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Abstract

Late tourteenth century England saw a number of experimental taxes aimed at
broadening the tax base beyond that of the customary taxes on moveables, the most
famous of these being the poll tax of 1381 which led to the Peasants’ Revolt. At the
same time the English clergy granted similar taxes through their two Convocations of
Canterbury and York. This thesis is based on a new edition of all of the surviving
collectors’ enrolments of the clerical poll taxes of 1377-81 from the York province; it
details the grants of the taxes and considers their application to pluralists. Since there
1s evidence of fabrication on the one northern collectors’ enrolment which has
previously been edited, the question of the reliability of poll tax enrolments has been
raised. This thesis develops a method for testing the completeness and accuracy of poll
tax enrolments, by means of comparisons with other contemporary sources, which is
used to test the reliability of the enrolments for different groups of the clergy: the
religious and the seculars, the beneficed and the unbeneficed. The enrolments are used
to provide a ‘census’ of the clerical population of the York province and payments
traced in the Exchequer. The poll tax of 1379 required a revaluation of all benefices;
surviving examples of these valuations are compared with the customary valuations and
used to illustrate the economic recovery of particular arecas in the late fourteenth
century. The completeness and accuracy of the best of these enrolments is found to be
very high for the religious and the beneficed clergy and it 1s concluded that they can be

excellent sources for the history of the English clergy.

A complete edition of the surviving clerical poll tax enrolments from the York

province of the English Church 1s provided 1n an appendix.
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Introduction

It has recently been pointed out that while the lay poll taxes of 1377-81 have
long been the subject of scholarly debate, the series of similar taxes granted by the

clergy have been ‘almost entirely ignored’ !. This debate seems to have begun on
Friday 23 December 1785 when the Society of Antiquaries of London were presented
with transcripts of some documents which, in the opinion of their presenter, John
lTopham Esq., contained ‘some valuable historical facts’ 2. Two out of the three

documents presented to the society were transcripts of the general enrolments for the

lay poll tax and the clerical poll tax of 1377 3.

The principal interest in the records of the poll taxes has been among historians
interested in demography. In 1906, Sir Charles Oman summarised the general
enrolments of the lay poll taxes of 1377 and 1381 and the clerical poll tax of 1381 in
order to quantify the population of England at the time of the Peasants’ Revolt ¢
Oman’s work was followed by that of J.C.Russell who used poll tax material in his
detailed estimates of the clerical population of Medieval England °, and in his study of

English population as a whole in the middle ages °

‘ A.K.McHardy, Clerical Poll-Taxes of the Diocese -of_Lincc;;n. 1377-1381,
Lincoln Record Society vol. 81, (Woodbridge, Suffolk), 1992, p. x1.

: J. Topham, ‘Subsidy Roll of 51 Edward II,” Archaeologia, vol. VII, (1785), pp.
337-347.

3 The third document was a general enrolment of the tenth and fifteenth of
1373-4.
1 I used C.Oman, The Great Revolt of 1381, With a new introduction and notes

by E.B.Fryde, (Oxford, 1969), pp. 158-169.

) J.C.Russell, ‘The Clerical Population of Medieval England’, Traditio, vol. 11,
(1944), pp. 177-212.

6 J.C.Russell, British Medieval Population, (Albuquerque, 1948), pp. 118-146.
]



The majority of the work that has looked specifically at the clerical poll tax

enrolments has dealt with enrolments from the Canterbury province. The earliest
edition of a clerical poll tax enrolment seems to have been of J E.Brown, who edited
the 1379 enrolment of the archdeaconry of Bedford, Lincoln diocese in 1913 7. In 1956
J.L.Kirby produced editions of the poll tax enrolments from the diocese of Salisbury °.
More recently Dr.M.J.Bennett produced an edition of the 1379 enrolment of the
archdeaconry of Chester and used it as the basis of a social analysis of the clergy of the

archdeaconry ° , and Dr. McHardy, has edited poll tax enrolments from the dioceses of

London and Lincoln 1°,

Clerical poll tax enrolments from the York province have received rather less
attention. The enrolment of 1381 was used to give numbers of religious communities
by T.M.Fallow in some of his articles on the religious houses of Yorkshire in the
Victoria County History ", and by Rev. J. McNulty some 60 years ago to provide a list
of the names and payments of tax made by religious in north Lancashire 2. The most

significant use of York province poll tax material however is that of Dr.J.L Kirby. In

! J.E.Brown, ‘Clerical Subsidies in the Archdeaconry of Bedford, 1390-2,
1400-1,” Bedfordshire Historical Record Society Publications, vol. 1, pp. 27-61. This
enrolment was recognised as a poll tax enrolment from 1379 by McHardy, Clerical
Poll-Taxes, p. Xxv.

8 J.L Kirby, ‘Clerical Poll-Taxes in the Diocese of Salisbury,” in N.J.Williams
(ed.), Collectanea, Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society Records
Branch, vol. XII, (Devizes, 1956), pp. 157-167.

’ M.J.Bennett, ‘The Lancashire and Cheshire Clergy 1379,” Transactions of the
Historic Society of Lancashire and Cheshire, vol. 124, (1973), pp. 1-30.

' A X McHardy, The Church in London 1375-1392, London Record Society vol.
X111, (London, 1977); McHardy, Clerical Poll-Taxes.

