18,
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large Acacia in the garden of the Gables. It has been statod
in the street of Eynsham that this tree is mentioned in
Domesd,ay Book. Evidently William Cobbett has heen mis-
heard as William Conqueror-an amusing example of the
growth of oral legend. The Gables was once copyhold, but was
redeemed by the Swanns who purchased it a6out 1820. It
may have been treated for convenience as all belonging to
the copyhold manor of Nervland, but much of its land, w-hich
extends to Charterhold, lies too far east to have been pa,rt of
the original borough, and must have been an addif,ion to
Porters Close. In 1863 this is called Srvann's Close, and also,
then and later, Malthouse Close. The malthouse stands on
the " place " at, the angle of Newland St. and Queen St., which
was in the hands of the lord in 1366. No tenant is assigned
to it in 1650.

My own tenement, the Hythe Croft, which is next the Gables
o1 lhe south, hacl a somewhat similar history. Tanner's Lane,
which leads to it, with part of its garden, must have been taken
from the two northern tenemenls on the east side of Puck
Lane. The house itself was built on the site of an old cottage,
probably representing one of these tenements, which h-ad

lights in the common fields. This is shown in the map of
1'782, rvhere it stands, with most of the existing ground, to
the east of the borough of Newland, in what hacl-been the
Ilythecroft. The present house, probably built soon after
1782, was once called }lighworth or Highcroft Lodge, by a
corruption which I have elirninated. There was once alann-ery
here. On I6 Arrgust, I713. Thomas Day, tanner, bouqht from
William Quartermaine ol'Eynsham two pieces of grount known
as the Nursery and the Lime Pits. The former is described as
between Porter's Close, still retaining its old name, and the
ground called Highcr.oft, and the latter as having the Nurserv
on the west andtharterhold on the east of it.1- There werL
Days in E;msharn as early as 1560.2 A William Quarterman
was a tenant in 1615, but, rather curiously, the name does not
appea,r in 1650. James Quarterman was, holreyer, one of the
purcJrasers of the rna,nor from Lady Derby in 1653, and may
be the Jacob Quarterman whom ttre registers show as churcli-
warden in 1665. He or another James left fIO to the poor of
Eynsham. A James and a John are traceable abouf, 1687,
and many women of the name were being married in f T24-86.
In l8l3 the holding was extended by the purchase from John

I Bodl. Oson Clnrter 694.
2 Cou,rt Rolle.
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Collier of parts of the southern and south-er!t"!, angles of
Porter's Close. The deed of 1713 conYeys a freehold, but in
the nineteenth century the whole property, Iike the 

-Gab!es,
was treated as copyhold of the manor of Newland, forming
two holdings, one of which represented the_house and'-tannery,
and the other the intake from Porter's or Malthouse Close. In
1832 the Days sold to the Druces, and when they sold in 1897
the property was enfranchised.l

XI. THE MEADOWS.

The grass land is naturally that part 9f Eynlhlp which ha,s

underg6ne least change since medieval days. It lies along the
Tham6s, along the Lihb Brook and the Ohil Brook, acr,oss the
angle between the'Ihames and the Bladon or Evenlode, and
aldng the Bladon valley towards the north. Strictly speaking,
a mdadow is hay-land, only grazed when the crop ha,s been
cut, and a pasture is grazed throughout, the year. But the
terms are loosely usedl and the allocation may have varied
from time to time. Nor is the nomenclature always quite
clear ; the smaller plots are sometimes treated as divisions of
larger ones. I give the acres, where possible, a5 lhjY stand in
thJsurvey of f650 ; those in the list of 1360 probably represent
a looser estimate.

The range down the Thames begins with Wroughthey- (29
acres), latel Rothie. This was one of the meadows in which
boon-'work was done by freeholders. It is cut off by a water-
course, with a bridge-on it, from Achey or Aghgley, which
divides it from the intrusive triangle of Pinkhill. X'urther
down the river comes Benengey (18 acres) later Bungey,
bounded on the north by Merten Ham ; then Longmede, and
then Froggenhale. By 1650 this last seenrs to have been
mersed in"'i,ong Mead6w (45 acres), but in 1360 the division
,r,rr?o^ X'oule"spole, protrably the rough swampy place just
bevond the apex of the Pinkhill triangle, to Bulput' somewhere
on the river bank between Merten Hanr and the ferry. The

.southern end of Long Meadow is now called Long Ledme,re.
From }'oulespole the -Limb Brook becomes the western border
of this area dbwn to its confluence with the Chil Brook, close to
the ferrv road. Along the edge of this road is a narrow strip,
cut off from the other meadows by a ditch. This was regarded
as part of Overeyt in 1360, but is distinguished in 1650 as " the
Neight near the ferry " and in 1782 as LittleEight. Across the

1 Ilythe Croft titlo deeds.
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ferry road, in the space between that, the llythe and the
Thames, and divided from each other by a watercourse, are
the greater part of Overeyt to the west and Nethereyt to the
east. AII these Thames meadows remained demesne in 1650,
except the larger Overeyt, then " the common Neight " (18
acres), and Nethereyt, then " the several Neight " (9 acres), both
of which were leased. The same n&mes recur in 1782.

North of the Chil Brook come the abbey park and garden,
and south of them Munkeshode, now Monk's Wood (45 acres),
divided in 1650 into Upper, Lower and Little, and still held as
demesne. Between the ChiI Brook and the Limb Brook, at
the angle of their confluence in the Wharf, is Stoweham or
Stonyham (4 acres). West of this is Claxhurst, now Lockarts,
merged by 1782 in the very large Cowleyes (120 acres). This-
first-appears in 1650. Probably it is omitted from the list of
1360, because it, was already, as in 1796, a common and not a
demesne pasture. Its earlier name may have been Hemehurst,
like that of a neighbouring arable furlong, which was cor-
rupted to Haymarch and Haymarsh and even, in the map
of 1615, Hyemate. To the west again comes, along the
north bank of the Limb Brook, Otehurst (28 acres) ; and
then, in an order of which I cannot be quite sure, Barefootes
IIam, presumably at a fordable point on the Limb Brook,
Sidelakesham, later Shut-lock IIam (22 acres), Trumper-
mede, later Trumpets Mead (14 acres), and Crispesham,
later Coopers Ham (3 acres). The whole group is treated as
Shut-lock IIam X'urlong in 1650, andapparently as Oat, Hurst in
1782. In Sidelakesham was in 1650 a Bailey's Ham, and an
order of 1360 presoibes that the bailifi should have a piece
here, as the reeve (praepos,i,tus) was wont to have. Probably,
therefore, this is the Refham of 1268-81.1 A plot of three
acres, further up the Limb Brook, is X'ox Leas. By 1650 the
meadows of this group had all been detached from the demesne,
but one parcel in Shut-lock IIam was on lease.

North of the Chil Brook, before it reaches the Stanton
Ilarcourt road, and not far from Acre End, is the Calvecroft,
named in l2l3-28, which is no doubt the same as the later
Cowcroft (8 acres).z Above it the brook passes between arable
fields, and beside it come some more meadows, which I cannot
precisely locate. They seem to be Wethemore or Weymore
and Ludemere, both named in the thirteenth century, Baremede,
Partrichesmede and &n unnamed meadow near Twelvea,cre.s

I
s,
s,
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The Cowcroft and Partrichesmede were tenant land in 1650,
but the other names seem to have dropped out of use.

The common meadows in the east, and north-east of the
township are divid.ed, like the arable, into furlongs. There are
two of them, one to the south, the other to the north, of the
Cassington road. The southern meadow is called Clay-Wyre
Mead in 1650. It is divided into an eastern and a western
section by a dyke, called the Flam, the course of which has now
been somewhat, altered by hedging. The eastern section
contains four furlongs, demarcated from each other by stones,
and bounded on the east by Cassington. They are, from south
to north,Clay-wyre or Claye weere, Longe Lighte orlongleigh,
Stubfurlong, and the Lot Meadow, which is divided into the
Great Lots and the Little Lots. In the survey of 1360longe-
lete and Stubbefurlong together form the Landemede. In
the thirteenth century it was Lanmede.l The term probably
also covers the later Lot Meadow, but Clayhuythe is distinct.
Two large pieces which were demesne in 1360, are traceable as
part of Edgerley's farm in 1650. There are half a dozen smaller
leasehold parcels ; the rest is freehold and copyhold. The
western section, between the Flam and Mead Lane, d-oes not
appear at all in 1360, presumably because it contained no
demesne. In 1650 it is the X'urlong shooting on the Lots,
and only one of its parcels is on lease. The whole area is the
Lower Meadow it 1782, but this term seems also to cover
Biterhale on the west of Mead Lane, which was, however, all
demesne (36 acres) in 1650 and as far back as 1442, rvhen it
was regarded as belonging to Tilgarsley.2

Mullemore, a name found as early as 1229, seems to cover
all the grass-land in the Evenlode valley, between the Cassing-
ton road on the south, Cassington lIedge on the east, the river
itself and MiII Lane on the north and a dyke which still divides
it from arable land on the west.3 But by the seventeenth
century a small part at the northern end had been made into
closes, and this process may have begun as early as 1360, if
a Culvyrmede of that date is the same as a later Dove House
Close, which stood. next, the river. The rest is again divided
by a continuation of the X'lam into an eastern and western
section, of which the latter, much the larger of the two, is not
covered by the survey of 1360. The northern part of the
eastern section was then Costloneit ; by 1650 it has become the
Furlong on g6ggington Iledge. The southern part, is Bedredeie

| 5,224. e Harl,. Roll., F. 14 (4).
s An. Ii,nes (O.8,.S.), 86 ; S, 317, 420, 467, 656.
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in 1360 and Bitter Dale in 1615. But afterwards there seems
to have been some adjustment of holdings, to facilitate a
further enclosure, and this part, which was certainly Cuckoo
Pens in 1782, is probably also one of several Cuckoo Closes,
not precisely located, in 1650. Of the westen] section the
northern part, is in 1650 the X'urlong shooting on Catsbrain,
and the southern part Middle lrurlong, with a Church Way
running up its western side from the Cassington road. Why a
Church Way I do not know ; it cannot have taken anyone to
church. Possibly it led to the parcels in the eastern section,
acquired by the lord from the almoner and sacrist before 1360.
In 1650 it belonged to the town. But by 1788 the nomenclature
las been changed; the southern part is now the tr'urlong on
Catsbrain, and the northern part Twenty Penny X'urlong. -Tho
whole meadow, so far as unenclosed, is Milne Meadow in fOfS.
MilI Mead in 1650, the Upper Meadow in 1732. The eastern
section has still a good deal of leasehold in 1650, but there is
very little in the western section.

An interesting feature of the Eynsham meadows is the
chopper-acre. The term is not found in the Oxford, Dictianary,
but is clearly derived from " chop " in the sense of 'o exchange."
In the system to v-hich it belongs we may trace an attempt of
the purely human desire for equity to redress the wantonness
of nature, in neglecting to make the grass grow with equal
luxuriance in every spot. The survey of f 360 discloses in the
Lower Meadow six parcels of from four to eight nominal acres
which are ara,nged^ in pairs. The parcels 

"of each pair are
exchanged between the lord and a group of tenants in alternate
y€ars., The parcels falling to the tenants are divided among
th9m, but one fraction in each case is further divided among a
sub-group. It is to these fractions that the name chopper-acre
is given in 1360. When we next come upon a desciiption of
chopp-er-acres,in t6l5 the sense has altered a little. Not only
a subdivided fraction but any holding subject, to rotation may
be called a chopper-acre. The arrangements are much less
uniform than in 1360. Corpus, whose lioldings came to it by a
series of transactions from more than once source, has an
interest in no less than ten chopper-acres, together with one
in the Lower Meadorv, which is not so called. This is in the
Lots. Ilere the college has always one-fourth of a parcel, but
" it shifteth every year." fn the same mead.ow it has one-
et,gfth of a chopper-&cre in Stubfirrlong every other year, one-
eighth of another in Claye weere every year, and t*o-eighths
of another, also in Claye weere, alternately with two-eighths
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of one in Longe Light. In thg Upper Meadow-t!-e-.Q9[ege
has similarly tio-ei{hths of a chopper-acre called Wid.dowes
Ham, alterriately with two-eighths 6f one,in BitterDale,lndlY
vet another variation alternalelv three-fifths and one-flft'h of a
ihird, to which, when it is only one-flfth, is added as make-
weight one-third of a fourth. AIl these are in the eastern
sect-ion of the meadow. X''inallv, Corpus has every year two-
eighths of a chopper-acre in Slutlockesham and two-eighths
of" another in X'bileas. The College m&ps, of course, only
see the chopper-acres from the angle of a single tenaat. It-is
unfortunate'ihat the full survey df roro does not fill out the
picture. It does not, however, use the term chopper-acre at
i,[, ulthorgh it shows the Little Lots as held in thirds, a1d lhe
Great LotJin quarters, of which Corpus ha,s one,^and in listing
the tenants of Longleigh brackets the holders of five numbered
parcols, and puts iour-tenants under a sixth number. There-*""-r to havi been some adjustment between 1615 and 1650,

bv which Corpus surrendered its chopper-acre in Bitter DaIe,
o6rhans to endble that to be enclosed as tne Cuckoo Pens, and
iu."it'"a compensation elsewhere. But I think we must also
infer that thle survevor of 1650 disregarded chopper-acres,
and credited each te"nant with the actual parcels which he
hannened to be holdinq in that vear. For it is clear from
hf,ei records that the" svstem of alternation remained in
existence to some extent up to the enclosure of 1802. The
Corpus terrier of 1697 is rather summary, but it notes two
choiper-acres in the IJpper l\Ieadow and two in the Lower,
tos6f,her with an exchanlt between Claye weere and Oathurst,
*fi"h probably here cov6rs Shutlockesliam' The map of 1782

notes a chang6able Acres " against the name of the Lower
Meadow. Tlie terrier of 1785 is explicit again. There had
evidently been some further adjustment since 1650. IJut
Corpus fras still interchangine twb pieces on the Isis, which
*orid be in Claye weere ; eichinging-a-piece, apparently in the
Lot Meadow, fdr one near the Clieese Cake ; and exchanging a

niece in LonE Lite, toqether with a " Twopenny Bit " on the
ilorsev Brodk, which-must be Widow's Ham, together with
Watkiirs IIam next the Cuckoo Pens, both in the Upper
Meadow, for an acre in Oathurst.

