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INTRODUCTION

On 10 September 1332 parliament granted Edward III a fifteenth and a tenth
of the movable goods of the laity of the realm.' Those with movable goods
in cities and boroughs and on ancient demesne of the Crown were to contribute
the tenth, others the fifteenth. Parliament had granted fractions of such goods
to the king from time to time since 1283 and by 1332 such grants had become
a familiar form of taxation. The grants, which were universally understood
to be grants of the money value of the fractions, were not always of the same
fractions and did not always distinguish the classes of taxpayers. To raise the
money in 1332 the king appointed for each county principal assessors and
collectors who appointed under-assessors: the under-assessors made the assess-
ments, received the money, and transferred it to the principal assessors and
collectors who paid it to the king through his exchequer.” Two assessors
and collectors were appointed for each county, including Wiltshire, on 16 Sep-
tember 1332.% There were 134 under-assessors for Wiltshire.® Lists of the
movables of each taxpayer were to be made by the under-assessors and summar-
ized in a county list.” No under-assessor’s list of 1332 survives for Wiltshire,
where in many cases no more than the total value of each taxpayer’s movables,
or perhaps no more than his liability for tax, may have been listed.® The
Wiltshire county list, compiled in the winter of 1332-3 and handed in at the
Exchequer on 23 February 1333,” is the Wiltshire tax list of 1332 edited
below.

The document. The tax list consists of 31 parchment rotulets, each measuring
¢. 70cm. by ¢. 23cm., sewn together at the head. It appears complete; neat
and, for the most part, legible writing is in double columns on both sides
of rotulets 1-30 and on the face of rotulet 31; and the small holes through
rotulets 7-18 cause little loss. Between the short preamble and the short post-
scripts the administrative divisions of Wiltshire are named in rubrics, under
each of which the names of those assessed for taxation, the amount at which
each was assessed, and the total assessment for the division are given. Most
of the document is the work of two scribes, presumably working simul-
taneously. Under modern conditions the document might take one person
between a week and a fortnight to transcribe; in the winter of 1332-3 it may

1. Rotuli Parliamentorum, ii. 66.
2. The background of the 1332 tax, and the way it was collected, are described by J. F. Willard
in Surrey Taxation Returns (Surr. Rec. Soc. xviii), pp. i-xix.

3. Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1330-4, 357.

4. DBelow.

5. Surrey Taxation Returns (Surr. Rec. Soc. xviii), pp. xii-xiii.
6. Below.

7.

Below, pp. 127, 130; the list isin P.R.O., E 179/196/8.



Xii INTRODUCTION

have taken the two scribes about the same time. Rotulets 1-14 are in one
hand and 1-13 are numbercd, apparently contemporarily, by small Roman
numerals; and the faces of rotulets 15 and 16 are in the same hand. Rotulets
14-15 are not numbered, and the entries on the dorse of 15 for Bishop's Row-
borough hundred are in a second hand. Rotulets 16-23 are distinguished, also
apparently contemporarily, by lower case letters a-h, from 18 bearing addition-
ally the inscription ‘per W’; rotulet 24 is not numbered, but 25-30 are marked
k-p: from the dorse of rotulet 16 the entries are apparently in a third hand.
Rotulet 31 is not numbered and on it the entries for Cannings hundred may
be in a fourth hand. It is very unlikely that the work of the two main scribes
corresponded with a division of the county between the principal assessors
and collectors, and likely that the draft returns from the under-assessors were
divided randomly, but roughly equally, betwcen the scribes. The position of
the entries for the adjoining and related hundreds of Bishop’s Rowborough
and Cannings,' each at the end of one scribe’s portion, and in a third and
possibly fourth hand, suggests that the returns from those hundreds were not
the responsibility of the Wiltshire assessors and collectors or, more likely, that
they were late.

The divisions of Wiltshire. The 1332 tax list apparently covers all Wilcshire as
it then was, including what are now parts of Berkshire, Gloucestershire, and
Hampshire.” The tenth was levied on Wiltshire’s only city, Salisbury, 11
boroughs, and four arcas of ancient demesne. The fifteenth was levied on two
liberties and on the subdivisions of a liberty and 39 hundreds. Such were the
administrative divisions of the county, distinct from the topographical division
into towns, villages, and hamlets, and from the ecclesiastical division into
parishes and chapelries.” The topographical, ecclesiastical, and administrative
maps of Wiltshire in 1332 obviously had many lines in common, but the three
divisions had different origins and histories and the three maps had many differ-
ent pieces in the jigsaws which made them up.

Salisbury comprised four wards in 1332, but none of the boroughs was
subdivided. The boroughs were Wilton, Downton, Chippenham, Devizes,
Malmesbury, Ludgershall, Calne, Cricklade, Bedwyn, Marlborough, and Old
Salisbury. They were apparently the parts of Wiltshire with or formerly with
systems of self-government based on burghal tenure which were outside hun-
dredal jurisdiction.* They had all been summoned to the model parliament
of 1295, presumably as such. Bradford, summoned in 1295 but not afterwards,’
was not ranked as a borough in 1332. In some cases the extent of
the borough is not clear: the taxpayers of Marlborough, Devizes, and Down-
ton,’ for example, seem likely to have been inhabitants of a small area, more

V.C.H. Wilts. vii. 175-8.

Cf. ibid. iv. 326-30.

Below.

Cf. Crown Pleas of the Wilts. Eyre, 1249 (W.R.S. xvi), pp. 124-5.
V.C.H. Wilts. v.72.

Ibid. x. 225; xi. 20, 23; xi1. 199-200.

QUL =



INTRODUCTION Xiii

or less built up, but other boroughs, such as Calne and Chippenham, may
have included land outside the built-up areas.

Rowde, Melksham, Broom, in Swindon, and the barton of Marlborough
were assessed as ancient demesne of the Crown. The first and last were the
estates attached to the royal castles of, respectively, Devizes and Marlborough,'
and Melksham was a royal manor until the later 13th century when
it was proved to be ancient demesne.” Broom presumably made good a claim
to be ancient demesne on the grounds that Henry I gave it to the priory of
Marc1gny, and it may have been considered such in 1305. N

The two liberties on which the fifteenth was levied were Bromham, a greatly
privileged liberty of Battle abbey in Sussex, and Longbridge Deverill, a liberty
of the bishop of Salisbury. Each was like a small private hundred.’ Everlelgh
liberty, subdivided into four, was a private hundred ofHenry, earl of Lancaster.®

Everleigh and the 39 other hundreds of Wiltshire in 1332 had a total of
543 subdivisions. The total includes Broom, Melksham, and all the subdivisions
in rubrics in which more than one subdivision is named. Some of the subdiv-
isions were territorial tithings areas of the county represented at a sheriff’s
tourn or privately held view of frankpledge by a tithingman. Such tithings
may have been evolving in Wiltshire in the mid 13th century’ and were
generally recognized as d1v151ons of hundreds for the administration of justice
in the later Middle Ages.® Some were still used as divisions of hundreds
in the 18th century and early 19th for land-tax assessments’ and census
returns.'” In many cases the pieces of the administrative, topographical, and
ecclesiastical jigsaws were identical, and in many cases in 1332 the lands of
the tithing, a village, and the parish were apparently identical: three of many
examples are Stanton Fitzwarren, Stanton St. Bernard, and Stanton St. Quintin.
Other subdivisions of the hundred named in the tax list were apparently small
villages. Ramsbury, East Knoyle, and Bishopstone near Salisbury illustrate the
two kinds of subdivision. Ramsbury parish embraced Baydon and Axford vil-
lages and several other smaller settlements including Whittonditch, Membury,
Knighton, Hilldrop, and Littlecote; Baydon was a chapelry. For the tax of
1332 the whole parish may be assumed to have been assessed under the rubrics
Ramsbury, Ashridge, Eastridge, and Baydon all four of which names are later
known to have been those of tithings.'' East Knoyle parish embraced Hindon
borough and East Knoyle, Milton, and Upton villages: East Knoyle and Milton

V.C.H. Wilts. vii. 218, xii. 169, 174.

Ibid. vii. 95.

Ibid. ix. 122; Rotuli Hundredorum (Rec. Com.), ii. 275; Wilts. Arch. Mag. xxxv. 93-102.
Calendar of Close Rolls, 1302-7, 252.

V.C.H. Wilts. v. 18,24 n., 48, 51.

Ibid. xi. 106, 137.

Crown Pleas of the Wilts. Eyre, 1249 (W .R.S. xvi), passim.
Wilts. Arch. Mag. xiii. 111-18; V.C.H. Wilts. xi. 94.
Wilts. R. O., A 1/345.

10 V.C.H. Wilts. iv. 339-61.

11. Ibid. x1i. 12, 14-15, 41, 59.
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Xiv INTRODUCTION

were tithings.1 The subdivisions recorded in the 1332 tax list, however, were
Hindon, Bishop’s Knoyle, and Upton, but not Milton. Bishopstone parish had
in it six small villages in three tithings:? in the tax list all six villages were
named. In other cases more than one parish, as well as more than one village,
are embraced by a subdivision: for example, the taxpayers listed for Donhead,
Codford, Chitterne, and Biddestone may be assumed to have had movables
in the parishes, respectively, of Donhead St. Mary, including Charlton, and
Donhead St. Andrew, of Codford St. Peter, excluding Ashton Giffard which
was separately listed, and Codford St. Mary, of Chitterne All Saints and Chit-
terne St. Mary, and of Biddestone St. Nicholas and Biddestone St. Peter.