1 VCH Yorks., vol. TIL, (E.g. pp. 104, 112, 151,203,207, 211, 214, 228).

12 J McNulty, ‘Religious in North Lancashire, 1380-1," Transactions of the
Lancashire and Cheshire Antiquarian Society, vol. LIV, (1939), pp. 207-8.
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1952, Kirby presented a paper to the Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and
Archaeological Society in which he included a complete edition of the 1379 poll tax
collectors’ enrolment for Carlisle diocese !>, This was the first northern clerical poll
tax enrolment to be edited, but in the process of editing the enrolment Kirby had found
evidence that the enrolment was at least partially faked. This discovery was potentially
disastrous for historians who wanted to use clerical poll tax enrolments since it raised
the spectre that much of the enrolments were faked. Since Kirby’s discovery was

particularly relevant to this thesis it was felt necessary to face the problems 1t posed

head on

This thesis 1s intended to contribute to the growing body of editions of clerical
poll tax enrolments by providing a complete edition of all of the surviving enrolments
from the York province of the English church. It develops a method for assessing the

reliability of these enrolments and analyses the information they provide about the

clergy of the northern province.

Chapter 1 discusses the mechanism for the grant of clerical taxation, details the
grants of the poll taxes and considers how those grants affected those clergy who held

more than one benefice.

Chapter 2 deals with the problems and uses of clerical poll tax enrolments with
reference to that particularly problematic enrolment, the 1379 Carlisle enrolment, and

exemphﬁes a method for evaluatlng the reliability of clencal poll tax enrolments. This

i ———

3 JL. Klrby, “Two tax accounts of the Diocese of Carlisle, 1379-80°, Transactions
of the Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and Archaeological Society, vol. LII,

new series, (1952), pp. 70-84.

14 See Chapter 2.



chapter also examines the revaluation of benefices which was carried out for the poll

tax of 1379.

Chapter 3 explains how the Exchequer accounted for the proceeds of the
clerical poll taxes and considers the evidence that the grants of tax were actually

collected by tracing payments on to the receipt rolls and examining the enrolment of

collectors’ accounts.

Chapter 4 uses the most complete of the northern poll tax collectors’
enrolments and Exchequer general enrolments to calculate the total clerical population
of the York province. Other contemporary sources are used to assist in the drawing up

of estimates where there are lacunae in the poll tax records.

Chapters 5 and 6 form an analysis of the information contained on the northern
clerical poll tax enrolments regarding the regular clergy. Chapter 5 consists of an
order-by-order examination of the enrolments of the religious houses, investigating
their completeness and providing figures from the enrolments, or estimates where
necessary, for the numbers of religious in every religious house in the York province.
Chapter 6 examines the small number of cases for which successive poll tax
enrolments survive, comparing numbers and names of religious. The poll tax

enrolments of the religious are also compared with the ordination registers of the

archbishops of York.

Chapters 7, 8 and 9 look at the secular clergy of the northern province: Chapter
7 analyses the poll tax enrolments of York minster and the other secular colleges in the
province, assessing the completeness of the enrolments and using other sources to

assess the accuracy of the names given on the enrolments. Chapter 8 performs a similar

4



exercise for the beneficed parochial clergy from a sample of deaneries in York diocese
and from Durham diocese. Chapter 9 looks at the poll tax enrolments for evidence of

the unbeneficed secular clergy and considers what can be learned about the

unbeneficed from poll tax records.

Volume Two contains a description of the documents edited and the edition of
the poll tax enrolments in Appendix A, and in Appendix B tables comparing the
valuation of 1379 with the valuations of 1291 and 1379 for the dioceses of Carlisle and

Durham.



Chapter 1

The Clerical Poll Taxes

In the final quarter of the fourteenth century royal taxation of the clergy was

usually granted by the Convocations of the clergy of the two provinces of the church, in

much the same way as Parliament granted lay taxes . The process for convoking the
clergy of the province of Canterbury has been described by Dorothy Bruce Weske 2.
The King would order the archbishop to convoke the clergy for the purpose of granting
a subsidy, usually justifying his request in terms of some national need: in 1333 for
example, 1t was war with the Scots °. The archbishop would then mandate his
provincial dean the bishop of London, to convoke the clergy. The bishop of London
would then write to his fellow bishops in the province ordering the execution of the
mandate. Deans and priors of cathedral churches, abbots and priors elective and

archdeacons were summoned personally like bishops. Diocesan bishops would also

1

For the origins and forms of Medieval English taxation see: H.S.Deighton,
‘Clerical Taxation by Consent, 1279-1301,” English Historical Review, vol. CCLXVII,
(1953), pp. 161-192; G.L.Harriss, King, Parliament, and Public Finance in Medieval
England to 1369, (Oxford, 1975), M.Jurkowski, C.L.Smith and D.Crook, Lay Taxes in
England and Wales 1188-1688, (London, 1998), E.W.Kemp, Counsel and Consent,
Aspects of the Government of the Church as exemplified in the History of the English
Provincial Synod, (London, 1961); W.E.Lunt, The Financial Relations of the Papacy
with England to 1327, (Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1939), S.K.Mitchell, Taxation in
Medieval England, (New Haven, 1951); W.M.Ormrod, ‘An Experiment in Taxation:
The English Parish Subsidy of 1371, Speculum, vol. 63, (1988), pp. 58-82;

JF.Willard, Parliamentary Taxes on Personal Property 1[290-1334, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, 1934); J.F.Willard, The English Government at Work 1327-1336, vol.
Il Fiscal Administration, ed. W.A Morris & J.R.Strayer, (Cambridge, Massachusetts,

1947).

