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Abstract

The available sources have, to some extent, determined the form of

this thesis, which was undertaken in the hope that a more detailed study of

the relations between London and the Crown during the years 1 1400_1 1150 would

place in perspective the crises with which it begins and ends. The most

important source of material for this study has been the Journals of the

Court of Aldermen and Common Council which survive from 1416 (the years 1429-
1436 are missing). Historians with the help of a nineteenth century index

have quarried in these Journals, but they have never been read through

systematically. Journals nos. 3 and 6, having been wrongly bound up, could

not be used until, their pages bad been sorted into the correct order from

the internal evidence of their contents. The scribes who compiled the

Journals were both careless and cautious which increases the difficulty in

interpreting their crabbed notes. From studying the Journals dominant themes

emerged which were then followed up at the Public Record Office and elsewhere.

The conclusions from this study fall into three main categories. The

Journals provided a great deal of material from which it was possible to

draw a much more detailed picture of the machinery and business of the

government of medieval London. T1'e Aldermen and civic officials emerge as

conservative, but conscientious, men who might prehardly upon minority

interests, but had constantly before their eyes the needs of the City as a

whole.

Secondly it has been possible to tidy up the chronology of the crises

themselves. At such times as Bolingbroke' s usurpation and Cade' a revolt the



civic scribes were least active and most cautious. But it seems clear that

the London support for both these men has been exaggerated and that the

fundamental conservatism of the City governors was not easily rocked, whether

by royal scions or Kentish peasants.

But this study has proved most useful where the more mundane contact

between the Crown and the citizens could be examined, In this way it has

been possible to place the financial relations between the King and the City

in perspective, and to realize that the King did not come as a beggar to the

Londoners, since he had at his disposal all the chartered freedoms and

privileges which were essential to the communal and economic life of the

City. London, in spite of its great prestige and financial importance, still

operated in the fifteenth century within a framework of royal privilege.

'While the memory of Richard II's action in 1392 was still, green, the

Londoners were in no position to demand redress of grievances before supply.

In understanding the delicate balance of the relationship between the Crown

and the Londoners it is easier to understand the survival of the Lancastrian

dynasty.



'Considering that this cause is every 	 s

cause, and the good and true keeping and deZnding

of the liberties of this fantous City is the welfare

of every man that is inhabitant therein'

(Sheriffs' petition to Common Council,

2 Septnber 14LO, L.B.K., pp.2Z2_43).
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Proissart wrote of London ii 1.398 as 'l.a yule ... ota is cents

d'&rty sstoit cent fete esuix au. qu. 1. rot Richart'.1 Without

the sonsent of the City it is very unlibly that Richard could bay.

be.n deposed and the Duke of Lancaster crowned as Rsnry IT with snob

apparent faciLi. It was, Professor )telts&ok baa suggested, a

•vox popuii coiiposs( a4nly of Londoners which provided tb.

popular ..cdiaia necessary to endorse Renrys seizur, of the Crown

on 30 Spteabsr 1399 at a se.ting of the Iaitat.s at testain.t.r.2

It is reasonable to ask wy Richard II was so unpopular with the

Londoners and whether the Ciy swung ever to support Bolingbi'oke

as easily and as rapidly as Proissart suggested. Although Richard II

had aade ezulas in London ho also had friends there, and it was

net until sowe weeks alter B.nrya landing at Rav.napur that the

Londoners openly dial ared for the usurper. Biatories]. hindsight

askes Rioba.rd. deposition appear to have been inevitable; in fact

the outcone was auch ner. evenly hal. anee d.

1. Proiaat, p.138.

2. L cIjgack 1endon and the succession te the Crown during
e.iiti.	 ia!tudi.p in Md1avel. Ristoii presnte1 to
iL Powick ed. LW, Rat, LA. Pantin, RI. Southern.
(Oxford l.948, p.84.



That Richard was unpopular tbrouhout Zngland after 1396

ther, can be no donbt, but unpopularity doe. not nooesearily lead

to deposition) Li with the country at 1 arge, so with London.

Richard gave the Londors aa reasons for di&.iking him but only

the arrival, of Henry Bolingbrok, tb. capture of Richard II at

Flint and the usurper0s march southwards towards the City, woult

have brozgt the Londoners out in open revolt. There mq have been

•radical .l.nts among the London mob, but the voice which spohe

for the City wa, that of the &tderzen; loyal., conservative and canttous.

4 voice which would accept nothing less certain than the inevitable.

But ' swinging over to Henry Bolingbrokm when they did, the citizens

of London avoided btood.mh.& end facilitated the •conatitutional

deposition of Richard II. They &nded their price and received

their reward. The loyalty of the City of London involved not romantic

sentiint but plain businoss sense.

Tb. deterioration of the relationship between Richard II and

th. City of London began in 1392 when the King seized the liberties

of the City and appointed Sir Zdward Dalyngrigge as Warden. The

vor of the year 1389"90, Willia* Tenour, and the Atdern were

iriaoned and fined 3000 marks. The City as a whole was fined tioo,000.2

1. See CJ. Barro, Tb. Tyrezu%y of Richard II', Bulletin of the
Institute_of Iistoical R.se&rch, vol.LI (1968), pp.1.1.8.

2. Se. Ruth Bird, The Turbul.nt London of Richard U (1949),
Cbap.TII. The causes of this dispute are obscure but i as hoping
to .iailiie them more thoroughly in $ forthcoming articis.
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In the end the Londoners sere abis to	 tb,ir peaces the King and

ue.n enjoyed a triusphal procession in London and wore presented

with .xpenaiv. gifts.1 On 19 S.pt.*b.r 1392 the King issued three

Letters patent of pardon fros Voodsteok. Tb. first of these pardoned

the M'or and Aldernen their individual fine of 3000 aarks and released

tb.. fron prisn. 2 The second letter pardoned the City its fine of

£100,000. 3 In both these 1.tters the King prosiaed pardon not only

on his own behalf but also en behalf of his heirs and successor.,

and his 1n(stm both for the present and in tie. to cose. Thee.

two pardons sre p.rnenent and. absolute. Bzt th. third letter repqs

close stu- of the original. In it the King restored their liberties

to the citizens of London as they bad .njoy.& then before they

wore seized into the Iing 5s hand. 3at the final claus. of this

l•tter aakns it clear that, unlibe the other two pardons, this one

was not p.re.nent but was only to be .ff.cti y. until the King should

ordain otherwise. 4 In the Parijasent which net at linchester in

J*r.iajy and February 1393 the Xyor and Aldernen petitioned tb

1. Latin poen of Richard of Maidston. printed in Political Peene and
! ge, ed. T. Iright (Rolls S.rlas 1859), vol.!, pp.182-500; E1.n
Sug8ett, '4 Letter describing Rich&rd II's reconciliation with
the City of,London in 1392',	 v2,LTTT (1947), pp.209.13;
Jest,Cbro., pp. 274 .76 .	 .	 S..

2. C.P.R%JS91, p.171 ; P.R.O. C/66/336 a.32; GJ.O. Charter 47.

3. C.P,R. l39.L, p.130; P.L0. c/66/335 n.20; no cp7 at Gildb&1.

4. C.P.L. ]91%, p.173; P.l.O. c/66/336 a.31; no copy at Gtdl&baU.
'i'1. letter .nds with the words qioIisque eltt.r ordin m1u qne
isdea in cuiva eta'. 	 -



King for a p1.in it perpetual restitution s of their liberties, but
1without success.

• In spite of th. pardons of September 1392 the Londoners paid

£10,000 to Richard. 2 Tb. co]]•ction of such a large sue can.ed

sose difficulty in the City. Tb. Bridge Rouee Zstats contributed

and the City Companies were also cail.d upon. 4 it is clear

also that the unusual dem&nA for ,rey led the 31q.r and Aldern to

impose unaccustosed financial burdens on the citizens. Two groups

of citizens, the widows and the cl.rgy, petitioned in the fnobsstsr

plianent to be exemptd from these novel, obligations. 5 In

retaliation the Myor and Ald.rwen petitioned that thes, groups

should not be exempted from contributing to the fine which the

Londoners were pqing to the King for the return of the royal courts

to London from York.6 This p.tition, at least, reveals the royal
3

,.	 III, p.324; P.R.0. Ancient Petition no.6041.

2. C.P.R,_l391, p.226; see elsingbain, vol.11, pp.2L041.

3. G.R.0. Bridge Masters Accounts 1390-1405, Boll U, a.lv., noney
paid for div.rs affair touching the CityC. Tb. incom from
the London Bridge Rstatse was sozetis used the City as a
sourc. of ready cash in tises of crisis. This pment put the
&ccounts into arrears of £53.

4. 3brc.rs Rail, Warden 1s Accounts l347.464, f.13v., paid to
John Raddel., Mqor of London (1393.4) £10 for certain business
touching the franchise of the City.

5. III, p.325; P.R.0. Ancient Petition no.1,052.

6. j. lU p.325; P.R.0. Ancient Petition no.6036.
a-
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pretext. iben Richard received the uey or how be spent it remain

obscure.1

Prom September 1392, therefore, the Londouers held their

liberties not in perpetuity but only during good behaviour. Their

position was weak. On 6 Juxe 1397 the Mor of London, Adam Bazuim,

died. Two dqa later Richard took the unprecedented step of appoitig

a Mqor for the City. Ria choice fell, upon Richard wiiittington.2

Twic, in Rdward III'. reign the 3ayor bad been deposed by the ging

but the successor bad been chosen by the citizens. The right of the

citizens to ohooee their own Mqor bad been eatablibe4 in l215.

The 1ing bad appointed Wardens before but mayer a Mqor. Tbs unusual

mature of this action by Richard II can be barely ascertained from

the contemporary evidence, but &xiiold in his chronicle baa preserved

a unique reference Tbis yere, in Jun11, decesaid the Mfrre, end

for him chosen Richard Whitington, who ye lords void not adtt

tiU on the rowe was admitted be ye king and occupied t71 Saint

Zdward5s day'.4 It would seem, therexe, that although the King

chose thittington, the Barons of the Ixobequer, before whom a zmw

Mor was normally sworn, refused to swear him and so the Tig hinseif

performad th. teak. Two pieces of evidence substantiate this supposition.

1. 4 loan of £6333 6s.8d. advanced by the 3or, Citizens and Coinonatty
f London was recorded as received at the £xchequer, 5 December 1394,

PJ.O. Receipt Roll 401/596. Arrangiewents were made for the
repynent of this sum 1 Karch, 3 April 1395, P.R.O. Issue IoU
K 403/549, so it is unlikely that, it was the gift of 1392. br a
sug,ation as to how Richard II spent this noney see CJ. Barron,
Richard Wbittington', in Iesqs in X.ondon Bistory, ed. I. Xellaw
and A. Bo1laentjer (1969), p.200.

2. 4.j., p.436; llenoriali, p.544.
. £ijex_e, p.19.	 . 4rnoia'a Cbronil, p.m.



In the Lord Treasurer's Reiambranoe and Merands Rolls wIers the

.ring of the Mayors of London ii noraaUy recorded, there is no

record of Whittington beixg sworn in Jur 1397 although be duly

appears in October when be was re-elected by the citizens. Secondly

there ii recorded on the Close loll for this year a full copy of the

oath of the Mayor of London. The .ntry ii undated but th. oath in

no way differ. fron the Mayor 1 . usual oath, and was probably .nrolled

there for the King's own reference. 2 This episode throws en interesting

light on the attitude of the judiciary to Richard II and suggests

that the Barons of the Exchequer, at least, were prepared to make

a stand in defence of l.e1.1ty and th. liberties of London.

Them are me masons for believing that lhittington was a

does friend of Richard	 In 1397 he served his sovereigeU

and in so doing served also the interests of the City. A. Mayor

he nogotiated the •loen' of £6666 13a.4tt. whereby the LoMoi*re

bought a full and perpetual confirmation of their liberties from

Richard II, and Ihittingtou also "god to keep London peaceful

during the contentions *utuni parliamant of 1397.

Tb. London 11oan1 of £6666 13s.4d. was on. of the umber of

such loans, totalling in all over £20,000, which Richard raised

from bia subjects in the suer of 1397. It was not repaid. 4 But in

return Richard on 12 Jun. 1397, four days after Tbittington's appointsent

1. P.l.O. 1 368/169 and 170.

2. C.CJ. 1396!99. p.135; P.l.O. Cf54/239 m.Lv

3. CJ. Barren, lichard lbittingtou', op.ci, pp.205, 229-30.
4. C.M. Barren, Tyramy of Richard XIS ,	 pp.1.6.
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9.8 Mq-or, €2ntett a full charter Cf libertie, to the Londoners in

which their rights were confirwed in eri,etuum. The problem of

raising so large a sum in the City was again acut.. Tb. Bridge

Estates contributed to2 and there is syidence that the City Cosni.,

were further called upon. 3 Pinally t iduals paid contributions

to the Chamber at Gulidhall and received receipts for their ,ney

under the Chamber ..&l • John Woodcock, a Merc.r and associate of

Richard lhittington, contributed £50 which be was fortunate enough

to have repaid by Renry IT. 4 William Tenour, a Grocer, contributed

In uat over two mntIla ittington appeare to 'ave collected

the necessary anount and in 22 August 1397 the 1xcbeuer acknowledged

l.C.P.R. l96-99, p.136; P.l.O. C/66/345; G.L0. Charter no.49.
Mi.. Bird suggested that the cause of this large tloan was
Richard1 . attack upon the privileges and franchises .ftb.
City Courts, Turbulent London, o p.eit., p.1O • The cases whjbb
she cites appear, however, to be normal writs of certiori
issued by the ring's Justice, in case. Which bad cose to them
on appeal from City Courts. 3ee Cal.P. and L J.381-L4l, pp.242,
249, 25153; C.C.R. 1396 .99, pp.103, 105, 395. The explanation
that the 10,000 marks was to pq for a full charter usema ze likely.

2. G.L0. Bridge Xaater ts Account. 1390.iJ405, Roll 15, m.]v. Paid
£50 to the Chamber (of iondon) ' order of Richard hittington
Mayor and Alderman.

3. Grocersl Atcounts, p.78, paid. £13 6s.8d. to Mayor Richard. Ihittin€don
and to tb Adeii.n by the assent of the miatery on 23 July 1397
'pur 10 frapncbi.es de Lendxea'.

4. 7 April 1400, Woodcock tas paid by aaaignmant a total sum of
£1300 6s.6d. This was 'Mily to cover irey owed to him
Richard II and Isabella for purchase. of maicery. These debt.
anounted t. £1250 65.6j4. bich L.ft £50. The entry states
that this sum was Woodcock'. contribution to the loan of 10,000
marks lately made by the lLayor and Citisene of London to ling
Richard, P.L0. Issue Roll. E 403/565.

5. Tenour appearl to have been repaid during Richard 1 . reign,
4 November 1397, ?.R,0. Issue Roll 403/556.



that it bad received 10,000 mark. from the Londoners. 1 The ling

wrote to thank the citisena of London for their 'pecuniary u.istance

and referred to the med for good govermnt in the City during the

fortbooizg .ting of Parliament. 2 Richard u.s attention was

shifting now from the oclJ.ection of soney to the attack upon his

emmics, the Du of Gloucester and the Rams of Lrundel and Warwick.

On 10 July 1397 Richard bad. arrested Warwick and &znde1

treacherous wean.. 3 On the sa nigbt Richard dined at the house

of his halfbrother, John, Ian of Euntingdon, which was called Cold

Harbour in the London pariah of ALL Hallow. the Less. From here

he set out for Plea r to arrest Gloucester. 4 One chronicler records

that before setting out Richard took th. precaution of cowesuding the

secure custody of the City to the )tqor and Sheriffs. 5 It sesse

liksly that lbittington was privy to Richard 1 . plan, and it w be

that a. coup of Londonens accopsnied Ricbed to fleey, together

with the Ian. of Rutland, lent, Euntingdon and Nottingham.' Subsequent

1. P.LO. Receipt Roll 1 401/606.
2. 21 August 1397, L.B,!., p.438.

3. M. McLteack, Fouileentb C.ntux (Oxford 1959), p.478.

4. Traison, p.127. See C.L. x:ingsford, Riatonica1. Jot.. on
ediavat London Rouas' London To pog apbical R.cor4, vol.1

(1916), pp.94-100.	 -'
5. lirkatell, p.129.
6. *nnaLe.,p.2QJ, -,•



•wenta during the Parliaieut would iugst that Richard could rely

upon scam support in the City.

Gloucester was arrested and shipped to C.lais, whil. Tarwick

and. Axuxidel were imprisoned in the Tower. Proissart wrote that the

citizens of London were surprised sad annoyed the arrests but

coaortd themselves with the thought that the Du of York would

do sozetbing to put matters right. In anticipation of the

adverse public opinion Richard issued a series of writs. The

Sheriffs were notified of th. arrests and instructed to prevent the

holding of zeetings unless the King's authority. 2 Purther writs

followed from the safe distance of windsor. The Londorars were

infornad that Gloucester, Arundel and Warwick bad been arrested, not

for th. old oriaes of 1387)'8 but for new ones committed since then.

embers of their households sad families were not to be molested.

Yet another writ instructs the 3Lor end Sheriffs to arrest aiU!

servants of the three lord, whoa they found. eramd within the City.3

A third writ ordered the Mqor and Sheriffs to arrest and imprison

until further order, a adherents of the thre, lords .ho they found

going from place to place within the City or its suburbs, sowing

evil words and. inciting people against the King.4 Tb. "(ntensnc.

of peace in the City, together with the collection of money for the

1. !'oia, pp.72-74.
2. 13 July 1397,	 1396-99, p.197; L.B.!., p.437.

3. 15 July 1397, LR. 1396-99, pp.l37,8; L.B.L, pp.437-38.

4. 15 July i397, !LP,L l396, p•241•



lb.

•loan', mist have presented lhittington with a formidable task; but

he appears to have carried it out micoesefu]ly.

?ar].isseut was suse	 to sect at Westminster on September 14th.1

The Xing instructed those who wore his livery end received his p

to assemble &t Iizston-onJfliase. on that dq end rids with bia to

Westminster. In August it was cessaz to talw steps to ensure

that there wonU be enough food in the City for all those who were

coming to Parliesertt. 3 These precautionary seasures were well..

justified. Not only did the Ii*g bring all his own retaizmrs, but

be allowed those lords whoa be trusted to bring their retaisers

also. A cbronicl.r wrote 'and thus in their errq cosen all the

wort' sen of this land unto our king; and all his people cose to

London on ons dq (pres1m hiy 14 September 1397), In so such that

•'very street and leim in London szid in the suburbs were full of them

lodged, and ten or twelve idles about London every wq'. 4 Groups

of sen at arms were stationsd t the 3L'or and Aldersen at th, main

City gate. to prevent disorders. 5	-

1. 18 July 1397 writ to Londoner. to elect four LPs. Andrew Newport
and.)rn Barentyn, Aldersen, and William Chichele an4 Bobert .*scombe
Conaxmra were chosen, LB.L, pp.437-37, There is no evideiceof
rc rel interference in the election. Par a discussion of this
question see M. Jk,Kisack, Fourteenth Centur (Oxford 1959), pp.486-87.

2. 20 July 1397,L.B,L, p.438.	 3. 27 Anist 1397, L.BJ., p.438.
4. Contizaiation C of Brut, Brie, p.353.	 -

5. Ibid., p.354. A servant of E.nxy, lam of i).rtLy nased William de
ak8n was mirdeed in Plt Street during the Sebtember Parlianent,

1396-99, p.427, Coroners Inquest P.l.O. Chancery Nisa.11aziea
C47/68112 no.337. Tb. author of the Barley Chronicl, records that
in 1399 there warn a fight bstween the sen of Chester and the
Londoxmrs, Earle	 , p.e3. Tb. niweity between the two groups
probably dates ron the 1397 Parliasent.



'I.

It is not ea to gaa1&e the populaxity of Gloucester, &ruxidal

and Warwick in the City, OX tb iMtn&tion which their sates aroused.

It seema clear hovever th&t Ricbard(aM Arundel biseelf).xpect.d the

Londoners to aa.he sose active show of sympaThy for the Ran as be

was led to hi. execution on Tower Bill. Six of the lords who bad

condeasd Arundel were sent to escort him to hi. execution for fear

that be would be rescued hy the Londoners.1 According to o chronicler

A1rundel. cboae especiall.y to be led along Cheapaida in the hope that

this might happen. 2 But in the event a large crowd turned out to

mrnrn hia fate, foUowed 'ilium pisagente', and sympathetically

watched hi. execution. 3 They did not rise up to save bia. AruMel.

son Thomas was helped in his escape from th. bouaebold of John

Bolland, Da of Zxster (pz,suity that sane hous, .t Cold Earbour

where Richard had dined on 12 july) a London Iroer William Scot.

Dressed in the clothing of a groom he was able to get sy to in

his uncle Thomas, lately Archbishop of Canterbury, in France.

The vengeful events of the Parliasent were quickly accomplished

and on September 30th it was adjourned to neat again at Sbreubury

1. EngLish Chronicle, p.10.
2. Unprinted section of Gil..' Chronicle, LL Royal ka. 13 C 3.

f.109v. I a grateful to (i.s Mary ?lor for this reference.

3. Eveaha, p.138; roisaar, p.7.

4. eat Chron., p.50. William Scot ii an obscure figure. Re
madel.a second and third livery p r nts to the Mercers Company
in1391and1392. 20Jany1399b.madeagiftoflandsin
Northumberland and of goods and chattels t. two other London
Meroer., C.C.R. l396-9, pp.431, 432. Thu asy have been doi
to avoid soy Lancaatrian retribution.
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on January 28th. The author of the raison states that Richard

decided upon the adjournient to Sbrewsbury to punish the Londonere'

It is tine that the lose of trade would. be a form of punishzent for

the Londoners, but the tive behind the adjournnent is rs ].ilwly

to have been the inflt*ble situation in London which would a&ce it

difficult to hold a, further session of Parliant at Westminster.

Arundo]. had not been rescued ' the citizens, but they had denonatrated

'their qmpat for him in the face of the Cheshire guard. It ee

libely that Richard did. not again visit London until, be caze thither

in the compsz of Renry Bo],ingbro]; and in 1398 be travelled around

the Midlands, never too far u from Chester and Tales where l'

th. sources of his mu itary strength.

In October 1397 lhittington was re-elected as 3lqox' of London

in perfectly normal conditions. 2 The Londonere bad no reason to

di.1ii Ihittington and since be seezed able to work with the enigtic

Richard, the cboioe wa a Judicious one. On January 28th 1398

Parliazent reassembled at Sbrewebury. Amongst other things the

acts of the roUess Parliazent were annulled, the 1387 questions

to the judge. were upheld and a coamittee was appointed to deal with

the Rere ford/Norfolk dispute and ,ith other outstanding petitions

1. Traleon, p.140. This author also records the sonewbat improbable
story that after the September Parliazent Richard ordered a
mister of the mon of Ijondon so that be might see their strength.
The Tine reviewed tbe,Londoners accompanied l the Duke of
].ancaater and. two ether boreomon.	 -

2. LB,E., p.440.



which bad been presented t Parliant. The Grooers' CoaaxV paid

Robert Chichele, the brother of Tilhiaa Chichele oof the CiIy's

LPs. £6 13s.4d. by con assent for the parliasent at Sbrewesbury.1

The exact purpose of this pqient remins obscure.

