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Abstract

This thesis contains an edition of the Coucher Book of Bolton Priory, an
Augustinian house in Yorkshire, together with edited sections of Dodsworth MS
144, like the Coucher Book, a copy of the lost cartulary, and a number of original
charters. These documents have been edited in full, with each being preceded by
a caption in English together with a date and references to other copies. The
edition of the Coucher Book contains notes as to where those sections believed to
have been omitted from the cartulary are located in Dodsworth MS 144. The
chapters which precede the edition are intended to give some context to the
edition, as well as a brief examination of its contents. The first chapter contains a
short history of the Augustinian Order, its development in England, and how
Bolton Priory fits into this scheme. Chapter two 1s concerned with the patrons
and benefactors of the priory. It is divided into two sections: the first examines
the founders and patrons of the priory and their descendants, whilst the second
explores the non-patronal benefactors of the house, with a brief analysis of
several of the families who were connected from an early date with the priory. as
well as the extent of their support and their motives. The third chapter
investigates the estates of the priory and their development. Temporal property
is examined first, focussing upon the various types of property acquired, together
with its location, and methods of acquisition, and then spiritualities: those
churches in which the canons acquired an interest, and to what extent as well as
how this was acquired. Finally chapter four examines the lost cartulary and the
Coucher Book, exploring their administrative histories, as well as a briet analysis

of the charters ot the founders and others.
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Introduction

In 1120-1121 William Meschin and Cecily de Rumilly founded a house of
regular canons of the order of St. Augustine at Embsay, close to the caput of the
honour of Skipton, which fell to Cecily following the death of Robert de
Rumilly, her father. This location proved inhospitable to the canons and within
forty years the priory had been re-founded by Alice de Rumilly, one of the
founders’ three daughters, at Bolton. This second site placed the house next to
the river Wharfe, with far more fertile soil and better farming conditions from
which the canons were able to build and extend their estates. By the time the
cartulary was created in the early fourteenth century the estate was largely

complete, and relatively compact, lying mainly in the Craven area of West

Yorkshire.

The priory has been the subject of antiquarian interest since the seventeenth
century, as part of surveys both throughout England, such as Monasticon
An‘g,rli'ccmum,,,1 and with a more regional focus, for example, Burton’s Monasticon
Eboracense,” or Whitaker’s The History and Antiquities of the Deanery of
Craven.” The first scholarrly study devoted to the house was that of Aléxander
Hamilton Thompson, whose work upon the history and architecture of the priory
was published in 1928, greatly advancing knowledge about Bolton Priory.” Both
Whitaker and Thompson made use of the Compotus, a series of accounts of
Bolton Priory, although the latter used the former’s transcript and did not consult
the manuscript itself, thereby repeating some of Whitaker’s inaccuracies (and
adding some of his own).” Despite these defects, Thompson’s work sheds light
on both the hitherto unresearched history of the monastery and of the

Augustinian order in general. In 1973 Ian Kershaw’s doctoral thesis upon the

' W. Dugdale (author), J. Caley, H. Ellis & B. Bandinel, eds. Monasticon Anglicanum, (London,

1846).

2 J. Burton, Monasticon Eboracense, (York, 1758).

* T.D. Whitaker, The History and Antiquities of the Deanery of Craven, (London, 1805).

* A.H. Thompson, History and Architectural Description of the Priory of St. Mary, Bolton-in-
Wharfedale, with some Account of the Canons Regular of the Order of St. Augustine and their
Houses in Yorkshire, Thoresby Society, 30, (Leeds, 1928).

> 1. Kershaw, Bolton Priory: The Economy of a Northern Monastery, 1286-1325, (Oxford, 1973),
p. 3. Whitaker had been ‘critical of [John] Burton’s inaccuracies though his own transcripts ...

were imperfect and his chronology was faulty’, ibid., p. 3.



economy of the priory for the years 1286 to 1325 was published by Oxford
Umiversity Press, providing an updated and thorough insight into the
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administration and finance of the house.” This examination has recently been

complemented by the publication of an edition of the series of accounts from

which his work was originally drawn.’