‘ D.B.Weske, Convocation of the Clergy, a study of its Antecedents and its Rise
with Special Emphasis upon its Growth and Activities in the Thirteenth and Fourteenth

Centuries, (London, 1937), pp. 119-23.

3 W.E.Lunt, ‘The Collectors of Clerical Subsidies Granted to the King by the
English Clergy,” in Willard, English Government at Work, vol. II, p. 229.

6



summon their own clergy to elect two proctors to attend Convocation on their behalf

while each chapter, college or convent sent one proctor *.

On completion of Convocation the archbishop would write to the king setting
out the amount and the terms (i.e. the dates for payment) of the grant or would inform
the king of the substance of the discussion if no grant was made °. Although evidence
1s more scanty it would appear that Convocation of the province of York was called in

the same way except that the archbishop summoned his suffragans himself and that the

archbishop often summoned two proctors from each archdeaconry °.

The Collection of Clerical taxation

The mechanism for the collection of tenths, the customary form of clerical
taxation throughout the fourteenth century, has been described by Lunt. Once the king
had been informed of the grant, writs of collection were 1ssued under the Great Seal to
each bishop (or the guardian of spiritualities during a vacancy). These recited the terms
of the grant and ordered the recipient to depute suitable men to collect the tenth and
answer for the proceeds to the king on the dates laid down for payment. The bishops

were also required to certify the names of the deputy collectors to the Treasurer and

Barons of the Exchequer ’.

4 Weske, Convocation, pp. 119-123.

> Ibid., p. 124.

6 Ibid., p. 181.

7 Lunt, ‘Collectors of Clerical Subsidies,” pp. 232-3.

7



Deputy collectors were usually heads of religious houses, sometimes with their
convents °. In 1327 the collectors of the tenth for the archdiocese of York were the
prior of Thurgarton for the archdeaconry of Nottingham and the abbot and convent of
St. Mary's York for the other archdeaconries. In 1334 and 1336 the abbot of St. Mary's
collected for the archdeaconries of Cleveland and York, the prior and convent of
Kirkham collected in the East Riding; the prior and convent of Thurgarton collected in
Nottingham archdeaconry and the abbot and convent of Jervaulx collected from the
archdeaconry of Richmond °. Deputy collectors normally performed all the work of
collecting money and appearing before the Exchequer (often by proxy) to account for

1t, though the bishop remained ultimately responsible for the taxes raised '°.

The Clerical Poll Taxes

Although the clerical poll taxes were a novel form of taxation, it i1s clear that the

procedures for granting and collecting them did not vary much from what had become

customary for the collection of tenths ''.

s A K McHardy, ‘Clerical Taxation in Fifteenth Century England,” 1n
R.B.Dobson (ed.), The Church, Politics and Patronage in the Fifteenth Century,

(Gloucester, 1984), pp. 171-2.

? Ibid., pp. 233-6.

10 Ibid., p. 239.

t McHardy, ‘Clerical Taxation,” p. 170. For details of the administration of the

lay poll taxes (including editions of enrolments) see C.C.Fenwick (ed.), The Poll Taxes
of 1377, 1379 and 1381, Part 1, Bedfordshire to Lincolnshire, British Academy

Records of Social and Economic History, New Senes 27, (Oxtford, 1993).

8



The Grants of the Clerical Poll Taxes

I'he meeting of the Great Council in November 1376 marked John of Gaunt's
reassertion of royal power by overturning the acts of the Good Parliament 2. A
summons to Parliament was issued on 1 December and on 16 December King Edward
I1I ordered the two archbishops to hold Convocations ‘to grant the King an aid’ "

Parliament met on 29 January and, at the price of a general pardon, granted a Poll Tax

of one groat from every lay person over the age of 14

The Canterbury Convocation was held in February 1377 at St. Paul's cathedral
in London. Led by William Courtenay, bishop of London, Convocation refused to
grant an aid until William of Wykeham was allowed to attend '>. Once this was
conceded Convocation granted a subsidy of 12d. from prelates, dignitaries, beneficed
clergymen, and religious who were not mendicants, and 4d. from every unbeneficed
cleric, in major or minor orders, aged 14 or more '°. The York Convocation met on 15

April V7 and agreed an identical subsidy. On 26 November 1377 Bishops Thomas

Hatfield of Durham and Thomas Appleby of Carlisle were ordered to appoint deputy

12 M.McKisack, The Fourteenth Century, 1307-1399, (Oxford, 1959), pp. 394-6.
G.Holmes, The Good Parliament, (Oxford, 1975), pp. 159-94.

13 E.B.Fryde, D.E.Greenway, S.Porter & ILRoy (eds.), Handbook of British
Chronology, 3rd. Edition, Royal Historical Society Guides and Handbooks 2, (London,

1986), p. 564; CCR 1374-1377, p. 469.

14

McKisack, Fourteenth Century, pp. 394-6; Jurkowski, Smith and Crook, Lay
Taxes, pp. 56-7.

1> Ibid., p. 396.

16 Weske. Convocation, pp. 259; T.F.XKirby (ed.), Wykeham's Register, Hampshire
Record Society, vol. X1II, (1899), pp. 263-9.