Richard took steps to publicize the acts of this Parliasent in

London. A co of the statutes dealing with the conviction of the

Appellants and the overthrow of aU their acts, which was, presumably,

sent to the Mqor and Sheriffs, 'as copied into the Cii r *s letter

The &rclibisbop of Canterbury, the Bishop of London and the

other bishops were instructed to prozlgate sentences of sxcoim,inication

against tboae who violated the various gatntea.3 Richard also sent

to the Pope for confirtion of the acts of these two seetings of

Parliazent and in Raster week 1398 the Papal confirmation was read

out in London at Paul ts Cross and at the Church of St. Mary Spital.4
It is clear that Rich*rd was particularly anxious that the Londore

ShOUld biow of the overthrow of the Appellants and their acts.

In 1398 London, together with the sixteen adjacent countries,

was singled out for special treatsent by Richard II. This was the

area fros which the Appellants bad derived their jn support.

Accordingly Richard Iewved that proctors, acting on behalf of the

1. Grocers' Accounts, p.81.

2. L.).E.,p.443..44; Statutes of the Reals, vol.11 (1816), pp.94-1.10.
3	 Ea-'-(	 * (0. Gm4 4'eAt,we ) ' cc.ALa

(Pci4s, '°Fk) VP'3'45.6.
4. Great Chron., p.48; Rarle 56, pp.83.84,
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people living in London si4 the surrounding counties, should seal

obligations in which they acknowledged their guilt, their ze& for

the Iings aoe and their desire to subait to him in all. things.

The proctors wore further eewered to act on behalf of the citizens

in swearing to uphold the acts of the Westminster and Sbrewsbuz7

Parliasents.1 Yor the City of London Roger Taldetn, the Archbishop

of Canterbury, Robert Brqbrook the Bishop of London, Richard

Whittington the Myor and the two Sheriffs John Aekham and John

Woodcock acted as proctors. The sealing of tbisproctora' Letter

from London can probably be dated to July/August 1397.2 here is

sose evidence, but it is not oonolusin, that thee. prectors letters

or blank charters were accoian1a& by sose sort of fin..3

The dispute between the Dukes .Z Rereford and Norfolk forsed

a sinister thread in the perplexing events of 1398. The Pa.rlian.ntzz'

committee which set &t Bristol on ltarcb 19 failed to resolve the

matter. Before the case was again considered six weeks later, the

Constable of Windsor Castle bad been instructed to deliver the Du1

of Norfolk to Richard Wbittington wh was to escort his prisorer to

the hug's Wardrobe in the City. 4 Nortolks presence in the Ci

1. C.M. 3arron, 'Tyrwuu of Richard II', op.cit., pp.1144.
3 April 1398 Richard Ihittington and enty-aeven others were
aUnoned to appear before the Council 'to declare what abaU there
be laid before them', C.C.R. 1396-u, p.277.

2	 C.M. Be.rron, 'Tyraxthy of Richard II', op.cit., p42 n.2.
3. ibid., p.l2 , fl.7.
4. 15 April 1398 , C.C.R. 1 i2, p.255.



appears to bav caused aose disquiet and it was macesasry for the

Myor and Sheriffs to kmep watch around the Wardrobe where Norfolk

was impriacrned.1 Proissart recorded that the Londomars favour

Hereford to such an extent that Riobarda counaeU era advised the

ring not to aide openly with Norfolk for fear that the Londoimrs

would unite with the great Lancaster conmactiona to overthrow Richard.2

On 16 September 1398 Norfolk and Hereford set for arsed combat but

Richard prevented this trial 	 battle and instead Norfolk was

banished for life and Hereford for ten years. Froiseart again

describes low the citizens of London turmad out to ympathize with

Bolingbrolce as 1'. passed through the City and bow the Myor aid

leading citizens accoaniad Henry to Deptfor&. 3 Itaeese unlik1y,

however, that Whittington would have been so reckless as to ride

openly with a man whom the King bad chosen to disgrace. On 13 October 1398

Dru Jarentyn, who bad been an H.P. for the City in the last Pariiasent,

was eleeted ma Mayor in piace of Wbittington. 4 On behalf of the

citizens of London be bad to awe a maw oath which included the

promise not only to uphold the act, of the Westminster aid Sbrewsbury

Parliasents, but also the 3udgsents and baniabsents recently made at

Coventry.5

].. 23 April 1398, C.C.R, 1396 .99, p.259. A further writ to the MO1'
and,Sheriffs instructed them to hand Rofo1k over to Thomas Per,
Zariof Worcester, who would bring bi* to the King in, person,,
p.263.

2. Proissa, pp.96, 99, 102-03.	 3. Ibid., pp.11l-'12.

4. L.BL, p.444.	 -

5. P.2.0. Ancient Correspondence S.C.1/43/no.20; for similar oaths sworn
ty ecolesimatics, see CJ. Barron, 'Tyzzmof Richard III,
pp.14-16.



Tb. Du.b of Lancaster died in Feuaiy 1399, bit far from

allowing Eein7 to enter upon his inheritance, Richard, on Xarcb 18th,

revoked his letters of attorney and banished Beury for life. 1 The

1k of the Lancastrisn lands were confi.cated. It was at this

critical. mnent that Richard decided to set out for Ireland to

punish the rebellious Art Mczrrougb. Ileven Londoner. are recorded

as aceonazying Richard on this expedition. At least five of these

were Goldsmiths or Jewellers. 2 The pr.seice of these London

nmrohante and artisans in Ricbards Irish entourage ni' lend colour

to the suggestion to be found in acne chronicles, that Richard took

all the Crown Jewels with him to Ireland end intended to live there

and govern Zn&.and from a safe distance. 3 Such a oup	 also

indicate that Richard II had a party of eupiorters within the City,

apart from Richard Wbittington bineelf. The Kf was, after all, a

considerable patron of Drapers, Skinners, )roers, Coppersmiths,

Latteners and Goldsmiths. There are w entries on the Issue Roll.

1. Froissa.rt, p.138, state, that the Londonere thought that
Richard should recall Renry.

2. Tb. eleven sen weres Andrew Preston, Vintner, Cal.P. and L 1381-J.412,
p.261; Sser Pa.rkesgat, ibid., p.262; Robert TCordwaLner,
C.P.R.L 1396!!99, p.522; Thomas Litlyngham, Painter, ibid., p.573;
Cbri.etopb.r Tyldealey, Goldnmitb, ibid., p.566; Eerjorne,
Goldsmith, ibid., p.5l9; Benry Casei.1., Goldsmith, ibi4., p.546;
John Lyverpull, Jeweller, id., p.523; John Bishop, senior,
Goldbeater, ibid., p.550; John Pçpe, SHi,npr, ibId., p.550;
Bugh Sprot, rchant, P.R.O. C81f1084/l.

3. flS18, pp.239- .40; Cont.!ulogiut,-p.380;	 2n.p.l4; .180
entioned in the Depositin Articles, 	 .Iil, p.420.
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recording Pqrertta to various London cra.ftsnn for beautiful objecta,

a,j a n lik& Christopher Tyldea1.J who bad been appointed to the

office of King's Goldsmith was likely to be numbered ai,ngst Ricbardts

supporters in the City. 2 A.ttbougb ma of hi. subjects Euffered

as a result of Richard II'. love of laxury, pon and beauty, yet

there were those, especially a group of London mrchants and craftsmen,

who profit.d	 this trait in their King.

In preparation for tI. expedition to Ireland the yoonsn of the

King's livery assembled in London in Easter week. 3 The Barley

chronicle records that 'the n from Chester made a great frey in

Yrid r Street, on a night in their inns, the which were well beaten

and burl with arrows and brought them to the Couxiter.4 Before

embarking for Irelsnd Richard wished to visit the shrine of St. Thomas

at Canterbury, but be feared to make the journey because of the

hostility of the usn of London and Ent. It was only Arc1ibiahop

Taldernt s guarantee of his safety and the presence of bin Cheshire

1. Lg. 24 M 1397 pInts to lillian Fitzhug!, Goldsmith, for
various golden objects including a circlet crown for Queen Isabella
coating £46 LOs.Od. P.3,0. 3 403/555; 5 March 1399 pqsent of
£100 to the London Coppersmiths, Richard (Nicholas ?) 3roker
and Geoffrey Prest, for the tomb effigi.aof Richard and Queen
Amie, P.3.0. 3 403/561; 14 April 1399 th.y were paid a further
t100, P.3.0. 403/562; 14 July 1397 Renry Y.wels and Stephen
Lot., Latoner9 or Masons of London, were paid £100 for a marble
tomb for %wen Anne, P.3.0. R 403/555. Thea. latter works were
commissioned inl394, seePaigrave, Ancient Kalendera, vol.11, p.56.

2. 25 March 1398 Tyldeeley appointed Goldsmith tø the King end Queen,
CjP,R. fl96-99, p.319; the appointient was repeated. & intb later
with t15e traditional grant of l2d. a dy from the Keeper of the
Great Wardrobe, and, a suit of time King's livery •vezy year of
esquire's rank, ibid., p.333.

3. p.489.

4. !rley 565, p.83.



guard Pb.id at the rate of 64. a day, that overcamo Richard'.

Zn a bel*t.d bid to gain xeater popularity amongst the citisens,

Richard granted to the London Fishmongers a more complete control

over the sal. of fish in ti* City than they bM hitherto .n3oyed.2

It would seem that Richardt s departure from Zn. and led

to a. neral outbreak of disorder in the country. The Biabop of

St. David t., Guy bns, writing to the ling in Ireland ntioxsd

$21 insurrection in Oxfordsbire and an affr in London. 3 It is

poaeiI.e that this I awissanese led the Londoner., as Yroissart

say., to send mosaengsr. to Henry Bo1irigbro in Prance. 4 But it

1. n.Cbron, p.14.
2. 9 M' 1.599, LILBE., pp .447-48; C.P.R. 1396-99, p.575. The

Fishmongers'. right to hold their own Ealimot court twice a year
was also restored tOr these letters patent. The Fishmongers'
monopoly was quashed in the first Parliaiient of Henry'. reign
although the right of holding a court re.ind, 	 . III, p.445;
see R. Bird, Turbulent Londont , op.oit., pp.11243.

3. Letters from Guy M0 printed tG M. Dominica Legge, Ano Norman
Letters and Petitions (AngloJorinezi Text Society, Oxford 1941J,
pp. 27l-732.l3-1 . 	-

4. Pxoiasart, pp .l56-65. Proissa.rt ts account of events during these
years i highly coloured and pariaan, and auat be treated with
circuinepection. The problem of hi. source, for the year. 13954400
baa not yet been fully studied, but see L Gaiwsy, 'Proissart in
ng1.and'; Birmi gbaa Historical Jonmai,vol.TII (1959.60 ) pp.18-35;
A pE Diverres, Introduction to Froieaart qyae en Burn
L3ancbester 1953); A. .&rtoime, 'Un_sea1e de la setboda do travail
do Proiseart', Revue dii Norm!, vol.YTTITT (1951), pp. '2S34
Proiaaa.rt stated that the Londoners sent the Archbishop of
Canterbury as their emissary. &16ern would certainly not have
consented to go on such an errand. This mq be a confusion with
Thomas Anutdel, the ez-&rchbisbop of. Canterbury, who ..ccompaniad
Bo1ingbo]is back to zns.na.



appears that Bolingbroks ts plans were well-laid in advance, and that there

were fl2 who expected him when he landed at Ravenapur on 4 July 1399.1

then B1ingbro1 reached his castle of Pontefract be despatched

letters to several bishops, magratee nd oomitie. in Ens. and.

The French sources for this period preserve what purports to be the

text of Eeniys letter to the Commons of London. The letter warns

them that Richard, with foreign help, intended to lep the City in

subjection, to arrest the chief magistrates and to put tliuto

death at a great festival to be held after the Kinge return from

Ireland. This was to be followed l the ioaitionof tallagee and

subsidies at the Eing'. whim. The letter concluded with an assurance

of Benry's desire to help and protect his friends in London. 2 Whether

the French chronicler baa preserved the exact text of such a letter

seems, perhaps, doubtful although English chroniclers also nention

that Henry sent letters to the Londorera calling bizeelf Du1a of

Lsncaster and. Steward of England, and promising to reform what was

anise.3 A carefully drafted propaganda letter from Henry Ho].ingbrolce

to the Londoxrs could well have included an appeal to the Londozrs

known dislike of foreigners, royal interference in their choice of

officials and arbitrary taxation.

1. Eenllworth Castle was €arrisoned from 2 Jux 1399, see M. McIieack,
Fourteenth Centuiy (Oxford 1959), p.492 l.

2. Traison, pp.180-82; the .a chronicler records that when the
letter was received in London all the citizens agreed tb&t Henry
should be S.ng in Richard's place. Chron.du Religie, p.709;
the text of a further letter from Henry to the Londonera is
recorded, Traison, p.187.

3. ng.Chron., p.15; ont.Eulogij, p.381.
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2.

3.

4.

5.

The agitated debates which aust have talen p].aoe in the Court

of &lrnn aM the Court of Coisn Council in Juno 1399 have left

no record. While Beiu from the security of the Lancastrian strongholds

set about winning support for his canes, his uncle the Du of Tor,

who bad been left as guardian of the realm in Richar& t s absence,

eierted himself inoffectively to m*lntain the royal position. The

uncertain loyalty of the City of London led Tork to ve the governnsnt

to St. Albana July 12th 1399.1 Writs mere sent cut to aun the

ix*g's liege. to cose arms to join him. 2 The author of the aiaon

st&tea that thre, hundred Londoners rode out to St. Aibans to join the

Du but returned three dqe later.3 Whether th LoMonors joizmd

York or not it is clear that he was able to assemble soms archers at

St. Albans and from there his ar woved to TaUingford (July 20th).

Meanwhile on 15th July Archbishop Waldern bad instructed the Bishop

of London, Robert Brqrbrook, tb prq publicly in the City for the

peace of the realm and the success of the King in IrelaiM. 4 Both

of these were forlorn hopes. From Oxford on July 18th the Du of

York instructed the Mayor and Sheriffs to prevent Lrmuxeri in London

fron, selling arms to szoms but true liege. of the hug. 5 In another

L Mchiaack, Fourteenth Century (Oxford 1959), p.492.
Seepetition to Eenxy's first Parlismsnt, 	 . III, p.470.
Traison, p.184.
Guildhell Lilxraty lfa.9531/3 Register of Braybrook 13814404,
f.252v. 5e similar writ from Arundel as Archbishop to Brqbrook
to prq for Henri, dated 16 October 1399.,
C.CJ. 1396-99.. p.509.
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writ they were warned to imprison .11 the felons who had see mbl.d

in Thnt, Surrey and Xiddlesex to rob and kill rchants travelling

to London.1 In this writ the Dahe of York 	 have been trying to

induce the Londoirs to support Richard II t displaying to tbei the

threat to their peaceful trRi3ing ventures which lay in the wake of

arred rebellion. Thi. writ hinted at the nera1 breakdown of law

Sn& order which followed Richard's departure for Ireland and baa been

noted earlier. But the fear of lawleesrss led the Londoners,

ultimately, to support not Richard, as York bad hoped, but Henry

Bol ingbroke.

Although Proissart wrote that the Londozmrs offered Henry their

whole-hearted support as soon as be aet foot in n1snd, the evidence

does not bear this out, and Proissart's account is, in general, too

inaccurate to inspire ituch confidence. 2 It seese clear that the City

maintained £n equivocal, attitude towards Henry and his esuse for

about six weeks; until after Richard bad fallen into E.m's bands.

Tb. London ib may barn been vocal in its support for Bol ingbroke

and so drove York away to St. Albans, but there is no sign of ai

official London expression of support for Henry during these weeks.

There is, for example, no evidence that the Londoners provided

Henry with	 fincial support at this tine although the City of

York lent bin )0 marks before bie acceaeion.3

1. C.P. 1396-99, p.597.
2, Froieart, pp.171-75. Proissart states that Henry landed at P1yuth

and marTed directly to London. It is certain that both these
statenente are wrong. Henry did not visit London until after hi5
see ting with Richard.

5. Foe	 vol.111, part IV, p.187, ant of repaysent to the Mayor
and citizens of.Tork dated 18 July 1400.



29 July 1399 Richard had returned to Zngland, the Duke of

Tork had capitulated to Eenry at Berkeley Castle and Richard'a two

friends, Sir John Buehey and Sir Henry Green bad been executed at

Bristol. But for bad wiagenent, treachery and. ill-luck, Richard

might yet have sistered an arnr and repaired his fortunes. But on

14 August the in was induced. to leave the stronghold of Conwy,

andit was aa a virtual, prisoner that be net Henry the next dq at

flint Castle.1

It was the news of Richard'. capture by Bolingbroke which

jolted the City of London out of it neutral position. The news

firstly to baie provoked Bone mob violence in the City,

precipitated partly by the misconception that Richard bad already

been brought to Westminster. Yailing to find the King, the mob

instead arrested. cone of the Westminster monks, Sir Ralph Se lby and.

Sir John Slake the an of the Chapel Royal. Sir Thomas Bgut w1o'

had been captured in Cheshire was i,ri.oned at Jewgate and the

Archbishop of Canterbury, Ro€er Taldern, 	 also have bean taken

into custody by the Londoners at this tue. 2 In the second place

since Richard'. cause now seened hopeless there was no reason for

Dru Bare atyn and. the Court of Aldernen to bold back from open support

for Henry. They had no desire either to put the City into a state of

1. br the cbronoloy of Richard t a novenents at thi, tine and for
his treatnent at Conway ace LV. Clarke and YJ. Gaibraith,
'The Deposition of Richard !!', Bul].etin of the Joylands
Iaibra, vo].XIT (1930), ppJ25-8].

2. 3ulius B II, p.19; Continuation C Brut	 p.358;	 p.28.
Sir John Slake was iarisone& at Ludgate.
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si18'S or to have it p].undered 1 the Lancastrian arliD'-, in Richard's

dying cause.	 reoIer on 20 Auguet Richard and the Duke of Lancaster

jointly sent & writ to the Londoners from Chester assuring them that

abuses would be rsforse& and that those who took advantage of the

present upheaval.. to break the law would be severely punished)

Accordingly the Londoners sent a deputation to Henry. Adam

of Yak states that three of the City's twenty-four Alderwen, together

with fifty of the citizens, ammo to mot Henry while be was still at

Chester and, having recomnended the City to him, under their common

seal, renounced their fealty to Iing Ricbd. 2 It seems reasonable

to trust U.k's account since be wa, a momber of Henry's retinue at

this tize. The author of the Tre4oj sys that the London deputation

camo to Coventry; Creton sq-a Lichfild. Both these accounts bays a

by.terical air and ntion that the Londoners demanded Ricbards

instant .x.cution which is most unlikely. Moreover the author of the

Traison was dependent upon Cre ton fox' the story and Creton frankly

adaits that be was not present on this occasion.' On the other bath

an entry in the accounts of the Merchant T&ylor.' Cozçazy suggests

that the zeeting place mq have been Leicester. 4 Wherever the zeeting

took place it was extremoly i,ortant for their action the Loadoners

were sanction(ng Renry$s seizur, of the Crown before Richard bad, been

officially deposed.

1. C.PSR. l396, p.593.
2. Usk, p.28.

3. Traison, pp.2L2-l.3; Creton, p.376.

4. Merchant Tqlora' HaU,, jL 4 Accounts 13974445, total expenses for
riding to Leioester with tha JLyor in l,399, including an allowance

end pqse5* ss J.s CLesk, Dreper, far she j. nsy



3]. Lugt Richard and Henry b.d reached St. Albana and it

m be that it was out of sose compassion for his cousin that Henry

took steps to .nsux. that Richard should not be led through the

streets of London as a public spectacle.1 It sq be, &s waa later

recorded, that a group of Londonere hoped to waylay and kill Richard

and that sone of thu felt cheated when Richard was not lid through

th, streets to be openly socked. 2 But it was important to Henry

that Richard should reain alivv so that be could play the necessary

part in hi. on deposition. Accordingly therefore he appointed

Sir Thone. Rempston, one of the faithful Lanoastrian supporters, as

Constabl, of the Tower, 3 and then entrusted Richard to Dru Barentyn

the Mayor of London. 4 Thus whi]. Henry reoeiwed a tuiltous weleo

from the Londor*rs when he entered the City on 2. September, Richard

was taken quietly to W.stminater and then transferred to the Tower

the next day tq water.5

1.. Annales, p.251. records that Richard asked that the Londonere
.bould not see his jecti.n since they would rejoios so greatly.

2. Pabren, p.546 ; Proiasa, p.190; the author of the Traison wrote
that Richard was lid through the streets of London followed r
a saaU. boy pointing bi out sarcastically as 1ling Richard who
has done so Mich good e , p.215.

3. 32. August 2.399, CJ.R. 1396a', p.593; further grant 1 October 1399,
C.PR. 139944Qi, p.264.

4. Traleon, p.214; Creton, p.377; Stow 4nnalee, p.323; Chron,u
Religiej,, p.717 itates that Henry handed Richard over to the fla
of the Zarls of Arunde]. end Gloucester to revenge their fathers
deaths, and tbat it was they who took Richard to the Tower.

5. ves'am, P.156; ra1i, Pp. 21 4'15; Creton, p.377.



On 30 $ept.mber 1399 the Zatate. iere sunnzsd to assemble at

Westminster. Henry had spent the weeks einoe his arrival in London

drawing up th. articles of deposition, and drafting the form of the

cl&im t which be would taki, the Crown. The Mor of London aist

have been frequently consulted. He was in a good position to provide

information for the deposition articles and in return ther. were

reforms which the Londoners wisb.d to see carried out t t)* v King.

B. cause the support of London was crucial to Henry' a success, 1 ater

chronicler. tended to exaggerate the City 1 . enthusiasm for the msw

King. In truth the attitude of the City was calculating and restrained,

but having renounced their allegiance to King Richard they bad to

ensure that Henry succeeded and that their own interests were considered.

Accordingly on 30 September it was not only the estates of the ralm

but a3so th. populace of London who consented to Henry's becoming

King.	 . Steel baa suggested that R.m' used the Londoners to quash

Archbishop Arundjel's idea that he should have a parliawentax7 title.1

Certainly, a.. Professor fcfli,ack has pointed out, the Londoners zst

have formsd a preponderant elesent in the 'populus' to whom the

Archbishop of York read th. articles of deposition in Westminster R*ll.2

reover according to one cbronicl.r this populac. did not serely

accept B.nry*j accession, but rather chose his nams fro. a list of

candidates presented to them t the Archbishop. 3 Tb. crucial part

1. A. Steel, Richerd II (Cambridge 1 941 ), p.280.
2. H. Hclisack, •Londóu and the Succession 1 , o,.ctt., p.64.

3. Cbron,du R,1ip .eu, pp.725..27.



which the Londorrs bad played in Ricbarde deposition was we1lown.