In f3'60 the Lower Meadow tenants who take part in
exchanges divide their parcels by Iot, and -presum.ably,
although it is not stated, the chopper-acres were_ then similarly
subdidded. In the Upper Mediiow the Costloneit of 1360
seems to be the same ai the Cotsetneyde, where lots were used
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in the thirteenth century. IIow long this further striving after
equity prevailed in Eyrsham we do not know. There is nothing
of it in 1615 or 1650 except the name of the Lot, Meadow, wit[
its subdivision into Great and Little Lots. But on other
Oxfordshire manors methods of apportioning mowing rights in
common grass-land by lot were operative even in the ninetoenth
century. At Aston and Cote in Bampton the meadow was
divlded into 16 " layings out," comesponding to the 16 hides
in the manqr, and each laying out into four " sets," correspond-
ing to the four virgates of the hide. These were indicated by
stones. Each virgater possessed his " mark," on which was
cut, either one or more straight lines called " overthwarts,"
or some more elaborate symbol, such as a frying-pan, heron's
foot, bow or cross. Wh-en the grass was ieady, the grass-
stewards summoned the tenants. The marks for the four
virgates of each hide were put into a hat and drawn by a boy,
and the sets of the laying-out belonging to that hide were
allocated in accordance with the drawing.- Each tenant, as he
received his set, cut his mark on it with his scythe. The
process was repeated for each laying out in turn.l At Yarnton
in 1809 the principle was much tho same. Here the groat
meadows of Pixey, Oxhey and West Mead were shared by the
townships of Yarnton, Water Eaton and Begbroke. Certain
enclosures, marked by white stones and calledTydels, belonged
to the rectories of Yarnton and Begbroke. The rest was
allocated with the help of thirteen marks, which in this case
bore the names of families to whom tenemonts had once
belonged, and were drawn from a bag by tho meadsman.
Oxhey was divided into thirty-nine lots and. drawn thrice,
West Mead into sixty-eight and drawn fi.ve times, Pixey into
twenty-six and drawn twice. Each tenement, thereforo, got
two plots. When the drawing was finished, runners marEed
lreadways between the lots by shuffing their feet along from
fixed stakes.z There was a lot system at Cassington also, but
all we know of it is that the priority was determined by tho
length of drawn haystalks.s

North of Mullemore, across the Evenlode, stood the larqe
demesne meadow (43 acres) of Wyreshey, later Worsey, aid
on the river itself the abbey mill. This dated from Domesdav.
By 1229 it had somehow bden alienated to Peter de Staninge arid
Margaret de Baskervile, but was then recovered, subject to a
lease for life of the attached house, with three little crofts

1 Archaaologi,a, xxxiii. 269.
2 Stapleton, llhree Ou. Parishes (O.H.S.), 307.
3 GodsblD Reg,ieter (E.E.T.S.), I
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running along the river bank up to the HanborougJr boundary
on the"Caueiswelle, and of certain rights in Mullemore and
elsewhere.l Then and in 1360 there were actually three mills'
The mill-pool, as we have seen, gave rise to trouble with
neighbour's, both in Ilanboro}gh anil in Cassington' Probably
the"Etrnsham tenants in villeinage were obliged to use the
lord's "mill, but freeholders might have their own. In 1268

Wittiu* son of Ranulf Sewi con:veyed to the abbey a hide and

three mills which his grandfathef Humphrey Hut'heryulf 
-h-ad

held.2 A mill also forried part of the property surrendered by
Robert Belesrave in I284. - lfiller's Closes on t'he upper course

of the Chil Brook in 1650 and 1782 suggest that a' mill once

stood there. The Evenlode mill, witti a i\Iead Close which
represents the three crofts of 1229, was still part of the demesne
in 1650.

XII. TI{E COMMON FIELDS.

The early deeds located arable by the locality-on which,it
abutted or"by the furlong in which- it stood, and not by the
fieltL of whicfi that furlong formed part. The demesne survey
of 1360 names the fieldi called t-he Graungecrofts and the
Southefi.eld,e, which seems here to indicate only a single cultura
in that field. During the thirteenth cetrtury a t'wo-course
system of agriculture, by which fields were cropped and left
fi,llow in alf,ernate years, was giving way to a three-course-
system, under which a year of fallow succeeded two years ot

"ioppiog. 
It is possibl6, the,refore, tha! in early times there

weid orilv two common fields in Eynsham proper, But-we
have seei that in 1356 the abbey was experimenting uith- a

four-course system at Tilgarsley, and it may reasonably b,9

inferred that by this date the three-course system^ Y?s YglI
established. hi ttre seventeenth century three fields, the
North X'ield, Conduit Field and South X'ield, spread out
fan-wise, to the north-west, west and south-west of t'he town'
The furlongs are given in the survey of 1650 and wi-th th9 lrelp
of the map"s and Ierriers it is possiLle to form an idea of their
relative p-ositions. It can only be roughly approximat'e up to
1782, betause the Corpus maps of 1615, which are the most
detailed, Ieave blank certain aieas in which the College had no
holdines, and. because the furlongs themselvos seom to have
been rEdivided from time to time, and were of very different
sizes and shapes and very irregularly dove-tailed into each

1 Ou. Eines,86. ' S' 368'
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other. In South X'ield especially, much licenco of coniecture is
necessary. The nomenclature seems to have varied-much at
{ifi3rent, periods, and often a description takes the place of a
definite name. A furlong may be named from a busli standing
on the strip of a tenant or former tenant, or from so*" conl
tiguous locality outside the field. Or it mav be merelv said to
be " abutting"-o, " slgg,ting " upon such L locality,"or upon
the headland of a neighbouring -furlons to which ihe lersth
of its strips extends. On the other han? it will be seen tfiat
some very old names endured up to late dates. In the thirteenth
century,- an arable holding has often a bit of adjacent meadow
gggg wittr it, but this arrangement sesms to disappear after
1360.

I wiII tabulate the furlong n&mes, following for convenience
the order of the 1782 map,1n which thev arl numbered, and
abbreviating !g " On " ^the 

phases ""Shooting on,, and
" Abutting on."

North Field, roughly triangular, lay between Heke HiIl
way and its continuation as Cbllett Lane on the south-west,
Osngy Leas and other pastures and tho Cauerswelle brook
on the north, the upper Mill Moor Meadows, and nearer the
town the Woodstock way, on the east. The further course of
tlrg way to the north is through the fielditself and on the west
of it diverges the way to Hariborough Church. Torres Grave
meere crosses the field from east to west, and a small slade
runs a, little way down from Collett's Lane. A bit at the
town end of the last furlong had beon converted into tbur
pasture closes by the seventeenth century. The name Spade
Acres.suggests that it had once been tilled by hand. It,'may
have become arable again by 1782. Hilhnds, arable in th"e
piddl.e ages, as its name s[ows, was again arable in L7g2.
But it was pasture in 1650.

The furlong names arel .-
I. 1782, Hillands.

Ir. 1782, On Osney Lays &c.: 1618, unnamed, but
Parker Peece and Osney Leaes shown: I6b0, On
Osney Leyes: 1697, 1788, Parkers Piece.III. 17_82, Token Bridge : lGlE, unnamed : 1680, (o) On
Hanborough_W_ay; (6) On Woodstock Way:
1697, Above Mill Moor X'. : 1788, Stoken Burse.IV. 1782, Nlill r\Ioors : 16t5, Be.yond Stonend Brilee :
1650, On Lower Millmoor: t692, On Millmo6r :

1788, Millmoors (part).
l The numbors follow thoee in tho map ot 1782 (ad,f,noml.
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V. 1782, Hollow : 1615, (o) Above White Pittes; (D)

Crabtree : 1650, North Middle: 1697, 1788,
HoIIow F. Bottom.

VI. 1782, White-Pitts: 1615, Couleworthe Slade : 1650,
White Pits : 1697, By Collet l{edge : 1788, Cqllett.

VII. 1782, Mill Moors: " 1615, Wo-odstocke paye:
1650, On Upper Millmoor: 1697, On Millmoor :

1788, Millmoors (part).
VlI. 178i, Ited.-Landi: rbrs, 141 On Jordens Withies ;

(b) Redlandes : 1650, Noble X' and Redlands:
iog7, (a) On Withies ; (b) Redlands: 1788,
Bedland.

IX. 1782, Gossard : 1615, By Milne Lane : 1650, Gosard :

1697, 1788, Gozzard.
X. 1782, Gom-Bush : 1615, (a) Black Bushe; (6)

unnamed: 1650, (a) Middte; (b) Dasie : 1697,
Shrubb: 1788, Gomms Bush.

XI. 1782, Ache-Hill : 1615, Eake Hitl : 1650,. On
Blackman's Bush (part) : 1697, Sparrow Acre
(part) : 1788, SParacre (Pg,rQ'

XII. i-zaz,'Middle: 1615, Gravell Pittes: 1650, Lowor:
1697, Gravell Pitts : 1788, unnamed.

XI[. 1782, On Long Wales: 1615, At I{oIIyes Tounes
Ende: 1650, O-n Blackman's Bush (part) : 1697,
Sparrow Acre (part): 1788, Sparaere (part).

XIV. f282, Spar Acre : 1615, Spar a-nd Sparre Acre
(closes) f t6s0, On Blackman's Bush (part,-with
Spade'Acres) : 1697, Sparrow Acre (part) : 1788,
Sparacre (part)'

Thore was'early aiinte'" in Middel forlong," " unde-r CoIe-

wurthe," " betw-een the Wawes " (a11 r26B-sl), -'lalutting
on Muliemorc " (1241-64 and 1268-81), and" " at the Muknore "
(I28I).1 Jordans were at Eynsham from 1315 and Blakemans
from 1427.2

Conduit X'ield lay between the Mill Street tenements on the
east, those of Acre" End and then the upper Sutto-n Way a'nd'

the bhil Brook, over which were two $ates, on the south, a

rather irresular boundarv from the Chi[ Brook to the Witney
road and t"hen up the path in a Iine with Torres Grave meere

on the west, anil Het6 ttitt Way on the north-east. It was
crossed from north to south bv the continuation of the Torres
Grave path and a little to the ea'st, of that in its lower course,

1 S, 317, 364, 366, 420,4$7.
2 Col,. Pat..Eolls. (Iid. ii), ii. 402 ; cl. pp.20,42.
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by a greensward track called the Withyslade, and from er*-to
w"est 6y Howling Cross Way. In its south-east-corner stood by
1615 tLe CondurYt House, from which a channel fed the abbey
and the town along Conduit Lane, which still passes lhe.-edge
of the vicarage gaiden. Bv 1650 a house had been built on
half an ,""u ifi tfe field. T[e map of 1615 shows an intriguing
little build.ing occupying an isolated enclosure in --thp yay^
between the fr'eld and, Acie End. This seems too small for half
an acre. I should have taken the building for a pound, but the
pound was in Mill Street. Is it a lock-up for offenders ?