In comparison to many of the houses of Augustinian canons founded in England
there is a surprising corpus of extant documentation relating to Bolton Priory.
Apart from the Comportus of between 1286 and 1325 and an account roll for
1377-1378, both recently edited by I. Kershaw and D.M. Smith, there is a rental
of 1473, also edited by I. Kershaw, together with the dissolution inventory and
rental of the priory,® as well as rentals from ¢.1280 and 1415.° Over one hundred
original charters survive, the majority of which were transcribed by G. Potter in
the 1960s,"” together with the Coucher Book of Bolton Priory.!" Although an
early fourteenth century cartulary disappeared from trace in the seventeenth
“century, two partial copies are extant.'” The intention of the edition which

follows is to reconstruct this lost cartulary.

The reconstruction of the lost cartulary of Bolton Priory and examination of its
contents builds upon and seeks to extend existing scholarship on the priory. By
comparing a partial copy of uncertain origin, referred to as the Coucher Book of
Bolton Priory, and a transcript made by Roger Dodsworth, part of Dodsworth
MS 144, which also records the latest date at which the original cartulary is
known to have been extant, it is possible to recreate most of the cartulary.!> Both
of the main sources on which this edition is based are, however, in some respects

deficient. Whilst the Coucher Book contains full transcripts of a variety of

® 1. Kershaw, Bolton Priory, based upon his doctoral thesis of the same title, submitted in 1969.

" 1. Kershaw & D.M. Smith, The Bolton Priory Compotus, 1286-1325, Together with a Priory
Account Roll for 1377-78, YAS, RS, 154, (2000).

* 1. Kershaw, Bolton Priory Rentals and Ministers’ Accounts, 1473-1539, YAS, RS, 132, (1970).
> Held at Lancashire Record Office and Bolton Abbey Estate Office respectively.

' The majority of the original charters are located at Chatsworth, Derbyshire. See chapter four.
"! Dr. T. Cooper started a transcript of the Coucher Book in the early 1990s, but unfortunately the
work was not completed.

12 Dodsworth MS 144, fos. 1r-79r, housed at the Bodleian Library, Oxford and the Coucher
Book, held at Chatsworth, Derbyshire.

'* Dodsworth MS 8 also contains a partial transcript of the lost cartulary, but is briefer than that in
MS 144, and does not note the folios from which the copies are being made.

8



documents contained in the lost volume, the copy made by Dodsworth alternates
between full copies and abstracts.”* In some instances the survival of an original
charter, which provided the template for the cartulary, has made it possible to

provide a full text where Dodsworth only gives an abstract.

The reconstructed cartulary provides an abundance of information about the
patrons and benefactors of the priory as well as its estate development from its
foundation at Embsay until the early fourteenth century, which is augmented by
many original charters that are not found in either the Coucher Book or
Dodsworth MS 144. The patrons of the priory descended from William Meschin
and Cecily de Rumilly, the founders of the priory at Embsay, until the death of
Aveline, the daughter of William de Forz III and Isabella de Redvers. The
cartulary provides some indication of the levels of support and assistance given
to the canons by their patrons. The importance of the priory’s benefactors is also
demonstrated; and this list 1s extended further by the inclusion of those grantors
who are only found in original charters and other transcripts rather than in those
documents used to recreate the cartulary. The motives of the patrons and
benefactors of the priory, together with the methods by which they chose to
| support the canons, will be examined in an attempt to create a more

encompassing picture of religious life in the middle ages in Craven.

The cartulary was arranged topographically, with no division between
spiritualities and temporalities, and its reconstruction provides new insights into
the construction of the priory’s estates, making it possible to build up a fuller
picture of the canons’ estates. For example, it is possible to examine not only the
types of property acquired and their location but also the methods by which they
were initially acquired, and latef developed and consolidated. In conjunction
with the Compotus the edition offers an opportunity to establish the value of the
lands at the turn of the fourteenth century, and gives indications of the corrodians

of the house, as well as how the canons managed their estates.