Some years later, during the northern rising, Philip 7itzuetacs,

the prior of St. Botolph's, claimed that th. northerners bad risen

against Eenry because be bad only been elected ring ' the 1viflanos

civit&ti.' of London.1

Tb. eer.inies surrounding Henry's coronation were divided into

two parts. On Sunday $ October, Henry created several uew ights

at the Tower of London and then proceeded through the 6ity with them

together with the Mayor and leading London citisena who were splendiBy

arrayed in scarlet' gowns with the booda bordered in "Lniver. 2 Then

en St. dward'a day, 13 October, Henry was crowrmd at Westminster Abbey.

The Mayor, bcorder and Aldermen took their accustomed places at the

coronation feast and the City Companies provided minstrels for the

occasion.3

Parliament which bad been .ummned to meet on 6 October, but

was adjourned until the day after the coronation, duly met on Tuesday

14 October. The LPs. for London were John Sbadworth and, William

Bampton, both veteran Aldermen and two younger men, William Sonimgwel1

1. Toz4ppendix A, p.268; see JJ. Wylie, Eenry IT (London 188k,
vol.1, p,4).

2. J!1iAs 311, p.48; Jodl.y 2376 printed Archaeologia, vol.11 (1824),
p.275;	 pp.224-26; Proiert, p,205. Tb. Grocers1
Compazy- paid a Draper £23 3a.4d. for whit, cloth 'when we rode
with our Lord Tlng Henry from tb Tower as far aa.,Weetminat.r',

rocera 1 Accounts, p.83.

3. Traison; p.225; Julius B II, p.48; Bodley 2376, o.cit., p.276;
Grocers 1 CompaiY paid 48/4 for minstrels, Groosrs Account9J p.83.
The 3rchftnt Taylor. paid 33/4 for minstrels and 6/ for drink,
Accounts 1397445, f.7.	-.



and Richard Ierlawe. The events of this Parliant . important,

for in certain of the petitions and in !.nry's respones to them

it is possible to detect cone of the bargaining of September. In

return for helping Eenry to his Crown the Londoners achieved eo

important concessions.

First there were sowe statutes which, while they did not conoern

the Londoners alone, were definitely in their interests. A new

vsi,ies Act limited the wearing of liveries to the rings retainers,

and then only in epeci*l conditions, in an attempt to prevent t

lawlessness euch as that which disturbed London during the autunei

ps.rliuwnt of 1,97.1 Eenry granted a con petition asking for a

confirmation of an earlier statute and stronger neasures to deal with

tboae who impeded navigation on rivers by vein and other fishing

This cause was particularly dear to the hearts of the

Londonere. 3 A further statute released the Irchente of the Calaic

Staple from ping gold to the Kings mint at the Tower before exporting

their wool. 3kreover the obligations which the exporters bad sealed

since the passing of the statute of 1397 were to be annulled. 4 Benry

also agreed that all, clothe of which the value of a dozen was lees

than 13/4d. should not be liabl, for sealing by the cocket or axy

other seal. 5 Finally a general pardon was granted to everyone except

those who bad taken part in the narder of the Duke of Gloucester.6

1. III, p.428; April 1400, writ to the Mayor of London to carry
out the provisions of this new act, CC,R. l994402, p.182; see
also!. III, p.477.

2. III, pp.438, 475.	 3. See Chapter YI.,t351-3GS.
4. LP,IU, pp.340, 429.	 5. R.P. III, pp.437, 498.

6. R.P. lu, P.445.



All of these re nera1 seasuree which, whil, they &ffect.d

the Londonere, were aimed at so curing & wide b&eie of support for

the new regime. There mere some measure. which were instigated

directly the London.rs. In a petition to the King, the Mayor,

Aldermen and Conmenalty of London asked for a confiruøtion of their

liberties and customs which had been granted t the Kings predecessors,

and for the enjoyment of these libertie, .ithout infringement

royal officials and notwithstanding axv ordiianoee, judgments, charter.,

l.tter patent, write or procl&mationa of the King's predecessors 'ou

sacune seisine dee liberteee otz franchieee .uiadite. en mayns

d'aacuns vo. progenitoura ou pdeoesaoura.1 In parliament Henry

made a general confirmation of the charters of the various cities

&M boroughs of the realm. 2 Then on 25 May 1400 the Londonere received

the particular confirmation of their own charter. The confirmation

listed the City's previous ohzt.rs including Richard II's letters

patent of 19 September 1392 and 12 Jun. 1397'. It was obviously of

great isportance to the Londonere that at Henry t . accession not only

the pardons of 1392 but also the letter patent of 1397 wherebr they

regained their liberties in perpetuity, should be confirmed t the

new Thg. Henry t sconfiimation includes also a grant to the citizenfl

of the right to kaep all the City's gates end the appoint officers

to collect toll, customs and tronage lit the markets of Chop., Bilhingegate

and Smithfield.

1. P.R.O. Ancient Petition no.6079. The petition is undated but on
grounds of paleograpI and content it seems reasonable to ascribe
it to Benry la first Pan i&I3mnt.

2. III, p.429.

3. Ci. Charter Roll 13414417, part III, p.399.



It was also of iaportance to the Londor.rs that tb oircuetances

in which the r itlght seize th, liberties of the City and the fines

which be might sxact, should he clearly defined. The statut, of 1354

bad laid down a procedure which Ricbd bad only partially fol1owed.

In parliaaent the Londoners petitioned that the statute might be

repealed since it was contzai- to the City charter in two respectea

first becaus, each civic official ou1it to be personally responsible

for his own faults and not the City as a whole; and secondly because

cri.s committed in the City by citizens should be punished by the

citizens thezeelves and not by outsiders. 2 Uenry did not, however,

assent to the repeal of the 1354 statute, but be &€re.d that if the

City committed the crims covered by th, statute, the various

penaltie, would not necessarily be exacted but the matter should

rest with the judges sasi*d to bear the case. 3 Eenry was not

prepared to yield this important control over the City, but by a

partiaL concession be may bays set the demand. of the Londoners half-.

wy. In. fact no Lancaatrian King seized the liberties of the City

into his own band.

There were other, l.a. fundazental, concessions which the

Londonere obtained in. Henry'. first parliasent. They successfully
-	 9-

1. 5tatute. of the Realm, vol.1 (1810), pp.346-47; Bird, Turbulent
London, op .cit., p.1O3.

2. III, pp.442-43; see Chapter III, p.

3. 8tatnt4 of the Realm, vol.11 (1816), pp.117-18; (isa Bird pointed out
that it bad already sen enacted in 1395/4 that the statute of 1354 us
not necessarily to apply to erroneous judgnents in the City Courts,
since ther. existed a wsans of appeal to the Justices in error *itting
at Zt. Xertins, ibid., p.91 and Bird, Turbulent London, op.ctt.,
p.111 and n.2.



petitioned for the repeal of Richard's recent letters patent which

had 1.iaited the right to sell fish in the City to isbers of the

Piehngers' Comparo.1 The serchents of London petitioned against

Richard IIs Introduction of the office of royal packer who charged

itt. for pecking each cloth. Henry granted their petition, aquitted

the merchants of 'p&kkure* and declared &i r letters patent to 1he

contrary to be null and void. 2 In this parlia.nent also the Xqor,

&ldersen and comnonera of London complained abotit ti's delqa in

holding various assizee in London because of ti'. abeence of the

deputy Coroner who warn a royal. official • The Xing made a conaiderabl•

concession in allowing the Sheriffs to proceed with the aesize in the

absence of the deputy Coroner, provided that b, had been first called

and. bad failed to appear. 3 Moreover Henry did not &tve his e.saent

to a Coavna petition which would have diwitnisbed the income of the

London Sheriff,, by 1. iwiting th, toll which the bailiff of Smithfield.

could take on isle. carried out in the market 4 	-

Tb. London merchant. were not, however, successful in a petition

which they presented against various statutes the meat recent being

1.. H.P. XIX, p .444; Statutes of the Reelwi, vol.11 (1816), p.118.
2. Ill, pp.443-44; Statute. of the Realm, ol.II (1816), p.118;

see Chapter	 , p.t-aei

3. H.P. III, p.429; P.R.0. Ancient Petition no.6075; see Cbap.tei'-.1,
kP4A.J&%'.j I r Cv	 .t	 L.4.mj.	 % factit$ I

____	 bq) p 1S— I
4. Henry procrastinated by sending to the London Sheriffs for

information, and he did this again when, the petition reappeared
in th. next Parlisiment, 	III, pp.439, 474.
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of tbs eleventh year of Richard4 . reign which M enlarged tile

privileges of foreign marcbants buying and esUing in London.

Although Henry did not assent to this petition, yet when he confiriied

the cbarteL: of tile Ean. sercliants, 1* wade it re stringent in it.

demands for reciprocal privileges for English rchant. abroad. Tb.

w charter was enrolled in chancery, ex,mplified at the request of

the English nerchant. and entered in the Letter Book of the City of

Lnd.o 2 Even if the Londoxiers did not extract as mauy conoesaion

as they would have liked from Henry IT it is clear tb&t thoes which

they did achieve were sufficient to make a change of E:ing worthwhile.

Thor. eere privat, rewards as well as comn*uiaL ore.. Dxii Barentyn

received thirteen massuages which had belonged to a royal debtor.3

Thomas LicUe. who had succeeded Barentyn as or in October 1399

also received tenements which were in the King's bands in January l41)l.

William Hyde who was a Sheriff l599-l40O was granted an exemption from

serving on aaais.e or as collector of subsidies. 5 Richard Whittington

was granted repayment of some of Richard II'. household debts to

1. P.R.0. Ancient Petition no.6080; of. L.B,H., pp.53, 222.
2. C.PR. 1399-1401, pp.57, 140; 6 December 1399, L.B.I., pp.5-6.

Later, in 1406 , Henry did enlarg. the privilegeiof.foreign
merchant., L.B.I., pp .54, 69. See Chapter I, pp.34S-372

3. P.R.0. E 368/172 f.73. 1 July 1400 Dru Baz'entyn wfts paid £400 in
Lieu of the manor of Walkerle in Rertfordehire which he bad,.
restored to Robert, Lord 3Iorl.y, Z 404/15/462.

4. C.SP.R. 1399-1401, pp.407-08.	 -

5. Ibid., p.392. -
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John Shadwortb who bad been an LP. in Eenry's first parlianmnt

was gmnted the tronage of wool and be received an examption from

tiresome duties such as Hyde bad obtained. 2 Three Londoners

Whittington, together with Shadworth and Bampton the &ldarman LPs.

of 1399 - were appointed as members of the Tlres Council at a fe. of

50 marks p.s.. 3 These appointments ensured for the Lon&ox*rs an unusual

voic, in the conduct of policy during Eenx7's first year as K1•

The loyalty of the Londoners to their new King was to be quickly

tested. At Christmas 1399, after the dissolution of Henry's first

parliamen 't, the recently deixte& Barb of lent, Rutland, Euntingdon

and Salisbury, together with lilhiam 3rk the Bishop of Carlisle,

plotted to restore Richard. 4 The rebel, set together at the house

of William Colobester the Abbot of Westminster, in St. Pauls Church

and in other places in the City. 5 Their plan waa to kill the King and

and his supporters under cover of a mamming to talca place at Twelfth

3.. C.M. Barron, Richard Whittington, op.eit., p.201 and n.l. Thomas
Due, a London Skinners was also paid for furs supplied to Richard II,
P.R.O. B 403/57. lillian Dona.rdeston, a London Draper, was to
receive pa'nent for .a debt which Richard II bad owed to him,
C.P.R. 1399-J.401, p.231.

2. C.P %R. ].9-l4Qi, pp.152, 482; CP.R. 1401-5, p.103; C,C.R. 1399-
1402, pp.536.'-37.

3. C.M. Barron, Richard Vhittington, op.cit., p.216 and n.2.
4. Traiao, p.227 et ee'. This ii the moat circunmtantial account

of tha rising.
5. L.B., pp.1-2; John Holland, B.x] of Euntingdon, whos. goods

lere forfeite& to the Crown, borrowed nearly £2000 in London
in September and October 1399, PJ.O. B 159/3.76 f.35-45;
C.PIIR. 1199-1402,p.l8O. Be mq have been raising money for the
expenses of th. rising.



Night at Windsor. Rutland, however, treacherously betrayed the

plot, first to his father and then to Benry binelf.

Thus forewarrd on 5 January Renry left Windsor with his Sons

SM took the road for London. It is interesting that at this critical

juncture be turned, zt northwards to his own duc)y, but eastwards to

London. Thomas Knolles, the Mayor of London, ao got wind of the

plot from certain Londonexs1 and. riding towards Windsor to warn
2the King, encountered Benry on the road. OzIl.y twelve hours atter

Benry had left Windsor, the rebels arrived to find that the bird. bad

flown. Eemry bimaelf reached London in the evening of 5 January aM

set about providing bimaelf with an arn. Those who enlisted under

his bannor were to be paid at the high rate of l8d. per day for

lancers and 9d. per day for archers. On 6 Januery Eenry at off

with part of the ar which be bad thus assembled leaving his eons

to keep the Tower of London totber with the Mayor.3 Benry seems

particularly to have feared that the Pie mings would support the rebels

and also especially commanded. the Mayor to allow noone to go overseas

to carry the news.

The rising was rapidly dealt with. 4itbough Kent fought a

delaying action at Maidenbead and managed toesoape to join Salisbury

at Cirenoester, Rutland deserted to Eenry. By 8 January both lent

1. Giles Cbron., p.7; Eng Cbron., p.20.
2, Stow &nn&ee, pp.324.25.

3. Annal4e, p.329; Thoma. L].les was repaid his expenses at this
jima for providing 10 armad man and 20 archers to defend the
Tower, 4 February 1400, P.LO. 403/564, R 401/604.
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and Salisbury bad been beheaded. Lord Deepenser was similarly dealt

with at Bristol and on 15 January Euntingdon was beh.*dad at Pl.s1y.

Other minor rebels were tried before Benry bimasif at Oxford and

suffered grisly deaths; these included Sir Thomas B1.ount, Sir Bezdiot

Cely, Tbns Yynteraell end Sir Ralph Lumley. 1 Renry returned to

London on 15 January and ordered that the traitors t beads should be

placed on London Bridge as a tisely warning to those who might be

inclined to foflow their example.

Roger Taldern the late Archbishop of Canterbury and Jill ia

brk the Bishop of Carlisle who .exe implicated in the rising, were

contnitted. to the Tower with other prisoners to await their trial.

This began on Thesdq 28 January and was held before certain commissioners

s,ng whom were Thomas rnoU.es the Ma'or and Matthew Soutbworth the

Recorder of London. An incomplete account of th. proceedings is
preserved in the Letter Book of the City. 2 Waldern and 3rk tried,

unsuccessfully, to claim benefit of cler' and then botb man accepted,

under protest, a trial	 a jury of twenty-four Loiidoners. Other

conspirators included Gilbert Purieys of Scotland, who acknow].edged

his guilt and was oondenaed toa traitor', death, and a man naed

Gilbert Lollebrok who spoke in his own defence, but his fate is not

recorded since the entry breaks off &t this point. Prom chronicle

1	 There is moma confusion among th. chroniclers as to the fates of
the lesser figures in the rising. Luliva B , p.62 states that
Iyntera.11 was beheaded at Ples- with Buntingdon.

2.	 pp.1-4.



sources it i kVn that Sir Bernard Brocaa was ecuted, and that

Sir Thomas She1.1ey and two priests, William Udelqn and William

Ferihy2 were banged and beheaded at Tyburn. 3 Waiarn was later set

at liberty and Thomas )lerk was pardoned. 4 Lnogat the nas of those

who received pardons for their part in the conepfrac there were only

two who were described as •of London'. 5 Although the conspirators

my have hoped for support in London, as J'roiesart suggested, they

entirely failed to acbi ye it.6 The Londonera not only ward Henry

of the rising, guarded the City, provided man for his aru, but also

searched out and oondesd the conspirators as traitors. Henry b&&

judged that the Londoners would support him in this crisis and be

had been proved right. They had nothing to gain and iich to lose

ft restoration of Richard II.

1. Shelley was described as •late 1 in a grant of hia goods made
February 1400,	 1399-1401, p.193.

2. John Bathe, Rector of Staplefoid Salisbury, was granted abaolution
for his offence in bavng revealed the hiding place of William
Feri1, priest, to sone officers of the City of London. Bathe
claiwed that be was unasare that Penty would be in danger of
death, 14 July 14Q1, CaPa pal Registers 1396-14Q4, p.396.

3. Traison, p.23l-60; Great Chron., pp.83-84; Julius B , pp.62-63;
regoi7, p.102; p.68; inna], pp.329-30. .Tbe fates of

Richard C].iderowe and Thomas Lollebrok, who are iientioxm& in the
indictiient, are not known, L.J, I., p.2.

4. C.P.R. 139944, p.385.	 - -

5. Ibid., p.228. -The two Londoners were John Eorn and William
BurneU, both o whom were sufficiently obscure to .acape a
notice in the civic records.

6. Froissar, pp.2..27.
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It was inevitable that the fattulte of this rising should also

ing to a close the life of Richard LI.1 After his deposition Richard

bad been tro'ved from the Tower, first to Lead/s Castle and then to

Pontefract. Although the exact manner of Richards death is uncertain

it seems cl.eer that the French King knew of his death by 29 January.2

On the advice of th, council Eenry decided that the body of the late

King 8b0U1d be brought south very slowly, with the face uncovered,

so that as msrq peopl, as possible would see for themselves that the

King was dead.3 After lying in Pontefract Xinster the body travelled

to London where it arrived on 10 March,4 In the City the body received

the bonours due to a King; four black horses drew the draped litter

yhich was escorted by two .squires and four knights. After resting

for two hours in Cheapeide the cavalcade ved on to St. P5L'. where

King Richard lay in state surrounded by flic]ring candles s and there

his .ntermant was bolden with all the solennity of service that

might be done', 5 Te Londonerer'ovided thirty en dressed in white

1. Traison, p.223 states that in the Jud€went against Richard it was
asserted that be would be the first tø suffer if a rebellion
broI out on his behalf,

2. LY. Jacob, The Fifteenth Centux (1961), p.27. 20 March 1400,
to to eeqaires, one for bringing new, from Pontefract

•co yodum ad regis concenntjbs and the other for a journey to
Pontefract for th. protection and custo r of the body of Richard II,
Devon, lesues, p. 276 . The first massenger was Sir Thomas Swynford
who had, been given custody of Richard at Pontefract, Jacob,
p.23. It is Libely that his journey south was to announce the
death of Richard II.

3. P.P.C. I, pp.1l1-l2.

4. Pa y , p.568; ContInuation C of Brut, 	 e, p . 360 ; LeJbetbL3(, p.52.

5, Great Chron., p.83; Froieaail, p.233.



and bearing torches to attend the funeral.. 1 If Benry )iineelf felt

no coi,unction about carrying hi. cousin' a pall it i. doubtful if

the Londonera felt az renrae over the part they bad p1yed in

Richard's downfall • Froa St. PaxzL!a the coffin was carried on to

Jestminater whence, after further religious cereianias, it noved off

to its burial place at ring. Langley in Eertfordabire. This was not

to be its final, resting place for Henry V bad the body transferred

again to Westminster Abbey so that Richard might finally ii. with

4ueen Anne in the tom which he bad bad made.2

It m- be useful. to conclude this chapter WIth & brief analysis

of the financial. dealings of the City of London with Richard XI in

the years iec1iate1y preceding his deposition and with Henry IV' in

the years iimediately following his accession. Tb. City of London

in its corporate capacity provided Richard II with the •loant of

£6666 L3s.4c1. in 4uguat 1397 and a further £2O0O. year later.3

1part from Richard Whittington no individual Londoner lent nmy to

Richard II after November 1396. Henry IV received a gift of

£666 L3 a.4d. in July 1400, a loan of £1333 6a.8d. in the sane nnth,
&i;33 $

a loan of £2666-] a.4t. in My 1402 and a further loan of £2000 in

October 1403. But the st atriH?ig contrast is to be found in the

1. Continuation I of Brut, Brie, p.59L.

2. Pa1an, p .567; see p. 17, n.1 above.
3. 3]. .&uust 1398, Loan of £2000 received at Exchequer, P.R.O.

Z 401/609; pqiient l aasignnent 9 July 1399, P.l.O. E 403/562;
tallies cubed 9 July 1399, P.l.O. E 401/614.	 -

4. See &ppendix44, P.l4'. Loans noa.1, 2, 3, 4.
-



far greater number of individua]. loans made by Londcnera to Henry IV in

the early years of his reign. In 1400-01 seven Londoners lent him

£3753 7s.8d., in 1401-02 twelve Londoners lent him £9905 19s.Od. and in

1402-03 eight Londoners lent him £5503 6s.8d. This financial picture suggests

the difference between the two Kings. Richard who was canny, but suspicious

and personally unreliable, extorted large sums from the Londoners by the

manipulation of royal prerogatives. He was a patron of the arts and a

considerable spender and in this way Richard built up a small group of

supporters in the City like Richard 1Jhittington and Christopher Tyldesley.

But Richard II's power in London was narrowly based. Eenry, on the other

hand, inspired confidence among a much wider group of Londoners, but he was

to spend on the arts of war what Richard had squandered among the painters,

merchants and jewellers of the City. Soon the Londoners were to discover

that in his financial dealings, their new King was not better than his

predecessor but only different.



FAPLR II

TL	 flitf OP CIVIC GOVRN1ENT

T1a Lovernnent of iiondon in te fifteent' century a pears to

bave been loosely organized but comparatively efficient. T}'ere

was no clear-cut distinction between tbe judiciary and tbe legislature,

ltboub tbere was an increasingly efficient e:xecutive comprising

paid and permanent officials wbo carried out tbe will of t'e

orans concerned with justice and legislation, and also the will

of the honorary, impermanent officials, nanely the Layor and the

two Sheriffs.