The furlong names &re'-
XV. 1782, Ache-Hill: 1615, Eake Ilill: 1650, Upper

Eake Hill.
XVI. 1782, Ache-Ilill: 1615, Long Wales: 1650, Eake

Hiu.
XV[. L782, Long Wales : 1615, Shorte Wales: 1650,

Wales : 1697, 1788, Short Wales.
XVIIL 1782, Short Wales: 1615, Setters Busho (part) :

1650, On lIawme Cross Way (part) : 1697, 1788,
Howling Cross (part).

XIX. 1782, Conduit Corner: 1615, (o) Conduite; (6)

Settors Bushe (part) : 1650, (a) Cundit; (D) On
Hawme Cross-Wa,y (part): (c) On Baily's Eead-
land: 1697, 1788, (a'l [fevling Cross (part) ;

(6) Conduit (part).
XX. 1782, Stump Stile : 1615, Ruffines Bush : _ 1650,

Bush: 1697, On the Three Bushes : 1788, Stump
Stile, on the Skrub.

XXI. 1782, Clay-Pit : 1615, (a) At Nealos Townes Ende ;

(b) Chelbredyate: 1650, Chilbridge: 1697, 1788,
Conduit (part).

XXII. 1782, To Three Bushes: 1650, On Mr. Brown's
Headland.

XX[I. 1782, Withy Slade : 1615, unnamed: 1650, On
the Slade : 1697, On Wythy Slad.e.

XXIV. 1782, Long-Lud Moor: 1615, Ludmore : 1650,
Groat Ludm-oor: 1697, Long Ludmore : 1788,
Ludmoor.

XXV. 1782, Short Lud-Moor: 1650, Little Ludrnoor.
Here we can perhaps place old arable " atludemere l' (f f gZ-

1208), " next L6demele 
j' 

(L241-64), " abutting on Ludemere-"
(1268-81), " abutting on Wethemore "_ (1213-28), " lgw-ardsia Weyriiora " (1220), " in Waltona " (1241-erq, " a,bove
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Waltone forlong " (1281;.r Old arable " under Hyohull "
(1213-28, for Hychull ?), " in the furlung under Hekehulle "
(1241-6+), " abovethekehulle " (1268-81), " under Yethulle "
(1268-81) is more likely to be here than in North X'ield.z
Ruffines Bush preserves the name of a sixteenth century
tenant.

South Field lay mainly between the Chil Brook on the north-
east, the meadows along the Limb Brook on the south-east,
the township boundary on the south-west, and the upper way
to Sutton on the north-west. At two points, however, it
extended beyond that way. Southfield Barn, on the modern
Stanton Harcourt road, preserves the name. The old lower
way to Sutton ran through it. Most of the middle part of the
field was occupied. by a demesne pieee, of which more hereaftor.
Parallel to this, on the north-west, ran a greensward track, the
Cow Crofb Slade, which apparently met another, the Lark
Slade, coming down from the upper Sutton way. Oat Hurst,
or bits of it, and bits of X'oxleys, as shown in the map of
1782, rir.ay then still have been meadow, as they certainly were
earlior.

The furlong names are '-
XXVI. 1782, Deadland X's : 1615, Dead landes : 1650,

Deadland (o) On the Way; (6) On Reeke Close;
(c)Middle ; (d) On Twelve Acres.

XXV[. L782, Chilbridge : 1615, Chelbreade: 1650,
(o) Chilbridoe (for Chilbridge ?) ; (b) Cow Cross :

1697, 1788, Chilbridge.
XXVIII. 1782, Sutton-Way : 1615, Twelve Acre (part) :

1650, 1697, 1788, New-field (part).
XXIX. 1782, New-X'ield: 1615, Twelve Acre (part) :

1650, 1697, 1788, New-field (part).
XXX. 1782, Peat-Pits : 1615, Calke Crofte Slade : 1650,

West of Cow-Cross-Slade : 1697, Cowcroft Slade :

1788, Cowcraft.
XXXI. 1782,Ilollow : 1615,unnamed : 1650,Northfrom

Bush X'. : 1697, 1788, At the Bottom of New
X'ield X'.

XXXII. L782, Cow-croft Slade : 1601, On Grant's
Cowcroft : 1615, Orr Calke Crofte Slade : 1650,
East of Cow-Cross-Slade : 1788, Leaping Cowcraft
Ditch.

1 S, 178, 220,240,366, 419, 467.
2 S, 226, 317, 364, 42O.
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XXXII. 1782, To Cowcroft Slade : 1615, On X'arm
Peece : 1650, By the Groenway : 1788, Next the
Greensward Baulk.

XXXW. 1782, Round IIil: 1615, On Barow llill:
1650, (o) Round IIi[; (b) North of B,ound Ilill :

1788, On the X'next the Greensward Baulk.
XXXV. 1782, To Larkslade : 1615, (o) Elder Stump;

(6) Stewerde Bushe : 1650, Bush : 1697, Iand near
Parrots pond : 1788, Cross X'ield below Linthorn.

XXXVI. 1782, A Gravelly Piece : 1615, unnamed:
1650, (a) On Citie's Headland ; (b) On South of
Eglestone's Piece.

XXXVIL 1782, A Gravelly Piece: 1615, unnamed:
1650, On X'arm Piece and Wise's Iteadland.

XXXVII. 1782, Lark Slade : 1615, Into Larke Dale :

1650, (a) Ifampstall (part) ; (b) On Larkslade :

1697, 1788, Larkslade.
XXXIX. 1782, Linton: 1615, Linthorne : 1650, (o)

Linthorn and Linthorne X'. ; (b) Hampstall (part) :

1788, Ilampstall.
XL. 1782, X'oxleys : 1615, ffoxleaes : 1650, (o) X'oxlie;

(6) Lot at X'ox1y.
XLI. 1782, On Sutton Way : 1615, unnamed: 1650,

On Sutton Way: 1697, Deadmans Burial: 1788,
Goswell.

XLU. 1782, Golding : 1615, On Sutton Brooke, with
Belgrave Acre : 1650, On Sutton Brook : 1697,
Sutton Brook, with BeIl Acre : 1788, Golden, with
Bell Acre.

XLIII. 1782, Oat, Hurst.
XLIV. 1782, To Oathurst : 1615, (o) On Shutlockes IIam ;

(6) On Owters : 1650, Haymarch (part) : 1697,
Hambush (part) : 1788, Haymarch (part).

XLV. 1782, Hay-Marsh : 1615, Hye-mate: 1650, Hay-
march (part) : 1697, Hambush (part) : 1788, Hay-
march (part).

There was old arable " at Hemehurst " (f281), " in " or
" abutting on Sidelakesham " (1213-28, L24l-64, 1268-81),
" towards Sulthone " (1241-64) and " at Gosewelle " (1268-
8l)., It is curious to find the last name disappearing for so
long, and emerging in 1788. Perrot was a tenant in 1650.
Land o'in Lintone " (1241-64) may have been either here, or
acroBs the Sutton Way, where also a map of 1615 marks a
" Linthorne," distinct from the furlong.2

1 S, 220, 242, 314, 328A, 3ti4, 420. 467. 2 S, 212.
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X[I. THE DEMESNE.
The amount of the demesne arable, aB we have seen, varied

much at difierent periods. In 1279 there were eight and a
halfhides, and the partial extent ofa few years earlier suggests
that of these six were in Tilgarsley. In 1360 there were
fourteen. In 1650 Edgerley's farm contained 286 measured
acres and there were 316 other leased acres in the three fields.
These would together represent about, six and a half hides.
And in tracing ihe history of the demesne, one must fur-ther
consider how far it consisted of strips intermixed with those
of the tenants and how far of separate large " pieces," admitting
of more scientific husbandry. As to this, the early evidence
is largely negativo. The thirteenth century dee4s,-which
commonly locate plots bv naming the ownership of adjacent
plots, raiely cite'the oinership"g-f t-he lord. -I have on]f
noticed two exceptions. Ralph Clarkson conveyed to the
abbey an acre next Le Berwe towards Stanton which was a
headland (.forera\ of the abbot's own culhna.t Robert Avenel
similarly 6onveyed seven acres in llybhecroft between the
abbot's-demesne and the brook Karsewelle.2 This is not the
boundarv brook but a smaller one of the same name, which still
runs thiough Hythecroft. Occasionally also, a plot o{ the
almoner becomes a landmark, but the almoner's land. was
probably not counted as demesne. The great increase in
demesne between 1279 and 1360 was, no doubt, mainly due to
the falling into the lord's hands of villeinage la_n{ le-ft yacan!
through the Black Death. But conve-yances of freehold land
to the abbey continued aftr.r 1279 and some of tha.! may- not
have been disposed of by frosh_grants by 1360. -_I'eLof _the
fourteen hides then in demesne lay in culturae called Twelve-
acre, Southefelde, Lodemede, Loteshulle, Cattesbra5rne, Iluythe-
oroft and Mullecroft, and four in the Graungecroftes. Lodemedo
is probably a mistake for Lodemer-e, itself -a corruption -of
Ludemere.- There was arable, as well as meadow, there in the
thirteenth centur5r.s Loteshulle, called elsewhere in the
survev Lutteshull6 and earlier Luttershulle, is, I think, the
later 

-Litchfield, to the west and south of the Acre End
houses. The term cultura is generally taken to mean fur-
long, but obviously, if most of the ten hides lay in seven
furlings, these must have been much larger units than the
furlon[s of 1650, of which the largest, held 77 and 63 nominal
acres,i,nd only nine so much as a vir,gate of 30 acres. It will
be observed t[at the name of orle cultura is Southfield, which

r S, 259. , S, 239. 3 S, 178, 240, 368,
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467.
22t,364,
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wa,s also that of a field, in which the big farm had a, " pioco "
of 108 acres in 1650. The areas or parts ofthe areas called in
1650 the Conduit X'ield and North Field must obviously have
been already under cultivation in 1360. Probably, Iike
Southfield, they shared the names of the demesne culturae in
them, Lodemero and CattesbraJme. Hythecroft was remote
from the three fields, on the east side of the town, and Twelve-
acre and the Graungecrofts were in Tilgarsley. In 1328
Mullecroft is namecl as arable bordering upon Mullemore. It
is almost certainly to be identified with the area of arable with
grass at each end of the strips, which is described in another
part of the 1360 survey as Langdale. This was s{rb Cattesbrayne,
and next the fosse of Mullemore. fn it there was certainly
some intermingling of demesne and tenant-Iand. The lord
had large strips amounting to 27 acres, and ten tenants,
including two natiui, shared no more than three acres between
them. The name goes back to the first quarter of the thirteenth
centwy.l Langdale is called a cultura and a furlong in 1281.
Land there is " super le I{urst." The almoner has somo
of it. In 1650 and thereafter Langdale seems to be merged
in Catsbrain, of which I think it forms tho east part, and to be
all arable demesne. Notes to the swvey of 1360 add to its list
of cul,turae two small furlongs. One is at Kyngesdone, probably
near the later Kingston's Gutter, ofi Cuckoo Lane. The other
was next Caldecroft on the south and abutted on a wa,y called
Stywardispathe. This can be located on the south of the town
between the Chil Brook and the Stanton Ilarcourt road.
Caldecroft must be a mistake, perhaps influenced by Chalde-
welle, which is one of several n&mes given to the Chil Brook,2
for Calvecroft, which appearc elsewhere in the survey as a,

pasture. Later it became Cowcroft. Both lord and tenants
held land in this neighbowhood during the thirteenth centuqr.
I have noted several examples in connection with the laying
out of lhe noaa strata in 1217, including some arable and
pasture between that and the Calvecroft which the abbey
bought from Herveus. There was still tenant land at Calve-
croft in 1281.3 Close by must also have been the Berwe
towards Stanton, next which Ralph Clarkson had a headland
of the abbot's furlong. Walter Marescallus also held arable
at " le Berewes," and the locality is further defined in a con-
firmation by the abbey to William Underwall in l2l3-28 of
arable and meadow south of the stream running through the
middle of " la Barre."4 Aberwe is a grove, and the stream must

1 S, 220, 366, 467.
t s, 467.
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again be the Chil Brook. I)nderwall's land would lie in South-
field. The small furlong to the north of the Chil Brook and
south of Calvecroft may have been called Chilmore, a, na,me
which only suwives as that of the bridge which was " new "
in 1217. Stywardispathe, on which it abutted, mrght be the
Stanton Harcourt road itself, but I think it is more likely that
it was a continuation of the slade called Cowcroft in 1650,
giving access from the town between Cowcroft ancl Chilmore to
Southfield. The sladeledin 1650 to a Steward's Bush furlong.
By this date the arable of Chilmore seems to have been absorbed
by Cow Croft, which joins Litchfield at the slade. Here is still
a foot bridge into Southfield. Litchfield itself ran from
Cowcroft round the backs of the houses on the south side of
Acre End, and probably down to the upper bridge over the Chil
Brook on the way to Hampstall ancl Sutton. Here William of
Oxford gave the abbe5, the arable and meadow of Lutteshulle
in L24l-64, and here too may have been the arable at Luttes-
welle, " now called Stondych," which they had in 126I from
John Bacon, whose father perhaps built the bridge.l The
Lutteswelle was no doubt once more the many-named ChiI
Brook, and gave its name to the neighbouring slope. In
Cattesbrayne I find no record of any early holding. We are
not dealing with very large furlongs. The cultura in Cattes-
brayne, if equivalent to the Catsbrain of 1650 without Mulle-
croft, would. only give the lord about, two virgates ; Mullecroft,
Lutteshulle and Hythecroft about a virgate each ; Chilmore
very little. Probably both Cattesbrayne and Hythecroft' were
once larger before Newland was cut out of them. But if
Southfield, in 1360 as in 1650, added between a hide and a hide
and a half, we are coming fairly near to the two hides and a
half, which we took to be the extent of demesne in Eynsham
proper about 1279. My impression is that, while in early days
demesne and tenant a,cres ma,y have been throughout inter-
mixed, as we find them to some extent, in Mullecroft, a good
deal of progress had already been made by 1360 with a gradual
concentration of demesne in " sevoral " pieces.