Those ways of subdividing the hundred show early 14th-century arrange-
ments to be somewhat haphazard, and complicate the tax list as a source for
historians. The subdivisions might be hamlets, tithings comprising a single
village or hamlet, tithings less than a parish but comprising more than a single
village, tithings conterminous with a parish, or tithings comprising both more
than one village and more than one parish, and until each subdivision is under-
stood comparison is meaningless. The absence of 2 name from the list of subdiv-
isions, of Manningford Abbots or of Charlton near Donhead St. Mary for
example, does not mean that a village so called did notexist or that its inhabitants
were not taxed: that villages or tithings could be grouped in the record of
the assessment is clear from rubrics which contain two or more names. On
the other hand, some names in the list, such as Ashridge, as King’s Rowborough,
a tithing possibly embracing Easterton and Littleton Pannell, both near Market
Lavington, and as Hatch, a tithing containing several settlements in Tisbury
parish,’ later had little currency: that was because they were of tithings, not
of villages, hamlets, or even deserted villages.

Wiltshire had fewer parishes than tithings and fewer tithings than villages
and hamlets. For example, in 1332 Swanborough, Studfold, and King’s Row-
borough hundreds, later merged as Swanborough hundred, had 20 parishes
and 2 chapelries, there were 29 subdivisions in the tax list, and ¢. 33 villages
in the hundreds: the assessments of Huish, Littleton Pannell, Manningford
Abbots, and East Stowell, none of which was named in the list, may have
been covered by, respectively, those of Draycot Fitz Payne or Oare, of King’s
Rowborough, of Pewsey or Manningford Bruce, and of Wilcot or Stowell
in Elstub hundred. In parts of Selkley and Elstub hundreds 10 parishes had
28 subdivisions in the tax list and ¢. 30 villages; and in Chalke hundred 8
parishes had 11 subdivisions and 12 villages.*

The assessors and collectors. The Wiltshire assessors and collectors appointed in
1332 were Hildebrand of London and John of Harnham.® Neither seems
to have owned an extensive estate. London was lord of Axford manor near
Ramsbury and probably later of the adjacent Stitchcombe manor: he may have

V.C.H. Wilts. xi. 83, 94.

Ibid. 4-6, 15.

For Hatch, ibid. xiii. 237.

I.C.H. Wilts. x=xi, xiii.

Calendar of Patenr Rolls, 1330-4, 357.
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INTRODUCTION Xv

lived at Axford where a house, which may have been moated, incorporates
part of a 14th-century chapel.' Harnham apparently had an estate at Harnham
near Salisbury.” If not great wealth, their estates presumably gave them the
time and independence to work and travel for the king, and neither was a
stranger to royal administration before 1332. Hildebrand of London was sherift’
of Wiltshire in 1330-1 and was later sheriff of Somerset and Dorset and, until
found ineligible, of Devon;® and in the 1330s and early 1340s he served
the king in various other ways.’ John of Harnham (d. ¢. 1336) was with
Edward II in his campaigns against the Scots in 1322 and was appointed sur-
veyor of Clarendon park in 1331, keeper of Wilton in 1332, and keeper of
Freshwater manor in the Isle of Wight in 1333.°

The under-assessors. There were five under-assessors for Salisbury, two for each
borough, two for each liberty, and, in rough proportion to its size, two, three,
or four for each hundred. Although it was provided for them to be chosen
by the assessors and collectors at meetings of the lawful men of each part
of the county,’ such a cumbersome administrative process seems unlikely
to have been followed. The assessors and collectors were commissioned on
16 September 1332, and there may not even have been a meeting of the hundred
courts before the assessments were made, probably about Michaelmas 1332.7
In such a case the effective choice may have rested with the hundred bailiff.
There is little doubt that the under-assessors lived in the hundreds for which
they were appointed. Some, including Wibert of Charlton at Charlton in
Chedglow hundred, John Lyngyvere at Chicklade in Dunworth hundred, and
John Skilling at Charlton in Swanborough hundred, apparently had frecholds
later small reputed manors. Others, including Richard Alwyne at Gurston in
Chalke hundred, Roger Ellis at Aldbourne in Selkley hundred, and Roger
Highway at Baydon in Ramsbury hundred, seem to have been members of
families with such estates. John of Rushall, an under-assessor for Swanborough
hundred, apparently acquired such an estate at Allington in Studfold hundred
by marriage, John Uphill, an under-assessor for Downton hundred, appar-
ently acquired Flamston manor thus, and Robert of Ramsbury, an under-
assessor for Elstub hundred, similarly acquired Coombe manor in that
hundred.® Ownership of land need not imply competence or wealth in mov-
ables, but such under-assessors clearly had standing in their villages and
hundreds. If they could be respected for their status, and if they were competent,

1. V.C.H Wil xii. 49-50, 131,

2. Feet of Fines, 1327-77 (Wilts. Rec. Soc. xxix), pp. 68-9; Wilts. Inquisitioncs post wortem, 1327-77
(Index Libr.), 67.

3. List of Sheriffs (P.R.O. Lists and Iudexes, ix), pp. 34, 123, 152,

4. Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1330-4, 200-1; 1334-8, 66, 185, 215, 286. 288, 370, 452, 510, 578;
1340-3, 204; 1343-5, 186, 404; Calendar of Iine Rolls, 1327-37, 418, 476.

5. Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1321-4, 199; 1330-4, 469; Calendar of Close Rolls, 1330-3, 185, 511;

1333-7. 546.
6. Surrey Taxation Returns (Surr. Rec. Soc. xviii), p. x.
7. lbid.
8. V.C.H. Wilis. x. 24, 35, xi. 7, 121; xii. 56, 75; xiii. 42, 109. Charlton in Chedglow hundred

will be dealt with in V.C. H. Wilts. xiv.



XVi INTRODUCTION

had local knowledge, and regularly participated in local affairs, it is likely that
their assessments were authoritative and generally accepted. The movables of
the under-assessors themselves were to be assessed by other local men under
the direction of the assessors and collectors.' Again, it seems unlikely that
the instruction was followed to the letter. None of the under-assessors was
highly assessed. Apart from Salisbury, the highest assessment was 5s and after
that 2s. The low assessments seem difficult to explain. Wibert of Charlton,
for example, might have been expected to rank higher than tenth in the assess-
ments for Charlton and Garsdon. Individual low assessments might be explic-
able because, despite his status, the under-assessor may not have had many
movables; but what appear consistently low assessments of under-assessors
may mean that a low assessment, whether made by the under-assessors them-
selves or by the assessors and collectors, was an informal reward for the work
of assessment.

The assessment. The movables valued for the fifteenth by the under-assessors
were farm livestock and agricultural produce: they did not include agricultural
implements, houschold goods, and food not for sale. Movables valued for
the tenth included household goods, merchandise, tools, and other goods.”

From those valuations there were two principal exemptions. In 1332 none
having movables valued at under 10s or 6s was to pay, respectively, the fifteenth
or the tenth: the lowest payment for the fifteenth was therefore 8d, that for
the tenth effectively the same. That excluded from the tax cottagers and those
living in the households of better-off husbandmen, tradesmen, and artisans.
Those excluded may have been a considerable part of the population but
obviously would have had little to contribute to the tax. Secondly, movables
on property owned by the church in 1291 or earlier were exempt.” That
exemption did not extend to the tenants of individual clerks or of ecclesiastical
corporations, but most ecclesiastical property in Wiltshire was acquired before
1291 and most monastic and other ecclesiastical demesne was directly managed,4
and therefore exempt, in 1332, Places where much livestock and
agricultural produce belonged to the church might therefore appear less highly
assessed than others, and in Wiltshire in 1332 many places are likely to have
appeared so. In Chedglow hundred, for example, Malmesbury abbey may have
had demesne land in every subd1V151on except Oaksey, but not, of course,
the same amount in each place.” The value of movables paid as tithe, and
of movables on glebe land that was not leased, were presumably excluded
from all the assessments, and some rectors held large estates.’ Although it
may be assumed that cottagers and resident servants were to be found in roughly
equal proportions in places throughout the county, comparisons of the total
assessments of the subdivisions of the hundreds depend on knowing not only

1. Surrey Taxation Returns (Surr. Rec. Soc. xviii), p. x

2. Ibid. pp. vi-vii.

3. Ibid. p. xi1.

4. c.g V.C.H Wilts. xi. 11, 35,79, 90; xiii. 148, 226.

5. Chedglow hundred will be dealt with in V.C.H. Wilts. xiv.
6. V.C.H. Wils. xii. 223, 239-40.
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what villages were in cach subdivision but also how much ecclesiastical demesne
land in hand each contained. Clearly those who were taxed were the tradesmen
and artisans of towns and the husbandmen of villages, and they were apparently
assessed by men at the upper end of their own class. Aristocrats might be
taxed where they had a house in the county, like Edward de Bohun at Vasterne,
or where they had demesne land in hand, like Henry, earl of Lancaster, at
Collingbourne Ducis, Everleigh, and Hannington, but few were. Some 900
women owners or tenants of land, presumably many of them widowed, were
assessed, ¢. 9 per cent of the taxpayers; but there was no woman under-assessor.