The basic unit of civic governnent was te ward where, in the

wardrnote, nembers were elected to attend the Common Council and the

ward i.lderwan was ch'osen. TI-a Court of ldernen net almost daily

and was th-e nerve centre of civic governnent.. The Court of Common

Council net less frequently, but for it were reserved the really

important decisions. apart from the wardmote, the Court of Alderman

and the Court of Common Council, there was also the ancient Court

of Eustings, which all freeman could attend. But its legislative

functions by the fifteenth' century bad almost disappeared. It

bad becone primarily a judicial court and a court of record. Civil

cases between citizens might go to the Pustings, or else to the

1jayor? 8 of Sberif±Y courts. The wardmotes, Court of Common Council

and Court of Aldernen could also act as disciplinary tribunals to

deal. with citizens who offended against civic regulations.



qc,

In t'e early fifteenth century wardmotes were e1d at least

once a year and more often if so coxnnianded by t'e 1ayor. 1 La.ny

mayors]. precepts to the Aldernn instructing them to hold wardmote$

survive recorded in the .Letter Books; almost annually from 1404-1437

and then a single precept in 1461.2 From these precepts it is

po8sible to learn of the business of the wardmote: ward officers

were to be elected, precautions taken a€ainst fire and rioting, the

streets were to be lit, Common Councilman chosen and the streets

cleansed and guarded. Occasionally the Alderman were instructed

to make arrangemants about levying money in their wardmotes. 3 All

male householders and. hired servants were expected to attend the

wardmote whether they were free of the City or not. 4 In order to

simplify the procedure it was decided in 1447 that by virtue of an

annual precept from the L.ayor an Alderman could hold as inax werdmotes

as seemad to him to be necessary during the year. Loreover juries

were to stand for one year and If a mamber died then the Alderman

could choose another man to fill the vacancy.5

1. On the scope of wardmotes see .E. Thomas, Cal.P. aI M. 1113-37
pp.xxiv-xxx, p.115 n.2; Liber Albug , pp.36-39.

2. pp.37,44,53,62,70-71,83,90,98,llO,l2l,l3l,l45,l75,
191,206,264, Precepts for 1419 and 1420 niisain; L.B.K., pp.5,19,
36 ,48 ,59,65,87,105,117,1 28-29,160,194, 21 5, Precepts for 1435,
1434, 1436 missing; [.B.L., p.10.

5. 3 December 1429, 8.ldernen instructed to levy money in their
wards for Guildhall, L.B.L, p.105.

4, j4ber Albus, p.37.

5.	 26 May 1447, Jour.4 f.180.



At the wardinote, apart from the activities mantiorEd above,

civic legislation was read out and, after a jury had been empax1ldd,

articles were submitted to them and they could present wrong-doers

in the wards: those who were immoral or night walkers, those who

kept houses of ill fane, those WhO threw dung or rubbish into the

streets, those who blocked public highways or who broke the aasizej'

of Bread and 8.le . Unfortunately there survive wardmote presentnnts

only for 1422, 1423 and a few from Portsoken ward for the reign of

it3ward IV. 2 But from these it is clear that the inqueste ranged

over a wide variety of topics and that not a great deal. was dora

about the offences which they presented. It was the task of the

Alderman to correct the defaults or the defaulters presented in

the wardmote or, if he could not do so, to bring them to the

attention of the JzLayor, Chamberlain or $beriffs. The presentnent

was made in the form of an indenture, half being kept in the ward

arid the other half being kept by the Alderman until he presented it

to the Mayor at the next sitting of the }ayor's Genera]. Court which

was held each year on the Monday after the feast of the Epiphany.3

3...	 Cal.?. and ). 143.3-37, p.115, n.2; Eiber Albus, pp.337-38.

2. Recorded in Plea and Mamoranda Rolls of Ma.yor's Court,
Cal.. P. and M. 1413-37, pp.115-41, 150-59; Portsoken presentuenta
in Guildball Record Office for years 5,6,7,11,12,14,15,16,19,
20,2]. ,22 Edward IV, 23 Penry VII and two unidentifiable years.

3. .Liiber Albus, pp.37-38; Carpenter's statemant that two copies
of the presentnent were made by indenture is corifirned by
the Porteoken presentnents of the reign of Edward IV, soma
of which have serrated tops.



The Beadle 1pt a list of those who were expected to attend

the wardnte and at the neetin Fe would read out the 1.1st. Those

who were absent were fined 4d. 1 These fines were paid into the

City Chamber although on occasion the Court of Aldernn might decide

that they could be used for other purposes. In 1434 half the

incona from these fines was to remain In the wards, partly as a

reward for the Constables and Beadles who collected the money and.

partly for the provision of fire-fighting equlpnant. The other

half was to be used for building the new GuildFall chapel. 2 In

1440 it was decided that the whole inoone from these fines was to

be used to provide fire-fighting equipnent in the wards.3

8.ltbough the àJ.derman bad an overall responsibility for his

ward, the main administrative work was done by ward officers chosen

in the wardmote and subsequently sworn before the Mayor and

Aldernen. 4 These officers were the Beadle, Constables, Scavengers,

A.1econners, and a akzr. Those who failed to turn up to be sworn were

fined 2/_5

Every ward bad a Beadle; and the ward of Cripplegate, which was

divided into CrippJ.egate Within and Cripplegate Without for m&i,y

1. Liber Albus, p.37; }iemorials, pp.589-591.

2. 23 October 1434, i1.B.K., p.181.

3. 1 and 2 September 1440, Jour.3 f.55v.56; in 14 22 and aeain in
1423 the nan of WaLbrook a Bride wards bad presented the lack
of a ladder, book, grappling hook and ropes with which to prevent
fire in their wards, Cal..P. and k. 1413-37, pp.135, 139, 152, 158.

4. For lists of these officers see the ppendix, .4-SS^

5. Plea and Lemoranda Roil 50 f.3-4v.



administrative purposes, bad two. 1 It was the Beadle who 1pt the

roll containing the flares of those who were expected to attend the

wardmote and, according to his oath, he was responsible for ensuring

that there was no immorality in the ward, no peace-breaking and no

sale of goods contrary to mayoral precepts. 2 Beadles might be given

additional duties. In 1417 the Beadles were enjoired to keep the roads

clean in their wards, in 1418 they were to report any illegal gatherings

to their Alderman, and in 143]. they were to carry out an inquiry into

the origins of suspect persons who care to live in the wards. 3 Their

importance can be seen from the fact that it was decided in 1438 that

all their nanea should be entered in 'huius libri', i.e. in Journal

There are very few recorded cases of Beadles abusing their positions

or fatling to carry out their duties. In 1439 Richard Clerk, the

Beadle of Cornhil]. was sent to prison for disobeying the Mior and for

failing to cone when sununoned. 5 William Mayle, the Beadle of

Bihingeate was more enterprising; with five others be discovered a

case of adultery but instead of bringing the offenders to court he

1. A. list of wards with nost of the Beadlea entered in against the
nane of the ward is to be found 4 Dacember 1428 Jour.2 f,126v. In
1422 Bread Street ward and Coleman Street were without Beadles,
Plea aid ).entranda Roll A 50 f .3, f.4v.

2. Liber Albus, pp.37, 313-14.

3. 4 December 1417 Jour.]. f.39; 9 January 1418 Jour.l £.38;
13 December 1431 .L.B.L, p.132. On 9 December 1439 ikt was
decided that noore in future bou1d move from or ward to another
unless be brought a sealed testimony bearing his nare and the
words 'Receive John X of ward of X as a man of good fana',
Jour.III f.32.

4. 18 February 1438 Jour.III f.180v. The list does not survive.

5. .5 July 1439 Jour.III f.18.



accepted 16/Sd. from the man in the case. The money was divided at

2/6d. each and the remaining 1/Sd. was used to buy nBat and drink.
11iay1e was sent to prison. But that there were only two recorded cases

of offending Beadle a in sixty years augurs well for the general

standard of these sen.

The ward Constables were the servants of the Beadles. They

pursued offenders and brought them to court, raised the hue and cry

and arrayed panels of juries. 2 The number of Constables in each ward

varied. In 1422 Bassishaw had only two while Farringdon Without ba

twenty-one. 3 In 1440 their power to make forcible entries into houses

in their wards was restricted but in 1442 it was agreed in Common

Council that they should be guaranteed any expenses incurred in the

execution of their duties. 4 The work of the Constables in carrying out

vigils with the &1derwan of his ward could be extrenely onerous and

extensive. 5 1oreover because of the strenuous nature of his duties,

a Constable had to be strong in wind and limb. Thomas Derlington who

had been c'hosen as one of the Constables for 	 bou	 w

rejected tctbe General Court held on 12 January 1451 on the grounds

1. 2 May 1461 Jour.VI f.53v.

2. ber i.1i .,	 312-13.

3. CaiP. e.rd	 141331, p.116.

4. 20 april 1440, Constables were only to make such entries in
the presence of an .1derzsan, Jour.III f.4lv; 2 kay 1442,
p.26 9.

5. e.,. 18 July 1440, Jour.III f.47v.



1tl'at 1-is maLforued 1-arid rendered 1-im unsuitable for the office.

Indeed the duties could be dangerous. In 1444 the Constables of Bridge

warn were wounded while trying to break up an affray started by the son

of iord audeley, and ten years later Nicholas Cambrid be, the Constable

of Dowg ate, 1-ad to compi am to the Mayor and M. derman about the

resistance which he received at the haMs of William Symond, the

hosteU.er at the sign of the Swan. 2 Considering that there were

probably about 200 Constab].es operating in the city at any given

moient, the paucity of cases brought against them is remarkable.

John Botiler, a Constable of Bread Street was dismissed from 1-is

office for negligence; in 1458 John Scribayn, a Constable of Langbourne,

ha.d to provide security to keep the peace; John Vest, a Constable

of Billirigsgate, with four others, was sent to Newgate for causing

a riot against the city C1-amber].ain; and in 1461 Robert Hardy, a

Constable of Tower ward was also sent to prison. 3 Whether these cases

represent but the exposed tip of an iceberg of bribery, violence and

corruption it is difficult to tell.4

1. 12 January 1451 Jour.V f.52v.

2. 18 July 1444 Jour.IV f.132v.; 6 May 1454 Jour.V f.163.

3. 19 February 1450 Jour.V f .31; 17 November 1458 Jour.VI f.222v.;
16 February 1459 Jour.VI f.149v.; 2 kay 1461 Jour.VI f.53v.

4. .fte activities of the Beadles and Constables about which there is most
evidence is their search for, and arrest of, fornicators and
adulterers.	 schedule of such arrests - 70 between 1400 arid 1439 -
is appended at the end of Letter Book I, pp.273-87. 	 further 28
such prosecutions are recorded in the Journals between 1421 and
1460. (See Jour.I f.91; Jour.II f.14v., 38, 23, 83v., 88v., 94, 44v.,
87v., 84v., 129v., 131, 137v., ].38v., 132; Jour.III f.16, 18, 51,
77v., 174v.; Jour.IV f.141v., 44v.; Jour.V f.161, 173, 54, 266v.;
Jour.VI f.217vj Whether Bead].es and Constables were infornd about
the activities of certain couples or whether they made routine
inspections is not clear.



The Scavengers, whose numbers, like those of the constables, might

varY from ward to ward, were particularly responsible for the repair

of pavenents, precautions against fire and the cleaning of the streets.1

The office of Raker appears to have been an offshoot of the Scavengers

office. Ei8 particular task was to clear away refuse and hence to

ensure that water could flow down channels in the streets. These

officers were paid out of sums levlsd in the wards, although the man

of Coleman Street ward maintained that their Raker should be paid

26/Sd. annually by the Chamberlain so that he should clean out the

grates at London Wall and Lothbury. 2 Rakers had early devised the

art of throwing their rubbish into the next ward or placing it in such

a position that it was carried by force of water beyond the bounds of

their responsibility. 3 The first wardmote precept which enjoins the

man of the ward to elect a Raker is in the year 1414 but such officers
______	 4are not listed with Beadles, Constables and R&1ars in 1421. The

wardmote precept which was drafted and copied into the Letter Book in

1437 lists Raicers with the other ward officers and the ward presentnents

for Portsoken in the reign of Edward IV always record the nama of the

Raker along with the Beadles, Constables and Scavengers.5

1. Cal.P. and M. 1413-37, p.116, Parringdon Within Fad 13 Scavengers
and Bassishaw Fad two. Scavengers oath Liber Albu9, p.313.

2. Cal.P. axd Li. 13o4-81, pp.85, 150; LiberAlbus, p.335; L.B.T., p.360;
Cal.P. ana Li. 1413-37, pp.117, 158.

3. Cal.P. and . 1381-1412, p.71; in 1378 Common Council considered the
problem of the disposal of rubbish,	 p.108.

4. November 1414, L.B.I., p.1 31 ; tl'e precept 12 ecember 1422, includes
the injunction to elect a Raker, L.B.JC., pp.56.

5. L.B.K., p.215.



When ale was brewed in tie ward, the brewer )ad to send for the

ward k 1e_conners who would ensure that the ale was of the right

quality, sold in the correct neasurea and priced according to civic

ordinance. Balf of the forfeitures and fines for transreesing the

ordinances went to the Ale-conners who operated in pairs within the

wards and were choserby the nen of the ward) A list øf ward Ale-

comera was made in 1377 but although the wardnte precept of 1390

includes the injunction to elect Ale-conners, such a practice was not
2repeated until. 1417. Perhaps the custom of electing le .-conners in

the wardntea and then presenting them to be sworn before the Mayor

and £.ldernen had fallen into abeyance for at the Coumin Council held

on 2 september 1440 It was ordained that this should happen as

hitherto accustoned t . 3 The nanes of the .kle-conners, however, appear

only once on the Portsok2n presentnents of edward IV t s reign. It is

difficult to tell from the limited evidence bow long these officers

remained in their positions but the Porteo1n lists of officers for

the reign of Edward IV suggest that whereas the Beadles and Rara

were permanent officials, the turnover in Constables and Scavengers

was fairly rapid.

1. £IberAlbu$, pp.316, 358-ol; L.B IH., p.157.

2. LSB,E., pp.7l, 361;	 p.191; Ca1.P. and M. 13648, p.256.

3. B.K., p.243.



The Liber &lbu.a msntions that the Alderman's clerk should also

be present at the wardmote, no doubt to draw up the indentured

preaentnnts. It seems uiilikely that he was a perroaznt ward official

but rather a clerk employed for the occasion or, perhaps, a permarnt

I2ember of the Alderman's household.1

The Hust jn€s Court was not orly the oldest court of Law in the

City, it was also the ancient assembly at which all the citizens might

gather to express their opinion on matters of common interest. But

by the fifteenth century the Eustiris as a citizen assembly had been

largely superseded by the better organized and more regulated Common

Council. Whether the Hustings ever t in the fifteenth century as

a legislative or consultative body seems doubtful. The election of

the city's .Ps., which was supposed to ta] place at a ieting of the

Rustings, in fact took place at msetings of the Common Council, which

serves to emphasize the eclipse of the Eustings as the prims citizen

assembly 2

a court of law, however, the Eustings continued, although in

this period it was probably less important than either the Mayor's or

the Steriff t s court. Unlike the I'oyor'a court its actions were Initiated

by royal writs and were largely confired by this date to cases involving

1. Iber Albus, p.37; Richard Taillor may have been such a clerk to
the Alderman, see Cal.P. and L 1413-37, p.140.

2. On the election of the City t s L.Ps., see Chapter V.



lands (Pleas of Land) or rents (Common Pleas). The sessions of the

court were held on Londays or Tuesdays and judnnts were given by

the mouth of the Recorder in the presence of six A1dernn) st man

who was summoned to the Eustings five timas and failed to appear could

be declared an outlaw. 2 .ssizes of Fresh Force and Novel Disseisin

were usually begun by a plaint of intrusion made in the Hustins and

the record of such assjzes could be brought into the Hustjgs for

permanent record or as the result of a writ of error. 3 The records of

the court are copious in the fifteenth century and include the rolls

of Deeds and Wills, Hustings Books and the rolls of the Pleas of Land

and of the Common Pleas almost all of which are written in Latin.4

The Court of Eustings was served by at least one clerk, registerei

and sworn attorneys and the inquest and juries which were necessary

were sunmone d by the ward Be aUe a •

1. For the history of the Eustings Court see A.,R. Thomas, Cal. arly
l'ayor's Court Rolls (1924), pp.xiii-xx; P.h Jones, The Court ol'
Th.istings, The Law Journal, vol.XCIII, pp.285-86; Liber Albus, pp.
162-64.

2. Cal .P. and M. 1413-37, pp.51-52 . In the fourteenth century
outlawries declared in the Hustings were recorded in the Rolls of
Pleas of Land or Common Pleas. In the fifteenth century special
rolls of outlawries were compiled of which one has survived for
the years 1415-17, see G.R.O. Misc. ol1 K.K.

3. Cal.?. and L l438-58 p.3, n.l; London Possessory Assizes, p.xili,
n.3, xvii-xviii, 56; deeds which were enrolled in the Pustings bad
the sane effect as a fine at Common Law, ibid., p.114.

4. The rolls of Deeds and Wills, Pleas of Land, Common Pleas, are
extant for almost every year during this period. The Hustings
books begin in 1448 and include brief notes of cases beard each
week. Prom 1439 to 1448 similar brief notes are to be found
recorded in the Journals. dhen it becane necessary in 1448 to
begin a new Journal (no.5) it nust have been decided to start a
separate Hastings Book.

5. The recording of Bustinigs business in the Journals suggests

(continued at foot of next page)



In the fifteenth century there is little developent in the

scope or procedure of the Fustin€s except that son attempt was niade

to regulate its sessions in accordance with the absence from iondon

of the Kink's court arid lee&. counsel. In liC8 it was decided that out

of law terms sessions of the Eustins should not be held in the city.1

In 1444 this ordinance was modified to deal with urgent cases wbicl

needed to be tried during the absence of the court, and in January 1446

it was decided that sessions of the Rustings should be held during law

vacations. In the following November tFi decision was confirned with

the proviso that the Layor and Udernn were empowered not to bold

sessions if this &r ould seem, for sone reason, to be advisable.2

The Common Council becate, 1 urin, the fourteenth century, an

essential elenent in civic tvernmsnt. Its ori€ins and early nembership

1. 20 February 1408 £.B.I., p.64.

2. 17 July 1 444, 24 January 1446, 22 November 1446 Jour.IV f.34ij,
113, 150v.

(Footnote 5 continued from previous pa&e)
that by c.1440 the records were 1pt by the saiie group of clerks which
was responsible for the ILayor t s Court Rolls, Letter Books and Journals,
perhaps under the &enaral supervision of the Common Clerk. In 1380
Eenry Perot was clerk to the Fustins Court, .London Posse ssoryJssizes2
p.56.



ci

are obscure and have been the subject of considerable debate) In

l32o a iieting which appears to be a Common Council was summoned, through

election by niisteries, after the murder of Bishop Stapledon. 2 The

traditional date, however, of the first Common Council of the City

which was elected by wards, is l347. During the rest of the

fourteenth century the two nthods of election, by misteries and. by

wards, were both used. Election by sterieS was preferred in 1351

and 1352, and again from 1376-l384. But in 1384 it was decided that

Comnx)n Councilmon should be elected by the wards, six, four or two

tren in accordance with their size. 5 This regulation was confirmod

in the followirg year and again in 1389.6 By the tire John Carpenter

1. Dr. .&.H. Thomas argued that the origin of the Court of Common
Council was to be found in the Eustings Court, see Cal.?. aM M.
L4-81, pp.xiv-xv. See also Taft, tThe origin of Town-Councils
in.England', E.FJL, vol.XLhIV (1929), pp.177-202 and 399;
iLH. Thomas, 'Soire recent contributions to the Early Fistory of
London', flistory, vol.]X (1924), pp.92-102.

2. Cal.P. and M. 1323-64, p.15.

3. L.B.P., p.l62; 1.emorials, pp.liii-lv.
4. L.B.P., p.237; L.B.G., p. 3; Cal.P. andM. 1364-81, p.256;

Cal.P. and M._138L-l4, pp.29-31; L.B.H., pp.36, 41, 60, 64, 155,
156, 199.

5. 29 January 1384 L.B.H., p.227; iiiber Ukus, pp.461-63.

6. 31 July 1384 LB.H., pp. 237-.40; 13	 cember 1385 ibid., p.277;
25 March 1386 ibid., pp.279-8l; 12 Jaxuary 1389 ibid., p.347.
Precepts to the 4.1derfln to cause Conirren Council iren to be
elected in wardmotes, 1387, 1388, 	 pp.300, 322.
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cams to write the Liber Albus in 1419 the custom of electing Common

Councilmsn from the wards was firniLy established and no change in this

procedure was xr.de during the first half of the fifteenth century.

The election of Common Council sen took place in seetings of the

waxdnte and it would appe ax that the a ane sen continued to serve in

the office for a number of years. The four iren who served as Common

Couiiciluen for Portso1n ward in 1.460 served continuously until 1466.

On the other hand none of these four sen had been serving in this

office in 1458. 1 A man could continue to serve as a Common Council sian

as long as he was able and the ward was willing. There seems to have

been no rule which enforced a complete turnover in Common Council sen

every year. 4 third of the 191 Couumn Councilnen who appeared on the

list for 1458/9 were still serving in 1460/1.2

In the period 1384-86 the number of Common Councilnen was fized

at 96 although a complete attendance was seldom recorded and at a

seeting held in June 1 3 84 there were only 60 Common Councilnen present.4

1. L.B.D. f.lxxv; Portsoken Ward Presentuents 5-22 dward IV, G.LO.
Lis.242a m.l,2; one of the Portsoken Common Cou.ncilnen, William
$tallon, continued to serve in this capacity until 1483.

2. LSB.D. f.lxx1T-lxxvi. The actual figures are 65 out of 191 were
found still to be serving as Common Councihxen two years later.

3. LSB.F. p.227; Cal..P. and M. 1381-1413, pp.122-24, 132-33. The old
Common Council elected by misteries bad been a larger body. There
were 153 iren present on 9 August 1376, L.ILB. pp.41-44.

4. CaiP. and It. l381-141, pp.53-54; in October 1384 attendance rose to
94, ibid., p.84, and in Iarch 1385 dropped again to 70, 	 id.,
pp. 54-55. There coexisted with the Common Council a larger arid more
amorphous body called the Great Commonalty. In July 1384 there were
267 persons present, L.B.L, pp.237-40; July 1. 3 8 5, 140 persons
present, ibid., pp . 269-71; Itarch 1 3 86, 174 persons present, 1bi.,
pp.279-81; .tugust 1388, 210 persons present, ibid., pp .33 2-34. -



.c3

It would seem that in 1422 the official size of the Common Council

was still 90	 The next occasion for which there survives a list

of Comnn Councilnen Ia 25 October 1441 when they assembled to vote

about the office of Common Wei€1er. There were 93 Common Councilnen

present on this occasion. It is possible that the full complenent was

still only 96, but it is more likely that the Council was already

enlarged. 2 Certainly by 21 March 1454 the decision must have been

taken to enlarge th& crnl&rre the size of the Common Council for on

this date there were 104 Common Councilnen present. 3 By 1458/9 the

official number of Common Councilnen appears to have been 188.

Apart from the usual demand that a Common Councilman should be

t sufficient t there seems, at the beginning of this period, to have

been no restriction placed upon the wardmote 1 s choice of nen to serve

in this capacity. 5 But on 20 February 1427 nembership of the Common

1. There survives an incomplete list of Common Council nen chosen by
the wards in Janu&rr 1422. The nans of the Common Councilrxon for
Aldersate, iine Street and Portsoken wards are recorded and the
numbers of 4, 2 and . respectively are the sane as they were in
1 384, Ca1..P and M. 1413-37. p.116. The Liber Albue, however, suggests
that the Serjeants of the Chamber should summon to the Conunon Council
16, 12, 8 or 4 nen, according to the size of the ward, which would
have produced a larger body than the 6, 4 or 2 to be chosen in
1 384, Liber Albus, p.40.