7 Weske. Convocation, p. 287, the claim in RNC, p. 103, that this Convocation
did not meet would appear to be incorrect.



collectors to levy the subsidy of 12d. and 4d. granted by the clergy of York in their last

Convocation, which should have been paid by midsummer '®. The two bishops had to
certify the names of their collectors to the Exchequer by the octave of Hilary (20 Jan.
1378); the collectors had to answer to the king for the money by the feast of the

Purification (2 Feb. 1378). Bishop Hatfield responded to this mandate by certifying the

names of collectors to the Exchequer on 16 January 1378 .

Even while the Crown was ordering the collection of this first clerical poll tax,
it was clear that continued hostilities required more money *°. On 29 September 1378
Richard II ordered Archbishops Alexander Neville and Simon Sudbury to call
convocations ‘to induce the clergy to grant the King a subsidy, in order to support his
charges of resisting the invasion of his enemies’ *'. Parliament, meeting in October and
November, granted two tenths and two fifteenths on condition that the money was used
solely for war and named treasurers to control the funds “>. The northern Convocation
opened at York on 1 December 1377 and met, presumably with adjournments, until 4

January 1378. After first protesting about hard times the clergy granted two tenths to be

EE—— — —————— iy e —— i e

18 CFR 1377-1383, p. 38. The fact that this mandate was not issued until six
months after the Convocation suggests that it may be a reissue of an earlier mandate.

o E179/62/3. In the same letter Hatfield also responded to a second letter from
the Exchequer dated 11 December 1377, asking for the names of cardinals, and the

names and values of their benefices.

<0 For analysis of Crown receipts 1377-1384 see A.Steel, I. he Receipt of the
Exchequer, (Cambridge, 1954), pp. 37-51.

21 CCR 1377-1381, (London, 1914), p. 27.

22 McKisack, Fourteenth Century, pp. 402-3; Jurkowski, Smith and Crook, Lay
Taxes, p. 57.
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payable in four equal instalments: 1 March 1378; 3 May 1378; 30 November 1378

and 25 March 1379 2

Following an intervention from the king regarding the expedition of the Duke of
Lancaster to Brittany, the York Convocation met again on 22 March 1378 and reduced
the number of instalments to two, payable on 1 May 1378 and 20 July 1378 ?*. In the
event, however the mandates for collection name the terms as 1 May 1378 and 25
March 1379, so there must have been some change of heart by the Crown after the
March Convocation . The king and Neville both acted quickly, on 29 March the king
sent orders to the bishops of Durham and Carlisle to appoint deputy collectors and
certify their names to the Exchequer by 1 May *°. Archbishop Neville certified his
deputies to the Exchequer the same day: the abbot of St. Mary's York for the city of
York and the archdeaconries of York, Cleveland, East Riding, and Richmond, and the
prior of Thurgarton for the archdeaconry of Nottingham *’. Bishop Hatfield appointed

the prior of Durham his deputy collector on 27 April 1378 .

Before the second instalment of the two tenths fell due the Crown began the
process of seeking further grants. On 16 February 1379 Parliament was summoned to

Westminster 2. When it met from 24 April to 27 May Parliament made a grant of a

23 Weske, Convocation, p. 288.
o RNC, pp. 105-8.

25 CFR 1377-1383, pp. 97-8.
26 Ihid.

21 CCR 1377-1381, p. 66.

28 RNC, pp. 98-9.

29 Fryde, Handbook of British Chronology, p. 564.
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graduated poll tax *. On 16 March 1379 orders were sent to the two archbishops to
summon convocations ‘to grant the king a subsidy for the defence of the realm and
church of England’ 3'. The northern Convocation met at York on 29 April and
probably remained in session until 20 June 3. On 8 July, the King having been
iInformed of the outcome of Convocation, ordered Archbishop Neville and Bishops
Hatfield and Appleby to appoint collectors for the tax. The order for collection recited

a scale for payment of a poll tax; every ecclesiatic had to pay something but there was

an elaborate attempt to tailor the charges to ecclesiastical rank and income:

The Archbishop of York 10 marks

Bishops, mitred abbots, abbots and priors who were peers of the realm,

priors of cathedral churches 6 marks

Abbots, priors and prioresses, deans and archdeacons, provosts, precentors
chancellors, treasurers, prebendaries of cathedral and collegiate churches,
rectors and curates holding benefices or offices of the yearly value of 500

marks 60 shillings

All such persons holding benefices or ecclesiastical offices of the yearly

value of from £200 to 500 marks 40 shillings

3 McKisack, Fourteenth Century, p. 405, Jurkowski, Smith and Crook, Lay
Taxes, pp. 58-9.

3 CCR 1377-1381, p.234.

32 Weske, Convocation, p. 289.

12



All such persons holding benefices or ecclesiastical offices of the yearly

value of from £100 to £200 30 shillings

All such persons holding benefices or ecclesiastical offices of the yearly

value of from 100 marks to £100 20 shillings

All such persons holding benefices or offices of the yearly value of from

£40 to 100 marks 1 mark

All such persons holding benefices or offices of the yearly value of from

£20 to £40 10 shillings

All such persons (prioresses only excepted) holding benefices or offices

ot the yearly value of from £10 to £20 5 shillings

All others holding cures and benefices, as well as parochial chaplains and
others celebrating anniversaries, of whatsoever condition they be, and
chaplains serving magnates and lords, and all other chaplains celebrating