X'or eleven and a half hides of demesne in 1360 we have
therefore to look to Tilgarsley, where in 1270, before the Black
Death, there were six, with four in villeinage, and an unspecified
amount of freehold, certainly including a hide at X'reeland.
But what was the line of demarcation between Tilgarsley and
Eynsham ? The intercommoning of Hanborough with Tilgars-
ley shows that it stood in the northern part of the township.

I S, 328a.
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One-natwally expects to find it in some relation to the Tilgar's
ditch of the Anglo-Saxon bounds. The Corpus Estate mip of
1615 shows a " Torres gra,ve meere," which starts from Stonende
bridge on the Bladon road, and runs across the North X'ield in a
d_irection slightly south of west to the highest point of the Heke
Hill lane. 'Ihis spot is Tar's Grave in the map of 1782 and is
now known locallv as " Jack Tar's grave," and there is an
retiological myth of a travelling sail-or who hanged himself.
There is now no indication of a grave beyond a triangle ofrough
grass, but 3, little drawing in the map suggests that large stones
once stood in it. I hope that the site may some day be
excavated. There may have been stone elsewhere orr the
Meere. Stonende Bridge looks like it. Near the grave, in
Conduit X'ield, was a Walton furlong, but that is an airbiguous
name, and is sometimes taken to indicate the survival of
" Welsh " or British inhabitants. Nor are the walls of the town
houses far away. Torre can hardly be the god Thor, who in
his rare appeara,nces so far south is generally Thunor. Thor,
however, might be a personal name. Theie is no " tor," in
the sense of a rock, here. Dr. Allen Mawer, who had also
seenthename in the form Thorgravesmere, thought 'o mere of
thorn grove " a possible interpretation. There-are certainly
plenty of thorns on the meere. I have rarely seen such sheeti
of hawthorn blossom as they yielded in 1934.' Dontesdmy Boolc
has a Toresmere, now Tusmore, in north Oxfordshirq near
Bicester, from which probably came a R,. de Toresmere,
appointed by the abbey to the vicarage of Cassington in
1278; but Tusmore is only very roughly in line with the
meere.l It is perhaps temerarious to suggest that " Torres "
o-r " Torles,grave " ^uy be a corruption of " Tilgar's," but
there is little limit to the oral transmutation of local names.
And the surveyor of 1615 was a stranger, who certainly heard
other names wrongly. ,In any case, the meere itself, apirt from
its name, requires explalatio!. It is a ditch far deeper than
could serve any agricultural purpose in the North X'ield.
A footpath by its side comes up from the Evenlode, continues
in the same direction to the Witney Road, and once, according
to Richard Davis's map of 1797, continued to the Chil Brook,
v'here its line is picked up by the old upper road to Sutton.
This now ends at a divergence to Ilamstall X'arm, but, again
according_to Davis, the main track once went straight on-, to
cross the Eynsham boundary at a point which may very well
be that of Tilgar's ditch, as given'in tOOs. Still "furth"er, on

1 S, 425.
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much the same line, is Tar \[ood in South L"'gh, the origin of
which name I do not know. I incline, then, to conjecture tlat,
whatever Torres grave may be, its meere is a fragment of an

ofJiifg*'. d"itch,"which onte parted lilgarsleV from Eynlham'
The Ti-isarslev homesteads were doubtless at -tsarnard's Gate.

H;;"b;;i- his the name on the north side of the Witney road'
-Ottt"" 

-rps follow him ; in S-rnit'h's of 1808 Tilgarsley has

d;4" Tiil Guzzle. Probably Hamstall was reckon€d 3'q pa-rt

oi tifnr.*t"v. It is not called a a'i,lln, but one deed of 1281-

iiois-""*J of " the m&nor of Evnsham with its members of
tifgu.fi" una Ham.talle."l Parf of the hamlet, however, lay
in Sutton.

r.io ao"ut the falling into hand of the Tilgarsley willeinage
toidinEs, and the co-nsequent, disappearancg -of Tilgarsley
ur-u"-i"a"pendent agricirltural unit, entailed a consider-

"[t" ,u"o"ut'ruction of the manorial economy' B-ut only.a
nartial lisht can be thrown upon the processes -by whrch,
hurins tfe course of three centuries, this reached the stage at
;hi"h"*t find it in 1650. The two main factors were clgarly
ifr" Lorr""r*ion of arable into closes of pasture, and the subst'i-

i"il"". anoarentlY bv 1535, of leased fa,rms for direct cultiva-
ii"" ty tlie lord. In rg;0, rrot long after the Black Death,
an e"$e.iment was being made t?t-h 3. four-year 1y*19'".:f
tillase-in fields towards Hanborough. These are probably th-e

dru-i"se."oftes of 1360. They weie poor soil, and it ryay well
huve b"eett found better to trirn them into pasture' I! 1650

thoy are represented in part by Grange Closes-and 3' Grange

Codpice. p"ihaps now Cistle's-Copse, aggregating abou-t two
hidds of -grassl^and. The ma! of l!p-!, in which are Grains
Cfor"", fo8utes these north o:f the Witney road and. east, of
Barnard Gate. A grange at TilgarsleY, supplementing that
in Evnsham itself, would be natural enough. lJarnard Gate
mav"itself be bv origin Barnyard Gate. X'or the rest of t'he

C*i,r"n""rofts #e mai perhapi look to the Bowles, immediately
r" itr! north, and io^ past^ures still further north, towards
X'reeiand and'Hanboroigh, where the names Hillands and

Oidlunds carry a reminisclnce of arable. X'or 1443 we have a
Uri oinftv-forir demesne crofts, paddocks, meads-and pastures
itr fiUr"llev. Most are leased, others in the lord's hand, but
apparEntly "or,ly fo" the tlme fei1g.] A few of the names recur
iri'toso. 'Some are evidently derivecl from t'hose of tenant
families, traceable in the tliirteenth century or the villein

I S, 491.,friri.-aott, r' 14 (3). Anothor lor L442, F. 14 (4),addg a few n&meB'
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protest of 1345. Such are Hertescroft, Strenyscroftys, Morel-
lescroftes, Bellegravecroftes, Avenelford. The smaller ones,
at low rentals, may bo the homestead crofts of the houses in
Tilgarsley deserted after the Black Death. Some other n&mes
are a little surprising. Ilero are Betyrhale, Betterdye, Crypes-
ham, Brokescroft, Nethereyt, Partryshooh Mead, and Bann-
ynggescroft, which looks like Benyngey. These are a1l on
the Eynsham side of my conjectured meere between Eynsham
and Tilgarsley, and seem at first sight to throw doubt on that
conjecture. Moreover, we know that Tilgarsley tenants had
held meadowland in Beterdeye and Costloneit before 1360.
But I think that such a criticism would overleap itself.
Betyrhale, on the east of the town, and Nethereyt, down by
the ferry, cannot on a,ny possible theory have been strictly
" in " Tilgarsley. I suggest that hay land would, from its
position, be scarce in the hamlet, and that parcels in the
ampler meadows of Eynsham had been at some time granted
to amend its holdings.

I take it that the break-up of Tilgarsley also entailed the
addition sooner or later of some of its arable to the three
common fields of Ey,nsham. All three, &s we find thom in
1650, extend beyond the meere. Southfleld has the four
furlongs grouped as Deadland. In 1442-43 these seem
to have been pasture, and the name is given as Dedlond
and Dedelane. I regard Deadland as a strong point for my
theory, for what can it mean but the land of families now
dead ? Near it were Newfield, the Claydens and Twelve
Acres. These were all pasture, demesne or leased in f650.
But Newfield must at some time, in view of its name,
have been tried for arable. North Field was apparently
enlarged by two hides of Tilgarsley land beyond the meere,
and this may have made possible an adjustment of strips by
which tenant land was eliminated from Mullecroft. This by
1650 has been incorporated in Catsbrain, and this name, if it
was ever that of the whole North Field, has been limited to the
arable bordering Newland, and forming a " piece " of Edgerley's
farm, attached for agricultural purposes to North X'ield, but
divided from it by MiIl Lane. Similarly, in South X'ield, the
farm has a single " piece," which here is not on the outskirts
of the field, but in the middle of it. Conduit X'ield is & more
difficult problem. Here the farm of 1650 had four " pieces,"
but the snrvey does not name them. Lodemere gives its
name to two furlongs north of the meere, and west of them is
a Great Ludmore of 1615, which is Farm Ludmoor in 1782.

h
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This is no doubt one of the " pieces." The Acho IIiU furlolg
of the fleld seems also to be duplicated in 1782 by another Aohe
Ilill plot beyond the meere. - It may be tle--Kyng_e9d9qe -o-f
f360.- A third " piece " is probably-Loteshulle or Litchfield,
where the map of-tOfS shows " I'arm groundes." I can only
conjecturo that the fourth, although so far away that it could
onlj' Ue conventionally treated as"part of the deld, is Hythe-
croft, which has a simiiar note in 1615. If I am right, we have,
towards the eleven and a half hides of Tilgarsley demesno in
1360, four hides in the Graungecrofts, two in the additions to
Catsbrain or North X'ield, perhaps one in the additions to
Lodemere or Conduit Field-and -its two northern " pieces."
And for the rest we must look to Twelveacre, which by 1360
must have far exceeded the limits suggested by its n&me,
and become a generic term for tho whole of the arable, includin-g
the Deadland, which lay between the Witney Road, Ifamstall,
and the Upper Sutton Wav.

A few eiily localities anl many of 1443 and 1650 elude me.
Leuiton (1213-28) may be a mistake for Linton near Hamstall,
and MikdHorlong' $z[l-a+) for Middle furlong in Ngrth--X'i9-1$,
although " Mikel " in the sense of " large " would be intelligible
enougli.l Ketericheshurst (1241-64) is perhaps the Eurst in
Lang-dale.2 Wodecroft (1241-64, 1268-8I) abutted on _Lu{e-
mer6 and on Sortegrove, and Sortegtove (1241-69) may be the
s&me as Scorthegrene (1268-81).3 Strandputtes_ (l-2-68-8|)
might be any furlong on the edge of a stream.a Chaldewelle
(12-81) may 

-be a furlong bearing an old namo of the Chil
brook, eitder in Conduit Field or ii South X'ield.5 Brerifurlong
(1268-sl) might be any of the " Bush " furlongs, p-erhaps that
called the Skiub in 1788.6 W(u)delongemannemoft (1268-81)
is distinct from Wodecroft, but I carurot' place either it, or
Wakwed (1268-8f).? Wowndewell (1443) is probably once
more the Chil Brook, which is remarkably sinuous in the upper
part of its course. In I24I Reynold the forester, dwelling at
tho hermitage at Eynsham, was &ccused of partnership with
robbors.s About ttre same time Hugo Heremita had land in
North field.e There is a Hermitage in E5msham now, but
that is a n&me of modern fancy. Possibly the hern}tage of
l24l was on the site at Hamstall now called the Nunnery.
tr'olk memory is likely to be va,gue about the distinctions

I s, 228, 242.
3 S, 301, 366, 383, 420.
5 S, 467.
? s, 366.
r s, 3l?.

s s, 21o, 241.
. s, 364.
G S, 364.
t Oal. Liherate BoUe (Hon. iii), ii.46.
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botween religious foundations, and an abbey m&nor would
be a-n- odd pEce for a nunnery. But a hermit"age at, Hamstall
woqld [e a very convenient spot from which to raid the Witney
road. I regret that I do not know where the abbot's gallowi
stood.

APPENDIX.