2. Jour.III f.99v.

3. Jour.V f.155.

4. The list of wards with their allotted number of Common Counciiren at
this date is to be found L.B.D. f.lxxv; the list of Common Councilnen
for 1458/9 Ibid., f.lxx'V_lxxivV; the list of Common Councilnen for
1460/1 ibid., f.lxzv..lxxviY.

5. 10 December 1410 Precept to elect ,T prescribed number of sufficient
nen'L.B.I., pp.899O.



Council was confined to those who were free of the City by birth,

apprenticeship or eorvioo. On 3 Larch 1446 tH.s restriction upon

nenibership was reiterated.2

On being admitted to the Conmon Council a nember had to take an

oath in which be swore to be true to the King, to cone when eummored

unless be had a reasonable excuse, to €ive hood and true counsel, to

maintain no man t s cause contrary to the good of the City, to keep the

Council's secrets and to stay at the neeting until the Mayor had left.3

4bsent nembera ware noted by the clerk of the Chamber and they could

be fined. 4 It was a &rjeant of the Chamber who would summon uambers

to neetings giving them a days notice. Loreover, although the clothing

of the Common Council in a common livery seems to have been a rare

occurrence compared with the frequent conmamal liveries chosen by the

&ldernen, it was an occasional burden which the Common Cou.ncilnen had

to shoulder. For the reception of Margaret of Anjou in 1445 they chose

a livery of plain red without devices and for the Coronation of Edward IV

1. 20 FebruaI7 1427 Jour.II f,90.
2. 3 March 1446, neither aliens nor Englishnen, who were free of the

City by redemption, were to be admittei to the Common Council,
Jour.IV f.119v.

3. Fifteenth century .gglish version of oath L.13.D., p .192; French
version of oath c.1384 Cal.?. and. M. 1381-1413, pp.92, 124; £atin
version of oath c.1419 Liber .ttlbus, p.41.

4. .BJ., pp.237-40; .i.iber Albus, pp.40-42. The original fine of
40d. in 1384 appears to have been xeduced to 2/- by 141.9. On
17 u€ust 1453 it was decided by the kayor, Aldernen and Common
Council that ai Common Councilman who was absent from the next
neeting of the Common Council (summoned to deal. with a. royal
request for mory) should be fined 6/ad., Jour.V f.117v.



in 1461 the Common Council, after inspecting two samples of green cloth

and learning that the nen of Coventry were to be clothed in green,

chose 1e lyghter grene onet . Lore over service as a Common Council man
2could involve work in the ward as a tax assessor or collector. The

most onerous duty, however, falling upon a Common Councilman would be

the rembership of the committees which were constantly appointed by

Common Council to des]. with the whole range of civic business. But

as well as the oblifttions there were also sore advantages in serving

as a Common Councilman. During his term of office be was excused from

serving on inquests except in those pleas of land. where his presence

w.s essential, and also from acting as a tallage collector and from

serving on City watches unless be chose to do so. 3 This privilege was

reiterated in 1423, 1426 and 1440.

In the fourteenth century the only evidence for reetings of the

Court of Alderman and the Court of Common Council is provided by the

Letter Books. But in 1416 the series of records 1own as the Journals

begins and with them a more detailed. record of the proceedings of both

courts. The first certain reference to a neeting of tb Comn%j Curcil

1. 20 November 1444 Jour.IV f.52; June 1461 Jour.VI f.54.

2. 2 September 1457, a list of the Common Councilnen chosen to assess
and collect the tax voted. for the ICing, Jour.VI f.175v.;
13 February 1461, a similar list Jour.VI f.40v.

3,	 i.B.R., p.241.

4. 27 September 1423, a nember of Common Council was not to serve on
inquests unless it was a matter which involved the King, or unless
it were an inquest at St. 1artins or Iewgate, Jour.II f.Bv.;
2]. January 142o when the exception was cases involving wore than
40 mars, Jour.II f.62; 17 December 1 440 when the exceptions were
cases involving the King, or pleas of land, Jour.III f.69v.



to be found in the Journals is on 20 .pril 14l7. The references to

iietings of the Common Council bacone increasingly frequent as the

century progresses, although ti's record of their business is usual.ly

more attenuated than that of the Court of A1dernn. In 1495 the

inconvenience of recording the proceedings of both courts in one book

led to the creation of a new series of records, tl'e Repertories, in

which are recorded the proceedings of the Court of ldertn whereas

the proceedings of the Court of Common Council continued to be recorded

in the Journals. In 1384 it bad been decided that the Coimnon Council

should moet together with the ldernn at least once a quarter 2 and

such records as survive of uetings held from 1416 onwards suggest that

until. 1438 the council did uet on average four tines a year. But

in the years 1439-1450 the recorded average of neetings held jumps to

fourteen a year, and in 1451-1462 the average rose again to severteen

neetings a year. The Lancaetrian need for ready money, the artisan

troubles and the uncertain political situation help to explain this

increasing need to achieve a broader basis of popular consent. But

it is clear that the Court of Common Council net upon the summons of

1. Jour.I f.l8v.

2. 31 July 1364 .L.B.H., p.241.



the Court of 4.ldernen; whether it had the constitutional, right also

to assemble itself seems doubtful.1

John Carpenter in the Liber JLlbus gave a detailed description of

the procedure at the neetings of the Court of Common Council which

were held at auildball • No-one was to attend without a summons and

those who were summoned were to have their nanes called over by the

Serjeant of the Chamber. Business was not to be delayed for lateconera.

In cases of difficulty when the sense of the fleeting could not be

obtained by consensus each neinber was to be separately questioned upon

oath, 2 There were few changes in procedure during this period. In

1427 and 1428 the secrecy of the proceedings of the Court was reaffirued

and it was decided that arror1e who revealed the secrets of the Common

Council, to the damae of the comnonalty, was to lose his freedom and

pay a fine of £20. As the pressure of business on the Common Council

increased it appears that the business of initiating civic ordinances

and of &rafting such legislation, was deputed to a group of twenty

Common Coundilnen. In July 1442 it was affirued that such ordinances

were to be observed as firmly as if they 1-ad been initiated by the whole

Common Council.4

1. 4 April 1420, Court of Aldernen decided that there would be a
neeting of the Court of Common Council on the following Saturday
(april o), Jour.I f.74v.; 24 September 1448, Court of A1deriian
decided that there would be a neeting of the Common Council on the
following Friday (27 September), Jour.IV f.225v.; for similar instancea
see 21 January 142b, Jour.II f.62; 22 February 1440, Jour.III f.37;
3 October 1443, Jour.IV f.6v.; 18 June 1455, Jour.V f.246v.

2. Liber Albus, pp.40-42.

3. 24 1ay 1427, sonething which 1-ad been said at a fleeting of the Common
Council had seen revealed to the Du1 of Gloucester, to the detrinent
of the commonalty, Jour.II f.93v.; 26 May 1428, Jour.II f.109v.

4. 24 July 1442, a fine of £20 was to be imposed upon those who failed to
scept s.ci ordin ncs, Jo..III, .],,2v.



In tile scope of its business tile Comnn Council was omniconipetent;

in matters of finance it was supreno and no ujiusual tax of loan was

agreed to without its consent, although the Court of 4J.dernsn mi€'t

first prepare the way for such consent. 1 Difficult matters which

involved. de a]. ings with the King and tile roy at go vernne nt we i's Ire que ntly

referred to it. Tile election of the City's LPs. took place at its
2noetings, and tile great civic projects of tbi period were often

referred to it for important decisions; tile building of Guildilall, tile

purchase of Bihinsgate, tile protection of tile T1'axies, tile repair of

.Laondon Bridge and tile prosecution of tile tithe dispute with tile City

clergy were all matters which occupied the attention of tile Comun

Council. Disputes between different companies in tile city were also

matters for its deliberation. Tile final compromise between the

Girdlers and Cordwainers about tile assay of leather was reached in a

ireeting of tile Colrini)n Council in July l424. In 1445 the fins]. divieiün

of labour between tile fusters and aaddlers was proclained in one of its

nee tinge. 4 Tile rivalry between tile Latoners and Plumbers was so acute

that nembers of tile two Companies refused to finish off tile work which

1. ee Chapter VII.

2. ee Chapter V.

3. Dispute in evidence 12 Iarcil 1424, Jour.II f.13; compromise
17 July 1424, Jour,II f.20v.; compromise reiterated. 13 March 1430,
L.B.K., pp.114-15.

4. Dispute arises 10 November 1424, Jour.II 1.27, L . B ,ic. , P.37;
agreenent 26 Juxe 1425, and 6 July 1425, Jour.II f.45, 45v.



had been begun by a nember of the other Compary. It was the Common

Council which decided in September 1445 that those foreign plumbers

and latoners who Fad to be called in to do such work 8b0U1d be held. as

free of the City, unless the Plumbers and Latozrs reforued themselves

and. were prepared to finish off each other's work.1

By a civic ordinance of September 1378 it had been decided that

strangers were not to be admitted to the freedom of the City without

the consent of Conuin Council, although it should be noted that this

ordinance was made during a period when the Common Council itself was
2elected by the in].steries. In the fifteenth centuxr there were a number

of occasions when nen were admitted to the freedom by the Court of

.l dernen acting alone, but there were at so a considerable number of

admissions to the freedom which did receive the assent of the Common

Council . General regulations about the freedom were usually made in

Conmon Council. 4 Similarly the custody of the keys of the Coninon Chest

and of the Common Seal were usually made public in neetings of Common

Council 5 and it would seem that the use of the Common Seal. had to

receive its authorization,6

1.17 September 1445, Jour.IV f.95.
2. 15 September 1378, L.B.H., p.109.

3. 23 October 1439, Jour.III f.25v.; 9 Larch 1441, Jour.III f.79.;
6 Lay 1444, Jour.IV f.24; 6 November 1454, Jour.V f.204;
2 December 1 454, Jour.V f.210v.

4. 20 February 1 4 27, Jcsr.II f.90; 2 Larch 1428, Jour.II f.109v.;
24 Januaz 1449, Jour.V f.4v.; 5 July 1451, Jour.V f.58;
9 August 1454, Jour.V f.184; see C}'apter

5. 6 Lay 1444, Jour.IV f.24; 17 October 1452, Jour.V f.90v.;
26 January 1461, Jour.VI f.288v.

6. 10 October 1452, use of the Common Seal. authorized in tithe dispute
case, Jour.V f.89v.



Durifl this period the Common Council appears to have acted

laiely in accordance with the wishes and, no doubt, the directives

of the Court of A].dernen. There is little to sugest a clash of wills;

which is not surprising since their interests were, on the whole,

identical. Differences between the two bodies appear to l'a've been

easi].y resolved. The procedure for choosing a new Rector of 3t. Pterts

upon Cornhil was drawn up by the Common Council in j4451 The Court

of Alderiin was to present four candidates to Common Council for its

final selection. In fact the Court of Aldernen would themselves

choose from the four candidates, hence reducing the role of Common

Council to that of a nere rubber stamp in the business. In this way

Thomas Gascoigne was chosen as Rector in November 1445,2 and John Cote

in February l446. Then on 27 July 1447 of the four candidates the

1. In 1429 the Mayor, .ldernan aM commonalty clained the advowson
of St. Peter's upon Cornhill. In August they tried to reject the
candidate Thomas Larchaunt chosen by the bishop, and to choose
instead a candidate of their own, Thomas Lewcok, a doctor of
Theology, Jour.II f.138. The City failed in this attempt and
Larchaunt was duly installed as rector. L.arcbaunt was succeeded
by John Cone shy in 1436 and, when he died in 1445, the Court of
Common Council drew up the procedure whereby the rectors of St.
Peters were to be chosen in the City. The Layor and AJ.dernen were
to choose four reputable clerks 'approved in moral character and
knowledge t and these nen were to act as a nominating committee.
The committee would select four persons whom they deened fit for
the office, doctors or batchelors of Tbeolo€y, seculars, unbeneficed
and willing to live in the church. These nen were to be presented.
to the Common Council for its final choice. The chosen man would
then be presented to the Bishop for canonical institution,
L.B.I(., p.3l0-ll.

2. 12 1Tovember 1445; neeting of Common Council 13 Iovamber 1445,
Jour.IV f.lOo.

3. 28 February 1446 , four sen presented when the Court of Aldernen
chose John Cote and decided to hold a Common Council to ratify their
choice, Jour.IV f.119; 3 Larch 1446, Common Council approve of
Cote, Jour.IV f.119v.



Court of 1derrn chose Dr. Eu h DanLet. But when Common Council nt

on the fo11oviin . day they s 1ectd Dr. ihia 1 ihir1&ton. 1 Nejotietions

trust have ensued. and on 12 uust 1447 in a uBetin, of the Common

Council the four candidates were again presented and Dr. Eugh Damlet

was chosen as Rector by the }ayor and -lderrn with the assent of the

CoumonaLty. 2 s Damlet continued as Rector for nearly thirty years a

simil ar situation did not occur acain during this period.

In the matter, also, of choosing civil officials there seems to

have been a larEe uasure of eroeent and consultation between the

two bodies. By custom the choice of certain officers did lie with one

Court rather than the other, but this did not prevent consultation.

he choice of a new Recorder 1 ay with the Court of 1dernn but the

election of Thomas Billing in September 14O was ratified. by a neting

of the Common Council althouLh it was noted in the mar€in of the

Journal, 'nota quoditecordator electus est per Lalorem at Alderinannos'.3

On the other band the choice of Common 1eiber lay with the Common

Council, 4 as did the choice of the Common Serjaant at Law or Common

Pleader and there is no indication of any interference by the Court ot

1. 27, 28 July 1 447, Jour.IV f.186v., 187.

2. 12 iu&ust 1447, Jour.IV f.187v.

3. 21 September 1450, Jour.V f.46v.

4. 25 October 1441 , decided in Common Council that the office of
Common aieigher should be placed in commission, Jour.III f.99v.-lOO;
on this occasion all, the tmbers of Common Council who were
pm sent were listed and. against their nanes was written 'p' for
I placet t or n p' for non placet.



1deruen in the choice after 1437.1 So too the final choice of the

Common Huntsman lay with Coinxin Council and when the Court of 4dermon

decided to ask John Green, gentleman, whether he would accept the office

their decision to do so on 1 April 1457 was made with the proviso

'quantum in ipsis est t . Three days later Common Council ratified this

appointnnt. 2 The Common Council was also responsible for the choice

of a Common Clerk but the Court of Aldernen was unlikely to stand

aside from such an important appointuent. When Richard B&rit was

chosen as Common Clerk by the Common Council in October 1438 ths Court

of Aldernen was clearly not too happy with the appointnent. In tl'e

end they only agreed to his holding office for one year lthou in

fact he remained in the office until 1446. It was in a neeting of the

Common Council held on 5 August 1461 that Barnet'a successor, Roger

Tonge (alias Spicer) was dismissed for his many offences against

Edward IV and it was agreed that the 1Iayor, Aldernen and Commonalty

should not proceed to a new election wit ! out mature deliberation. A

royal. letter on behalf of Richard Osbarn for the office was read out

1. 1tboub John Wilton was chosen by th Aldernen, II November 1437,
Jour.III f.188, Robert Danvers was elected by Common Council,
11 Cttober 1441, Jou.r.III f.97; Richard Layle elected by Common
Council, 24 July 1442, Jour.III f.142v.; 13 September 1443 the
Court of Aldernen decided that Common Council should neet on the
following Thursday (19 September) in order to elect a Common
Serjeant, Jour.IV f.4; all succeeding Common ,erjeants in this
period were elected in neetings of the Common Council, see below
pp.I-t4aiid Betty R. iasters, 1Tbe Common Serjeant', The (uilc1bal1
Lisce11ay, vol.11, no.9 (196 7), pp.379-89.

2. 28 Larcb, 1 April, 4 April 1457, Jour.VI f.116v., 118, 118v. John
Tyler was chosen in Common Council, 5 April 1448, Jour.IV f.214v.;
bYi11iam.udbury was chosen similarly, 5 December 1459 Jour.YI f,223;
see below pp.

3. 4 October 1438, Jour.III f.164, L64v.



'3

in a neeting of Common Council and the final election of William

Dunthorn3 also took place there in the following October. 1 This

prevailing harmony is well exenipl ified in 1441 when the Court of

Aldernen decided not only that Undersheriffs should not, in future,

be annually removable, but also chose Tbom&s Burgoyre and John Walton

to fill the two offices. At a ireeting of Common Council held sone

days later the new ordinance and the two new officers were simply

approved. 2 The Common Council bad neither the tine nor the inclination

to wage war with the Court of Aldernen.

There is no doubt that important as were the Wardmotea, Eustings

and Court of Common Council which represented. in their different ways

ancient traditions of equality, it was the Court of Aldernen which

really governed the City. It was the nerve centre of City politics

and its functions were legislative, executive and, in a sense, judicial,

for the court had nerely to resolve itself into the Mayor's Court to

deal with judicial cases. Moreover certain .kldernen, after 1444,

becane Juetices of the Peace and the Court of Aldernen itself had

disciplinary powers. Since ti's business of the Court of Aldernen, was,

in effect, the whole business of the City this will require a chapter

to itself. Pere will be discussed the qualifications for being an

Alderman, the uea.ns whereby they were elected and their duties and. reWards.

1. 5 August, 25 September, October 1461, Jour.VI f.46, 22v., 7v.

2. 9, 20 July 1441, Jour.III f.88v., 89.



The ordinance of 1397 had 1 aid down that candidates for vacant

aldermanries should be reputable and di3creet and fit both in morals

and won dly go 0 ds to be judge a and Al de rixe n of the city . In 1.413

.&lderuen were further required to have been born in En1and of En&. jab

parents. 2 itbough we icow that sone man were anxious to achieve the

rank of &Lderman, John Carpenter in the Liber Albus envisa€es that

there may be those who will refuse the cFare after beirg chosen. ucb

recusanta were to stand in dan€er of 1osin their freedom. 3 John

Pattesley who was chosen as the .i.1derman for Farrin€don Within in

February 1428 bad failed to coma to take his oath a month later

and the court decided that if Fe did not do so he would be impnisozd

and. his house sequestered. e was soon sworn.4

In this period the man who becane Alderman were drawn almost

exclusively from the Companies of Grocers, rcers, Pishmon€ers, Drapers,

Goldsmiths, skinners, Vintrrs and Irorunon€ers. 5 loreover according to

his oath the Alderman undertook not to sell food (bread, ale, wirx,

fish, flesh) by retail either personally or through his apprentices

or servants, which effectively limited mainbership of the court to the

greater companies. In 1437 Thomas Bernewell a fishmonger who had been

chosen as Alderman of Q,uaenbythe in 1433 petitioned the court to

1. 1 August 1397, L.B.H., p.436.

2. 16 October 1413, L.B.I., p.117.

3, Liber A1bu, p.35.

4. February ..}Aarcl' 1428, Jour.II .lO7v., 109v.

5. Bea	 vol.I, p.329.



dischar€e him from his alciermanry since he was unable to live without

selling fish retail. Eis petition was €ranted. 1 There were only eight

Companies from which nearly all Alderman were chosen; and even these

Companies were by no maana equally represented. The Grocers, Drapers

and lercers Companies tended to unopo1ize the mambership of the Court

and in 144]. the Court discussed whether the number of man serving from

any one Company should be limited. They cazz to no conclusion, but

in 1446 they decided that the number from any company should be limite

to six unLess there were no suitable candidate from another Company2

There were two sta€es in the election of an lderman* the choice

of a man, or severe]. candidates, by the ward; aM the acceptance of

SUCh a man, or the selection of a candidate, by the Court of Alderman.

In 1402, and again in 1420, it was decided that tbe freeman of the

ward, assembled in the wardimte, should choose four honest and

sufficient citizens whom they would present to the Court of Alderman

fr their choice of the one nest fit t0 support the honour and charge

of the City. 3 Curiously, however, this process whereby the freeman

o± the ward chose candidates whom they presented to the Court of Alderman

1. 7 and 9 October 1437, Jou.r.III f.190; Sinon Seman, a vintner, who
an Alderman from 1422-1433 appears to have petitioned

unsuccessfully to be allowed to eel]. ods retail, 26 September 1426,
Jour.II f.84v.

2. 31 Lay 1441, Jour.III f.8ov.; 25 February 1446, Jou.r.IV f.118.

3. 20 September 1402, LJ3.I., p.18; 10 October 1420, L.B.J., p.241.
An act of 1397 had enjoined that two candidates were to be
presented,	 p.43°.



is not the process of election described 1y John Carpenter in the

Liber A1bu a1tFouh he rmist have known of the acts of 1402 and 1420.

Carpenter describes a process whereby the wardmote chose one .n whom

the Court of ldernen might accept or reject as they dee'd fit.1

The explanation of this t.y lie in the faiLuxe to observe these acts

during the early part of the period. Whether it can be assutred that

where no list of candidates has been recoided only one man was presented

by the ward, seems doubtful. But in 1420 when John Botiler was chosen

as Alderman of Farringdon Within only three man were nominated by the

ward. In 1426 only two man were nominated when Thomas Wndesford was

chosen for Vintry; two man only when Robert Otele was chosen for

Tower. In 1429 Stephen Brown was chosen as Alderman for Aldgate -rd

from only two candidates but in the saue year the man of Castle Baynard

presented four man from whom the Alderman chose Thomas alaingham.2

When, after a gap of seven years, the Journals are aajn extant, we

find the Court of .lderman summoning the man of the ward of angbourne

before them and enjoining them to present four suitable candidates

t sub poena'. 3 After this date, 1436, whenever the narres of the

candidates are preserved there are always four of them.

TI-a Court of lderman clained, and exercised, the right to reject

all four candidates who were presented to them. There were s..veral

1. .i.iber Albus, p.35.

2. 1 June i20, Jour.I	 10 ?ay 1426, Jour.II f.67v., 68;
22 June 1426, Jour.II f.78; 4 Ilisy 1429, Jour.II f.L33;
25 February 1429, Jour.II f.l3lv.