in cathedral, collegiate and conventual churches 2 shillings

Monks, canons and other religious men belonging to houses of the yearly

value of three hundred marks 40 pence

Such persons belonging to houses of the yearly value ot from 100 marks

to 300 marks 20 pence

13



Such persons belonging to houses of the yearly value of from £40 to 100

marks 12 pence

All such persons belonging to houses under the yearly value of £40, and
all other clerks not promoted or beneficed of whatever order they be,

who are more than 16 years of age, except only mendicant clerks 4 pence

Religious women of houses of the yearly value of £40 and more, except

only recluses of the order of Sempringham 4 pence

The deputy collectors appointed were required to certify to the Exchequer the
name, rank and estate of all persons assessed for the tax when they rendered their
accounts on or before 1 August 1379 . The scale of payments was almost identical
with that for Canterbury province, the only difference being that the northern grant

omitted a scale charge of 3s. 4d. for unmarried advocates and notaries .

On 20 July 1379 Neville responded to the King's order and certified as his
deputy collectors the abbot of St. Mary's for the city of York, the archdeacons of York,

Cleveland, East Riding, and Richmond, for their own archdeaconries and the prior of

Thurgarton for Nottingham archdeaconry .

e S
o ——————————— e —

33 CFR 1377-1383, pp. 158-9.

34 Kirby, Wykeham's Register, vol. II, p. 302.

35 Register of Alexander Neville, Borthwick Institute of Historical Research,
York, Reg. 12, fo. 7v.

14



By December 1379 Richard needed money again and persuaded the Parliament
of 17 January to 3 March 1380 to grant one and a half fifteenths and tenths 3. A writ
dated 2 December ordered both archbishops to summon Convocation to agree a subsidy
*. Convocation opened at York on 4 April 1380 and agreed a substdy. The mandates to
the bishops to appoint deputies and collect the grant again provide the detail.
Convocation had granted a subsidy of 16 pence for every mark for all taxed benefices
(that 1s slightly more than a tenth), 16 pence for every mark for two-thirds of the true
value of unassessed benefices, payable on 31 May and 1 August. All chaplains,
unmarried advocates, proctors and notaries had to pay two shillings on 31 May 3. The
survival ot a file of certificates of appointment of collectors for this tax shows how
quickly or otherwise the bishops responded to the king’s mandate. Thomas Appleby
returned the names of his collectors on 20 April, while Alexander Neville and Thomas
Hatfield certified their collectors on 3 May *°. Although this tax was largely based on
the clerical tenths and i1s not always considered a clerical poll tax, 1t was clearly a poll
tax for the unbeneficed, whilst also attempting to broaden the tax base to new or small

benefices not included in the 7Taxatio of Pope Nicholas IV or its revisions.

The next grant of lay taxation was the famous three groats poll tax granted at

the Northampton Parliament which led to the Peasants' Revolt of May 1381%.

36 J urkowski, Smith and Crook, Lay Taxes, pp. 59-60.

37 CCR 1377-1381, p. 342.

8 CFR1377-1383, p. 191

37 E179/67/15 mm. 3, 6, 7; the format of these certificates varies from the tformal
writ reciting the terms of the king’s mandate sent by Hatfield to the simple slip of

parchment sent by Appleby.

40 McKisack, Fourteenth Century, pp. 406-23; Jurkowski, Smith and Crook, Lay
Taxes, pp. 60-62; R.B.Dobson, The Peasants’ Revolt of 1381, (London, 1970), pp.

111-122.
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T'he archbishops were ordered to summon Convocation next on 28 September

1380 “To grant the King a subsidy for defence of the realm against invasion by the

King's enemies of France and their allies’ . Convocation met at York on 9 January

1381 and after a long discussion granted to the king a subsidy of half a mark from every
cleric in priestly orders and religious and 12 pence from deacons, subdeacons, conversi,
advocates, proctors, notaries, registrars and all other clerics of the age of seventeen or
more. This was to be paid on 21 April 1381 and 1 August 1381. On 24 February the

deputy collectors were certified as the abbot of St. Mary's for the city of York and the

archdeaconries of York, Richmond, East Riding and Cleveland and the prior of

Sheltord in Nottingham archdeaconry .

The order to certify deputies and collect was sent to the three northern bishops
on 8 March so 1t 1s evident that on this occasion Neville began the process of collection

before he had received the mandate *.

It 1s clear however, that there was little intention to actually collect the full
half-mark from every cleric in priestly orders *. On 8 March 1381, Neville ordered
the prior of Shelford, collector in the archdeaconry of Nottingham, to collect the tax at
a rate of three shillings and four pence from all in priestly orders and five shillings from
the occupants of unassessed benefices, whilst the rest of the benetficed were to pay half

a mark and a surcharge of four pence in the pound so that the total collected should

P e Rl T - ik i i i — el

H CCR 1377-1381, p. 473.
42 Reg. A Neville, fo. 10v.

43 CFR 1377-1383, p. 252.

44 In Archbishop Sudbury’s record of the grant in the Canterbury province it is

noted that the tax was to be levied “in such a way that the better off should support the
poorer’, McHardy, Clerical Poll-Taxes, p. xxiii.
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amount to six shillings and eight pence from every priest *. In doing this Archbishop
Neville was following the lead set in the Canterbury province by Archbishop Sudbury,
who on 22 December 1380 had issued instructions to the southern bishops that they
should only collect three shillings and four pence from the unbeneficed and regulars

and that the additional sums necessary to raise the yield of the tax to six shillings and

eight pence per cleric should be raised by means of a tax on benefices .