In valuing the movables of the taxpayers the under-assessors apparently
used different methods. In a ward of Salisbury, some boroughs, and many
subdivisions of hundreds the assessments were expressed in round numbers
of shillings and pence; in other places fractions of a penny formed part of
many assessments. For example, from Cricklade borough not one of 36 assess-
ments specified a fraction of a penny; for Bedwyn borough 15 of 19 did.
The distinction between such places could have been caused by different meth-
ods of arithmetic or of assessment. To divide nearly any sum of money expressed
in pounds, shillings, and pence by ten or fifteen presents obvious difficulties
and not many sums, when so divided, would give a quotient which could
be expressed exactly even in halfpennies and farthings. The movables might
have been valued exactly and, after division by ten or fifteen, the tax rounded
oft to the nearest farthing, thus producing the many assessments specifying
fractions; the movables might have been valued exactly and the quotients
rounded off to the ncarest 1d or 2d; and the movables might have been valued
deliberately at sums which would divide conveniently by ten or fifteen. On
the other hand, the tax might have been assessed summarily without more
than a cursory valuation of movables. Under-assessors lists survive for subdiv-
isions of several Buckinghamshire hundreds.' For each taxpayer they specify
animals and crops, the amounts at which they were valued, the total valuation,
and the fiftcenth of the total valuation. The calculation of the 15th inspires
confidence: a total valuation of 14s 8d, for example, led to a tax liability of
113d. In generally accurate division there was inevitably much rounding up
and down to fractions of a penny; as might be expected when valuations were
meticulous, fractions of a penny are part of many of the sums to be paid as
a fifteenth; but very few taxpayers were liable for the minimum 8d. In some
subdivisions assessment was apparently less meticulous and, in them, a total
value of goods was given in many cases without specifying animals and crops
and their valuations: more were liable to pay the minimum. The Buckingham-
shire lists suggest that the difference between subdivisions in which there were
many fractions and those in which there were few arose from the method
of assessment. For Wiltshire the proportion of assessments in which there are
fractions varies more between hundreds than between subdivisions: for Melk-
sham and King’s Rowborough hundreds, for example, no assessment specifies
a fraction of a penny; for most hundreds there are few fractions; but for Brad-
ford, Cricklade, and Kinwardstone there are many. That suggests that in each

1. Early Taxation Returns (Bucks. Rec. Soc. xiv), 2-97.
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hundred the under-assessors worked by the same ground rules if not as a
group. In Chippenham hundred, however, where subdivisions differed signifi-
cantly in the amount to which fractions were specified and there were four
under-assessors, the under-assessors may have worked singly or in pairs. The
Wiltshire tax list, on which many are recorded as liable for the minimum 8d,
gives the impression that most assessments were summary. Without the con-
nivance of the under-assessors, however, it is unlikely that there could have
been large-scale evasion in villages where, especially in regions of open fields
and common pastures, neighbours are likely to have known the amount and
quality of each other’s farm livestock and produce; and the valuations might
therefore be roughly accurate and the list a nearly complete record of those
liable for tax. On the other hand, if there were two methods of assessment,
meticulous and summary, and the summary led to lower tax liability or more
taxpayers, it is not surprising that complaints were made and that the method
of levying the tenth and fifteenth was changed in 1334."

Wealth and population. Although the tax list may be a nearly complete record
of those liable for tax, it docs not indicate population. If the area covered
by a borough or a subdivision of a hundred i1s known, and if the omission
of movables on ecclesiastical land in hand is allowed for, it is possible to infer
that one place was more prosperous than another and therefore likely to be
more populous, but those conditions are difficult to meet. The infcrence is
likely to be most valid for the boroughs. To infer more, however, would
be unsound: the tax list deals with only one class, in effect those with holdings
of land above a certain minimum, unspecified, size, and the size of that class
indicates nothing about the size of another. Even in 1801 or 1841, for cxample,
when the population of a parish or tthing is known, that population could
clearly not have been deduced from the number of those named in land-tax
assessments or tithe awards as occupying land, even less so from the number
said to occupy, say, 20 acres or more, because places with a few large farms
might have as many or more inhabitants as places with many small farms.
The tax list itself may reveal differences in the social structure of villages: a
village with one or two high assessments may have been different from one
in which average assessments predominate. Again, however, it is more likely
that knowledge of a village’s history will explain the tax list than vice versa.

Tax paid. On the county roll each taxpayer’s assessment was neatly written
beside his or her name. One assessment was made too late to be included
under the appropriate rubrics. At the end of the tax list is John Goodhind’s
assessment, a tenth of his movables in Marlborough at 33s and a fifteenth
of his movables in Manton in Preshute and Rockley in Ogbourne St. Andrew
at 2 total of 47s. Goodhind was a Marlborough merchant” and together those
assessments made him apparently the most highly assessed taxpayer in the
county. The delay in assessing his movables seems unlikely to have been caused

1. Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1334-8, 38.
2. V.C.H. Wils. xii. 208.
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by his wealth because other assessments for both the tenth and fifteenth were
higher. The difficulty of distinguishing the boundaries of Marlborough, Man-
ton, and Rockley may have troubled the under-assessors when so much wealth
was to be assessed at different rates, but in principal seems no greater than
such difficulties elsewhere.

For each ward of Salisbury, each borough, liberty, subdivision of a hundred,
and group of under-assessors the total of the assessments of each taxpayer
was entered, as were the grand totals for Salisbury, each borough, each liberty,
and each hundred. At the end of the roll are separate totals of what was due
as a tenth, as a fifteenth, and from the whole county. The adding up was
presumably done by the scribe, and in the whole tax list only one mistake,
in the total for Bincknoll, has been noticed. The ¢. 9,700 taxpayers of Wiltshire
were assessed for a total of ¢. £1,490, an average of c. 3s each. The 170 taxpayers
of Salisbury paid £72 10s as a tenth, an average of 8s 8d each; the ¢. 530
taxpayers of the boroughs and ancient demesne paid £96 as a tenth, an average
of nearly 3s 6d each; the remaining 9,000 paid £1,319 as a fifteenth. Among
the boroughs the totals for Malmesbury and Chippenham were highest, those
for Old Salisbury and Bedwyn were lowest. Among the hundreds the totals
for Chippenham and Amesbury were highest, those for Staple, Knoyle, and
Ramsbury were lowest.

The assessors and collectors had to hand in the county roll at the Exchequer
and account for the money. The arithmetic on the roll was apparently checked
there and most totals were marked ‘probatur’. The incorrect total for Bincknoll,
however, was not noticed. In many cases a mark like a letter ‘q’, written with
a flourish and sometimes with a full point to each side, follows ‘probatur’.
In account rolls such a mark is most likely to stand for ‘et quietum est’, but
the use of the mark on the tax list does not follow a pattern, and the accounting
process at the Exchequer which would lead to the entry ‘et quietum est’ hap-
hazardly on a county roll is obscure. Among other possibilities the mark might
stand for ‘confirmatur’ or ‘computatur’. It has been exluded from the edition.
The last assessments on the Wiltshire roll are those of the assessors and collectors
themselves which, according to normal procedure,' were made by the
treasurer and barons of the Exchequer. Such assessments of Hildebrand of
London at 30s and John of Harnham at 20s, each presumably for a fifteenth,
made three months after they handed in the county roll, are almost certain
to have been summary.

Taxpaying after 1332. The tenth and fifteenth of 1332 was the last subsidy in
England for which the liability of individual taxpayers was separately reported
to the Exchequer. When parliament granted a tenth and a fifteenth to the king
in 1334 a new assessment of individuals was not required. Provided thac it
was no less than it had been in 1332 the amount to be paid by each tax district
as a whole was agreed on by the assessors and collectors and the representatives

1. Surrey Taxation Returns (Surr. Rec. Soc. xviii), p. x.
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of the district. Grants of subsidies after 1334 required, with occasional qualifica-
tion, each district to pay what it had paid in 1334.' A forerunner of such
compounding of a district’s liability for tax is revealed in the Wiltshire tax
list of 1332. Pewsey and Collingbourne Kingston each avoided individual
assessment of their inhabitants by the under-assessors of Kinwardstone hundred
in 1332 by compounding at the Exchequer as a community.” Each was highly
assessed in 1334’ and individual assessment little different from that by the
under-assessors elsewhere may have preceded the collection of the money for
the fine by which they compounded in 1332. The advantage to each community
was possibly that it had its own under-assessors, and such an advantage, avoid-
ing visits by peripatetic under-assessors, may have made the new arrangements
of 1334 palatable to all communities. It is not clear why Pewsey and Col-
lingbourne Kingston, in each of which Hyde abbey, Winchester, held a large
estate,” were allowed to compound in 1332. They may simply have used
their own initiative, or acted on advice, and offered an acceptable sum to the
Exchequer.