Einsham and Ensham. In tho l6th c. and thereafter the
dissyllabic forms become normal. A Guinsham of lElS mav
be an error. The Oxford Visitations of 1566 and 1b74 havb
E5msham, E5msa,m,-Ensam, but also Egnesham and Egnosham,
and a court roll of 1568 " E5msham-alias Evinshari." The
latost trisyllabic forms which I have noted aro Evensham
(1602) and Aubrey's Enesham (a. 1652). The Corpus maps

variants in the cartularies are

the town

gurvrve

ham,
and

Eines-
and

ham. In the use lSth c.
It does not occur at all senes

Eygnes-
Outside
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(1615) have Einsham, the Gough MS. (165_0) Ensham. Tlr"
iatter was the normal form in t-he f Sth c., but more recently
Eynsham has re-established itself.

FIELD AND OfiIER, LOCAL NAMES.

Common elements in local names are:-bred,e, breaile,
" breadth " ; bu,t, (a) " arable ridge," (b) " small enclosure " ;

crqft, " enclosure, arable or pasture, often near a house " ;

d,aie,1a1" small valley," (b) " 6hare of land " ; 4r?t-(a)" wood-
tund 's*in" pasture,i 

' 
(b) 

'" valley " ; 49n, -." fill,': " *l.gpu "
(often confuied wTrh d,en) ; at, 9i: %: w*h diminu-tive. eit, eyt,
iyd,e, ei,ght, " island, water-meadowr' ; l?q*, -(o) " erclosuro,"
""home;" (b) " meadow in river-bend " ; fulr, - " corner ".;
hey, (a) " hay " (perhaps confused witlr e!): IQ- jj4:99:,1]
(o['" Ligh " ;-hulti] rr 

6111 
rr ; h,urst, " wooded hil,".." 4!,"i' wood;' ; hythe, " h&ven," " landing-place on river " ; 1frk9,

tt slow streanitr" " backwater " ; lnid, " arable," " strip !n
arable "; len,ley, (a) woodland, (b) clearing, (c) gper] grprlnd;
lense, " meadowl" i''pasture " (confused with plural of. lea).;
rneere, t' boundary " ;- rnere, tt pool t' ; ry*,-" swampy ground "
(confused wtt'h mere) ; slad'e, " valley," " greenswarl "*9tgarable " ; stan, " stone," " place marked by stone " ; stall,
" place," esp. " place for caltle " ; sled,e, _" place- ".-i. 9tyaryQ,
1o) " shore,' (b) ?'stream " ; torb, (a) "enclosure," (6)-" hold-
ing " ; wetle, (ai " spring," (D) " stream " ;'tDere, "weir"; worth,
n' enclosure " ; yater " gate," " gup."

In the following list-a good malry n&mes m-ea-n what they
seem to mearl. I=have glossed a few, and for help with some
of the more difficult my thanks are due to Professor H. C. Wyld
of Oxford, and Professor E. Ekwall of Lund. I indicate
A(rable), M(ead.ow), P(asture), tlre last*two of which are not
always'distinguishable ; also C(lose), X'(urlo-ng), T(enement),
and i.n. for piobable derivation from a family name recorded
in Eynsham.

Abbey Court, 1650.
Achejr, Acheley, 1360; Rushy, mod. M-" oak island or

clearing."
Acre End, 1518, mod.
ALnery C., 1545; Ambery C., 1569; Ambrey C-., 

^1650 ;

Ainborow C., 17th c. ; Handborough C' and Green,
1782 ; Ambury Green, f S02; Arnbury C. and Green,
1832. P-" the Almoner'g."

Apostedo, 1360. f-(' B,Bp6n place."
Ash Plantations, mod.
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Belgraves,
Bellegrave

Auln,165O. ?-now I(ing's Ifead Inn.
Avenelford, 1443. l[-t.i. cf. p. Bt.

Bailey's Ham, 1615. M-" baiJifi's,": Refham.
Barefootes I{am, 1615. M-by a ford ?

Baremede, 1360; BearMeadow, 1888. M.
Barn C., 1650, 1802 ; Lord.'s Barn, mod,. P.
Barnard Yate,1752; Barnard Gate, I78l; Barnet Gato,1862. " Barnyard " ? or, if " Barnet ,, old,

" place cleared by burning " (O.8. bcernet) ?

Barow Hill, 1615. .4:Round Hitl.
Barre, l2l3-28; Berwe, 124l-64; Berewes, f268-g1._ ,, grove.,,
Bedrsl+eie, l2l3-28; Beterdeye, 1360; Betterdye, t44B;

Bitter Dale, fGlE. M-* Beadurad,j ishnd ,,

(Wyld), or from O.E. bedgerid,, " anrts'nest," or O.E.
beterian, " amend " (Ekwall).

Belgrave Acre, 1615 ;-8e11 Acre, 1697, tT88 ; BeIl Bridge,
mod..4-cf. p. 78.

1433. ?-cf. p. 81.
croftes, 1443. P-f.n. cf. p. 79.

Benerrgey, Benyngey, 1360; Bannyngges croft, l44B;
BqIrgie, 1650-; B_ungess, 1782.- ZI-possibly from
O.fr. bean "buckbean," or ben, prayer (Eirwall);
cf. p. 26.

Berry's, Berry C., 1650, 1782. P-f.n. Baruy; cf. p. 88.
Beterhale, 1228-39 (transcribed in l4th c. or l5th c.),

Bitterhale, l24L-64; Biterhale, tg6O; Betyrhale,
Egtyrulg, Beter-ale, 1443; Byterolls, lb65 ; Bilterell,
Bitterall wharfe, 1650; Bitterolls, t6b6; Bitirol,
l99Z ; _lBitteralls, 1708, 1782; Bitterill, c. 1709 I
Bitterell, f 796 ; Bitterhill, 1896. M-.halq " corner,,;
but the spellings leave the first vowel uncertain.
p9!grmi..g!!-Ue fr--om O.E, bdtan, " amend.," possibly :
'tiller " (Ekwall)-if the ground" was ev^er arable.

The locality would suit the bittern, but the known
forms in Bi- are later.

Bitteralls Lane, L782. :Mead Lane.
Black Bush, 1615. A.
Blackmans Bush, 1615. A-f.n. cf. p. 42.
Bladene, 1005, 1268-81, 1298. Township and river-

probably Celtic name, but sense unknown:Evenlodo.
Blindwell Coppice, 1650, 1781. P.



ll0 EYNSEAM UNDEE TEE MONKS.

Blorrynd, 1298, 1449; Blowend, 1300 ; Blowons, 1650,
IZZO; Blowmans C., 1650; Blowings, 1802; Little
Blenheim ? mod. P-from a windmill ?

Boldecroftes,1442. P.
Bolwere, 1302 ; Bole Wyre, Bowlw;rre, 1650-" bowl-

shaped weir " ?

Bow Bridge, 1615.
Bowls, 1650, c. 1782 ; Bowls Road, 1880; Bowlos X'arm,

mod. P-from tree boles, or " reddish cl&y," or
,o a smelting_place', ?

Brech, 1389 ; Bieach, 1650. P-" ground broken for
plough."

Brerifurlong, 1268-81. 1l-" Svilry."
Brodecrofb, 1443; Broad Cs., 1650, 1782.
Brokescroft, 1443; Brockes C. Brokes well, elsewhore

'o brockes wells," 1615. P-broc, tt brook," moro
likely than f.n. Brook (1650).

Bryant C., 1650, Briants C., 1782.
Buggan Broc, 1005. :Limb Brook.
Bulput (on river), 1360. - '( [sl['s promontory " or-"bowl-shaped fish trap"; cf. Bolwore (lower on

river).
Burgeys croft, 1443. P.
Bus[ 

-F, 
t650 ; Beach House allotment ? 1858. A -

Steward's Bush.

Calvecroft, l2L3-28, 1281, 1360; Caldecroft, 1360;
Calke Croft Slade, 1615. P-cf. p. 10f .

Carfolks, 1650. - cf. p. 68.
Cassington Hedge X'., 1650; Cassington Ditch, 1788. M.
Castle Coppice, c. 1782.
Cattesbrayne, Catsbrain, 1328, 1360, 1615, 1650, 1782.

A-" rough stony clay."
Cauershulle, 1298. M.
Cauerswelle Broke, 1298. - '6 slsgs gtrea,m."
Chaldewelle, 1281. -" cold stream ":Chil Brook.
Charescroft , l4+3; Charles's Green ? 1802. P-f.n.

Chare, Chere (1562-70).
Charterhold, 1650, 1708, l7l3; Chattor Holt, 1782.

P-" held by deed."
Cheese Cake, 1788. M.
Chelbreade, Chelbredyate Fs, X'ar and Near Chelbred

Yate, 1615 ; Chilbridge I', 1650, 1697, 1782, 1788.
-A-brede " breadth " ; y*he, " ga,to."
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Cherebrugge, 1268-81. -" turning (basculo) bridgo ? "
(Ekwall, Wyld).

Chil Brook, mod.
Chilmore Bridge, mod. Cf. p. f02.
Church Way, 1650. Cf. p. 91.
Chymney C., 1563.
Claxhurst, 1360: Lockarts, mod. P-" Clac's clump "

(O.E. pers. n) ?

Claydens,, Cladins, f 650 ; Claddins, 1802. P-" clayey
woodland pasturc."

Clayhuythe, 1360; Claye woere, 1615 ; Clay-wyre, 1650;
Claywire, 1697, 1708. M-" landing " and " weir "
on uvor.

Clay-Pit F., 1782. A.
Coggs Coppice Bottom, 1650 ; Coggs Clump, zr,od.
Cokewell, 1443. P.
Cokkescro{t, 1449. P-f.n. (1443).
Colew(u)rthe, 1268-81 ; Coulworth Cs and Couleworth

Slade F., 1615 ; Collatts, CoIIett Lane, 1650 ; tr'. bv
Collet Eedgo, 1697 ; Collets F., 1782 ; Collett tr'.,
1788 ; Groat Collet, 1802. A. P.-fuom charcoal
burning ?

Colyers crofbes, 1443. P:Colew(u)rthe ?

Common Gate, 1802.
Conduit X'ield and llouse, 1615 ; Cundit, 1650; Conduit

Corner, 1782; Conduit Lane, mod. A.
Cooke's C., 1679. P:Rames C.
Cookoo, Cuckoo Cs. 1650, 1782; Cuckoo Pons, Cuckoo

Lane, 1782. P.
Corne Eyt, 1360. 

-('s1s,11e 
(heron) islot " ?

Costloneit, Costloteit, 1360. M. Probably : Cotsetnoyde, by
emor, perhaps influenced by use of lots ; cf. pp. 37, 92.

Cotsedneyde, 1268-81. M-<' cotset's (cottager's) islet " ?

Coumode, 1280-90.
Cowcroft, 160I ; Cartrcroft, Cow-Cross Slade, 1660;

Cow-Ctoft Slade, 1782. P- :Calvecroft.
Cowleasus, 1565; Cowelease, 1571 ; Cowloyes, 1650 ;

Cowloaze Common, 1782 ; Cowloy's Common, 1796;
Cowlease Lane, 1802. P.

Crabtree X'., 1616. A.
Cryspeham, Cryspisham, 1360 ; Chypesham, L443;

Coopors Eam, 1796. M*" curl5r," from shape of
strips, or f.n. Cryps (f345).

Cuiv5nmode, 1360. M-oulver, " pigeon ":Dove House
Close ?
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Dasio F., 1650. A.
Dead.manes buriall, 1615, 1697. Cf.
Dedlond, L442; Dedelane croftes,

pp. 1,
L443

78.
; Dead Land

Lane, 1564 ; Deadelandes F., 1615 ; Deadland, 1650 ;
Deadland X's., 1782. A. Cf. p. 105.

Derbyescroft, 1443. P.
Devalls Coppice, 1802-f.n. (1650).
Diamorris C-., tOtS ; Davy-Mary C., 1650 ; Derry Mery

Cs., 1782; Derry Merry Groen, 1802. p-" 1111s

Mari,a" ? ; cf. p. 70 ; but Mery f.n. (1470).
Dielis C., 1650 ; Dilley's C., 1802. P--" Dial " common

in Surrey names, but, meaning unknown.
Docerscroft, L443. P-docer, " basket," or f.n. ?

Doddes uppe crofbes, 1443. P.
Dove lIouse C., 1650, 1782. lr' :Culvyrmede ?

Ealdan Dic, 1005. Cf. p. a8.
Elnr C., 1650,1782.
Elm X''arm (XYeeland) mod.
Ehns, mod. Cf. p. 79.
Enstone C., 1802.
Evenlode, mod. : Bladene.
Eynsham St. f5f8.