3. 12 Dcember 1436, Jour.III f.126.



erounds for sucil rejections. In tile case of B'id e ward in 1444,

Corn}iili in 1456, Castle Baynard in 1457, Bread Ztreet in 1458 and

Bilhinsate in 1460 none of tile candidates was deemsd suffioljsnt.1

Tile four xien presented by tile ward of iizre Street in 1448 were z'ejecte

since not all of tile candidates were of sufficient standing witil te

(i tended) result tilat tile ciloice of tile Court was tilereby restricted.2

Tile nen of Parrindon Vithout in 1458 presented two Aldernen among tileir

fou r' candidates and tile Court rejected all four nn on tile grounds tilat

it was customary to present only one 4.lderman amone tile four. 3 If

more tl'an one were presented tilis made tile task of tile court very

invidious. It can be seen tilat tile Court 1pt a firm control of its

umbers}'ip and resisted, by its use of tile veto, any attempt on tile

part of tile wards to force its iland. T1'ere is only one case of royal

interference in an election recorded during tilis period, tilat o Pilhip

Lalpas in 1448, ann +ile implications of tilis ilave been discussed

elsewilere .

en candidates were presented to tile Court of AldernEn tile cI'o ice

of tile new 1derman seems usually to Fave been arrived at by common

1. 24 July 1444, £.B.K., pp.295-96; 29 November 1456, Jour.VI f.87v.;
22 November 1457, Jour.VI £.185v.; 12 February 1458, Jour.VI f.192v.;
17, 26 November 1460, Jour.VI f.268.

2. 1 .pril 1448, Jour.IV f.213v.

3. karcil 1458, Jour.VI f.l94v.; in fact tile sane ward ilad presented
two l deruen among tile 1± four candidates in 1451 and tile Court
ilad not objected on tue occasion, Jour..V f.62.

4. See cilapter IX.



rsemsnt and the Journal records the choice t nem.cofl.'. But on eight

o ccasions during this period it would appear that the Court had to

resort to voting and when the votes were, on erie occasion in l48

equally divided between Thomas Oulegrave and Richard Flexirng, the

Layor exercised a casting vote in favour of Oulegrave.1

There were few perquisites attached to the office of Alderman.

The financial burden was be avy and the rewards, such a they were,

were not of a financial kind. 2 It was a dignity, often forced upon a

man, by virtue of his known wealth. There were a few advantages.

&ldermsn escaped from serving on juries and inquests, and. they did not

have to pay for the enro1nnt of deei3s and charters in the Eustings

which related to themselves. 3 A sian who becams an 4ldertnan was more

likely to be knighted than a man who was an ordinary citizen.4

Moreover an Aide rmari could nave fairly e asily to another ward and this

practice becazie so common as the fifteenth century progressed that it

1. The namas of the Alderuen who were present at netings were
always recorded and the clerk registered their votes by the
simple msthod of writing the initial letter of the naso of the
candidate of their choice above the A].derman t s own naixe on the
list. The eight occasions when voting is recorded are
29 August 1438, Jour.III f.166; 26 April 1446, Jour.IV f.125v.;
16 July 1451 , Jou.r.V f.60; 19 July 1452, Jour.V f.78v.; 24 October
1454, Jour.V f.202; December 1457, Jour.VI f.l86-7; 9 Larch 1458,
Jour.VI f.194v.; 3 April 1458, Jour.VI f.195.

2. It was always the ALdernn who had to dip into their poc}ts to
provide money in an emsrgency, e.g. for the Granary in 1437,
Jour.III f.194.

3. er Jlbu, p.35.

4. Beaveri, vol.1, p.255; the only two knights in this period appear
to have been William stfeld knighted 	 c.1439 (L.B.K., p.231 and
n.3) and Vlihiam Cantelowe knighted at the coronation of ward IV.



had to be limited in 1479. 1 When Nicholas Yoo, the Alaerman of

Farringdon Within, asked the court if Fe could have the vacant

aldernianry of Candlewick Btreet, this was granted to him without

any reference, apparently, to the man of the ward. 2 Lore usually,

however, an Alderman would be presented among the four candidates

chosen by the ward said if Fe agreed to move the Court would give its

assent to the transfer.3

An examination of soma of the duties and burdens which an Alderman

was expected to shoulder, makes it easier to understand why it was not

always a coveted honour. Apart from his obligation to join the Mayor

at the bead of ary subscription list in the City, the Alderman had to

pay for expensive liveries. It would appear that an Alderman might

have t buy new liveries as often as three tixres a year, at Pentecost,

at the Layor's riding to Istminster in October, and at Christmas. 4 The

1. Beaven, vol.11, p.240.

2. 8 August 1438, Jour.III f.167v. 16 March 1446 William Wetena1e,
the Alderman of Parrin&don Without was chosen by the Layor and
Alderman to be the new Alderman for the vacant ward of Waibrook,
according to City custom, Jour.IV f.l21. Clearly the ward of
Waibrook had no say in the matter and protested. 17 man of the ward
appeared in Court 7 Aprfl.l446 and one of them, John Wassbawe,
ai'firmad that as greatly as the man of Parririgdon Without rejoiced
in WhetenaLe's departure, so greatly would the man of Waibrook
grieve over his coming. 11. of the man undertook to obey Whetenale
and the protest .s ine er + ive, Jour.IV I .124v.

3. August 1451 Farringdon 1 tttbout ward presented William Pulyn and
William Deer, both of whom were Alderman, and Richard Alley and
Thomas Davey who were not. Eulyn and Deer were asked by the court
if they would like to be Alderman of this ward and when they declined
Richard Alley was chosen, Jour.V f.62. In October and November 1458
Ralph Josselyn was offered both Coleman Ztreet and anbourne but
chose to remain at Cornhill, Jour.VI f.233v., 221v.

4. Liber Albus, p.35 where only the Pentecost and October liveries
are mantioned, but the Christmas liveries are nentioned in the
Journals. 14 October 1441 Alderman to have new scarlet liveries

(continued at foot of next pate)



liveries were expensive and could cost as much as 50/.. per person.1

In these circumstances it is underztandable that the Court should have

spent quite a lot of tims deciding what colour these liveries should

be although they occasionally deputed the task of choosing to two

.1dermsn, and, on one occasion the future Mayor was allowed to choose

the liveries for his own riding to Testminster. 2 These liveries had. to

be carefully preserved as they might be used on other occasions during

the year when the Mayor and Aldermsn appeared together in public.3

In addition to these financial burdens the Alderman had a great

many tims-absorbing duties. Ye was expected to preside at wardinotes

and to collect taxes and levies of various kinds within his ward,

&.thou€h the enera]. maintenance of lr and order within the ward was

left to the Constables and Beadles. In 1440, however, the court

decided that no Constable, or anyone else, was to maJ a forcible entry

into a house ibr any cause unless in the presence of the Al derman of the

1. 7 February 1421, Jour. I f.88; 5 hay 1443. it was decided that
Chamber, out of profits of brokra€e, should pay each Alderman
ioo/-. for his livery, Jour.III f.85, 88v.

2. 13 iarch, 14 October 1437, Jour.III f.119v., 190v.

3. 20 September 1440 the Court of Aldernen decided that for the election
of beriff a	 Aldernen were to wear the last livery but one and.
the last livery for the Mayor t s election, Jour.III f.59, Liber
.Ltlbus, p.1r35.

(footnote 4 continued from previous page)
for Christmas, Jour.III f.98; lo November 1444, 21 November 1446,
the Christmas liveries were to be blood red, Jour.IV f.50v., 149v.;
6 November .1452 Christmas liveries to be violet, Jour.V f.92v.;
28 November 1459 Aldernen chose brown/blue for Christmas liveries,
Jour.VI f.141.



ward. 1 The .1dernen were expected to attend assizes of nuisance, to

act as arbitrators and to use their seal to authenticate !eed8. 2 They

bad to attend the Eustings Court and the Court of Aldernen t w}'ic,

in tines of crisis they could be specially summoned froni the country.3

Ire over an a.1 derman' a duties in maintaining 1 aw and order in the city

at large could be very onerous since be was often expected to carry out

nightly patrols for a period of weeks in tines of diSturbance and. such

patrols during the Iidsumner and Christmas holidays were an annual task.4

Attendance at the Court of Alderman, which could be almost daily,

bred one of an 8.lderrnarit s main duties, This could. involve him in

acting as an arbitrator, as a judge when the Court sat as the i1ayor's

Court, and in a host of business concerning both the private affairs

of cLtizens and the public life of the City. In 1454 the Court of

.ldernen held an energency neetirig in the barge taking them from the

City of Westminster for the swearing of the Sheriffs, but it usually

net in Guildball. 5 On 4 November 1455 the Layor and 4.lderixen agreed

1. Cal. P. and L. 1411-374 pp.xxviii-xxx; 20 Lpril 1440, Jour.III f.41v.;
for precepts to ldernen to levy money in their wards see Chapter III;
when the City was raising money for the new conduit each Uderman
was instructed to brine the money to Guildball together with the nane
of those who bad refused to pay, 3 February 1441, Jour.III f.74.

2. Cal.P. .nd 1. l437-J, p.viii n.3; as arbitrators, ihid.,pp.lO, 17;
Cat.P. andI'. pp.l, 43, 49, 6 3, 65; for use of seal, ibid.,
pp.l59, 161, 163, 175; Cal.P. and L. 1437-57, pp.159, 160, 165, 175,
184, 185.

3. 12 4.ugust 1415, A.B.I., p.183; 23 June 1440, L.B.K., p.239;
Chapter	 ., pp304I0for a table of the .i.l&r1ren's atten'axices at
the Court see .t . ppel1dix no.A

4. Zi.g. 18 JuLy 1440, Jour.III f.47v.

5.	 30 September 1454, Jour.V 1.195.



that they should spend the whole week on the common business of the

City and that not12in should be allowed to interrupt them. 1 This

preaure of business, and the conflict between private and public

business in the Court is aain reflected in the decision in October 1461

that the Court s'r'ould spend every Londay in attending to the City's

affairs and that the consideration of private matters should be postponed
2until later.

It seems to have been allowed to an ulderman to appoint a deputy

to carry out his duties while be was away on business, or ill or in

sons other way unable to perform them himself. In 1425 Robert

TatersaU asId the Court if Thomas yer and then Jon Nhatele could

act as his deputies while Fe wa away from j.,onclon. 3 In June 1428

Thomas Duffhous carried out the niht1y vigils as deputy for John

Litchell and in 1429 Simon Sernan chose Ralph Stoss to act as his deputy.4

It was the b.lderman, or 1-is deputy, w1-o was instructed to hold a wardmote

to discuss finance in January 1433. Clearly the appointmsnt of such

deputies had becore a regular part of the exercise of an 4dertnan's

duties.

Just as it wa difficult for a wealthy man tcavoid being chosen

as an 4lderman, so it was difficult for sri uldermari to obtain a dischargu

once be bad undertan the task. John Carpenter wrote in the IaiberAlbus

1. 4 November 1455, Jour.Y f.270.

2. 28 October 1461, L.B.., p.8.

3. 13 June, 28 July 1425, Jour.II f44v., 48v.

4. 18 June 1428, Jour.II f.115 v .; April 1429, Jour.II f.132; Thomas
Duffbous was Sheriff 1428-29

5. 19 January 1438, Jour.III fl83v.
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an l de rman was not re movable except for a re asonab]. e cause, and

the Court tended to scrutinize pleas to iDe excused with care.1

Twenty-one 4.ldermsn were exonerated by the Court during this period;

nine of these pleaded old age, or deafness or ill-.health and two of

these were excused because of the lengt' of their service. Stephen

Brown bad served for thirty-one years and Nicholas Wotton for more

than forty. 2 Two ixen, Stephen Poster and Thomas Bernewell were excused

on the grounds of their poverty. 3 Philip Ia1pas, Thomas Canynges and,

probably, Ralph Holland, were discharged in unusual circumstances for

reasons that were partly political. . further two, John Dsrby and

William Deer appear to have been disbbarged in order that they could

more freely pursue litigation in which they were involved. 4 No reasons

are given for the discharge of the other five Aldernen.

1. LiberAlbu, p.36.

2. Stephen Broun exonerated from Bilhingsgate, 14 February 1460,
Jour.VI f.].98, dead by 3 February 1466; Nicholas Wotton exonerate'
from Dow ate 5 April 1446 Jour.IV f.123v., dead by 15 September 1446.

3. Stephen Broun exonerated from Bread Street, 3 February 1458,
Jour.VI f.191; Thomas Bernewell exonerated from ueenrtbe,
13 October 1437, Jour.III f.l90.

4. John Derby asked to be exonerated 9 4ugust 1454 but his request
was refused, Jour.V f.l83v., he then presented his reasons in greater
detail to the Court on 21 September 1454 which were: i) that icbard
uartermayn was prosecuting him at common law contrary to the

liberties of the City, ii) William Marowe Fad affirned an original
bill against him in the Lsyors Court, iii) his case against the
Chamberlain, John Sturgeon, had been taken into the iayor's Court
where be could not obtain Justice. His petition was finally granted,
Jour.V f.192, 200, i.B.L, p.362. Derby was discharged in an amicable
atmosphere and when be visited the Court in future he was to cone as a
brother and. not as a stran er because of his services to the City.
Will lam Deer was exonerated from Dowgate 7 February 1456, Jour.VI
f.28v.; Fe was involved in a complicated law-suit against tlexander
Broke which began at least as early as 5 July 1455. Deer was finally
found to be guilty of usury 23 ).Iarch 1456 , Jour.VI f.6v.; see also
4 April 1457, Jour.VI f.118v. and Cal.P. and 1.. 1437-57, pp.134-35.
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Although in 1425 the Court bad decided that anyone who had served

as Mayor should not only be eligible for discharge from his Aldermaflr

if be should so 'wish but also that a man so discharged should be

entitled to have an annual livery, this ruling does not appear to have

been strictly observed. 1 But it is true that a man who had not served

a term as liayor might find it more difficult to be granted a discharge.

Thomas Talsingham hail to agree to glaze the east window of the new

Guildhall in order to obtain his release, and John Derby paid a £50

fl 2 Ralph kinnard who served only three months as Alderman of

Castle Baynard bad to pay a fine which appears to have gone to his

successor in the .ldermamry, Robert Large. 3 Thomas Carnges, who was,

admittedly, finally discharged for contumacy and disobedience, was

ordered to pay a fine of £40 to the Chamber. 4 An ex-Mayor who resigned

was automatically entitled to wear the Alderman t s livery but this

favour might occasionally be granted by the Court to a retiring Alderman

who had not served as Mayor. John Derby was allowed to wear the livery

to Iep him warm and Robert Whitinham on his discharge was granted one

gown each year of the A1dermar's livery.5

1.. 15 October 1425, Jour.II f.54v.; Thomas Carynges who had served
as Mayor 1456-7 was refused a discharge, 5 December 1460, Jour.VI
f.279v.

2. Walsingbamexonerated 22 April. 1429, Jou.r.II f.132v., L.B.K., p.109;
Derby exonerated 19 October 1454, 	 p.362.

3. July 1429, Jour.fl f.137.

4. 15 January 1461, Jou.r.VI f.286.

5. 2 May 1438, Jour.III f.l74v.



On three occasions during this period the Court refused an

4.lderma&s petition to be discharged. Richard Gosselyn's reasons ware

considered insufficient in 1.426 and he was told that if he applied to

the ing to be exonerated he would stand in danger of losing Ms freedom.1

John Bithewater had to petition during the mayoraLties of John Coventry

(1425-6) and John Reynvell (1426-7) before lie was finally excused in

14 26. 2 4t the sazxe maeting of the Court which granted a discharge to

Geoffrey Peldyng and John &therly, Thonias Canynges was refused his

release on the grounds that his reasons were insufficient. Re was

ordered to continue to carry out his duties but was finally discharged

in disgrace a month later.3

The secrecy of the deliberations of the Court of Alderman and the

dignity of the office were closely gearded. 4 A man who insulted an

Alderman was tried, not in the wardmote, but in the Mayors Court,

and the pnnishuent for striking an Alderman was the loss of a band.5

In the fifteenth century such a punishuent was never executed but

Geoffrey Lovey was imprisoned in Newgate in 1413 for cursing and

slandering Thomas Pauconer, arid Thomas 1i.ayneld was also imprisoned

1. 18 October 1426, Jou.r.II f.86; Gosselyn continued as AJ.derinaxi until
October 1428; be died c.].429.

2. January 1428, Jou.r.II f.105v.

3. 5 D.cember 1460, Jour.VI f.279v.; 15 January 1461, Jour.VI f.280.

4. 24 May 1427. Certain words which Robert bitingham bad spoIn in the
Court of Alderman in a matter which concerned the Duke of Gloucester
bad been revealed to the Duke t0 the considerable harm of hitingham
arid to the discredit of the Court. All the Alderman who were present
swore on the Gospels that anything which was spoken in Court should
not be revealed outside, Jour.II f.93v.

5. Cal.P. and Ii. 14'3-3T pp.xxviil-xxx; as late as 1387 this punishnent
Wou.ld ave been put into execution but for the intercession of the
Al derman concerned,	 pp. 490-94.



there two years later for insolently threatening V(ilhiam 5evenoke, the

Alderman of Tower ward, with the fate of Nicholas Brembre) Several

nn who lived in Bride Street ward were sent to prison in 1420 for

rebelling against their Alderman, Robert Wydinton. 2 Seven years later

Cleiint Bisjhop, who called Nicholas Jaiis a t false extortioner' in

front of a great u.ny people was condemned to the pillory for this

offence. 3 In 1461 Thomas Baily was sent to prison for having spoken

shaefu]. words about John Young, the Alderman of Faxringdon lVitbout.4

Important a were these deliberative organs of €overnuent it was

the civic officials who gave impetus and effective masning to their

wishes. ..part from the Alderizen whose duties have already been

described, civic officials may be divided into two categories; the

unpaid annual officers such as the Layor and Sheriffs, and the permanent

salaried officers such as the Recorder, Chamberlain anti Town Clerk,

and. a group of lesser officers who may conveniently be called the civic

serjeantry. The discussion of the duties of the Layor and Sheriffs will

deal also with the courts over which they presided.

1.	 19 1iay 1413, L.B.I., p.114; Ltoriale pp.592-93; 21 Larch 1415,
p.132; Layneld was released at Seveno1'a request and gave

a £20 bond for good behaviour.

2. L.BJ., p.245.

3. 18 September 1427, Bishop was pardoned the pillory at the inter-
cession of 1ihiazn Weston but had to provide a £10 bond to keep
the peace in iondon and Southwark, Jour.II f.lOO.

4. 28 arch 1461, Jour.VI f.25v.



7.

To be eli ible for t1 e Iayoralty a jondoner tad not only to be

.fl 4lderlTlan but also to Fave served already as ZFe iff ?	 fin quil

peot estre assaye en sa overnazice at bountee, avant quil attei ne
1a tiel estat de Iiairaj.te'.	 1-en JoFn Carpenter wrote t}'e iibr 1bu.

it 1-ad becon esta' isted t1'at a iran stould not be compelled to serve

a second year in t1-e office of .ayor unless te agreed to do so of 1-is

own free will. 2 T1-e financial burd n of tF'e office was consirlerable

and in 1424 t1 Court of iU.derrren deci&.d firstly, ttat no-one wto Fad

served twice as Layor stoul d be e le cte d a am and, secondly, tF at no -one

was to serve a second term as !.'or until seven yar ' '' elapsec. T1'e

Common Council see 1ns to 1-ave accepted only t1-e second of tFese two

ordinances and. it was not until 1435 tFat tl'e Common Council aEreed tl'at

a man 'ould not be called upon to serve as Layor a t1'ird. tin. 3 Jo}'n

Reynwell w1-o 1-ad served as I ayor in 1426-7 was excused from serving

a second tii in 1444 and in t1-e following year te was excused altoet1-er

from servin' acajn.4

Dunn t1-ls pniod sou modifications took place in tl'a process of

electing tte Layor. In 1404 t}'e principle was reasserted ttat only tFose

1.iher .lbu , p.464.

2. p.22; in 1389 an ordinance was agreed wtereby no-one was to
be l..for for mor.. tI'an a jear at a tine, but could be re-elected
after an interval of five years, .. • F., p.347.

3. 8 October 1424, Jou.r.II f.23; .icFard i1-ittinton tad served a
ttird term as l aror in 1419-20; 13 October 1424, L.B.K., pp.33-4
n.1; 8 pril 1435, .i..B.K., p.191.

4. 9 October 1444, Jour.IV f.43v.; 17 September 1 445, Jour.IV f.95.
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who were summoned should. attend. the Lgjor's election and when the

artisans tried to get Ralph Rolland elected as Layor it was necessary,

in 1442, to proclaim a royal writ confirming this limitation of the
.1franchise. In 1444 not only was the election comfinad to t'rose who

ware sumnoned but also, as a further precaution, the door of GuiJ.d.}'aU

was to be shut. 2 The custom of celebrating lAss before proceeding to

the ka.yor's election had been introduced in 1406 but it is not clear

bow long th innovation survived. 3 In the Liter A1bu John Carpenter

carefully records the process whereby the commoners present in Guildhall

chose two .J.dernn whom they presented. to the Court of A.lderun for

their final selection of the next Layor. The Letter Books disclose that

Dru Barentyn was the rejected candidate in 1406 w3'en Richard Whittington

was chosen, but after this date they record only the nau of the successful

candidate. In 1439, however, the Journals record the nas of both the

.ldernn who were presented, and do so again in 1440 and l441. The

Journal. a are silent again until 1 457 when both nau a are recorded, as

they are in 1458, 1459 and 1460. ltbough in 1439-41 Ralph Folland.

was rejected three tinQa, there appears to be enrging in the later

period the custom that one year's rejected candidate is the next yearts

1. 23 etember 1404, L.B.I., p.34; L.B.IC, pp.274-75, 288;
Jour.III f.152v.; see chapter IV below.

2. 9 October 1444, Jour.IV f.43v.

3. .BJ., pp.52-53, 60, 69, 226.

4. !Lenrils, pp. 56 5- 6 ; Jour.III f.24v., 62v., 97v.



Layor) It was customary for all th A1dernn who were able to do so,

to attend the Mayor's election on October 13th. The attendance on the&

occasions is notably biFer than on any other occasion during the year

and even the Prior of Eoly Trinity, the ex-officio &lderinan of Portso1n

ward, was usually present. In 1445 it was noted that WihiaTnstfeld,

Nicholas Wott0n, John Gediy, Thomas Catworth and Tilhiam Combe were

absnt from the Mayor's election contrary to the custom of the City.2

Once the !ayor was elected on October 13th, he bad fifteen t3ajs

to wait before taking his oath at Quildball on October 28th. On the

following day he would ride to Westminster to be sworn before the

Barons of the Exchequer. 3 This latter occasion was or of great

magnificence and considerable cererny 'when the City displayed to the

Crown and to the royal officials its wealth and ponp. A3.l the City

Companies rode with the Mayor and the procession would be accompanied

by bands of tninstrels. 4 But in 1447 a cbane took place in this tit-

honoured equestrian procession. In that year, when John Gedney was

chosen as Mayor,it was agreed that he should go to Westminster to take

his oath by barge down the Thans. 5 This may have been dora as an

1. 1457 Cook and. Boleyn presented; Boleyn chosen, Jour.VI f.lBOv.
1458 Scot and Hulyn presented; Scot chosen, Jour.VI f.234v.
1459 Cantelowe and 'Eulyn presented; Eulyn chosen, Jour.VI f.163.
1460 Cantelowe and. Lee presented; Lee chosen, Jour.VI f.271v.