Sudbury’s 1nstructions seem to have been interpreted in a variety of ways in
different areas: 1n the archdeaconry of Stafford, in Coventry and Lichfield diocese, the
collector levied the surcharge on benefices at a rate of one twentieth, while in the
diocese of Salisbury the surcharge was six and a half pence in the pound *. In London
diocese the poorest chaplains were charged three shillings and four pence, though more
wealthy unbeneficed clergy paid up to five shillings and four pence on a sliding scale *.
In other places, like the diocese of Chichester and the archdeaconry of Salop, in
Coventry and Lichfield diocese, the grant appears to have been levied at the full half

mark rate %°: in Lincoln diocese almost every secular was required to pay six shillings

2

and eight pence *°

il

+ E£179/279/111. An additional northern reference to the 3s. 4d. rate appears 1n

the Anonimalle Chronicle, which was at this period written in St. Mary's abbey, York,
whose abbot was one of the collectors of this tax; V.H.Galbraith (ed.), Anonimalle

Chronicle 1333-1381, (Manchester, 1970), pp. 132-3.

a6 Kirby, Wykeham's Register, vol. 11, pp. 590-1; McHardy, Clerical Poll-1axes,
p. XXiil.

47 Kirby, ‘Clerical Poll-Taxes,” p. 160.
48 A K McHardy, Church in London, p. xii1.

49 Kirby, ‘Clerical Poll-Taxes,” p. 160. The fact that the tax was levied at two
different rates within the diocese of Coventry and Lichfield shows that at least one
bishop delegated the detailed form of the tax to his deputy collectors.

50 McHardy, Clerical Poll-Taxes, p.xxxil.
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In the archdeaconry of Northumberland, the only part of the northern province
outside York diocese for which we have surviving enrolments from 1381, it is clear

that the three shillings and four pence rate with surcharge was levied .

It 1s clear that the collection of the clerical poll tax of 1381 in Durham diocese
did not go smoothly. On 14 May, in consideration of the depredations of the Scots, the
clergy of Northumberland were granted a respite of the terms of the grant so that they
did not have to pay until 29 September 1381. The clergy of Northumberland however
seem to have treated this as a permanent exoneration, so another mandate to collect in
the county of Northumberland was issued on 10 Dec. 1381 requiring the collectors to

answer to the Exchequer for the subsidy by or on 2 February 1382 2.

The Difterences between the Poll Taxes

It will be clear from the above that the poll taxes 1377 to 1381 were all
different, so in order to understand them it is necessary to consider how the taxes
affected different taxpayers. One of the clearest ways to illustrate this is to investigate
the different tax charges that arose under each grant for representative examples from

different groups of clergy. The first examples come from the archdeaconry of

Northumberland >*:

! E179/62/6 see Appendix A.

52 CFR 1377-83, p. 282.

53 This group from the archdeaconry of Northumberland in Durham diocese was
chosen since this archdeaconry i1s the area for which we have the best series of

enrolments. In the examples any figure not in brackets represents an actual payment of
tax recorded on an enrolment or the 7axatio Ecclesiastica, figures placed in brackets

represent the tax that should have been paid according to the terms of a grant.
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54

55

56

37

58

59

60

61

62

63

The vicar of Newcastle

-upon-Tyne

The vicar of Corbridge

Clerical tenth 1291
Nova taxatio 1318
1377 poll tax
1379 poll tax

1380 hybrid tax

1381 poll tax

Clernical tenth 1291
Nova taxatio 1318
1377 poll tax

1379 poll tax

1380 hybrid tax

1381 poll tax

£2 0s. 6d. >
£1

[12d.]

£1 10s.
10s. °’

£1 3s. 4d. -8

19s. 7d. *°
not taxed *
[12d.]

10s. ©!

not taxed %

11s. 8d. ¢

Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 316.
Ibid., p. 330.

E179/62/4 m. 3.

E179/62/5 m. 2.

E179/62/6 m. 1.

Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 316.
Ibid., p. 331.

E179/62/4 m. 3.

E179/62/5 m. 2.

E179/62/6 m. 1.
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The vicar of Chevelingham Clerical tenth 1291 13s. 44.

Nova taxatio 1318 not taxed 3

1377 poll tax [12d.]

1379 poll tax 2s. %

1380 hybrid tax not taxed ©’

1381 poll tax 3s. 4d. %8
An unbeneficed priest Clerical tenth 1291 not taxed

Nova taxatio 1318 not taxed

1377 poll tax [4d.]

1379 poll tax 2s.

1380 hybrid tax 2s. 70

1381 poll tax 3s.4d. ™

From these examples 1t can be seen that the losers under the poll taxes were the
poorer clergy, from whom successive poll taxes demanded greater contributions; even

at the 3s. 4d. rate an unbeneficed chaplain paid ten times the tax required by the first

poll tax. However since many benefices in Northumberland had been excused taxation

o4 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 317.

® Ibid., p. 331.

o6 E179/62/4 m. 4.
o7 E179/62/5 m. 2.
o8 E179/62/6 m. 1.
69 E179/62/4.

70 E179/62/5.

71 E179/62/6.
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since 1318, the poll taxes represented an increase in taxation for almost all of the

clergy of the archdeaconry.