Method of editing. In the edition of the Wiltshire tax list below all Latin has
been translated into English and Roman numerals have been changed to Arabic,
but ‘de’, ‘la’, and ‘le’ preceding surnames have been left in the French. The
use of capital and lower-case letters, sometimes difficult to distinguish in the
original, has been rationalized throughout.

The names of places in the rubrics have been given modern spelling but
not modern form, and Latin words in them have been translated. The name
of each place as it appears in the document is given in italics and parentheses,
using the same expedients adopted in transcribing surnames.” In the lists
of taxpayers, place names used not as surnames but as addresses, peerage titles,
or to locate hospitals and priories, are treated similarly. Where necessary the
places are identified in the Index of Places.

Forenames are among the words translated from Latin to English, but in
a few cases, in which translation would be speculative, the original is retained
in italics. Where an abbreviated Latin forename could stand for more than
one English name the more common English name is sometimes given without
remark: thus ‘A4’ is rendered as ‘Adam’ not ‘Adelize’, ‘Is’ as ‘Isabel’ not ‘Imbert’
or ‘Iseult’, and ‘Thom’ as “Thomas’ not “Thomase’. In other cases, such as ‘Mary
Mar'y, ‘Godfrey (God’y, ‘Cecily (Cecil’y’, ‘Matthew (Mar’y’, and ‘Denis
(Dyonis’y’, the original is given in italics and parentheses after the most likely
English name as a reminder that other names are possible. The alternatives
‘Edward’ and ‘Edmund’ are offered for ‘Edo’, ‘Luke’ and ‘Lucy’ for ‘Luc’, and
‘Margaret’ and ‘Margery’ for ‘Marg’.

As nearly as possible each surname is rendered in the edition in the form
in which it appears in the document. Many doubts arise about what letters

Surrey Taxation Returns (Surr. Rec. Soc. xviii), pp. v-vi, xix-xxi; V.C.H. Wilts. iv. 294-5.
Below, p. 127.

V.C.H. Wilts. iv. 300.

Feudal Aids, v. 217.

Below.
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a scribe has written: for example, ‘Douning’ and ‘Donning’, ‘Baccon’ and ‘Bat-
ton’, and ‘Souche’ and ‘Southe’ are not usually distinguishable. In such cases,
and in many others, what appears to be the most likely form has been adopted,
and some guidance is provided by rotulet 15 of the manuscript on which the
hand is unusually careful. Contractions, suspensions, and the occasional yoghs
have been extended by normal rules and judgement: final suspensions, where
nothing else is apparently intended, have been extended by the single letter
‘e’, and in a few cases an apostrophe has been used to indicate a suspension.

Under each rubric the abbreviated word ‘De’ before the name of each taxpayer
has been omitted. Roman numerals have been changed to Arabic to express
sums of money, but the form of each sum has not been changed: for example
55s 83d is not rendered £2 15s 83d. Each gap in the manuscript caused by
damage to it is marked in the edition by three full points, and the few editor’s
interpolations are in square brackets.



THE WILTSHIRE TAX LIST OF 1332

WILTSHIRE

THE ROLL OF HILDEBRAND DE LONDONE AND JOHN DE
HARNHAM, ASSESSORS AND COLLECTORS OF THE FIFTEENTH
AND TENTH GRANTED TO THE LORD KING IN THE SAME
COUNTY, OF THE ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION OF THE
SAID FIFTEENTH AND TENTH MADE BY THEM IN THE
SEVENTH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF KING EDWARD, THE THIRD
AFTER THE CONQUEST, BEGINNING

SALISBURY (SARUM) CITY
Richard le Rotour 4s
TENTH Philip Beneger 12d
John de Burgate 2s
Market (de Foro) ward John de Stoke l6d
John de Brutforde 15s Ingram Attebroke 20s
Johnle Riche 12d Roger le Fole 16s
John Paucok 4s John de Rusteshale 125 9id
John de Batiere 4s Gilbert le Dubbere 26s &d
Roger de Crischurche 3s Ralph de Langeforde 8s
Nicholas de Wodeforde 12s  23d Thomas Dovedale 8s
Robert le Wheolere 4s William atte Whitepar-
the relict of Thomas de oche 8s
Bereforde 8 6d William Aylayn 7s  6d
Geoffrey le Nedlere 6s  6d John de Pultone 10s
Agnes de Wynterburne 11s  83d Richard de la Rivere 4s
John de Wyntone 3s John de Clatforde 8s 93d
Nicholas de Fourde 2s Henry le Smythe 55 9id
Robert de Wodeforde 10s John de Stalbrigge 20s
John de Lynham 20s Hugh de Langeforde 15s
John Paynot 6s Robert le Fox 4s
William de Abbodesbury 24s  10d Nicholas le Deghere 4s
Philip de Breystolle 30s Richard de Tudeworthe  5s
Nicholas de Brommore  3s John Sorel 13s  4d
Thomas de Hunger- Robert de Puttone 4s
forde 10s John le Nughe 2s
William Poul 15s Walter Joce 13s 4d

John de Knythetetone  20s John Attebarre 8s
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William Bertelot 4s
Walter Ywon 6s
Thomas de Brutforde ~ 30s
Walter de Idemestone  12s
Thomas Toustrange 20s
Stephen de Pultone 2s
Henry le Nappere 10s
Henry le Taverner
Stephen le Bolde 2s
Adam Pechon 2s
John de Devises 3s
John Consail 4s
John Touly 3s
Walter le Doude 3s
John de Donytone 8s
John Whitehorne 3s
Total £28 4d. Proved.

Meadow (de Prato) ward

John Couste 2s
John Alman 2s
Adam de Shuptone

William le Lymbernere  15s
Roger de Muleborne

John Gylemyn 8s
Richard de Hortone 2s
Robert de Duryntone
William le Coupere 6s
Ralph de Scovyle 4s
Henry le Mason 2s
Robert Deverel

John Bousyng 2s
Roger Motoun 8s

Total 55s 83d. Proved.

St. Martin’s (de Sancto Martino) ward

Simon le Brasghetere 6s
Adam Cole 20s
Stephen le Sherere 10s
Roger Hupewel 2s
Robert de Wodeforde 6 marks
Roger de Boukelonde  20s
Nicholas Asselyn 12d
Robert de Laverkestoke 12s
Philip de Deviscs 10s
Thomas le Riche 3s

Robert de Campedene 5s

TAX LIST OF 1332

12d

6d
63d

16d

12d

1
K

William de Bradefelde  10s
John Stikeberde 6s
Ralph de Wolbedyngge 2s
Mary (Mar’) Yve 20s
Henry Burry 50s
John Attewode 8s
John Cole 4s
John de Ambresburi 6s

Peter de Colyngburne 5s
Richard le Brasghetere 3s

Henry le Bont 20s
Jordan le Mercer 4s
Gilbert le Brasghetere 4s
Richard Ywon 5s
Walter de Melebury 10s
William Cole 5s
John Baudry 11s
John de Duryntone 8s
Robert de Boscoumbe 6s
William le Yeonge 8s
Thomas Boket

Alice Atterededore 2s
Adam de Bernewelle 6s
Gilbert de Stapelforde 2s
William Stedman 6s
John de Bottenham 10s
John de Forstebury 13s
John de Bristolle 4s
Andrew le Hattere 3s
John le Chaundeler 3s
Adam de Lodewelle 20s
John Davy

Henry Shayl

John Otery 5s
John de Brutforde 3s
Robert Baudrey 30s
Henry le Bolde 6s
Robert de Gore 6s

Total £24 85 10d. Proved.

New Street (de Novo Vico) ward

Adam de Brutforde 3s
William Hamond

Hugh le Fox 15s
Laurence de Crischurche
John Chuseman 3s
Robert de Bottenham 4s

6d

12d

4d

12d
12d

12d

12d



Andrew de Shireburne
William Whithorne
William Pye
William de Wyntone
Robert de Oure
Thomas le Hattere
Nicholas de Taunton
Roger Lusewy
John Lauman
William de Comptone
John le Whyte
Richard Baudrey
Thomas le Lange
William Percy
Robert Pampelon
Gilbert de Andevere
John Pynnoke
James le Sadelere
Simon Linnyvour
William Goudheved
[rot. 1d.] Philip le Tav-
erner
Gregory le Spicer
William Oward
Robert de Lavyntone
Peter Mondelarde
Benet Coco
John de Waltham
Alice la Taverner
William le Hosteleer
Peter le Latymer
William le Leche
Henry Russelle
John Whiton
Edward de Knoel
Richard de Stodeleghe
Walter de Borham
Gillian de Borham
William Hulon
John Chaunterel
William Reyner
Richard atte Oke
Roger le Mareschal
Walter le Bogheare
Geoffrey de Werme-
nistre
Robert le Peyntour

144d
2id

134d
4d
6d
163d

4d

12d

18d

16d

8d

12d

12d
83d

TAX LIST OF 1332

John de Londone 8s
Nicholas le Peyntour 2s
Richard le Wympelere 2s
Thomas de Marleberge  4s

John Walraunt 4s
Geoftrey Busshelle 2s
Geoftrey de Caustone 2s
John Pyemour

Roger de Tarente 5s

Total £17 23d. Proved.