2. 27 October 1445, Jour.IV f.102v.

3. Libr 1bus, pp.20-27.	 4. E.g. L.B.I., p.78.

5. 13 October 1447, Jour.IV f.195v.; John Carpenter noted that in the
past ayors t vel. pe de stre a per terram vel per aquam Thamis iae in
batel].o aiiierunt Weatmonasterium v1 Turrim, et fuerant onerati
et accepti' Liber Albus, pp.21-22.



experinnt but in 1453, at the petition of the commonalty and at

the wish of the Coitmon Council it was agreed that in future the Mayor

sbou].d go by bar€e to take his oath. There is no indication of the

reasons which prompted this decision. Ten days after this Fad been

decided, the Lord Chancellor and the Duke of Sonerset sent Thomas

Belgrave, a royal serjeant at arms, to ask the Mayor and Alc!ernen to

persuade the comnonelty to return to the old custom or riding to

Westminster. But the comznonalty would not go back on its decision and

the new Mayor, John Norman, went to Westminster by barge

It appears that the ICing was normally present with the Barons of

the Exchequer to receive the Mayor's oath, although in 1459 be was

prevented 'by virtual civil war from being there. 2 On the sane day on

which be took his oath the Mayor would appoint attorneys for the City,

one to act in the Exchequer Court, one in the Court of Common Pleas

and two in the King's Bench. The Journal records the nanes of sone

of these nen in 1454, 1456 and 146O.

There is every indication that to bold the office of Mayor was

an expensive task. There was no sal ary and only incidents], sums would

1. 8, 18 October 1453, Jour.V fd24v., 126; although the Chroniclers
attribute this chance to John Norman personally, the evidence
of the Journals sugeats that it was a popular decision, Gree
Chron., pp.186-67; Rawlinson, p.103 and n.2; Bale, p.140.

2. Li'ber Albus, p.25; L.B.K., p.396.

3. 26 February 1454, John Windeslade to be the City's attorney in the
Court of Cowjin Pleas; 28 October 1456, LII d'rihal1 to be the Mayor's
attorney receiving the usual fee, Jour.VI f.lO9v.; 24 October 1460,
icbard. Sitnson to be the Mayor's attorney in the Exchequer Court

for the next year, Jour.VI f.273v.



fall to the lsyor) Not only was tie Mayor's tine no longer I'iS own

but Fe Fad to pCy the waes of two aerjeants and Fia sword-bearer as

well as nunrous other expenses; the Mayor was always expected, then

as now, to head the list of those contributing to flmds of various
2kinds. There were sone compensations. The Izayor appears to have Fad

a pre-emptory right to nove to arr Aldermariry which fell, vacant during

his yoralty. In 1451 when the ward of Corril'ill iecane vacant because

Sinon Eyre had trved to Langbourne, Nicholas l7yfold the Mayor tper

unaninum assensum et voluntatem aldermanorum preedictorum ... luxta

consuetum curiae in huiusTnodi casu usitatum, officiuni aldermani wards

de Cornhill super se assumpsit.3 There was, noreover, considerable

patronage at the disposal of the Mayor. Originally Fe enjoyed the

right to inaio six non free of the City, with the alternative of two

casks of wine at the City's expense, but because the King objected to

non who were not residents in the City being made freenen and so

escaping royal prises and dues, in 1434 the Mayor's privilege of making

freenen was anu11ed, but he was to receive instead four casks of the

best red wire of Gascony. 4 It appears also that the retiring Mayor

could request offices or favours for those who had served him well or

to whom he was indebted in sone way. In 1453 Geoffrey Feldyng requested

that John ynton might have the next vacancy which occurred in the

1. Lg. 14 October 146 3, anercenents in the Mayor's Court were to be
divided between the Layor and Chamber, L.B.L., p.38.

2. I1iber Albus, p.49.

3. 16 July 1451, Jour. IT f.60; in 1446 Simon Byre, the Mayor, chose to
have the vacant ward of Broad Street, 7 February 1446, Jour.IV f.l].4v.

4. L.B., p.64; La,, pp .34-35, 180.



office of valet of the Chamber and that his butler John Erly might be
p

admitted to the freedom. W1en Richard Lee left office in 1461 he aak&

that Richard Green might have the serjeantry of the channel after John

Eorncastle or another office of similar value. The Court of Alderman
2agreed to this.

The Mayor's entourage included at least four valets, 3 several

serjeanta of whom three, after 1436, served in a permanent capacity,

the sword-bearer, the serjeant of the channel, the Common Runtatnan,

the Water-bail iff arid a butler.

In the charge of the sword-bearer was the Layor's seal. The new

Mayor received this In a purse after he bax taken his oath at Guildhall

on October 28th. 4 The sword-bearer wa entitled to a fee when the

Mayor's seal was used but in 1440 it was decided that letters which

were sealed with the Mayor's sea]. were to be written by the Town Clerk

and were to be enrolled. 5 The seal. would be used on mayoral precepts

such as those instructing Alderman to hold wardmotes, but it appears

to have been mainly used to anthenticate private docunents 'for better

1. 28 October 1453, Jour.V f.l27. A valet of the Chamber appears to
be the save officer as a valet of the Mayor. The request for
Eynton probably succeeded since be was among those deputed to ride
to the King at Fertford, 26 September 1455, Jour.V f.264v.

2. 27 October l4ol, Jour.VI f.81; Richard Green was sworn as an
attorney in April 1462, Jour.VI f.1]..

3. 18 December 1419 it was decided that each year the Mayor was to
select the four valets who bad been most diligent and they were
to receive two marks each, Jour.I f.66v.

4. Libr Albus, p.24. The Layer's seal was u.de in 138]. and continued
in use until 1910, Temoia1s, pp.447-48.

5. 27, 28 October 1440, Jour.III f.64v., 65.



vi rice and security'. TF only recorded use of tFe !ayor t s seal for

civic purposes was in 1153 wFen letters to t Arcl'bisFop of Cologne

and tFe citizens of ColOg1 pleading for tFe releas of tha City's

envoys to Rot, were sent under tFe Lyor's

It was *e duty of tFe Layor to preserve peace in tFe City, to

exercise a €enersl ov?rslg!"t of all civic officials, to ensure tat

trade in t'e City was carried out in accordance wIth civic ordinances,

to act as arbitrator and judge arid to play th leading role in te

nuurous civic and religious functions. 2 The Mayor's oath, however,

laid greater emphasis upon the Lgyor's oUi bations to guard the rights

and francMses of the ICing, than upon his civic duties. In his capacity

as judge arid eacheator the Layor of London acted as a royal servant.

To carry out Ms duties as escheator 'which ha been granted to him in

1327 the Mayor was allower1 the services of a clerk for whom he Fad to

answer to th King at the end of his term of office, as wall as f r the

profits arid issues. 3 On 28th October 1456 John Byron was chosn to

act as the lLayor's deputy in the office of eacheator for the cordng

year and in 1468 it was decided that the Mayor and Alt5ernn should

1. 8 October 1453, Jour.V f.].24v.; for the private us of the ayor's
seal, a a Cal_P. end . 1381-1412, p.238; Cal. P. and M.l413-,
pp . 1 90, 258, 301; Cal. P.and }. 143i-, pp.1, 50.

2. jkIbT .L.1bu3, pp.27-30; C.P. and M. 1413-37, pp.129, 136.

3. Lfl-'er Albus, p.25; see E.k. Chew, 'The office of scFeator in the
City of J.eondofl during the ltiddle Age s, LF.L, vol .LVIII (1943)
pp.3l9-3O L.B.IC., p.396.



elect a sub-escheator annually whom the ?iayor could not then remove)

The entertainnent of foreign dignitaries did not play a large part in

the kayor'a duties in the fifteenth century although in 1438 it was

agreed that he should invite the ambassadors from Polland to dinr if

'precedent ad bonam finem' 2. If the Mayor were ill or unable to carry

out his duties he could appoint a loci.zmtenens. Robert Large w'o was

Mayor in 1439-40 arid Wh 0 was described on 14th July 1440 as T iam infirnust

choae William Estfeld to carry out his duties for him. 3 Thomas Chariton

who was Mayor in 1449-50 did not attend the Court after 8th July 1450

arid Thomas Catwortb acted as his deputy during the aftermath of Cads t5

revolt. It is clear that the Mayor was expected to pay the costs and

expenses incurred by his locumtenens arid a committee of eight aldernen

was appointed to negotiate with Chariton about this in August l450.

One of the 1.gyor's most important functions was to act as judge in

the Layor's Court aM many of the entries in the Journals are records

of these proceedings arid judgnents, soma of which were subsegtntly

enrolled in the Layor's Court rolls, but many were not. All cases in

the Layor's Court were begun 1y bills of complaint delivered to the

1. In 1454 John Byron was a clerk in the Sberiff t s court so that his
appoiritnent as Mayor's deputy in the office of sc}'eator in 1456
may simply nean that he was chosen a ti's Mayor's clerk in this
office, but pbrhaps with extended powers, 12 July 1 454, Jour.V f.177;
28 October 1 456 , Jour.VI f .109v.; 22 November 1468,	 p.81.

2. 13 May 1 438, Jour.III f'.173v.

3. 14, 18 July 1440, Jour.III f.46, 47v.; Robert Large died
24 April. 1441.

4. 12 Auguat 1450, Jour.V f.43v.; Thomas Chariton last appeared in the
Court of Aldernen on 15 March 1452 and nist have been dead by
7 August 1452 when Richard Lee was elected as his successor as
Alderman of Bisbopsgate, Jour.V f.80.



attorneys of the Court. Sorre of these original bills survive in the

Guildhall Record Office. The scope of the jurisdiction of the

Mayor's Court and its procedure have been fully described elsewhere

and it only remains to describe certain trends and developnnts during

this period. 1 The business of the Court was divided between sessions

held in tI'e Inrr Chamber of Guildhall and those held in the Outer

Chamber. When the Layor and 1dermsn sat as the Court of Alderiien to

deal. with the administrative civic business they sat in the Inner

Chamber and it was here also that they dealt with cases involving the

complicated Law Mer&ant. The ordinary business ol' the Mayor's Court

took place in the Outer Chamber of Guil.dFalL. In 1409 there was an

attempt to limit the sessions of the )ayor's Court which took place in

the Inner Chamber, no doubt because they were not public as other

e a sions • 2 More over the evidence from the Journal s sugge at a that, for

the sake of convenience, the Mayor and Aldernen did not always move

from the Inner to the Outer Chamber when they transforued themselves

from the Court of Aldernen to the Mayor's Court. Because, perhaps,

of the new work at Guildhall, sessions of the Mayor's Court in 1419

were held at St. Dunstari's in the East, 3 The personnel. of the

1. See &.!. Thomas, Cal. g&r1y yor's Court Rolls, pp.ix-xlv.
Cal. P. and M, 1361-1412, pp.vii-xli; P.E. Jones, Cal. P. arI.
1431-57, pp.vii-ix; The j.jaw Journal, vo]..XCIII (l9Jp.3Ql-o2.

2. 4 November 1409, LB.I., p.80 and n.2; see also a case in 1436
when the ?viayor, in a return to a royal wri,t, defined the extent
of the claims of the Mayor's Court to dea1with cases of' Law
Verbhant, L.B.L, pp.206-09.

3. 27, 29 May 1419, Jour.I f.56 , 57.



Mayor's Court included the attorneys who were sworn to practise there

and the clerks who Ipt the records. In 1462 these clerks were put

under the direct control of the Common Clerk. 1 Moreover whereas it had

previously been the task of the ayor t s Court clerks to ina1 extracts

of aurcenBnt8 ordered by the Court which would be delivered into the

Chamber a a record, in 1463 this task also fell to the Common Clerk.2

Arxrcenents levied in the Mayorts Court were originally destined for

the Sheriffs, but in 1461 it was decided that they should be equally

divided between the Sheriffs and the Chamber. In 1463 it was further

decided that they should be divided between the Mayor and Chamber.3

Dr. Thomas believed that the justice to be found in the kayorta

Court was fair and equitable. Like all ndieval jurisdiction it was

subject to exhausting procrastination and delays although soy

attempt to speed up justice was made in l463. The only complaint

against its jurisdiction to be found during this period is that of

William ubbard, an armourer, who was committed to prison for having

scandalously told one of the clerks that the Mayor's court was not

a court of Record but a court of favour.5

1. 5 February 1 462, L.B.L., p.15.

2. 12 January 1 454, Jour.V f.141; 14 October 1463, L.B.L., p.38.

3. Liber Alb	 p.390; 9 November 1461, L.B4., p.12; 14 October 1463,
ibi., p.38.

4. 15 October 1463, L.B.L., pp.38-39.

5. 9 April 1459, Jour.VI f.].54v.; 14 April 1459 ubbard found
recoi1tor3 for his good behavior and was released, Jour.VI f.155v.



But perhaps the zmst marked feature of this period is the increasing

dignity which cane to surround both the person of the Mayor and the

office itself. In 1414 for the first tine a petition to the Mayor was

addressed tTo our worshipfull Lord Mair of the Citee of London. Like

unto youre soverain discrecioun... 1 In 1415 the Mayor was accorded

precedence in the City over the Archbishops, Bishops and the Kins

brothers. 2 In 1425 and 1427 when the Duke of Gloucester end other

lords visited the City, the Mayor and his Sword-bearer took precedence

over the Duke and his Sword-bearer. 3 Similarly in 1441 it was the

Mayor's Sword-bearer who led the Duke of Gloucester and other lords

into Guildball for a special, judicial session at which both the Duke

and the Layor sat on demi-tbrones. 4 The care with which these occasions

are described by the clerk who wrote the Journal. a, and the growth in

importance of the Mayor's Sword-bearer, bear witness to the increasing

civic pride and self-consciousness which surrounded the Mayor's office.

In the sane way offences which appeared. to insult the dignity of the

Layor were severely punished. In 1442 Thomas Twychard who had. gone to

the Mayor's private house and bad there disrespectfully aM arrogantly

accused him of having acted unjustly to the disbonour of the Layor

and his office t was committed to the custody of the Sheriffs so that

1. Cal. P • and M. 1413-3 7 p.3.7 and n. 1; the Layor was al so described
as 'Lord Layor' in 1440, L,B.IC., p.246 and in 1457, 1461, 1462,
Cal. P. and M. 1457-82, pp.2, 17, 28; for an astringent comnent on
the use of the title 'i.1ord ayor' see Beeven, vol.11, pp.xxvili-mi.

2. 1 March 1415, JB.I., p.135.

3. 5 June 1425, 20 May 1427, Jour.II f.44, 93.

4. 4 Larch 1441, Jour.III f.78. C.f. & w-* of	 • t Cn.wvt' ø-
Ve-'4-' .' W	 t4k 5 I c4e.•.-t . kA4c

44+41 cc 4*.'&itA	 b-i ...
q6-4) t.rt. r



othrs should not follow his bad exatnple. 1 A tailor, T'oinas Mason,

was sent to prison for saying to one Basset 'I will better blieve such

2a simple person as ye be than the Mayor and all the 1dernn'. The

Court took very seriously the case of T. Brewer who, in 1440, set

himself up as a Mayor, attended by an Alderman, a goaler, a serje ant

and a sheriff and thus surrounded visited the houses of citizens and

Lombards to search for prostitutes. Since the Iiayor was well known

in the City such antics cannot have Lot vary far, but the dignity of

the Layor's office was seen to have been attac1d.3

The office of Sheriff did not carry the presti of that of Mayor

but it was, nevertheless, extrenly Important in civic governnnt. The

citizens of London enjoyed the rigt of electing their own S'eriffa

instead of accepting a royal appoIntrnt. One Sheriff was Chosen by

the Mayor and the other ws cosen by the comnonalty, at a rieting

held each year on September 21st. 4 On September 28th the two newly-

chosen SherifTh would coir to Guildhall to take their oath. On this

occasion the retiring Sheriffs were expected to brine in all the records

1. Cal. P. and. L. 1437-5?, p.46.

2. ii Dcember 1452, Jour.V f.97; on 12 eeb'r 1452 Mason found
recogritors who were bound for him in £20 t'at be woul' behave
and so he was released, Jour.V f.98.

3. 15 April 1440, Jour.III f.41v.

4. It was usually, but riot always, the case that the Layor would cho se
an J. derinan and the co minonal ty a Co mnorer; see Baven, II, p. 7xxvi i.
On 23 September 1404 it was decided to limit the nunber of those who
might attend the Sberiffs election to those who were of the more
sufficient iran of the City or irembers of Common Council, L.B.i., p.34.



of their term of office.1 In fact, since the Sheriff was personally

responsible for his actions during his shrievalty he appears to have

held onto Ha records and, if they were delivered up at all, it was

usually after a considerable lapse of tilTe. 2 On September 29th t'e

Sheriffs were presented to the Barons of the chequer, accompanied on

their Journey by the masters and li'v'erytren of the different Companies.3

Un1i1 the Mayor at the beinnirig of this period, the S"eriffs travelled

to Westminster by barEe and in 1439 the Court of Aldernn decided t'at

in future the Sheriffs should pay for their own barges to Westminster,

the implica tion being that the expense Fad previously been borne by the

Chamber. 4 The only noteworthy event concerniri the Sheriffs' elections

during this period was the death of John Bryan after twelv days in

office in 1418. The Mayor and Recorder bad to defend the City's right

to elect a Sheriff in place of Bryan, but in the end they did this

successfully and the citizens were able to choose John Perneys.5

The duties of the London S'eriffs were similar to those of other

Sheriffs in ng1and but they operated as royal. agents within the

1. LiberAlbus, pp.43-46; Sberiff t s oath, bid., pp.306-07.

2. The records of the shrievelty of Simon Winchcombe	 was Sheriff
1 3 63-64 were not brought into court until 1428, L.B.K., p.76. None
of the shrievalty records survive for the fifteenth century In the
G.R.O. except sote Seriff t s court rolls 1406-08 (see below) and
a Sheriff's Register for 1458-59 (see below).

3	 Paynnta for expnses involved in the tSheriff t s riding' appear
in elriost all the contemporary Company accounts.

4.	 15 October 1439, Jour.III f.25.

5,	 ..B.L, pp.205-06; for the best account of Bryan's death see
ar1ey 5775, printed by Kingsford, E.F...., p.295; on 28 October 1418

John Bryan's sons, Will lam and Robert, were placed in the custody
of the kaster of ie Mole, Jour.I f.52.



frarrwork of civic privilege anti custom. Each of them was answerable

to the King for half of the City's farm of £300. As royal servants

they miht be instructed as in 1401 to execute William Sawtre, or in

1417 to burn Sir John Oldcastle; 1 they were expected to erect bars and

scaffolds for the various trials by battle which took place in Smithfield

and they were the proniilgators of innunerable royal writs of an adirini-

atrative and judicial kind. 2 From the money which the Sheriffs

collected on the King's behalf, they might be instructed to make

direct peynenta, particularly annuities to individuals3 and the fees

to local justices. 4 The London Sheriffs would be called to account

to the Barons of the Exchequer and the setti ing of the account might

tabs sone years. 5 An unusual. insight into the administration of the

1. LP. III p.459a; P.R.0. Enrolled Foreign accounts 6 Fenry V
E 364/Sa.

2. P.L0. E364/3,741 3,7, enrolled Sheriff's accounts for erecting
scaffold for the duel between Upton and Donne 1429/30; sane for a
duel between Peta de Vasques of Spain and Richard Wydevile in
1 440/41; sane for erecting a scaffold for an unspecified occasion
in West S.niithfield 1444/45; tIle saire for a duel between John Halton
and Iobert Norreys 14 52/53, for this duel see also P.P,C. VI, p.133,
c.L.ay 1453.

3. Bundles of these accounts for the reign of Henry VI are extant and
they include the receipts sealed by individuals, the royal writs
and the notifications of payuents made, P.a.o. 1ol/573 parts 1 and 2.

4. Sore of the indentures between the London Sheriffs and the justices
survive covering the periods 1430-3, 1436-38, 1440 and ?1448,
P.Rs0. E101/571f41. (four indentures).

5. William Cantelowe and William J'arowe who were Sheriffs 1448-49 were
still trying to settle their account in January 1451 when an
inquisition of Londoriers was summoned to give evidence about certan
desperate debts totalling, in all, £221 12s.7-d.; the docunents
relating to this account are to be found P.R.0. E1 99/27/28 . General
Sheriff's accounts during this period are to be found P.R.0.
E199/Bunciles 26 and 27,



1'

London Sheriffs is provided by a Sheriffs t Registe' for the years 1458-59.

It contains copies of the royal writs receivd by the Sheriffs, a note

of the nare of the bearer and, in the case of judicial. writs, a briet

note of the action taken. In the case of the longer, and fewer,

administrative writs the account of the Sherifft s action is given in

greater detail • There appears to have been sotie delay in ecuting

royal writs since those issued in July were not dealt with until the

new Sheriffs bad been elected. in the following October.1

The position of a Sheriff of London was sonewat ambivalent, since

be was the servant both of the King arid of the City - two masters who

were not always in harmony. According to his oath the London Sheriff

was not to return royal writs concerning the state and franchise of the

City until such writs had been shown to the Mayor and City Counsel.2

In 1454 the Sheriffs t clerks were instructed not to return any writ

touching the state of the City, or for delivery from 11ewgate prison,

or axy writ whereby the City might be burdened. 3 The City's quarrel

with the King over the privileges of St. 1 artins is a good illustration

of the anomalous position in which the London Sheriffs might be placed.

As servants of the City they had taken the prisoners away from the

1.G.R.O. Ms.205 C; the Register also lists those sessions of the ustings
Court when the nanes of 'ugitives from justice were called out
prior to their being declared outlaws. That this was not the only
record kept by the Sheriffs' clerks can be seen from entries euch
as that on f.40v. where it Is recorded treturnuin istius brevis
patet in libro causarum'.

2. Liber Albus,p.307.

3. 28 September 1454, Jour.V f.194v.; the Sheriff was to guard the
interests of the City at his own cost.



sanctuary, and as servants of the Kirg they were instructed to

restore them. WFen such a conflict of duty arose the Sheriffs would

seek from the Common Council an assurance that they would be indemnified

and their expenses paid if they pursued the City's case.2

In spite of his onerous duties there is no indication thet the

Sheriff received any salary either from the King or the City. There

was little advantae to be gained from serving as Sheriff except that

it was a necessary stepping-stone on the way to the ]yoralty. The

fines and anrceunts which the Sheriff collected went towards the

paycant of the royal farm although anyting in excess of the required

£300 miFt o to the Sheriffs personally. 2 Apart from fines and

anrcennt g in their own courts and a share in those levied in the

1ayor's Court, the Sheriffs collected renue from other sources; tl-ey

received 2 marks p.a. from the Fishmongers who enjoyed the privilege

of holding their own court; Thomas Bemond and. Richard Norton, who were

Sheriffs in 1442-43, were granted the profits on the weigbirg of wool

in ships to the value of £8 ls.Od. and under the will of John Reynwell

1. See, for example, the case of Ralph Josselyn and Richard Nedebam,
Sheriffs 1458-59, who, on 19 November 1459 bad still not returned
a royal writ because it had stated that St. Martin t s Lane laj
wtthin the liberty of t'e Church but which, the City contestd,
was a common lane. The Sheriffs ware inr emriified since t'ey could
not bavereturned the writ without injury to the City t s liberties,
Jor.VI f.169. In 1457 the Sheriffs were carefully sivised by
Common Council bow to respond to a writ for levying soltiers in
the City, Jour.VI f.124, 181v., 182v.