Although successive enrolments have not survived for other areas, some other
1lustrative examples are possible. As far as the three northern bishops were concerned
it 18 possible to compare their tax liabilities under the clerical subsidies with their
contributions to the poll tax of 1379. According to the valuation of 1291, the richest of
the three was the bishop of Durham, with temporalia to the value of £2666 13s. 4d.”
upon which he owed tax of £266 13s. 4d. Somewhat surprisingly the archbishopric of
York was worth exactly half of that of the see of Durham, having property valued at
£1333 6s. 8d. " giving the archbishop a tax liability of £133 6s. 8d. The comparatively
minuscule income of the bishop of Carlisle, £126 7s. 7d. ™, rendered him liable for a
tax charge of £12 12s. 9d. The revaluation of 1318, the Nova Taxatio, which followed
destructive raids by the Scots, valued the temporalia of the bishop of Durham and the
archbishop of York at an identical £666 13s. 4d. ™ giving rise to a tax liability of £66
13s. 4d. for each of them. The diocese of Carlisle secems to have been still more
severely affected, reducing the value of the bishop’s property to a mere £20, making
him liable for just £2 in tax . In 1379 the bishops of Carlisle and Durham each paid
£4 77 while the archbishop was liable for £6 13s. 4d. 1n tax 8 Thus for the archbishop

?

the poll tax of 1379 represented a tenth of his customary tax liability anci it_ was even

72 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 318.

73 Ibid., p. 305.
74 Ibid., p. 320.
73 Ibid., pp. 325, 330.

76 Ibid., p. 333.

77 E179/60/1 m. 1, E179/62/4 m. 1.
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less for the bishop of Durham. The bishop of Carlisle, by far the poorest of the

northern bishops, found himself paying twice what he would usually have paid for a

clerical tenth.

The third group of examples illustrate the differing effects of the poll taxes on

the religious houses of the York province.

Durham cathedral priory Clerical tenth 1291 £62 7
Durham Nova taxatio 1318 £13 6s. 8d. ¥
(Benedictine) 1379 poll tax £10 13s. 4d. ®
1380 hybrid tax £23 6s. 8d. *
Newminster abbey Clerical tenth 1291 £22 %
Northumberland Nova taxatio 1318 not taxed **

Continued from previous page...

& For the purposes of this comparison it is assumed that the archbishop of York
actually paid £6 13s. 4d. as detailed in the grant, see earlier this chapter.

e Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 318.
80 Ibid., p. 330.

8] E179/62/4 m. 2.

8 E179/62/5 m. 2. Curiously in 1380 Durham cathedral priory seems to have
been revalued at £100 more than its 1318 valuation. It was the only religious house in
Durham diocese to be subjected to this. The fact that a much lower valuation for the
priory was originally entered on the enrolment and subsequently revised upwards

indicates that this revaluation occurred late in the process of collection. It 1s possible,
though there is no evidence for this, that the Exchequer objected to the enrolment as

originally submitted and demanded a valuation closer to that of 1379, when the monks
paid tax based on an annual income for the priory of more than £200. E175/62/4 m. 2.

83 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 318.
Continued on next page...
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(Cistercian) 1377 poll tax [17s.]

85

1379 poll tax £2 165, 8d.

1380 hybrid tax not taxed ¥

1381 poll tax £3 4s. %8
Bolton priory # Clerical tenth 1291 £56 18s. 4d.
Yorkshire Nova taxatio 1318 £5 71
(Augustinian canons) 1377 poll tax 24s. 2

1381 poll tax £312s. 11d. %

Continued from previous page...

“  [bid, pp. 329-331.

5 Based on the abbot and 16 monks each paying 1s.

86 This was made up of 30s. from the abbot and 16 payments of 20d. each from
the monks, E17/62/4 m. 4.

87 E179/62/5.

58 Made up of 14s. from the abbot and 15 payments of 40d. each from the monks,
E179/62/6 m. 1.

89 The three York diocese examples, Bolton, Malton and Watton were chosen
since they are the only religious houses in the diocese for which more that one poll tax

enrolment survives, see Chapter 6.

7 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 305.

. Ibid., p. 325.

72 E179/3/10.

93 Made up of 42s. 7d. from the prior, 3s. 4d. from each of 13 canons and 1s. from
each of 5 conversi, E179/63/12 m. 5.

23



Malton priory Clerical tenth 1291 £17 %

Yorkshire Nova taxatio 1318 £8
(Gilbertine canons) 1377 poll tax 18s. %@

1381 poll tax £3 15s. 1'%2d. 7
Watton priory Clerical tenth 1291 £24 1s.9d. *®
Yorkshire Nova taxatio 1318
(Gilbertine canons and nuns) 1377 poll tax £4 2s. 1%

1381 poll tax £9 0s. 2% d. '
Shap abbey Clerical tenth 1291 £46 13s. 4d. '*
Westmorland Nova taxatio 1318 £2 103
(Premonstratensian) 1377 poll tax [6s.] ™

o Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 305.

S Ibid., p. 326.

e E179/63/10.

77 Made up of 45s. 1% d. from the prior and 3s. 4d. from each of 9 canons,
E179/63/12 m. 5.

& Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 305.

% Watton priory was not reassessed in 1318; it continued to pay clerical subsidies
based on the valuation of 1291.