"* For further analysis of the Coucher Book and other documents see chapter four.




J.C. Dickinson’s work on the origins of the Augustinian order, to which Bolton
priory belonged, and its proliferation throughout the British Isles,” has been
supplemented by more recent work by D.M. Robinson, which focuses upon the
assets of the Augustinian houses, and how these were acquired and
administered.’® In conjunction with the cartularies of other Augustinian houses,
the reconstructed cartulary of Bolton Priory makes it possible to build a broader
picture of the order in England and to establish the similarities and differences
between Bolton and other houses, as well as variations within the order.!” The
cartulary does not by its nature provide insights into the religious life of the
priory; some light on this is cast, however, by the visitation records of the

Archbishops of York and the records of the general chapters of Augustinian

canons.'® Unfortunately no liturgical records, such as the observances at

Barnwell or the liturgical calendar at Guisborough, exist for Bolton."”

The edition of the Coucher Book of Bolton Priory and other charters, will, it is
hoped, convey a picture of the lost cartulary. In order to provide some context
for the edition the Augustinian order and the place of Bolton Priory within it will
be examined. Following this the patrons and benefactors of the house will be
discussed, considering the extent of their connection to the priory as well as the
level of generosity displayed towards it. The scale and type of benefaction made
to the priory is examined further in the chapter focusing upon the estates of the
house, which also considers the various methods employed by the canons in their
attempts to expand and consolidate their property, both temporal and spiritual.
Having examined the benefactors of the priory and its estates, the documents
from which the previous study has been made will be considered, focusing upon

the lost cartulary and the later transcripts made of it, namely the Coucher Book

' J.C. Dickinson, The Origins of the Austin Canons and their Introduction into England,

(London, 1950).
' D.M. Robinson, The Geography of Augustinian Settlement in Medieval England and Wales,

B.A.R., British Series 80, 2 vols., (Oxford, 1980).
17 Recent work by J. Burton on the monastic orders in Yorkshire has made inroads on analysis of

the impact of the Augustinian order in the county, looking at each house and their attributes, The
Monastic Order in Yorkshire 1069-1215, (Cambridge, 1999).
'* H.E. Salter, Chapters of the Augustinian Canons, C&Y, 29, (London, 1922; reprinted London,
1969)

' The Observances in Use at the Augustinian Priory of S. Giles and S. Andrew at Barnwell,
Cambridgeshire, (Cambridge, 1897); F. Wormald, (ed.), ‘A Liturgical Calendar ﬁ'om
Guisborough Priory with some obits’, YA4J, 31, (1934), pp. 5-35.
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and Dodsworth MS 144, as well as individual charters. It is hoped that the
recreation of the lost cartulary will go some way in constructing a wider
understanding of the first two hundred years of the community of Augustinian

canons at Bolton.
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Chapter I
The Order of St. Augustine and Religious Life at Bolton Priory

The Rule of St. Augustine

A surprising amount is known about the man who 1s seen as the creator of, or at
least the inspiration behind, the Rule of St. Augustine. The conversion of
Augustine to Christianity occurred in 386, with his baptism being conducted 24-
25 April 387, and 1t was during this period that ‘he and some kindred spirits
devoted themselves to the monastic life’.> Augustine returned to Thagaste, his
childhood home, in 388, and i1t was here that, possibly, his first monastery, or at
least religious community, evolved.” He was ordained priest in 391, but he
retained his monastic existence ‘within the precincts of the church at Hippo’, and
even after becoming bishop of Hippo in 395 or 396 he still ‘refused to give up
the full common life’, * expecting those religious under him to follow, to varying
extents, this practice, and 1t was for this monastery that Augustine composed the

Regula’