Fallerscrofb, 1443; tr'allowe C., 1615. P.
tr'errv Lane. 1570.
X'irsJcroft, 1443; Ewzy C., 1650, 1782. P.
tr'Iam, 1615. Cf.p.
tr'ordsham Lane, 1802. -at Barofootes Ham ?

X'orner, 1360. T.
X'orthwere, 1302. -(( ryei1'near & ford."
X'oulespole, 1360.
X'oxleaes, 1615; X'oxly, tr'oxlie, 1650 ; Foxloys, 1782.

M. A.
tr'oxooles, 1443. P.
Free-landes, 1615 ; X'reeland, 1650. P.
Frethe, Frithe, Ie, 1268-81, 1279,1280,1298, 1360, 1543;

Thrests ? 1650 ; Thrifb, 1a6d.-" wood."
X'rithe, c. 1150; la X'rache,1279. .4.- :Xbeeland ?

trtoggenhale, 1360. M.
X'urse Heath, 1718. :Haethfield.

Gilbert's Catsbrain, 1782-f.n. (1565)
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Glovers C., 1565-f.n. (146f ).
Godycrofteshamme, 1302-perhaps in Sutton.
Goltling X'., 1782; Golden I'. 1788. A-fiom a flower,

the corn-marigold ? or f.n. Goldine (1279).
Gombush X'., 1782; Gomm's Bush X'., 1788. A-f.n.

Gomme (1629).
Gosard, Gossard, Gozzard I'., 1650-1788. A-" goose-

herd," or (?) " gorse."
Goseford, 1366. 7-" hauntod by geese."
Gosewelle, 1268-81 ; Goswell X'., 1788. A.
Grants C., 1615. P:Cowcroft.
Graungecroftes, 1360 (./.) ; Graunge C. 1545 (app. wood) ;

Grange Cs. and Coppice, 1650 (P); GrainsCs., 1782.
Gravel Pittes X'., 1615, c. 1709. A.
Gravelly pieces, 17821, Gravy Piece, 1896. A.
Green Dragon, 1650. T.
Greenway, F. by the, 1650; Greensward Baulk, F. noxt

the, 1788. A.

Haethfield, 1005 ; Heathfield Lane, mod.-cf. p. 48.
Ealkwere, 1302. -'6 weir at corner."
Ilamstallo, 1261, 1281, 1782; Hampstall, 1650; Arm-

stalls, mod.-('fooms place " ; cf. p. 104.
Ilanborough Brook, 1601, 1615. :Cauerswelle.
I{emehurst, l28l ; Eaymarsh X'., 1601, 1782 ; Ilye-mate

X'., 1615 ; Eaymarch X'., 1650, 1788 ; Hambush X'.,
1697. /-" border clump " ? Cf. p. 89.

Eermitage, 1241. Cf. p. 106.
Ilertescrofb, t443. P-f.n. (1345).
Ileycroft, L2L3-28. A-hey, " hedge."
Hoyewode, 1230 ? 1360 ; Heyewode, Hyewode, 1369 ;

Hyewode, Hywode, Iliwode, fa O ; Highwood, 1545.

-h"Y, 
" high" ?

TTillanfls, 1650, 1782. P.
ITills, 1650, 1782. P.
IIob Jonys, 1570; Hobirons, 1650; Hop Jones, 1782;

Hopjoys, 1802. P.
Ilolewelle, c.72L7 ; Holewellehulle, 1268-81. Cf. p. 77.
Hollow X'., 1697, 1782, 1788. A.
Hollyes Townes End, 1615.
Hony Crosse, 1615 ; Eawme Cross, 1650 ; Howling Crosso,

1697, 1788; Ilowland Cross, 1802. Cf. p. 70.
Hopwilles, Eobwillies, 1483; Eobwilles, 1485. P-

" spring in small valley (hope),":Perch Close.
Hospdtal,e, c. 12L7. C{. p. 77.
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Huthearoft, Huythocroft, l24L-64, L328, 1360, 1366;
Hye Crofte 1595; IIighe Crofte Farrn, f6l5 ; Iligh-
"rloft, 

tZl}, llgZ. A:
Huthonde, L241-64, 1258, L26+-8, 1268-81, 1342, 1360.
Hyohull (error for Eychull ?) t2r3-28; Hekehulle,

124l-64; Thekehulle, 1268-81 ; p6[s Hill, 1615,
1650; Ache llill, 1782-perhaps from a bird, O.E.
hi,ce (EkwaII). Can it bo the hiakwall or green
woodpecker ?

Isis, 1788.

Jord.an's Lan+-f.n. (of.p. 45):Market St., Swan Lano.
Jordenes Withies F., 1615, 1697, 1788. A.
Judd's Lane, 1802.

Karsewello, L24l-64. -" s19sg stre&m."
Kotericheshurst, Kitterichohurst, l24L-64. A-"kiltr-

stiream " clump (Ekwalt) or " Cuthrie€'B clump"
(wyld).

K5rngosdono, 1360 ; Kingson Green and Kingston's Guttor,
1660; Kingstone Grove, 1679; Kington Green,
1802. P-influenced by f.n. Kingson (f650).

Lammas C., 1650. P.
Langcot, Lanket moad, 1802. -(' f,e1gy6 of ground " ?

Langdale, L2l3-28,1268-8I, 1360. A, p-" Iong ground,
held in shares " ?

Langemede, l28l; Longmede, 1360, 1650, 1700; Long
Meadow, 1782, mod. M.

Larunede, l2l&-28; Landmede, 1268-81, 1302, 1328,
1360. M-(' by the lane " ?

Larkdale 1615; Lark Slade, 1782. A.
Leuiton, L2L3-28. /.:Linton ?

Lilly Wyre, 1650.
Limb Brook, rlod.-" Leigh h&m " ? Cf. p. +7.
Lime Pits, 1713.
Lintbrow Lano, 1650.
Lintune, l24L-64; Linthorne X'., 1615, 1650, 1678 ;

Linton tr'., 1782. ,4-1in, " fl&x."
Littlo Cboft, 1660, 1672. P.
Lodge Bottom, 1781.
Londonois, 1360. T.
Long I'arm, L782.
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Long X'ord (l,orqu,m aad'utml, 1298.
Ion[ Iredmere, mod. M-lade, " wate-rcourse " ?

Lorg" Ctoft, 1615, 1672; Longor Croft, 1650' P.
LonEolote, 1360; Long Lighte, 1615; Longleigh, 1650 ;-Long Lito, 1788. -M-leab, " w&ter_course " ?

Lot Meailow, 1616 ; Iot I'. (Great and Little Lots), 1650.
M.

Love Lane, 1650.
Lower X'., 1650. A.
Lowor Meadow, c. 1709, 1782. M.
Ludemoro, l 197-1208, 1268-81 ; Lodomere, 1241-64, 1360 ;

Lodemede, 1360; I'. on Groat Ludmore, 1601 ;
Ludmore F. and Great Ludmore, 1615; Groat, and
Little Ludmoor n's, 1650; Long Ludmoor n', 1697,
1782 ; Short and Fa,rnn Ludmoor, 1782, Ludmoor F,
1788. nt, /1-" Luda's ma,rsh."

Luttershulle, 124l-64; Lutteshulle, Loteshulle, 1360;
Lieche fielde, 1615; Litchfield, 1782. A.

Lutteswello, 1261. -" slss,3 (O.8. lfurur) stream," -
Chil Brook.

Maddoleyscroftes, 1443. P.
Maerbroc, lfi)5. :Cauerswello.
Malthouse C. f863. :Porter's C.
Markot St., mod. :Jordan's Lane.
Mead C. 1650. M.
Mead Lane, 1708, 1796. :Bitteralls Lane.
Meerstone Eill, 1650.
Menecroft, l/.r'.}: Mean C. 1615, 1650, 1782. P-

" common (O.fr. ma ne) " ?

Merten IIam, 1650; Merry Down Eam, 1802. -('s1-closure by pool," or fron? tn. Mery (f 503).
Middolfurlong, tz6rsl ; Middle X'urlong, 1650, 1782. A,

M.
Mikelfurlong, 124l-64. -d-mikel, " great," if not onor

for " middel."
Mill Lane, 1601 ; Milne Lane, 1615. Cf. Wudemanno

Muloweye.
Millers C., 1650. P.
Modyeswell, t44O. -f.n. (r26L8r).
MorelloscroftB, 1443. P-f.n. (l3th-16th c.).
Morterpitts C., 1650; Morterfits, L672; Mortar Pitts,

t782.
Mullecroftes, 1328, 1360. .d :Langdalo ? Cf. p. 10f.
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Mullemore, Mulemore, Mulmore, Mulnemoro, L229, l24l-
64, 1268-81, 1281, 1328, 1360, f362 ; Mill Meadow,
1601 ; Milne Meadow, Milne Moore C., 1615; Mill
Mead, Mill Moors, Upper and Lower MilI Moor F,
1650 ; Mill Moors, 1782. M. P.

Mullhende, 1342 ; MiIl St., 1618, mod.
Munkeshode, 1360 ; Monks Wood, 1650, 1782. P-shode,

" dividing ridge," on Chil Brook.

Neales C., Neales Town End, 1615; Meals C., 1782.
P-f.n. (L274).

Nethereyt, 1360 ; Nethereych , L443; Several Neight,
1650 ; Several Eight, 1782 ; Lower Ayott, 1802. P.

Newfield, 1650, 1858; New T'ield Farm, L782; Newfield
Cottages, mod. P.

Nownehams, 1443. P-f.n. (1443).
Noble X'., 1650. A.
North X'ield, 1596, 1615, 1650. A.
Notn Strata, c. L2l7,l2l9; New Bridge Road, lgth c.-

:Station Boad; cf. p. 76.
Norrus Burgus, l2l5-28, L294; Nouum Burgagium,

1268-8I ; Noua Terra,, 1309, 1366 ; Newland St.
1650, 1782, mod. Cf. p. 8.

Nurtory, 1713.

Old Coppice, 1650, 1781. P- :X'rith ?

Oldeland, 1545, 1650, Oldlands, c. L782. P.
Orchard. End, 1503. :the Wharf.
Oseneyslond, 1389 ; Osney Leaes, Lays, 1615, 1650, 1782.

M.
Osneyllill, 1650.
Otehurst, 1360; Owters, 1615; Oathurst, L65O, 1782,

1796; Oakhurst, 1672; Oaters, 1781; Oathouso,
moil,. M.

Overe;rt, 1360 ; Common Neight a1d " th9 q9ig4t near the
ferry," 1650; Common Eight and Little Eight,
L782; The Neat, 1796. P-" upper islet " or
" shore (O.8. ofer) islet."

Ownhalles C., 1650; Ovenalls, 1782. P.
Owtwood, 1645. :Eeyewode ?

Oxenpenio, 1443. P-from fee for pasturage.

Park,1229,1615, 1650.
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Pa,rkor, Parkers Piece, 1615, 1697, 1782, 1788. A-f.n.
(160r).

Partrichesmede, 1360; Partrysh-o-oh mede, 1443; Part-
ridge Mead, 1650 ; Partlow's Copse ? c.1782, mod. P.

Patonscroft, 1443. P.
Pearts C., 1517, 1534; Perchez C.,1560 ; Perah C., 1615,

1650, 1782. P-bought from Pierte f. (1a83) ; :
Eopwilles, and probably Waterperces Croftes.

Peat Pits -F., 1782,1788, 1858. A.
Penycroft C., Pennticraft C., 1650 ; Penti-croft, 1782;

Pentecrofts, Pinkcroft, 1802. P- :Oxenpenie,
not from Pentecross f. (f650), who were not the
tenants ?

Perrot's Pond, 1697-f.n. (1650).
Pinkle Gate, 1802 ; Pinkhill in Stanton Harcourt, mod.-

" Pinc&'s lea."
Pons Hugonis, c. 1220. Cf. p. 30.
Poor's C., c. 1709.
Porters C., 1650, 1713, 1832 ; Potters C. f650-cf. p. 85.
Portstraet, 1005. Cf. p. 48.
Poukebrugge, 1406, Powkebrugge, l4L7 ; Powkebrege,

1438; Puckebrigge, c. 1466; Poukebrige, 1470.

-(' spi1if,,r" o' demon."
Pound, 160l; Pound Gate, 1802.
Powes Lane, 1605.
Priors, 1802.
Puck Lane, 1615 ; Pug Lane, mod. :Queen St.
Pulleserscrofts, 1443. P.

Ram C., 1650,1782, Rames C., 1679. P :Cookes C.
RedlandsF, 1615, 1650,1782. A.
Reeke C., 1650. P.-a rick in it ?

Refham, 1268-81. li[-" the reeve's,":Bailey's IIam.
Robartreneescroft, 1443. P.-Robert Renne held Eyns-

ham land in Marsh Baldon (1445).
Rod Ham, 1802.
B,ound IIi[ F, 1650. -d :Barrow llill.
Rufrnes Bush X', 1616. A-f.n. (16th c.) ; cf. p. 83.
Rush Mil moore, 1615. P.