Under-assessors

William de Berewyke  10s
Robert de Lavyntone 8s
John de Langeforde 6s
William le Strengere 6s
Stephen de Coumbe 8s

Total 39s 4d

8d

12d

8d
8d

Total of the whole city with the tax
of the under-assessors £74 6s 13d.

Proved.
WILTON (WILTONIE) BOR-
OUGH
Reynold Isumberde 10s
Robert Oneget 10s
John Fraunke 8s
Roger de Carentham 10s
Henry le Skynnere 5s
Richard Isumberde 4s
William Atteberne 12d
John Foffounte 2s 6d
Edith Picot 6s
Nicholas Laurauntz 40d
the prior of St. John's
hospital [Wilton] 9s 11id
William Groggy 5s
John Daghe 6s
William Silverloke 2s
Robert Laurentz 5s
Walter le Melemongere 13s 4d
William de Babestoke 4s
John Baynarde 6s
Robert le Scryveyn 4s
John le Tannere 12d
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William le Frye 12d Hubert le Mason 55 %

William le Daghe 10s Geoflrey Rotare 5s 10d

John de Rigge 8s Total £4 13s 3d. Proved.

Peter Litelman 5s

Thomas de Clynte 2s Under-assessors

Richard Belejaumbe 2s Walter le Aumbelour 12d

John Fromond 5s John Attewalle 12d

Thomas Maunselle 2s Total 2s

William Lauwe 8s

Roger le Diere 2s Total of the whole borough with
Total £8 133d the tax of the under-assessors

£415s3d. Proved.

Under-assessors

Robert Gilberde 15d
Robert Syreman 15d CHIPPENHAM  (CHIPPLLHAM)
Total 2s 6d BOROUGH
John Berewyne 155 id
Total of the whole borough with Walter de Wornyclive 9s 13d
the tax of the under-assessors Robert de Hulle 8s 3id
£8 3s 75d. Proved. Walter Attewyke 5s
Christine Knighte 2s 53
Walter Herfray 2s 93
DOWNTON (DOUNTONE)BOR- Richard Cole 6s
OUGH Geoffrey de Hautevyle  10s 103d
William Pynnoke 3s Richard Berewyne 11s  53id
Stephen Regat 10s 8id Richard Whythepayn 9s
William Logheliche 2s Henry Cerle 8s 93id
Thomas le Mey 12d Bevis fitz Waryn 7s
Henry le Drapere 12d Andrew Busshope 2s
Nicholas Rudduke 6s Adam Everarde 6s 13d
Alice Scot 2s John Baldwyne 183d
Richard Manwode 4s John Attemnere 5s 13
Richard Whithorne 5s Edmund Gascelyn 16s  3;
Simon Marescal 11s  13d Thomas Bobbe 8 7id
the relict Alewyn 2s Robert Kynge 143d
William Attesole 4s Alice Beaugant 143d
Geoffrey le Smythe 2s Roger de Stotescombe 5s
Nicholas le Coue 2s John Roket 55 3
John Curteys 8s John Bonage 183d
Stephen Attesele 18d John Eyr 6s 3
Walter Lantoy 12d Richard Walkelayn 19:d
Robert de Wyke 12d Peter de la Huse 20s  63d
William Dykere 2s Richard le Clerke 8s
John le Bulke 2s John Wogheler 214d
Walter le Bakere 5s [rot. 2] Thomas Foker 12d
Henry le Mere 2s John Galweye 2s 113

Robert de Langelee 4s Thomas Whithond 13d
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Roger Fartz
Richard Laval 3s
John Neel 2s
Walter Atteforde
John Rotour
John Moupe
Richard Muleward 4s
Richard Tannere 65
John Oliver 4s
Walter Tayllour
Christine Chepman 3s
Gillian Marescal 2s
Giles de Chiverdene
John Gay 3s
John Attewere 2s
John Code 6s
William  Attechurche-

stile 2s
William Webbe
John Holle 4s
Henry de Burle 4s
Roger Blackere 10s
Nicholas Kyn 6s
Nicholas Sperlynge 63s
Geoffrey Oxenhurde 2s
Reynold Tabler 3s
William Kyn 2s

Total £16 16s 44d. Proved.

Under-assessors
William Oliver
Robert de Eneforde

Total 2s 6d

21id
1id

18d
18d
18d
43d

12d
4d
1d
12d
4d

18d
12d

Total of the whole borough with
the tax of the under-assessors

£16 185 104d. Proved.

DEVIZES (DEVIS’y BOROUGH

John le Nappere 10s
John Gosselyn 3s
William Gotacre 2s
John Bouclerk 4s
Maud Spireint 3s
William Burelle 2s
John Leffelane

12d

Hugh Calays
John Monsorelle
Richard Ysac
Alice Hogyn
William le Bele
William Burelle
Alice Estmond
Walter Pagenhulle
John Clyve
Hugh Hykedone
Richard le Leche
John Cray
Thomas Bucharde
John Gore
William atte Vise
Gillian Wyllekynes
John de Malmesburi
John Jolife
Richard le Sage
Richard Bocharde
Philip Ysaac
Maud Bochard
Ralph Rend
John Bruselaunce
Walter le Rapere
William Basely
Adam le Box
Walter de Calne
Adam le Nettere
Thomas Legat
Richard le Spicer
Total 113s 2d

Under-assessors
John de Cosham
John Rend
Total 22d

20s
3s

3s
2s
12s

4s
8s

2s
6s

2s
2s

2s
2s

9d

12d

9d
18d

12d
10d

Total of the whole borough with the
tax of the under-assessors 115s.

Proved.

MALMESBURY (MALMESBURI)

BOROUGH
Ralph le Dykare
Hugh le Ciare

2s

134
7d
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Emme Bakewyt

William Hikebede

Alice Holecoumbe

William Langcartere

Isabel Oyselle 2s

John Aldhyt 5s

John de Bathe

Adam de Dudmertone

Agnes Welened

Jordan le Nappere

Robert le Smythe 3s

William le Heywarde 5s

Hughle Reve

Isabel Attenewemulle

Richard Wrog

Maud de Sterkelee

Hugh le Skynnere

Roger le Smythe 3s

Walter le Skoriere 2s

Walter le Blyke

John Cosham

Richard Davy

John the abbot’s miller
(mol’ de Abb”)

Roger Aldight 2s

Robert le Neston 4s

Roger le Smythe

Ralph Pistore

William le Muleward

Nicholas atte Solere

William Pynnoke

J, the lord Welle

John Vincent

Richard Buffarde

Nicholas le Walkere

John le Irmongere 10s

John le Fisshere 3s

Agnes le Deye

John atte Kychene 2s

Ellis atte Westmulle

William le Englisshe 2s

Henry de Wynchecoumbe

Gunilda le Mees 5s

Roger Stragarde

Edith Hausex

Richard le Walkere

John le Irmongere 2s

13s
20s

TAX LIST OF 1332

10d
125d
9d
12d

115d
12d
13d
11d
14d
8id
1id
8d
11d
12d
143d
12d
4id

8d
16d
12d

16d

1

4
12d
15d
12d
23d

4d

8d
8d
12d
1d

r

9d
8d
18d

9d
12d

Christine Sewilde
William Benet

John in the Lane
Henry le Barbour
Thomas le Peyntour
Luke (or Lucy) Sircoke
John de Cantebrigge
William Knyghte
Richard le Smythe
William Maynarde
Richard Atteboure
Adam Lodelowe
Richard Clement
Denise de Chipham
Thomas Sturdy
Maud atte Halle
William le Barbour
Walter Frounce
Maud Cotel

Roger Hasard

John de Forde
William Wynsumpe
Thomas le Tannere
Walter Fage

Robert Michel
Walter Michel
Roger Tettebury
Thomas de Rodeburne
Roger Knolle

Edith Aunger

John Gybons
Richard le Senegere
Roger le Tannere
Philip le Senegere
Parnel atte Chete
Agnes Bolegrey
Henry de Rodeborwe
Nicholas Coriot
Richard Edwyne
Richard Welewort
William atte Yate
Adam le Bakere

the brother Thomas
William Alayn
Douce Cleyot
Thomas le Jappere
Agnes le Clothmangere

4s
2s

3s

2s

3s

3s

5s
4s
10s

8d
r
1d
8d
12d

12d
12d

1

12d
103d
8d

12d
12d

12d
9d
4d
12d
9d
12d

12d
18d

11d
18d
8d
8d
8d

12d
12d
18d

2

8d



Alice the friend (amica)
of Roger atte Parlour

Henry le Sexsteyn 7s
Edward (or Edmund)
de Coumbehaweie 4s

Total £11 7d

Under-assessors
Roger le Warre 2s
Henry Syre
Total 3s

8d
6d

6d

12d

Total of the whole borough with
the tax of the under-assessors

£113s 7d. Proved.

[rot. 2d.] LUDGERSHALL (LUTE-

GARSALE) BOROUGH
William Knoel 11s
William Willames 7s
John Queordelyon 9s
Ralph le Wogge 2s
John Bonvallet 2s
Richard de Beolte
John atte Mere
John Stonnynge 2s
Nicholas le Coupere 2s
Geoflrey Aylward
John le Tayllour 3s
John atte Mecre 3s
John Gylon
Roger Douce
John Bisshupe
William Bridde
Maud Smartes
Richard  Goer  and

Richard Kytewyne 10s
the fifteenth of sheep
being in the fold of

the lord king 24s

Total £4 8s 43d. Proved.