2. If the Sheriffs took more tan the stipulatA fines from tb Ba1rs,
Brewers, tc. they wore to pay l2d. for each penny wich tby ba
ta1n in excess, LiberAlbus, p.46; for a list of the aireemonts
and fees i'icb cou1 b 1vied bj Zher1ff from pleas moved in the
L-ayor's Court se .b€!., pp.390-91; 9 Iovember 1461 it was decied
tat sic1' arcents were to be eq2ally divided betw n the
Sheriffs and the Chamber, 	 p.12.



certain bequ ats w_re to he paid annually to the Sheriffs. 1 B t out

of the money comi g to thni frorr these various sources the Sheriffs had

to di char not only the royal farm, 'rnt they had also to pay their

servants, ti-a expenses of their ceremonial journey to 1estminster, the

costs of keepin the City bars in good order and also the fees and

expenses involved in the commissions of Goal Delivery at iewLate.2

This considerable financial pressure upon the Sheriffs could lead ti-em

to Ia extortionate, not directly but by selling the offices at their

disposal (serjeants and valets in their households, clerkships at t'e

Counters, wardens at ITevzgat and Ludate and. porters in the Counters)

and not erquiriug too closely into the way in vi1cF t'ose offices were

excuted

The Sheriffs 'layed a major role in the epiri of 1av and ordrr

in the City and in this their functions were otnnlcompetent. T'rty

were, however, to he subject to the layor and were to execite i-is ordr5

an judnents. In tb words of John Carpenter they were to be 'majoris

ocu1i, 4 The Countj of 1iddlesex also tell under the administration

of the Loni'1on Sheriffs; however they were not allowed to farm the

1. LiherAlbus p.383; 20 .pril 1450 Common Council docidd that the
Sheriffs were to receive the fines arising from judgilEnts in the
trial of the servants of Lord Scales an' Tbomas(?) Daniel who 'ad
caused an affray in the City, Jour.V f.34; 29 Janxary 1445 and
23 april 1445 Bemond and Norton granted profits of wool weighing,
Jour.IV f.61, 76v.; for Reynwell'.s will see Eustins Wills II,
pp. 576-77, 576 n.2, also 4 October 1452, JouV f.89.

2. 5 rovmber 1450 it was decided, of old custo'i, that the Sheriffs
sboJ.d pay the fees for the Conm'ission of Goal. Delivery at I Tewgate out
of their o n money, Jour.V f.51; reiterated 14 December 14711_L.B.,

• 101.

3. c . 1 421 tb Sheriffs were forbidden to sell these offices, L.B.I.,
p.262; see also Cal. P. and 1.. l4l2-7, p.151.

4. ibis, p.42.



county but only to appoint a deputy. 1 In 1454 as a result of the

efforts of the Layor and Thomas Lut, the clerk of the Peace in

Middlesex, prisors taien in Middlesex were to appear at tl'e Newgate

sessions of goal delivery, which lessened considerably the ti and

expense involved both for the Sheriffs and the prisoners. 2 The London

Sheriffs also, together with the Coroner, sat on inquests for felory

and held assizes of Novel Disseisin and. Freshforce. 3 According to his

oath it was aL so the duty of the Sheriffs of London to see that the

A.ssizes of Bread and Ale were duly kept in the City. 4 In the early

l440s they were further instructed, clearly aeainst their wilL, to

construct and maintain certain bars, or barriers, at points on tP'e

City's boundary; in particular the bars between Smithfiej.d and the

Priory of Zt. John, the bars dividing the franchise of London from that

of Liddlesex, and the bars outside ldersgate. 5 Finally each Sheriff

pre side over one of the City's courts.

The Sheriffs' Court was the oldest judicial court in the City.6

By the fifteenth century, however, it had becone.very much subject to

1. Ibid., p.46; 25 October 1454 Robert Beaufitz was sworn as Undersheriff
of kiddlesex and. Robert Broker was sworn as bailiff of Middlesex,
Jour.V f.202v.; 10 November 1457 Thongs Se5en was described as
'lately Sheriff (Unclersberiff?) of Middlesex Jour.TI f.184.

2. 3 October, 12 October 1454, the Layor received a pipe of wine for his
labours and. Thomas Lute was to have a yearly robe, a fee for delivering
the Middlesex prisoners to Newgate and be was to be free of the City
wdthout paynEnt, Jour.V f.196, 199.

3. Cal. P. azd N. 141?-37, pp .33, 52_53, 54-55, 114; Lond.Pq.Ass'e$,
pp. xiv-xv'iii.

4. Libe A1bun, p.307.

	

.	 16 AuEust 1440, 31 Larch 1441, 23 June 1442, Jour.III f.52v., 81v.,139.

. On the early history of the $'eriffs' Court see R.R. Sharpe, Ce1.ary
Layor's Court Rolls 1298-1307, pp.xiv-xv; Cal. P. and 1. 138iI4l
pp.xii-xiv, xx; P.]. Jones, 'The City Couisf Law; Layor's and
Sheriffs' Courtal, Law Jourel, vol.XCIII (1943), pp.301-02.



the l&ayor's Court. Appeals could be made froi the Sheriffs' Court

to the Mayor's Court and, according to the Liber Albus, the Layor could

reve a case which was being tried before the Sheriffs into his own

coxrt even before judgt!ent) In 1454 a aerjeant and clerk of the Sheriff

were committed to prison because they had iomd the Mayor's oreccpt

to transfer a case from the Sheriff's court to that f the Mayor.2

The records of the prooeedine in the Sheriffs Courts appear to have

been considered as the personal property of the Sheriff and it could

be many ye&rs before they were brought into GuildhaL1. In 1461 the

City tried to ensure that p1 aints in the Sheriff' a Court should be

erro1led either in the Counters - where by this date the weetings

of the Sheriff's Court were usually held - or in Gufldball, but not

1. Liber A1bu, p.219.

2. 8, 12 July 1454, Jour.V f. 1 75, 177.



elsewhere.' The types of cases with which the Sheriff's court dealt

included account, Covenant, debt, detinue, fabrication of deeds, foreign

attachnt, forcible entry, tres pass, breaking in, stealing goods, and

1.	 L.BIL, p.76; 13 1'To'veinber 1461, L.B.L., p.12. The place of the
Feriff's Court was not firiiLy fid John Eadie (Sheriff 1375-76)

held an Assize of Tresbforce at his own house, Lond.Po's. asize,
p . 5 2 ; of the 45 cases covered by the Sberiff t s Rolls 1406-08 only
two are specified as having been beard at the Counters, the other
maetirigs of the court were presumablybeld at Guildhall. at this
early date. The onlr 5'eriff's Court rolls which survive in the
Guildhall Record Office before 1554 cover the years 1406-08.
These are not, in fact, rolls but scraps of paper with records of
different cases on each. The cases ae 80DB of those brought
before Geoffrey Brook and Nicholas '7otton, Sheriffs 1406-07 and
Renry Ealton and. Benry Pountfreit, Sheriffs 1407-08, numbering
45 in all. They cover cases of debt, cletinue and trespass. The
pledges for prosecuting the cases are always fictitious, e.g.
John Bishop and John Cate. On five of the cases a record of' the
pleading Is included and to three of these is sewn a record of
the nars of those summoned to the inquest. host of the records
are endorsed although this is not always legible. The enc1orserent
gives a date, usually a few days after the date on.*hich the
case was beard, and a nanB. The nares are larcbaunt, Pychard,
Otto Brys, Jardevile, Est, Partrich and Otes. Apart from the
last two these p n can be identified. Thomas larchaunt was Conum)n
Clerk 1402-17, Otto Brys was a ayor's Serjeant 1407-15, Richard
Jardevile was a yor's Serjeant 1402-9, Wilhiamst was a
syor's Serjeant 1402-09, and John Pychard was a I syor's Serjeant

and. Common Serjeant at Arms l407-c.1417. The exact nBaning of
these endorsemants is obscure; perhaps these Isyor's Serjeants were
moving the prisoners or bringing the record into Guildhall, or
these may have been cases wic went on appeal, or by pre-.emptio'i,
to the Liayor's Court. But if this is so, not one of them is
referred to in the Layor's Court rolls. 10 December 1438 the
Court of tiderpen decided that &faiLts in the Sheriff's Court
s1'ou1d be recorded on rolls rather than in letters as was custoa-r'y.
Clerls who inscribed false defaults were to be removed from office
and not reinstated without the permission of the 1-syor and
Al dertxen. It may be, therefore, that the change from the scraps
of' paper of 1406-08 to the rolls of 1554 may be dated to 1436,
Jour.III f.3.
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cases involving foreigners. During this period it would seem that

increasingly, the actual work in the S'er4ff's Court was carried out

by the U'wlersheriffs.	 en the Court of A1dernn issued an ordinance

to prevent attorneys who were not sworn from appearing in the Sberiffts

Court, it was the Undersheriffs, rather t'an the Sheriffs, who were
1instructed to see that th is ordinance was observed t corarn e ist.

Probably the nost onerous of all the Sheriff's duties was

ov rail responsibility for prisoners in the City, in the gao1 of

Fewgate and L'tdgate, and in the Sheriffs' own prisons called the

Countes. The new Sheriffs would receive the prisoners of Iewgate

from their prec1ecssors, by in&rture, together with tb 1ys of the

prison. It was the duty of te S heriff to appoint a good custodian

awl not to Lt tb gaol. to farr'. 2 The Sheriff was also responsible for

th3 buil r irg itself, which was im'ortant t t'- ct:er.s not only as

a gaol hut also as one of the City's main gates. In 14C6 a separate

stone tower ws built so that worren riit be more corveriently bousd

and as a result of the benefaction of Richard Vhittington the whele

gate and gaol was pulled own and rebuilt between 1423 and 1431/ By

1448, however, the buildiis were aain in a stat o' disrepair due to

the eglience of the aoler. 4 During Cade t s rebellion the prison and

1. 3 September 1460, Jour.VI f.262v.; for the naaes of so	 of these
attorneys opra-tlng In the Sheriff's Court see Jour.II f.28v.,
Jour.V f.177, Jour.VI f.269v., L.B.L, pp. 350 , 369-70.

2. Liher lbn.a, pp.47, 121-22. i'or the early history of ewgate
prison see L. Basset, 'ITewgate Prison in the iddle 4fes t ,	 ci1nn,
vol.XVIII (1943), pp.233-46; R.B. Pugh, Imprisonrt in edLva1
Enriand (Cambrige 1968), pp.103-09.

3. 1.3 .'gust 1406, L.'.I., pp.49-0; .'.K., pp l9, 39, 49, 119.
JhiLe the prison was being rebui1ttherisoners were 1oused in the

(co tinued at foot of next page)



gate we"e damaged and in 1455 a furt1er committee was appointed to

examine te dfects of N wgate and report to tbe Court of Alderuen.1

Tbe prison was found to be so defective, owing to t!e neg1iEnce of t'e

Sberiffs, tat by t-e following year it was necessary to bouse te

prisoners e1sewere, and in 1462 contributions were solicited for te

repair of Newate. 2 But at least d1ring tMs period of bad n.nageuent

soie provision was rrAe to ensure tbat t!'e prisoners received a supply

of fresh water.3

T1e Slerlff t s choice of ren to fill t office of tcustosl of

Newbate appears to bave been unfortunate during this period. A complete

list of these officers cannot be compiled but of t nine Tren who are

known to have acted in this capacity, three at least were negligent

and extortionate. 4 In order to try to prevent abuses detailed ordinances

were passed by Cominn Council in 1431, 1434 and again in 1463 to regulate

the activities of the gaolers. These ordinances tried to prevent the

gaolers from taking alms intended for the prisoners, organizing a

1. 2 October 1450, 10 September 1455 committees appointed to investigate,
gour.V f.47v., 260v.; 2 December 1450 Alexander Manning, the late
keeper, undertook to repair the gaol at his own expense, Jour.V f51v.

2. 29 November 146, April 1462, Jour.VI f.87v., 62v.

3. 26 Autist 1435, L.B.L, p.189; 2 April 1459 a committee appointed to
supervise the water system for Nwgate, Jour.VI f.13v.; the necessary
Cr8 1ts by the Prior of St. BartFo1oew'e dated 20 June 1436 and
19 Lay 1442 recorded L.B.ji., p.4.

4. See appendix no. 3 p.

(Poot'otes continued from previous page)
3. Sheriff's Counters. . soirewbat ruditrentary picture of Newgate

in 1445 is to be found in Jour.I 1T f.79v.

4. 14 December 1448, two Alderiren were appointed to investigate the
state o± Newate, Jour,V f.3v.
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rnopo1y for the sal of essential goods to inmates, &argin undie

sums fr the hire of a bed and d nandin extortionate fees for delivering

the prisoners. 1orover the wardens were s pposed, by the ordinances

of 1431, to be elected annuallj and to provide sureties not only to the

Sheriffs that they would safely guard the prisoners, but also sureties

to the Chamberlain that they would observe the ordinances. It was

also intended that the Warden of I'TewEate should be sworn annually like

other nembers of the Sheriff's entourat alt"oub there is no clear

record that this was in fact done. 2 But in spite of these precautions

the wardens do not appear to have been attractive ien. William mold

crossly violated one of his female prisoners; Alexander Lanning left

the corpse of a prisoner in the road and allowed the gate and prison to

fall into disrepair;' John Kyngescote tby malice 1 bad eighteen freenen

prisoners led manacld to the Sheriff ? a Counters as though they were

felons and thieves.4

The administration of Ludgate prison seenis in this period to have

been rather better than that of Newgate. Since early in the reicn of

Richard II freenen debtors and those convicted of minor offences Fad

been imprisoned there. 5 Like Newgate it cane under the control of the

4

1. L.B.K., pp.l24-27, 183; L.B.L., pp.41-43.
2. Alexander Boner was sworn to office 9 Novmber 1416, Jo'ir.I f.lv.

There is no record of any other keeper being sworn during this
period. The oath of the Yfarden of iewate, to keep well, and truly
the gate of Newgate and the prisoners, is to be forn' in Jour.IV f.166'v.

3. 10 October 1449, Jour.V f.16; for the cri!res of Alexander lanning see
15 iarcb 1447, Jour.IV f.172, 7 October 1450, 5 November 1450,
Jour.V f.48, 51.

4. Cont.7.Brut, Brie, p.456.

5. LB.L, p.97 and n2. h %p*	 ef U€t'tr9 j
pt ofW.Zt3 fyi S

.U.4	 M. .Lz	 4. I''P 14bO.t LgMj L.4
(jL3,)b,(944) pp 42
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Sheriffs who could send prisoners there, although the choice of keeper

lay originally with the citizens and not with the Sheriffs. By 11k

the keeper was chosen by the Sheriff nd in 1O it was decided that

the Sheriffs should provide the keepers, at their own expense, for Ludgate

1
as well as Newgate gaol. By 1L19 it was found that many people had taken

to living in Ludgate gaol 'upon the ease and licence that there is Within'

and then, from this retreat, planning false indictments against worthy

citizens. For this reason the decision was taken on 1 June 1k19 to close

the prison. 2 But Within fifteen days of the Ludgate prisoners being moved

to Newgate, over sixty of tbn had died, so it was decided on 2 Dece,nber to

reopen the Ludgate prison, t seeing that every person is sovereigrly bound

to support, and be tender of, the lives of men1

In 1k31 Ludgate prison was closed from March until Midsummer. The

author of the F. Continuation of the Brut states that the prison was

reopened on 16 June lLi31, and that on that day Henry Dene, a tailor,

was made keeper of Ludgate by the Mayor and Comznonalty. The various

1. 1 October 14O9, L.LI., p.76; 16 February 141+, L.B.I., p.123;
2 September 14J40, L.B.K., p.2k3, Jour.III f.55v.; for a list of
keepers see Appendix, no.2, p.556.

2. L.B.I., p.215; Morial,, pp.67-7k; Jour.I f.57v. The ring-leader
in the zualpractices which led to the closing of the prison was a
man named Roger Oliver, aided by one Roger Launsell. The author
of the Continuation E of Brat blames 'one Olyver and three false
harlots' Brie, p.444.

3. L.B.I., p.227; Menorials, p .677; Jour.I f.65v.; Stow, I, p.Y?;
Cont. E Brat Brie, p.T144,

L. Cont. F Brat Brie, p.k56. Cf. Great Chron. p.l55 and Cleopatra C IV
p.133.
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ordinances promulgated in 1431 and. 1434 to reform the abuses of

Ne wgate gaol, applied al so to L ud gate 1 A t'te r the re-opening of the

prison fresh water was brought to the prisoners ttroueh the efforts

of Thomas Knoll e a, and the gaoler, e nry De ne, improved the gaol

privy at his own expense. 2 early in 1454, however, there appears to

have been a fire at, or near, Lucigate arid it may have been this which

prompted Stephen Foster, the Mayor, to set about enlarging the prison)

Foster died in December 1458 but his widow Agnes continued this work of

piety, possibly in response to injunctions in Postert a will. 4 The

prison was considerably en1ared and the land, taken for this purpose

had been leased to the Fospital of St. Bartholonew, so their rent was

reduced accordingly. 5 When the work was completed in 1463, new ordinances

'at the request, prayer and desire of the well-disposed, blessed and

devoted woman Dane Agnes Foster, for the ease, comfort and relief of

all the poor prisoners' were promulgated. These ordinances stipulated

the appointnent of an annual committee of two curate a and two commoners

to hear complaints from p±lsoners.6

1. 23 February 1431, 13 October 1434, L.B.K., pp.124-27, 183.

2. Two indentures dealing wit h the provision of a water supply for
Ludate, 20 June 1436, 19 May 1442, L.B.u., p.4; Stow I p.108,
andp.17 where be states that water was brought to tie prison in
1432. 4 April 1 441, L.B.K., pp.254-55, Jour.III f.82v.

3, 13 arch 1454, William Eerbert, citizen and blade smith was exoriera.ted
from assizes and vigils for two years because his tenenents were
burnt in the fire at Ludgate, Jour.V f.153; Rawlinsor P55, p.108
Stow, II, o.175 attributed the work to Foster.

4' gJd.t (,c.-4C 1 64e.o	 M A*.4iUI %t1i.' f.	 2..
4. Foster's will drawn up 4 December 1458 and proved 27 December l4c8,

F.C.C. 15 Stokton; L.'R.L., p.41.

5. The rent was reduced from 22d. p.a. to 12d. p.a. 28 September 1460,

Jou.r.YI f.269.
6.	 30 D embex 1463, ._.L., pp.4O-43.
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Tile only oti-er deve1opmnt of note during tilese years at te two

prisons of lTewgate and Ludgate was tile separation o± tile office of

keeper of tile prison from that of kee7er of ti le gate. hDen John

Seint Gerrnayn was confirired In office in 1414 it was as 1eper bot' of

tile gate and prison of Ludgate, and in 1425 it was decied that it was

tile resporsibility of tile keeper of Ludgate €ao]. to see to tile paving

under tile gate.1 But in 1440 tile Seriffs were inatle responsible for

choosing tren to open and s'rut tile gates of Newgate anti Ludate. 2 }ence,

although Penry Dens was keeper of Ludgate prison from 1431 at least

until 1460, a nn narre John Porter was keeper of tile gate in 1454.

In tile sane way while John trno1r5 was Jceper of Nwgat gaol c.1450-

c.1456 , in 1454 Robert Cook was described as I uto t of tile gate of

Newgate and John Laye as custos ve1ett at Newgate.4

Tile S r-eriffs were also responsible for their own prisons called

te Counters; one of witch was on t1 e north side of Poultry 	 tile

other on tile south side of Vst C'eap opposite til 5tana'r	 Til

Counters served not only es prisons where prisoners wre ileirl wile

1. 16 February 1414, .i.B.I., p.123; 13 January 1425, Jour.II f.31.

2. 1, 7 Sptember 1440, Jour.III f.55v., 57.

3. 18 ay 144, Jour.V f.208.

4. 16 Lay 1454, Jour.V f.20$.

5. L.B.I., p.l09; Cal. P. 	 r.	 l3-37, p.l51.	 or a g
cc urit of tile Couiters, ae.. IL.B. Pug', ,c.cit., p.l09-11.
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a aitin triGJ. or for short p.rios of im sonnnt for civic o4'ences,

but also as a vetin riace fox' the Z"eriff t s Court and t'e
1adDu.nistrative office for tt business of t'e 3'riffs. The prison

was run by port rs to ware spointed by te S'eriffs ar were sworn

li1 oter City officers. The SherIffs zre rot allowed to ferm o.it

the control of the Counter prisons, for fear that such r.Dn would tn

beh ye extortlo atelj towards te prisone.h.s in their control, but tho

Sheriffs were themselves eected. to see to the administration of the

Counter priso $ and. to draiz u the accounts. 2 But, as with the otter

prisons in the City, the Court of .ldern and te Comn Coincil

exercised a enera1 supervision.3

Tb onerous and extensive nature of the tascs borr t the Sh.riffs

is refl...ctecI La the uiiber of their servants. The most imortant of

these was the Uners'reriff who ran11 as first clerk at tt Counters.

t the beinnin of t)'is period it would seem that the Underaberiffs

1. Csl.P. aM	 pp.2O, 23; 18 Decet'ber 1419 t'e Court of
J.dermn dcided that frisoners C un not rerlain in te C	 tei's
after tir trial	 co emnation for evn a nitt or a day,
Jour.I f.66v.

2. Lilbs,p.522-23; ...B.I., p.262; not r1.any of the nars of te
Porters of the Counters urmn t''is period are lmowr:

4 ITove er 141 9 Robrt Vayn?) swor-i as Porter 	 Jour. If.63
29 ove 'er 1424 lobert Y(ayn 	 Jour.II f.29
13 October 1434 Thomas iys and John Goos, Keepers of Couuters

[.B.K. ,p.l83
21 J1y 1455 (John) Power 'janitor' of Couiiter prison 	 Jour.V f.251
21 December 1422 a Porter at tb Counter was indicted for extortion,

Csl.P. aM r. l4l3L p.151.

3. 23 rebr ary 1431, 13 October 1434, ordinancs ne by Iiajor,
Mdc me 11, Sb r 1ff s and Co mnna1 ty in Co tin Co unc il as se tb1 e ci,
L.13.K., pp.124-27, 183; 14 December 1448 two 1deren wa re apointed
to thvestiate the state of the Counters, Newate and Luñcate, and
the defective custody there, and to report to the Layor and
2ticiernen, Joir.V f.3v.
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