Chapel,
P.

Saint Leonard's
Sandhulle, 1275.

126+68, 1268-81, l3r7-30.

A.Setters Bush X'., 1615.
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's C., 1782.
" 1650.

Shoephouse C., 1660; Shepherd
Shire Lake, " against the X'errY,
Short X'arm, 1782.
Shrub tr'., 1697.
Sidelakesham, 1213-28, 124l-64; Sudelakesham, L268-

8I ; Sedelakesham, Sydelakesham, 1360 ; Qhutlakes
II&m, 1565; Shutlotkes H,am, -1615; Shut-lock
Eam, IOSO. M-" ham on side of watercourse " ?

Skrub, 1788.
Sortegroue, 124l-64, 1268-81; Scorth.grene (error for

feue ?) 1268-81. -((ghsrt, 
gro're"]

Sout[efelde, raOO, 1601, 1616, 1650 ; Southfielcl Barn,
mod. A.

Southleigh Lane End, 1650.
SparrodAcre, 1601, 1697, c. 1709; Splde Acres, 1615,' 1650 : Spare, Sparre, Spar Acre C, 1615 ; Spar

Acre, 
'178f ; Spi,racre, l78a' A, P.-" land tilled

by spade," or f.n. SParrowe (1570) ?

Standlak6, 3oz. -at th6 stone wharf ?

Stoward's Bush T'., 1615. A-cf. pp. 47, 102.

Stochnans C., 1782. P-f.n. (1443).
Stondych, 1261. :Chil Brook; cf. P. 30.
Stone End Bridge, 1615.
Stonyham, Stoweham, 1360. M.
Strandputtes, 1268-81. A.
Strenyscroftea, L44?. P-f.n. (1345).
Strond Wyre, 1650.
Stubbefuriong, 1360, 1615, 1650 ; Stubolfurlong, 1360. l7l.
Stump Stile Ii., 1782, 1'7-88; Stump Still Piece, n.d. A.
Stywardispath, 1360. Cf. P. a7.
Su-"tton Br^ooke, 1615, 1650, 1697. :Limb Brook'
Sutton Way X'., 1782.
Swan Lane, 1847. :Market St.
Swana Croft, loo5. Cf. p. 48.
Swann's Close, 1863. :Porter's C.
Swench Eill, 1650. -" sqrin!, labour."
Swynefordhythe, 1362.

Tanners Hill, mod.
Tanners Lane, mod. Cf. P. 87.
Temesestret, l4I,4; Temes Lane, 1615 ; Thames St. f 518.
Three Bushes, 1782. A.
Thdm Acon, 1005.
Tilgares Dic, 1005.
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Tilgareslo, Tylgaroslo, 1197-1208, l2OO, lzb9, 1260-81,
1328; Tilgarsle, Tylgarsle, l2G4-08, l28l-tg07,
1317-30,_1359, 1369, 1378 ; Tilgardeslo, Tilgardosleke,
1279; Tylgaresley, Tylgarslee, Tylgarsley, l35g ;
Tilgerdesle, Tilsgarsley, IBGS ; Tilgersleye, tB78 ;

lylgaresleye, Tylgarsleye, tB8B ; Tylgarile, t44B;
Tllgarsley, 1449, l47l ; Tuggersleye,-l5Z3 ; Tiggers-
!ry, 75!5_; Tylgartesley, ISSZ; 

- 
Tilgarsley, "m50,

f797; Tilgarsly, 1800; Till Guzzle, t508. --.,fi1-
gar's clearing."

Tolcoll Bridge, 1570 ; Token Bridge, l?82 ; Token Bridge
Gate,- 18^02; _Stoken Burge,-1788. -from a sid-

_ - post ?:Cherebrugge ?

Toln Acre, 1802. Cf. p. tZ.
Torres grayg meerg: t6lS ; Tars Grave, 1282. Cf. p. ilg.
Toune C., 1615. P.
Townes Ende, 1615.
Trumperme{e, 1360; Trurnpet, TrumpetsMead, 1650, 1672,

1802. JLl-possibly f.n., or from a local name foi
some bird (the bittern), or from trumpery, ,,value-
less, weedy (dial) " ?

Turners Cro&es, 1443 ; Turners C., l6b0; Turners Green,
t782. P.

Twelueacre, 1360; Twelve Acre tr'arm, 1604; Twelve
Acre C., 1615 ; Twelve Acres, 16lg, 1650, l7g2;
Twelve Acre X'arm, mod. A. P.

Twenty Penny X'., 1788. M.
Tybbyns croftes, 1443 ; Tiffins, 1650, mod. P.

Upper Meadow, 1782. LYI.

Vinsons, 1650; Vincents, 1782 ; Vincents Wood, mod. p.

w
w

w

akwed, 1268-81. A.
altona, 124l-64; Waltone forlong, l28l ; Wales X'.,

1650; Long and Short Wales tr's., 1602, f OIS, 1697,
1782,1788. 1-" hg]ding of Wealn" (Welsh,British),
and so serfs, or " holding near a wall."

&resa-ye, 122_9; Wyreshey, Wyreshy, lZZg-gS (trans-
cribed l4th c.) ; W5z.sei, c. 126O (tr. t4th c.) ; Wireshv,
Wirisheye, 1268-81-; Wyrssei, l28l ; Wyresheyi:,
J_?84, 1328 ; Wyreshy, _Wyreshey, Wyrresey, 1860;
!V-or99yr_.tp15,.1800 ; _Worse,a, 1650 ; Wersey, tT82.
4-" pighere's islaldrl' or from w,i,r," bogmiitle ,' 

?
(Ekwall), or Wir, , rinding,' a British river namo.
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Water C., 1650. P.
Waterperces Crofts, 1443. P :Perch Close ?

Watkins Eam, 1788. M-f.n. (1615).
Wattes blacke, 1615 ; Wale Black, 1650; Watt's Blake,

1782 ; Watts' Lake C., 1802 ; What's Blake, 1841.
P-held by Thomas Blackmarr (1,615).

Wayrnbut, 165b. P-error for Waynbut, " wagon-enclo-
gure " ?

Weardstige, 1005.
Westmede, 1442. M.
Wethemore, l2l3-28; Weymore, c, 1220, 136O; W?y-

more, 1443 ; Withers Leys, 1802. M-" withy
marBh."

Wharf, 1782 ; Wharf Stream, 1796.
White'horne C., 1615 ; White Thorn C., 1650; Whitall's

C.,1782. P-f.n. Whithorn (1466).
White Pits I'., 1650, 1782. A.
Whyteknaysterscrofb, 1443. P.
Witlowes IIam, 1615. M.
Winburgh Stoc, 1005.
Withy Slade I'., 1697, 1782.
Wod6croft, l24t-64; W(u)decroft, 1268-81 . A ?

Wodewere, 1302.
Wood Lane, mod.
Woodleys ioppice, 1650 ; Woodlea,se, 1781 ; Woodless,

fAOZ ; W-ortley, 1862. P-in Heyewode.
Wowndewell, 1443. P-at " twisting stream " (Chil

Brook) ?

Wrouthey,' WrouJthey, 1228-39 ([anscribed 
-f 

4th- c.) ;

Wrotev, c. r2?O ([r. lath c.) ; lVrouthy, Wroutheye,
1268-di ; Wrothe.ye, 1284; Wroghechey, Wroghe-
they, Wroghehey, 

-Q60; Rothie, 1650 ;..W-rotl,"y'9
Meidow, I-laz i Wrothy, 1832. M-(' island of
d.ebate," O.E. wroht (Ekwtll), or " crooked enclosure,"
O.B. ttr 6h-tmg," (WYld) -

W(u)delongemannecroft, 1268-81. A.
Wudemarme MulewoYe, 124l-64.
Wvtecroft. 1443. P.
Wlteparokke, 1443. P-parrock, " paddock."

Yethulle, 1268-81. ---€rror for Eekehulle ?
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Abbe-y, f-ounda-tion, 2; patronage, B,
19, 18; charters, 2, B, Z; luris-diction, 7, 9, tJ, tS, 17 ,'17,'5i, 7t ,
fores-t gra,nts, EB-S ; cartularies, B,
9, 38; law-suits, 10, 17, 18,21',
32, 45, 50, 60, 62,'65,'65,'71;
so-rvants, 21, 25, 90, gl, 92, gg,
36, 37, 6'7,89, 97 ; dissolution, +O ;ruins. 4O-

Abbot!, iolumbanus, B, 4; William,l0; Adam of Oxford, S, 26;
Nl"hg_lgg, tl; Nicholas do Upron,

. - . 23; William de Staunford, 2i.
Abingdon Abbey, 14. 40, 51, 67.
Abingdon, Earl-of, ?4.
Adeliza of Louvain. Queen, 57.
Aogan,2.
Aelfric, 2.
Aothelmar, 2, 16.
Aethelred fI, 2.
Agricultural measuroments, 4, 20, 48.
Agriculturo, mothods ot, l, til, tZ, Sl,

45, 61, 94, 100, 104, 105.
Almonor, I5, 87, 100. i0l.
Alrnonry, 79.
Alrad, John, 20.
Amisins, 12,24,64.
Aratrlo fields, ll, BS, 4J, 94-102, 105.
Arsic, Foe of, 59, 62, 63.
Assarts, 16,53,54,57.
Atelard, Ifugh, 19.
Aubrey, Jotrn, +0.
Aula,84.
Avo Maria shrino, 70.
Avonal^family, 12, 8t,64, 79, 80, gS,

100.

Bacon (Le_N_o-ble) family, ll, 19, 2b, g0,
37,77,79.

Baggingdeno, Henrv do. 29.
Bailiff, 36, 37, 44,89,97.
Bampton, 93.
Barrastro family, ll, 28,76.
Barncote, Thomas, 41, 

'

Barry fa.mily, 82.
Bartholomew familv. 86.
Barton, 8, 76.
Baskervile, Margarot do,27, gS.
ljasset familv. 63.
Battlos, l. - -

Boadle, 36, 37.
Bedel, Ie, family, lg, 29.
Bedrips, 12,22,26.
Belegravo family, 7 g-82, 94.
Ilertona, do Ia, familv. Bl.
Black Death, 34, 38,-66, 61, 100.
Blachrraa family, 42, 69, 96.
Bladon, 59, 75.
Blake family, 19, 21, 22.
Bloet, Robert, 3, 6.
Blund family, 12,24, 65.
Boeher. John, 81.
Bodde, 21.
Bohua, Robert, ll.
Bolling, Agnes, 19.
Bonvallet, Richard, 1g, 2ti.
Boo, Roeinald de. lg.
Boonwoiks, 2G.
Borilarii,,4,6.
Boroughs, 8.
Botloy, 73.
Boundaries, 46-52,67.
Bourmain, Richard, 78.
Bovebroke family, lg, 25.
Brakenham familv. 68.
Broach, 57.
Brewster, William, 25.
Bridggs. 8, 9, 30, 69, 7t, 72,74,76, 78,

to2.
Browno, l'homas, 86.
Brun family, 64.
Bugga,46.
Buleboc, William, lg.
Bulk, Richard, 20.
Bnrgages, 9, 77, 85.
Buaby aliaa F\zckette, 82.
Buttle, Williarrr, 83.

Cam,pi,, 11,35.
Canigge, William do,
C opi,talis mansi,o, ll,
Cassington, 9,24,27

93.

75.
16, 17,28.

', 49, 55, 6t-7 , 71,

Cometory, 76.
Chamborlain, Leonard, 82.
Chapman, Richard, 81.
Charlbury, 53, 75.
Chosney family, 3, 10, Bl.
Chovage,24.
Choyno family, of Cassington, 68. 

.
o



Cheyney family, of EYnsham, 83.
Chicheloy' Ilugh, 19.
Chopper-acres, 36, 91.
Clar^kson famrlY, 12,33,76, 100, I0I
Cloment, Reginald, 86.
Clerk family, 19, 30, 33, 80.
Clinton familY, 24, 62-64.

t22

Coaching, 74.
Coal.digging, 57.
Cobbott, William, 86.
Coggs, 59.
Collior, John, 86, 87.
Colyns, Nicholas, 37, 38.
Conveyances, 9-15.
Copvholders, 39, 43' 85.
Coiiwall, Ea,rls of, 59.
CorDue Cirristi CoUege, 4, ']2, 45,79-84'
Coriodios, 15,29,8S.
Cotari,i, 19, 20, 37.
Coupare, Io, familY' 31.
Craggs, Michael, 45'
Croiford, Robert 8I.
Crvng. John, 21.
Culiepper familY' 76-
Culturaa, ll, 35, IOO.
Cumnor, 67, 69, 73.
Cwrin,35,76.
Currour, John, 32.
C\rrteys, John, 19.
Custurnari,i, 13,
Cuthwulf, l.
Cynowulf, 2.