Under-asscssors
Robert Louye
John de Radenham
Total 18d

4d
3d
9d
id
4d
15d
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4d

8d
10d
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Total of the whole borough with the
tax of the under-assessors £4 9s

102d. Proved.

CALNE (CALNE) BOROUGH

John de Marleberge
Richard le Taillour
John Greynohan
Richard Beylonde
John de Wyncestre
John le Cocke
Robert le Mareschal
William le Blackere
William Yweyn
Peter Galiane

John Justice

Robert le Tannere
Robert le Justice
Robert le Berner
Robert le Blake
William Dygon
William Rogeraunt
William Bovenfaunt
Walter Freman
John le Glasiere
Thomas de Sende
Thomas de Cokelberwe
Henry le Spiceer
Reynold Torpe
Thomas le Sopere
William Gernet
John atte Tanmulne
John Edmund
William le Glovere
John le Webbe
Richard Hoppecras
Richard Hikay
John de Abyndone
Henry Fraunkeleyn
John Andreu

John Laurantz

John de Caynesham
John Laurentz
William le Quisener
Agnes Attebrigge
John lec Marc

3s

5s

2s

18s
2s

2s
2s

2s

3s
3s

6s

4s
2s
2s

12d
12d
18d
63d
12d
12d
12d

12d
12d
23d

18d
23d

6d
12d
12d
12d

13d
12d
12d

12d

18d
12d
8d

18d
12d
12d
18d
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Richard le Mulewarde 18d
John Ballarde 12d
Adam le Symple 12d
Richard le Saltere 12d

Total 100s 11%d

Under-assessors
Roger Crupse 18d
William Deoghere 2s
Total 3s 6d

Total of the whole borough with
the tax of the under-assessors

104s 53d. Proved.

CRICKLADE (CREKKELADE)
BOROUGH

Robert de Abyndone 12s 11d
Thomas atte Grene 43s 1d
John Byware 2s
John Criket 12d
Agnes Bernard 12d
John le Bockare 18d
Richard le Sopare 16d
John le Muleward 20d
John le Deghere 8d
John Derby 11d
Adam Pacy 12d
William le Irmongere 9d
Agnes le Gode 13d
John atte Fenne 15d
Adam Sywarde 12d
Ralph atte Hyde 18d
Robert le Palmere 9d
John Spakeman 12d
Margaret de Swyndone 13d
William Tyntor 35 2d
Walter Taddelowe 18d
Richard le Gode 3s
Thomas le Kynge 12d
John Spaynelle 8d
William Balle 12d
William le Steor 18d
William Russelle 2s
Nicholas Carnifice 12d

Edith Gutynge 12d

Adam le Palmere 2s
Thomas Rose 8d
John le Bakere 12d
Richard Drombelday 2s
William Andreu 18d
Thomas son of James

atte Green 12d
William le Coke 12d

Total 100s 6d

Under-assessors

William Cacchekute 12d
Robert Jonkyn 10d
Total 22d

Total of the whole borough with the
tax of the under-assessors 102s 4d.
Proved.

BEDWYN (BEDEWYNDE) BOR-
OUGH

Nicholas de Hardenne 11xd
John le Heywarde 183d
Richard Beumound 2s 1id
Edith de Bultforde 224d
Margery Stewlle 21d
Robert Hughe 103d
John Attewatere 4s  83d
John de Ildeslee 103d
Roger Ferour 23d
Richard de Wltone 10zd
Richard le Glovere 163d
Walter Deverelle 15d
John Coleman 2s 23
Stephen Wodewey 8:d
John Andreu 7s

John Corpe 203d
John le Irmongere 3s 73
Richard de Stocke 55 8%
John Plomere 164d

Total 42s 43d
Under-assessors
John Fynamour 10d
John Pyphourne 10d
Total 20d
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Total of the whole borough with the
tax of the under-assessors 44s 3d.

Proved.

[rot. 3] MARLBOROUGH (MAR-

LEBERGE) BOROUGH
Robert Wodeweye 10s
Henry Bluet 5s
Hugh Hernest 4s
Richard Wade 5s
Thomas Bryan 4s
William Molen 3s
Thomas Skote 5s
Robert de Colinburne 2s
Henry le Diere 4s
William le Kynge 2s
William Attewelde 5s
William de Doene 2s
Robert atte Crouche 5s
John le Barbour 6s
Edmund de Poterne 4s
John de Wodecoumbe 3s
Roger le Taillour 2s
Laurence Broun 2s
Isabel Menaunt 2s
Alice Aldewyne 5s
Walter Lovebynde
John Druori 3s
Richard de Wynterburne 3s
John le Bole 5s
Reynold Dygon 6s
Adam Man 5s
Roger de Melkesham
John Seviere
John Lythenathe 4s
Hamon Fabrer 3s
Adam Walrand 2s
Thomas de Poltone 3s
Philip le Huyrde

Total £6 53d

Under-assessors
Richard le Bray
Robert Cacchekute

Total 20d

43d

4d
63d
6d

2

12d

12d
12d

12d

10d
10d

9

Total of the whole borough with
the tax of the under-assessors

£62s 13d. Proved.

OLD SALISBURY (VETER

SARUM) BOROUGH
William Henri
Alice Averay
Joan the relict of Will-

1am Averay
Agnes Bolion
John Severe
Simon Severe
Thomas le Lange 6s
Gillian Babbes
Total 12s 4d. Proved.

Under-assessors
John de Uptone 3s
John Bolion 2s
Total 5s

15d
12d

Total of the whole borough with the
tax of the under-assessors 17s 4d.

Proved.

ROWDE (ROUDES) LIBERTY
Richard le Corepe 2s  id
Walter le Skot 21d
John le Truwe 7s 11d
John Baldewyne 4s 11d
Adam le Prutelle 6s 1d
Roger le Greye 2s 6d
John le Reve 203d
Henry Braybef 2s 1id
Richard le Lardener 55 1d
John Henry 3s  8d
William Selyman 2s 7d
Roger le Yonge 2s 1d
Richard Wylckines 4s
Nicholas Northe 12s
William le Smythe 2s  3d
Peter le Vine 2s 1d
William Northe 4s

Michael Durlegate 8s
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John atte Melle 2s
Nicholas Jordan 2s  8d
John Michaelis 2s  4id
John Pippard 2s

Robert atte Wyke 5s

Nicholas Uppehulle 2s

John Durlegate 3s 10d
Roger Troye 3s  3d
John Waterman 6s

Total 104s 23d

Undcr-asscssors

John Snappe 10d
John de Borstalle 8d

Total 18d

Total of the whole liberty with
the tax of the under-assessors

105s 84d. Proved.

MARLBOROUGH (MARLE-
BERGE) BARTON
Roger de Tarente 20d
Richard le Heyr 173d
John Cacchekute 173d
Thomas Toppere 23d
Walter Pope 6s 1id
Nicholas Cocke 4s  13d
Maud Toppere 155 1sd
Walter Bythewatere 2s 7d
William Jugement 183d
John le Bale 7s
John Hardynge 14s  9d
John Sterre 2s  6d
Adam Riche 4s 1d
Total 64s 41d
Under-assessors
John Wodehouse 8d
Adam Pycche 10d

Total 18d

Total of the whole barton with

the tax of the under-assessors
65s 104d. Proved.

STAPLE (STAPELE) HUNDRED

FIFTEENTH
Purton (Puritone)
Adam Walraund 4s  9id
Elizabeth Meriet 6s
Roger Balle 6s 63d
Hugh Paynelle 12d
Maud Weche 16d
Robert Arnalde 2s 2d
Adam Hoggeslane 7s  6d
Maude Wade 2s  6d
John Rolves 2s
Adam Pole 3s  73d
Robert Palet 20d
John Dunmay 12d
Joan Gilbarde 16d
Robert Balle 2s
John atte Forde 2s
Robert Cobbe 2s  6d
John Blakeman 4s  2id
John Mop 9s
John Hoger 2s  6d
Christine Bakere 22d
Robert Opehulle 12d
John Bochulle 10d
Alexander Crips 20d
Richard Wateforde 3s
Robert Perys 3s
Robert Malewarde 20d
William Hert 16d
Adam Hustede 13d
Roger Erle 20d
Richard Wydyhulle 20d
William Shirewold 4s
Richard Wodecoke 6s
Adam Tur 4s
John Lese 12d
Maud Basily 2s  6d
Adam le Blesede 22d
Henry Garlecke 3s
Henry Donnynge 2s
Maud Wodecoke 3s
William Hardynge 4s
Alice Tellynge 3s

John le Honte 3s
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Thomas Davy 55 6d
Adam Arnald 12d
Alice Sondemer 2s 8d

Total £6 10s 103d. Proved.