Although there is a vast collection of works by Augustine, including 113 books
and treatises, over 200 letters, and more than 500 sermons, of which copies have
survived, 1t is his thoughts about the monastic life which are of particular
importance to the development of the rule which bears his name.® It was during
his time as bishop of Hippo that Augu.stine wrote a letter to a community of nuns
with which his sister was associated, giving instruction about the practice of
religious life.” This rule was later adapted for a male community and

supplemented by ‘a brief document listing the daily services and regulations on

' Whilst G. Lawless dates Augustine’s conversion to 386, Augustine of Hippo and his Monastic
Rule, (Oxford, 1987), p. 4, J.C. Dickinson has the date a year earlier, 385, Austin Canons, p. 11.
? ].C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 11. For a brief summary of the life of Augustine before his
conversion see D. Attwater, The Penguin Dictionary of Saints, (Harmondsworth, 1965), p. 55.

* For Augustine and the monastery at Thagaste sec G. Lawless, Augustine of Hippo, pp. 45-58.
* J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 11; For Augustine at Hippo see, G. Lawless, Augustine of
Hippo, pp. 58-62.

> G. Lawless, Augustine of Hippo, p. 60.

® D. Attwater, The Penguin Dictionary of Saints, p. 56.

’ J. Burton, Monastic and Religious Orders in Britain, 1000-1300, (Cambridge, 1994), p. 43.
This letter has become known as Letter 211.

12



discipline and manual labour’.® The rule has eight points: (1) the basic ideal:
mutual love expressed in the community of goods and in humility, (2)
community prayer, (3) community and care of the body, (4) mutual responsibility
in good and evil, (5) service to one another, (6) love and conflict, (7) love in
authority and obedience, (8) concluding exhortation.” The rule is brief, but deals
with the most important aspects of life as part of a religious community, such as

common property, chastity and obedience, in a clear and simple manner.

The adoption of the Rule of St. Augustine by various communities, and the
emergence and development of the Order of St. Augustine were closely
‘connected to the reforms that occurred contemporaneously within the Church.
Although there must have been many religious commuﬁities in existence after
Augustine’s in 430 there 1s no evidence that any were actively following the rule

attributed to him, even though fragments of it were embedded in two monastic

rules drawn up in the early fifth century by Caesarius of Arles, as well as in the

10

rather later Regula Tarnatensis. Houses of canons undoubtedly existed

between the fifth and eleventh centuries, but it seems that St. Augustine’s Rule

was ‘virtually ignored in the generations preceding the Gregorian Reform’."!

Pope Gregory VII (1073-1085) 1s intrinsically linked with the reform movement
that occurred within the Church at the end of the eleventh century. Although
attempts at the reformation of religious life had been made before this point they
appear to have been geographically limited, for example the efiorts of the
Carolingian monarchs and the Council of Aachen (816-7)."* Gregorian Reform

was concentrated towards the elimination of simony, nepotism and clerical

3

marriage, as well as the lay ownership of churches and tithes."> These were

matters that it was felt could be improved by ‘the adoption of a quasi-monastic

® 1. Burton, Monastic and Religious Orders, p. 43. The regulations for a monastery are divided
into eleven parts and touch upon all aspects of daily life, for example the section concerning
prayer, specifies different arrangements for three groups of months: November to February, May
to August, March to April and September to October. For the regulations see G. Lawless,
Augustine of Hippo, pp. 74-9.

? These divisions are taken from T.J. Van Bavel, The Rule of St. Augustine: Masculine and
Feminine Versions, (London, 1984), pp. 11-24.

'9 J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 20.

' Ibid, p. 23.

12 Ibid., pp. 16-20.
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life by clerics’, such as that promoted by the Rule of St. Augustine, 1n an overall

attempt to return to the ways of the early church.”

The introduction of canons, rather than monks, belonging to a recognised order
gave the Church a new way of instituting reform. Whereas monks led an
enclosed life of contemplation, prayer and praise, the canons offered a religious
life which differed in slight, but important, ways. Regular canons had been
recognised as ‘clerics by definition’," primarily due to their attachment to the
Rule of St. Augustine. The dual roles combined by Augustine, of monk and
priest, established a precedent for those who wished to live by a rule whilst still

retaining a parochial, or clerical, element to their religious lives.'