199 Consisting of 21s. from the canons and 6ls. from the nuns E179/63/10,
E179/63/11.

101 £6 16s. 10% d. from the prior and 3s. 4d. from each of 13 canons, E179/63/12
m 5. It should also be noted that most nuns were not required to pay the poll tax of

1381, see Chapter 6.

102 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 320.
103 Ibid., p. 333.

24



1379 poll tax £1 8s. 4d. 08

The pattern that emerges from these examples is that the poll taxes were less of
a burden on the religious houses than the clerical subsidies had been even though every
member of the community was liable to tax. There were however a few cases. like
Newminster which had been completely exempted from tax in 1318, for whom the poll
taxes represented an increase in their overall tax liability. Where the Nova taxatio did
not apply, the reduction in the tax burden seems startling, so in order to clarify the

picture the next group of examples deals with some benefices from Doncaster deanery

in York diocese which had not been revalued in 1318.

The rector of Ecclesfield Clerical tenth 1291 £10 13s. 4d.1°
1377 poll tax [12d.]
1381 poll tax £2 5s. 8d. '’
The rector of Wath upon Clerical tenth 1291 £5 108
Dearne 1377 poll tax [12d.]
1381 poll tax £1 5s. 5d. '%°

Continued from previous page...

104 Based on the presumption that the community was the same size in 1377 as 1n
1379,

105 £1 from the abbot and 1s. 8d. from each of the 5 canons, E179/60/1 m. 2.

106 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 299.

107 E179/63/12 m. 5.

108 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 300.

109 E179/63/12 m. 5.
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The rector of Tankersley Clenical tenth 1291 £2 13s.44. '1°

1377 poll tax 112d.]
1381 poll tax 16s. 8d. '
The rector of Hooton Roberts Clerical tenth 1291 10s. 12
1377 poll tax [12d.]
1381 poll tax 8s. 6d. '3

This group was chosen to represent the range of beneficed clergy incomes,
according to the 1291 valuation Ecclesfield was worth £106 13s. 4d. annually while
Hooton Roberts was valued at £5; it can be seen from these examples that all of these
clergymen paid less in poll tax than they would have done for the clerical subsidies.
There can be little doubt that for those clergy who usually paid their tax based on the
1291 valuation, the poll taxes were less burdensome. All of the preceding examples

have presumed that a clergyman held at most one benefice, so there remains the

question of how the poll taxes applied to pluralists.

110 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 300.

11 E179/63/12 m. 5.

112 Taxatio Ecclesiastica, p. 300.
113 E179/63/12 m. 5.
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The Treatment of Pluralists in the Poll taxes

Since the clerical tenths were property taxes, the possession of a particular

benefice rendered its possessor liable for an amount of tax; pluralists were liable for

the tax due on each of their benefices to the appropriate collector '

Under the poll taxes however, liability for tax was personal to the tax payer.
Thus 1t might be expected that individual clerics would only pay tax to one collector,
presumably the collector for some notional home diocese. However since the poll

taxes were all different, the treatment of pluralists under each of them needs to be

examined separately .

The method adopted to approach this question was to identify some known

pluralists, then to examine the poll tax enrolments to find out how much tax they paid

and to whom 1t was paid.

The First Poll Tax 1377

Unfortunately since only fragments of the 1377 York province enrolments have
survived, it is not possible to examine the treatment of northern pluralists 1n that
particular tax '">. Since it was the most straightforward of the clerical poll taxes one

might expect that no-one could be expected to pay more than once, though it would be

-

114 The hybrid tax of 1380 worked in a similar manner for the beneticed, see
above.
113 See Description of the Documents in Volume 2.
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Interesting to find out whether clergy who had benefices in both provinces of the

English church paid only in one province 6.

The survival of a substantial 1377 enrolment of the diocese of Lincoln ' allows
a glimpse at the treatment of pluralists under the first clerical poll tax, though it is not
certain whether or not the same arrangements applied in the York province. Two
canons of Lincoln in 1377 are also known to have held parochial benefices in the
diocese at the same time. Master Geoffrey le Scrope, canon of Lincoln and prebendary
of Heydour-with-Walton, was also rector of Great Bowden, Leics., in 1377 ''®. He was

enrolled as a canon, paying 12d. with the cathedral clergy, but was also named as rector
of Great Bowden with the note ‘in Linc' et residet ut patet infra clausum Lincoln’ ''*;

Scrope seems only to have paid the standard contribution once. So too, Mag. Peter de
Dalton (alias Newbold), canon of Lincoln and prebendary of Marston St. Lawrence.,
was also rector of Surfleet, Lincs. in 1377 '*°. On the 1377 Lincoln enrolment he was
enrolled with the cathedral clergy, but he does not appear in the entry for the parish of

Surfleet '*!. Clearly these two examples do not necessarily make a representative

B S e e - - - ‘- - ‘- - *--—-- -- - ________________-_____ - . - _________________- - "t "' _ 0 = = "r el - N —

1o It could perhaps have been argued that they had, through the two Convocations,
assented to two grants of tax and were thus liable to pay both.

H7 McHardy, Clerical Poll-Taxes, pp. 1-70.

118 A.Hamilton Thompson, ‘Pluralism in the Medieval Church; with notes on
Pluralists in the diocese of Lincoln 1366, Associated Architectural Societies’ Reports
and Papers, vol. XXXV, (1919), p. 237, Emden, BRUO, vol. IlI, pp. 1658-9:<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>