Nuns’ Eaton (Etotte Monialium)

Ralph Shirewode 2s
William Hobbes 16d
Stephen Colly 2s
Nicholas atte Purye 20d
William Berde 2s
John Badecoke 12d
John de Rome 13d
John Rycheman 10d
Nicholas Cherle 8d
William Wylde 2s
Henry Graunt 14d
John Person 15d
Walter Shirewolde 20d

Total 18s 8d. Proved.

rot. 3d.] Chelworth (Chelesworthe)

Thomas de Shirigge 6s
Maud Cotel 5s
Thomas Grene 4s
William Colnham 12d
William Niweman 12d
Edith Aleyn 2s
William Wodecoke 2s
Roger Dubleday 3s

John Roke 2s i
Henry Tellynge 18d
William Balle 12d
John Hayward 10d
John Jacob 10d
John Andreu 12d
Richard Attchulle 10d
Thomas Wideforthe 12d
John de Abyndone 13d
Nicholas Bennynge 10d
William Bonde 2s

John Pirige 14d
John Lasshewarde 12d
Edward Reede 2s
Thomas atte Mulle 13d
Richard Gibbes 10d

Thomas Moneke 15d
John Galon 13d
William Sonecoke 12d
Simon Truyt 2s

William atte Grove 20d
Miles atte Bourne 14d

Total 51s 2id

Under-assessors

Richard Costarde 12d
Thomas de Radesthrope 10d
Total 22d

Total of the whole hundred with the
tax of the under-assessors £10 2s

7d. Proved.

DAMERHAM (DOMERHAM)
HUNDRED

[Damerham)]
Nicholas Elys 4s  2id
Robert le Bont 9d
Christine le Deyn 12d
John Sparke 2s 8d
Robert Kene 12d
Henry le Frensshe 91d
William le Frensshe 207
John le Pryns s 3
John Waryn 16d
William atte Yate 163d
William atte Ovene 2s 3
William Belamy 2s
Gillian Vairman 12d
William Blakemeyr 2s 3
William Lude 12d
John Chandeleer 123d
Nicholas Pouche 18d
Nicholas Rubbelle 2s
Thomas Skot 2s 2d
John Brudeport 135d
John Adam 2s  73d
Simon le Gardener 2s 3
John atte Halle 3s  1id

William le Taillour 2s 5d
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John Curtays

John Goldfynger
Henry Oliver

Peter le Webbe
John Sewel

John atte Ovene
John Upehulle
John Flex

John le Hore
William Meuet
Thomas Proute
Robert le Naype
Christine Douel
Nicholas le May
John Peres

John Hukewelle
Richard de la Rivere
Matthew de la Rivere
Richard le Wode
John Byset

John Attehurne
John le Chatour
William Hughes
John Stapelham
William Combere
Richard le But
Ralph le Frensshe
Peter de Bradeweye
Maud Wodeman
Robert de Stapelham

2s
2s
3s

10s
2s

4s

2s

2s

3s

3s
7s
2s
2s
2s
6s

3s

Total £6 83d. Proved.

Compton (Comptone)
John Jelous
Roger le Moncke
John le Moneke
Robert Jelous
John Cheyp
Peter Cof
John Hagman
John Ricarde
William Cofe
Robert Herberde
Hugh le Heliere
John Seynt Martyn
John de Hurdelighe
Robert le Taillour

6s

2s
6s
2s
2s

3s
4s
2s

TAX LIST OF 1332

183d

13d

John Escu de Mor
Henry Bockeberde
Richard le Cartere
John Gervays

John Gregory
Robert Gregory
Thomas le Heliere
Robert Coppe
Henry le Coupere
Thomas atte Mulle
Alice de la Eschegiere
John le Coupere
Walter le Sterke
Robert de Shaghe
John Aveneyel
Robert atte Brouke
William Peckepuse
Walter Escu de Mor
Geoflrey Jelous
William de la Plaunke
John Coofte

3s
2s

2s

8s

4s

5s
6s
9s

16s
2s

Total £6 3d. Proved.

Martin (Mertone)
William Curteys
Gervase le Webbe
Maud Scotes
Nicholas Scot
Wryhtte
Godfrey le Frensshe
Roger Wroyn
William Waleys
Richard Sunurt
John Fraunceys
Geoffrey Page
Adam Cosyn
Clement le Niwe
Peter le Smythe
William Calewe
William Ferthynge
John Hamond
William Chator
William Godwyne
Henry Cheyw
William Godwyne
Henry Alfrede
Nicholas le Frensshe

5s

2s
4s
2s
2s
2s
3s
2s

4s
2s
4s
3s
2s

6s

2s

6s

5s
3s

43d
6d
18d
id
203
13d
12d

112d

6:d
16d
16d
20d
18d
93d
10d

2id

2o§d
83d
1d
43d



Walter le Bont
Emme la Bor
John le May
Alice Love

Alice Auger
John Herberde
William le Litele
Geoffrey le May
John Cuttethorne
Richard le Webbe
Nicholas Cosyn
Henry le Woode
Geoffrey le Yonge
John Hamond
William Page
John Robegarde
John Caryde
William Pypere
John Baldewyne
John Page

John Kywel

John Chapeleyn
William Eme
Roger Kywele
Robert Hamund
William Alfrede
Henry le Taillour
Geoffrey Pully
John in the Lane
Nicholas le Pope
Robert le Bont
Thomas Scot
Thomas Smallane

Total £8 32d

Under-assessors
William Gilberde
William de Wyly

Edward (or Edmund)

atte Lee
Total 4s

3s
5s
3s

5s
3s
3s
8s

4s
3s

3s

5s

3s
3s

TAX LIST OF 1332

id
3d
1d
12d
43d
16d

5d

12d
124
3d

14d
183d

203d
8id

18d
12d

18d

Total of the whole hundred with the

tax of the under-assessors £20 5s

33d. Proved.

13

[rot. 4] MERE (MERE) HUNDRED

Mere (Mere)

John Shene
Emelote Galye
Geoffrey Philippe
John de Hentone
John Whyper
Robert Foulmawe
Thomas Springot
William Gocho
Walter Gogh
Walter atte Welle
Walter Oxtone
Nicholas le Mafe
John Taillour
Agnes le Hopers
John de Whateleghe
John le Bakere
John Otte
Geoflrey Frensshe
John Prynz
Alice Dammessone
John Coxston
Walter le Frensshe
Adam Reede
Arnulph le Tannere
Peter Luce
Richard le Whelere
John Joliffe
Thomas Pryz
Roger Philippe
Adam le Taillour
William Braybon
Thomas Coket
William le Bouere
Thomas Reynaldes
William Cokelyn
William le Wode
William le Pake
Walter Flemynge
Richard Alylonde
John Byestbroke
Roger atte Broke
Benet de Bertone
John le Sawiere
William Kynewolde

3s

2s

6s

2s
2s
2s

2s

2s

6s

6s

4s
4s

2s

5d
173d
8d
8d

12d
12d
12d
12d
8id
12d
16d
16d
12d
12d

11—

73d
8d

12d
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Johnle Ferour

Robert Bouwater

Roger Braunforde

Richard le Chaunceler

Thomas atte Barwe

John atte Barwe

William Holkerige

William Doces

Alexander atte Barwe

John of dame Maud
(Mold)

John atte Couewyche

Walter atte Couewyche

John Pymperleghe

Nicholas Snelle

Edward Godriche

Nicholas Hiche

John Hiche

John Waryn

Johnle Kynge

Roger inla Leyghe

John Jakes

Peter atte Lane

Walter le Tokere

Peter son of Roger de
Bortone

Richard de Bortone

Walter Pynnoke

Walter atte Mersshe

Geoffrey Galye

Nicholas Cleymond

Nicholas de Horsyng-
tone

Walter atte Lupeyate

John Hymeke

John Reede

John Martyn

William Pipere

Henry le Coke

William Mounte

Adam le Bouere

John Godynge

Alice Hacches

Robert atte Mersshe

John atte Mulle

John Piccatore

William Heniche

4s
2s

3s

8s
2s
4s
3s

2s

5s

2s
2s
3s

3s
5s
3s

4s
2s

6s
3s
4s
3s

2s

TAX LIST OF 1332

73d
103d
8d
8d
24d
21d
8d
12d
16d

164d
5d

Richard Gomme

William atte Brugge
William Whytynge 2s
Simon le Whyte 4s

Robert Martyn
Roger Piccatore
Robert Swayn 3s
John Hodelle 2s

Thomas Cockestone

Total £10 4s 61d. Proved.

Knoyle (Knoel)
John Strugge 3s
John Gerberde 3s
Edward Cole 4s
Adam atte Ponde
John Cavelle
Roger Fabrer 3s
Brice le Metere 2s
John atte Brugge 3s
Walter atte Node 5s
John Baldewyne 4s
Thomas le Kynge
William Upchulle

Adam Stevenes
William in la Mersshe 3s

Adam Payn 5s
William atte Yate 3s
Walter Pynnoke 10s
Roger Payn 2s
John Stevenes

Walter le Fendour 3s

Walter Stevenes
Total 66s 53d. Proved.