Both the adoption of the ideals of Gregorian Reform and the adoption of the Rule
of St. Augustine by houses of canons and by some eremitical communities
appear to have occurred earlier on the continent than in England. France, for
example, witnessed the establishment of houses of regular canons in the eleventh
century, such as St. Martin des Champs, Paris, founded 1059-60." Although
houses of regular canons sprang up throughout France they were particularly
prevalent in the extreme south of Provence, Gascony and the lower Lorraine and

the northwest of the country, flourishing in the second half of the eleventh

cen’cury..18

Although the Rule of St. Augustine, as with other religious developments,
initially came from and was accepted on the continent, it 1s likely that three

houses of regular canons were established in England in the last years of the

13 See H.E.J. Cowdrey, Pope Gregory VII 1073-1085, (Oxford, 1998), pp. 543-53.
14 J. Burton, Monastic and Religious Orders, p. 44. For the change in the possession of churches
from lay to ecclesiastical hands see B.R. Kemp, ‘Monastic Possession of Parish Churches in

England in the Twelfth Century’, JEH, 31, (1980), pp. 133-60.
"> B. Golding, Gilbert of Sempringham and the Gilbertine Order c.1130-1300, (Oxford 1995), p.

88.
' C.W. Bynum has expostulated the notion that even more important to the distinction between

monks and regular canons was the latter’s ‘concern to edify their fellow men’, see B. Golding,
Gilbert of Sempringham, p. 88; For a study of the differences between canons and monks see
C.N.L. Brooke, ‘Monk and Canon: Some Patterns in the Religious Life of the Twelfth Century’,
Monks, Hermits and the Ascetic Tradition, ed. W.J. Sheils, SCH, 22, (Oxford, 1985), pp. 109-29,

passim.
'7 J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 28; for the emergence and development of houses of regular

canons in France see ibid. pp. 27-9.

14



eleventh century. It was, however, the twelfth century that witnessed the rapid
proliferation of monastic houses of regular canons in England, with this type of
inmate increasingly being associated, both implicitly and explicitly, with the
Order of St. Augustine. It is uncertain which house - St. Botolph’s, Colchester,
St. Gregory’s, Canterbury, St. Mary’s, Huntingdon - was established first, as
their early histories are hazy, but all three became associated with the Rule of St.

Augustine.

St. Botolph’s, Colchester, 1s thought originally to have been ‘a community of
priests’ who decided to adopt ‘the full religious life’ during the archiepiscopacy
of Anselm (1093-1109)."” The evidence to support such an eﬁrly foundation and
adoption of the Rule of St. Augustine is not insubstantial, but as the as ‘the
adoption of the Rule of St. Augustine was not originally regarded as an essential’
for houses of regular canons it 1s possible that another house preceded St.
Botolph’s but has gone unrecorded.”’ The houses of Little Dunmow (Essex),
Holy Trinity, Aldgate (London), and Dunstable (Bedfordshire) all seem to have
been originally connected with Colchester, with Norman, possibly the canon who
introduced the Rule of St. Augustine there, becoming the prior of Aldgate at the

request of Queen Matilda.”'

Little more 1s known for certain about St. Gregory’s, Canterbury. It is thought to
have originated from a hospital founded by Lanfranc, Archbishop of Canterbury
(1070-1089), ‘as part of his energetic programme of reform’,”* with the clergy
living ‘communiter et canonice’.” This community appears to have undergone
its metamorphosis into a house of regular canons under the guidance of
Archbishop William Corbeil (1123-1136), but at what point the Rule of St.
Augustine was embraced is unclear. As well as having a link with the hospital of

St. John Northgate, the canons had parochial duties and were ‘to supervise a song

'® Ibid., pp. 46-8. |

' Ibid., p. 99, for St. Botolph’s see pp. 98-103.