Dame EIeYne, Richard' 86.
Darcy, Sir Ceorge, 40, 4I.
Dav familY, 87.
Deinesne, S, 16, 20, 34, 38, 40' 44, 89,

90, 100-6.
D'Ivri familY, 6, 59, 6I, 64.
Doeet, Gilbert, 79.
D'Oili familv, 3, 6, 61.
Donuilag Eook, 4,57' 59, 61, tj4'
Dorno familY, 32.
Druce familY, 88.
DuberleY, Ja,rnee' 40.
Dunch familY' 67.
Dunhatle familY, 50, 59.

Edgerley f.arnrlY, 44, 77 .

Edmund, Vision ot,8.
Edmunds, Ilenry,86.
Edwa,rd I, 15' 18, 54, 55.
Edward II' 18.
Edward III, 55, 58.
Edward, Robort, 20.
Eccecombo, John' 82.
Eiis. The, 79-84.
Elrnyndon, Robert do, 78'

GENEBAIJ INDEX.

Enclosure Acts, (of l78l), 45, 56;
(of 1800), 4, 46.

Enclisures fdr pasture, 39' 43' 104'
Estovors, 53.
Ewnsham. srollinqs of name, 107'
Ei,r, Robert^ Ie, 65, 57, 69.

Fabor, of Ilockole, familY' 33' 80'
Fairs, 8.
tr'anns.40. 44, 100' 104' 105.
Fawler (Faueloro) familY, 20' 79'
X'axton. Richard de' 32'
Fermereye, William del, 81, 82'
Ferrv. 67. 7l'
Field names, 108-20.
Fishery, 4, 16, 35, 67, 75.
tr'ishponde, 35, 41,77.
FoIk-customs, 56, 67.
Foly familY, 27, 81.
Forost law, 8, 17,52-tr.
Forinsoc service, 9, 14.
Frache, Lyger de la' 19.

Francoys,-Adam 1o, 19, 29'
Frankalmoign' 3, 15.
X'ranklin fatnilY,27.
tr'rankoledEe, 17.
Freeholder"s (l,iberi), 9-15, 19' 23, 25,

43.
Frooland, l, 44, 51, 7 5, 102'
Fritwoll familY, 64,77 .

Furlongs, 10.

Gables, The, 86.
Gallows, 7, 15, 107.
Gavlone. Walter, 79.
Geisunnma, 12, 14, 15.
Gibbes, Richard, 82.
Gilberts, Wi]liam, 19.
Glover familY, 81.
Godetow Nun:nory, 64-66'
Goldine, Nicholas' 19, 37'
Grangen, Mrs', 45-
Granger, 8, 77 , lO4.
Great Milton, t[5.
Green familY, 45, 86.
Grim's Ditch, 48.
Gros, John lo, 20.
Gulku, William, 19.
Gybono, Ala,n, 21.

Ilalewy family, 33, 37.
Halthein. Robert, 77.
Hampshiro, Mrg., 45.
Ilamiton Gav, 82.
r{amitall, 3o: 47, 57, 69, 106.
Hanborough, 7, 42, 50, 55, 57, 58,

59-61, 75.
Ilaneburge, Richard of, 19.



Ilankyn, Robort, 21.
Ifarcourt familv. 58.
H arleian AoUs," ti, :lg.
Iloadla.rrd (Jorera), 100.
Ileamo, Thomas, 41.
H.eab}: (brueria), 35, 38, 4J, 48, 5O-S7
Henry I, 2,7,18,53,67.
I{eary II, 8, 53.
HenrSr III, 15, 64, 59, 6d.
Ilorberger, William, 81.
I{oremita, Hugo, 106.
Iloreward, Hugh, lg.
Hermitago, 106.
Herte, William the,2l, 40.
Ilerveus, 76.
Ifighwaymon, 74, 106.
Ilighways, 6&-78.
Ilorloko family, 33.
Hosp,itale,79.
Ilowling Cross, 70.
Hulle, de Ia (atte), family, 19,30,81,87.
Hundred Rolls, 4, 16-27.
Ifuthewulf, Ilumphrov. 94.
Ilyecroft, Witliari, SS.'
Ilytho Croft, The, 87.

Inland,,4, 5.
Intercommoning,
Iuetene (Etone ?),

Jackson, I{enry, 83.
Jakkos, Wiliiam, 86.
Jews, 14, 29.
Jordan family, 20, 45,75,96.
Joye, Simon, lg.

Keon, Thomas, 7ll.
Keu, lo, family, lg.
Ifing, Mr., 45.
Kington, Robert of, lg.
Kirtlington, 51.
Knapp, George, 86,
Knight servicie, 6, 21.

Lacy family, 45.
Lammas Commons, 30, 43, 56, 06.
Langford, Robert, 45.
Langley family, 53-ti.
Leasoholders, I3, 14,34, 40,49, lO4.
Leigh family, 10, 19, 25, 40, 51.
Lerni_ (Leovene, Leovon) family, lg,

21, 22, 25, 37.
Lewis, John, 81.
lights, payments for, 15, 29, 79.
Lincolo, bishopric of., 3, 4,6.
London, John, 40.
Lot, diwision of land by, Bti, 90, gl-3.
Lovell family, 27, 59, gl.

49, 60, 66.
John of, 32, 79.
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Lurc, Richard, lg.

Maoor, lay lords of, 40, 45.
Manor.houso, 69.
Manumission, 24, 38.
Maps, (1615), 4, 42, 94; (t782\, 4, 46,

75 ; (L797), 45,75.
Market, 8, 68.
Marshal family, 12,33,37,77, l0l.
Marten, IIenry,42,45.
Matilda, Queon, 7.
Moadows, 35, 43, 66, 88-93, l0E.
Meorstones, 51.
Moldon family, 64, 65.
Merton College, 30, 45.
Michaelmas Commons, 36, 43, bti, 61.
Miloway Acts,72.
NIilIs, 4, 16, 35, 60, 65, 80, 93.
Mody family, 82.
Monstraoerunt, writ of, 21.
Montacuto family, 63, 66.
Morel family, 24,27, 40,6i.
Morice family, 81.

Natioi,, 23, 34, 37 ,38, 40, 5t).
Navigator, Robert, 79.
Nel, Wi]liam,20.
New Foresi, Walter of tho, 54, 60.
Nowland, 8, 38, 43, 75,79,84-8,
Nighten, Robert, 19.
North, Sir Edward, 41.
North Loigh, 52, 59.
Nunlery, 106.

O (Ewo), John do, 63, 65.
Offa, 2.
Orton, 62.
Osenoy Abbey,3,59, 61.
Oxford City, 17, 28, 42, 45,73.
Oxford, William of ,29, LOZ.

Pady family, 64,
Pa,nnage, 14, 57.
Park, 67, 89.
Pasturos,35, 39,43, 56, 89, 104.
Patoshulle family, 86.
Poniston family, 82.
Perrot family, 45, 99.
Peye Sergeaunt, peysl,oJ, broad, 27, Oti.
Pictor, Roginald, 76.
Pieces (arablo), 44, 100, 102, 105.
Pogemedo, Agrros, lg.
Pontefract, Ilonour of, 6l-4, 66.
Porter family, L2, lg, 26, 29, 31, 32,

76, 79,81,95.
Pound, 70, 97.
Porvkebridgo court, 57, 85.
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Praepositus,9.
Prohistoric remains, I
Puke, Roger, 11.
Purchas, Roger, ll.
Purlieus, 55.
Purprestures, 16,54'
Pvrftlele. (Puncle, Pincle, Puntle ?
" Pinkhill), 27, 46, 57, 81.

Quartermaine familY, 87.
Quo Warranto procoedings, 16-18.

Ralph tho mason, 19.
Rampayne family, 64.
Roade, Androw, 83.
Roove, 21, 37' 89.
Remigius,2.
Rents, 9, 13, 38, 39' 85.
Rovesone, Robert, 21.
Revme. John. 19.
Rei,nold the iroreetor, 106.
Reynolds, Edmund, 82-4.
Richard I, 58.
B,ichard the Loder, 21, 25.
Ridgoways, 48, 69.
B,oad trusts, 73.
Roads, 68-78.
Robinson, John, 46.
Rogation procossion, 52.
Rower, lo, familY, 79.
Ruffn family, 83, 98.
Iiuffus, Richard, 58.

Sacrist, 37.
St. Leonard, ChaPel of, 15,29,78,79.
St. Owon familY, 54, 59.
St. Valery, Ilonour of, 59, ti2, 64.
Sawer, Walter le, 38.
School-houso, 69.
Sclatter familY, 85.
Soacole family, 82, 83.
Sely, William, 32.
Serjeanty, 58.
Sewi family, 94'
Sheep broeding, 39.
Silvestor tho Paumere, 19'
Sipeford, Juliana of' 19.
Sdmerford, 24, 63, 66, 79.
South Leigh, 29, 57, 104.
Spencor (dtsParcator), 3I.
Std,bilitos, S, 53.
Staningo (Stanes), Petor do, 12,27,9'3.
Stanfev familY' 41, 42, 45, 83-
Stantoh llarcourt, 51, 57-9' 76, 78.
Statutes, of Gloucostor, L6; Da Vi'ris

Reli'giosi,s,32 ; Qui,a ErnPtor*,34 ;
of Labourors, 38.

Stodo, Ilenry lo, 79.

Stephen, King, 7.
Sthophen, Matilda' 20.
Stiward, John, 19, 47.
Stowe, John, 81.
Streams, l, 30, 46, 49,55,67,65,76,

85,88, 100, 101,102, 106.
Stroen (Scron) familY, 19' 2l' 40.
Strips iseliozeo, btl,tta'\, 5, ll, 37, 45,

'80,'86,95, 100, I01.
Submuro, de. Ssa Underwall.
Surveys, (1086), 4; (1270), 20 i

(i279\, 4. 18-20; (1360), 34-38;
(tsoo), se, 8a; (1650), 4, 42.

Sutton, 29, 47, 57, 76, 81.
Swainmoot, 56.
Swains croft, 46, 48.
Swann family' 86.
Swest, Mr. 45.
Swinford, l, 67, 71, 74, 83.

Tanlery,87,
Taylur, Richard lo, 32'
Thrupp,64.
Trlsar, 2, 47.
TilEarslov. 2, ll, 18, 20,22,29,34'" s7, 40, 44, 49, 56, 61, 70, 102-6.
Tithes, 44.
Toll-duos, 17.
Torres gravomoero, 1, 75-6, 95, 96, I0:J.
Townsendo Peter, 82.
Tusmore, 103.
Tvdels. 93.
T"ywo family, 19, 37.

Undorwall (Do Submuro) farnilY, ll,
15-17,28,79, l0I.

V alor E ccl,aai,a'stticus, 40.
I Vu"oo., family, 64.
I Vastura,29.

Vicarage, 79.
Vicws,68.
Villoinage, 6' 18, 21-5' 38.

Waard family, 31, 59, 6l' 64'
Wade, de la, familY, 19, 58.
Walters family, 19, 2I.
Warham, William, AbP. of CantorburY,

82.
Wamor family, 81.
Warner, Thomas, 71.
Warw.ick, Ela, Countess of, 63' 65.
William II, 3.
WilIiam the Falconer, 20.
Winburh,46.
Witnoy, 34,73,75.
Wodestoko familY, 81, 82.
Wood, AnthonY,4l.



C}ENERAL INDEX. t25

a

Woodeaton, 53.
Woods, 4,36, 50.
Woodstock, 7, 58, 55,71.
Woodwards, 19,53, 56.
Wootton, 7,16,71.
Worton, 61,65.

Wyllee, Robert,37.
Wyto, I{enry the, 19.
Wytha-, 2,65,73.

Yarnton,6,93.
Yate, Robert, 83.

'r
IWychwood, 7,16, 17,52-6, 61.
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IN PREPAR,ATION.

The following are in course of preparati
Chartulary of the Precegttory of Sand,ford,-on-Thamu. Edited bv

Mns. Lnvs, M.A., F.R,.Hist.S., St. Hilda's College.
Orford,shi,re Wills. Edited by J. H. R. Wnevnn, M.A., F.S.A.,

X'ellow of Trinity College.
Henleg Corporati,on Documents. EditedbyMrssP. M. BanoBs,

B.Liffi.

OTHER, PR,OPOSED PUBLICATIONS INCLUDE.
Eeet of X,i,nes, Orford,shi,re (Part II).
Hq,rth Tar retwns, Orford,shi,re, lTth century.
Li,sts of Apprentices, Ouford,shi,re, lSth century.
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