Chaddenwick (Chadenwyche)

John de Mere 13s
John de Immere 4s
Godfrey Laurentz

Johnle Swayn 2s
William le Wylde

Maud Osmond 3s
William le Akerman 3s
William le Pottere 2s
Michael le Lange 2s
William atte Yate 3s

Total 37s 11id

12d

16d
1

12d

63d

16d
153

43d
12d

12d

34
93d
134d
1d
12d
6:d
7id
8id

10d



Bradley (Bradeleghe)
Walter de Suttone
John Coby
William in la Hamme
Thomas Gosemere
Walter Greshopere
William Gosemere
John le Moncke
Walter Moriz
John Bellewethe
Richard Pynnoke
Thomas Pynnoke
William Skuthe
Walter Luddoke
William le Smythe
Walter atte Mere
Henry le Tannere
John Smert
John Colyns
Christine Roberdes
William le Wodiere
Richard Russelle
Thomas Poteger
William Ploystret
Thomas le Fisshere
John Bobcleghe
Walter le Skynnere
Robert le Skynnere
Robert Sauter
John Leyghetonewarde

Total 63s 3d

Kingston (Kyngestone)
Richard le Vernon
Walter le Mulewarde
Robert de Ramesholt
Thomas le Fisshere
Simon le Kynge
John Horne
Nicholas Chateballe
John Wilkenes
William le Hayward
Maud le Hert

125

2s
2s

2s

3s
4s

2s
2s
2s
2s

18s

3s

2s

2s

Total 36s 83d. Proved.

Stourton (Stourtone)
Robert Fitz Payn

22s

TAX LIST OF 1332

16d

12d
8d

8d
8d
12d
143
174
203d

73d
17:d
9d
12d

16d
194
20d
8d
74d

3d

William Stourtone
Robert Sawe
Jocelin Sawe
[rot. 4d.] Walter Sawe
Robert atte Combe
Isabel Funer
John atte Combe
Robert Gereberde
William Bouechyfe
Thomas Bouechyte
Thomas Durham
Nicholas Boueclyffe
Richard Godhyne
Robert Dygon
Gillian Coppe
Johnle Skout
John Gervays
John in la Combe
Joan Ingram
William le Harpour
Christine la Tounere
Total £4 14s 3d

Zeals (Sceles)

Philip de Aylesburi
John Sceles
Reynold Bythewere
Walter atte Castelle
Henry Bobent
John Montfort
William atte Grene
Reynold Janne
William Ude

John Tolle

John atte Grene
Walter Mabely
Robert le Tannere
Edward Monfort
John Sage

William atte Cruke
Adam Bernarde
John le Blake
William Hogges
Gillian Uppehulle
John Hentone
William Purnele

John Duke

Ss
6s
Ss
4s
5s
4s
3s
8s

2s

3s
2s
3s

2s

16s
16s

3s
2s

7s

15

63d
32d
4d
10id
3d
5id

53d
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65d
12d
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133d
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William Putman 2s  1id
Walter atte Welle 16d
Roger Martyn 12d

Total £4 13s 13d. Proved.

Under-assessors

Peter de Bourtone 12d
John Dywcoke 12d
Reynold Artour 10d

Total 2s 10d

Total of the whole hundred with the
tax of the under-assessors £29 18s
8id

CAWDON (CAUDONE) HUN-
DRED

Britford (Brutforde)

William  de  Sancto

Omero 20s  63d
Alice de Sancto Omero  16s 43
John Causepe 8d
John Liteman 2s 3
John le Bocke 4 3
Alice Tylye 8d
John Attewelle 8d
John le Smythe 6s 93
John de Tyryngham 4s ;3
Agnes in la Wynherde 8d
Henry le Sangere 4s 3
William Uppehulle 3s 103d
William le Whyte 2s %
John de Couforde 163
Sarah Tylye 123
John atte Pyly 4s  4d
Adam Hughelyn 2s 4d
William in la Wynherde  3s
Adam le Yonge 3s  63d
Joan Dyghele 4s  4d
Alice Danyel 2s 4d
Walter Niweman 4s  4d
William le Frensshe 16:d
John Herynge 2s 2d

Walter Sugal 2s 8d

William le Duyn
William Spryngham
John le Marescalle
William Abbot
John le Heywarde

Total 1155 73d

Bramshaw (Bremelesshawe)
Roger Ede
John atte Penne
John de Wydenhale
Roger atte Hegge
Johnle Whyte
John le Pope
John le Kynge
John Fraunke
John atte Abbeye
Total 20s 9id

Longford (Langeforde)
Oliver de Servyntone
Walter Bole
William Bernarde
Laurence le Knyghte
John le Peryere
Roger atte Asshe
John atte Brugge
William le Knyghte
William Charles

Total 28s 52d

Odstock (Odestoke)
Thomas Gerberde
William Gerberde
Adam Jordan
William Gromynge
John le Brut
Geoffrey le Smythe
Nicholas le Duyn
Nicholas Warham
John Wynter

Total 20s 113d

Coombe (Combe)
Hugh le Plecy

4s
4s
3s
2s

2s

7s

3s
4s
4s
3s
3s

3s
6s

2s
2s

8s

63d
4d

8d
8d
16d
8d

12d

113d
8id
12d
16d
4d

16d
12d

Bl

63d
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Walter de Romesye 9s
John le Reede
William le Frye
Walter le Frye
Thomas Doueye
John le Shephurde
Roger le Palmere
Alice Breddes
John Huberde
Nicholas le Bakere
John Davyd
Richard Shercberde
Maud Miles 3s
John Gybbes
John Govayre
Alice Henryes
John Pope 2s
Nicholas Perys 4s
Hugh atte Crouke 3s
Nicholas atte Mulle 4s
Henry Knave 3s
Nicholas Hurdman
Thomas Doudynge
Adam Brudemere 2s
John atte Mulle
Henry Herberd
Richard Artoys 2s
Geoffrey le Couke
William Mollynge

Total 63s 5d. Proved.

Stratford Tony (Stratforde Tony)

William la Souche 18s
Richard le Mulewarde
Geofirey Andreu 3s
Richard le Markare

Richard Ballarde 2s
Peter le Webbe 3s
John Swayn 2s
Thomas Holle 2s
Henry le Saltere

John le Saltere 3s
John Pyrteroke 4s
Geoffrey Andreu

William Swayn 2s
William Pyteroke 2s

Total 49s 113d

13d
12id
16d
8d
123d
8d
163d
12id
93d
8d
123d
20d
id
20d
8d
20d
4id
44d
4id
id
83d
8d
8d

16d
8d
id
12d
13d

85d
16d

16d

Harnham (Harnham)

Robert Bilkemor 4s
John Skalon
John Waryn
[rot. 5] Agnes le Nywe  3s
Adam Disbolde 2s

William Vincent

Robert Hosee

John Noty

John Peuesye

Geoffrey in the Hurne 4s

William Wylymot 3s
Geoffrey atte Watere 3s
Robert Smalhacche 2s
William Boueton 4s
Agnes Elys 4s
Richard Stubard

Thomas le Lymbernere
Edith Boterstope 2s
Thomas le Kynge 3s
Richard le Grom

William le Soul

Roberrt atte Fordeweye

John atte Brugge 3s
Robert Oseberne

Edith atte Fordeweye

Robert le Trompere

Gillian Wynter

John Protfot

John Hobbes

John Jelote

Walter Boterstep

William Scalon

Robert le Trompere

William le Mowere

Isabel Giffarde

William Dysbold
Total 60s 63d

Whitsbury (Whitthebury)
Thomas Andren 4s
William Whitheloke
John Sweleberde 2s
Adam Crousc
Thomas Crouse
William Sweleberde 2s
John Doget

12d
12d
8d

8d
8d
8d

8d
8d
8d
12d
16d
8d
8d
8d
12d
12d
l6d

12d
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Nicholas atte Stone
Roger atte Putte
William le Gust
William Chepman
Agnes Wodefolde
John Wodefolde
John atte Chaumbre
Nicholas Chaumpyon
William le Toukare
Philip Boufaunt
Richard atte Putte
William le Taillour
Geoffrey Guldeforde
Total 37s 3d

Homington (Homyntone)
Richard de Clare
John Martyn
Johnle Whelere
William Haywarde
John le Bokke
Rossling Wynnegod
John le Webbe
Peter Walkelyn
John Oldereve
Johnle Yonge
Nicholas Henepedone
Pcter Alwyne
Thomas Bony
William Beneyt
William Chobbe
Richard Bolymer
William Wylloke
John Henepedene
Roger le Hert
Philip Compayn
John Cubbelle
William Reygnalde

4s
2s

2s

2s

3s

4s

3s

4s

3s

4s
3s
2s

2s

2s
2s

Total 46s 61d. Proved.

Under-assessors

John de Harnham junior

John de Kyngesmulle
Total 18d

TAX LIST OF 1332

id
8d
122d
13d
8d
8d
203d
24d
8d
16d

8d
10d

Total of the whole hundred with the
tax of the under-assessors £22 4s

103d

DOWNTON
HUNDRED

Charlton (Cheorletone)
Alice Herberde
John Sewy
JohninlaLane
Maud inla Lane
Gilbert Upchulle
Ralph Dalle
John le Whyte
William Pynnoke
John Cabbelle
Wilham Wegge
John Deynge
Gilbert Rechelys
Gilbert Waltrot
Robert Counchcham
Robert Saleman
William le Chauntour
William le Deakene
William Hulagh
Geoflrey Speye
Walter Pyare
William Randolfe
John le Shephurde
Roger le Smythe
John Sprot
Alice Go