2 Ibid., p. 106.

! The Cartulary of Holy Trinity Aldgate, ed. G.A.J. Hodgett, London Record Society, 7, (1971),
p. X1v.

2 Cartulary of the Priory of St. Gregory, Canterbury, ed. A.M. Woodcock, Camden 3" series,
88, (1956), p. ix.

2 Ibid., p. 1; For the foundation charter see Ibid. no. 1.

15



€1 (L6X1611 O} T 11 WOIJ UBISIBNOLY) SQWR ‘1S

[T11 210J3q
[ZTTIXPTTT (SH0[9/snuIay) 111 910J3q
SHT1 {(PooH) €/TH11

pS11 210399

(FTI1E) PTIIX6TTT

S1ZI ‘0611 210J9q

(6T11¢) YTITX6I1T

6ETTX0ETT

P11 910J94

GS11 {(Aesqu) 1TT1

UoBpuUNO,q

SUOUE)) ueunsSngny Jo SISNOH JAIYsy.10x

(1[931SON JO []99) sjuteg [[V

P[emsQ IS
ATRIN 1S
AT\ IS

AyruLty, AJoH
uyof 1S
ATRIN IS
SEJOYOIN ‘IS
AIBIN 1S

(aqunD 1S) AR 1S

uoneIIpa(g

IOUEM
MIMAO0L
[[°150N
y3InqmaN
UOUBIA]
WetIry
ysne[eoH
y3noIoqgsing
Xel(]
uo)3uI g
uojjoqg

QUWIBN



and grammar school’, perhaps indicative of the diverse and flexible nature of

regular canons and how they were used in programmes of reform.**

The establishment of the priory of St. Mary, Huntingdon, like Colchester and
Aldgate, 1s thought to have occurred before the twelfth century. The house may
have been linked to an earlier community, for there is reference to a ‘little
monastery of St. Mary outside the same town’ (i.e. Huntingdon), in a charter of
King Edgar to Thorney Abbey in 973.” However, at the time of the Domesday
Inquest the church was held ‘sine liberatore et sine brevi et sine saisitore’*® by
Eustace the sheriff, the person who is believed to be the founder of the house.
Unfortunately there is no definite date for the house’s foundation, although it
must have been prior to ¢.1092 when canons were sent from Huntingdon to
found St. Giles, Cambridge.”’ Tt is even less clear as to the date at which the
house adopted the Rule of St. Augustine, as reference to this was not normally
included in the charters of benefactions to the house, being implicitly understood.
Like St. Botolph’s, Huntingdon was connected with the foundation of other
houses of regular canons, including Hexham, which produced two twelfth-
century chroniclers,”® Barnwell (Cambridgeshire), whose observances have
fortunately survived® and whose daughter house of Merton (Surrey) ‘was to
become one of the most influential of all English Augustinian houses’,’® and, of
particular concern in this study, Embsay, later translated to Bolton, (both

Yorkshire), a house to which the canons made some claim.””’

By the Dissolution houses of Augustinian canons were more numerous than of

any other religious order in England.”® It was during the twelfth century that

** Cart. St. Gregory, Canterb ury, p. X.

*> “The Cartulary of the Priory of St. Mary, Huntingdon’, ed. W.M. Noble, Transactions of the
Cambridgeshire and Huntingdonshire Archaeological Society, iv, (1915-1930), pp. 89-104, 109-
24, 217-32, 257-80, p. 89, citing The 29" Annual Report of the Deputy Keeper of the Public
Records, (1868), Appendix, p. 17.

*® J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 103, citing VCH, Huntingdonshire, i, p. 354.

T Ibid., pp. 103-4.

*® Ibid., p. 116. For the chroniclers of Hexham see A. Gransden, Historical Writing in England
¢.230-c. 1307, (London, 1974), pp. 216-18, 261, 287-9.

> Barnwell Observances.

> ). Burton, Monastic and Religious Orders, p. 47.

*! For the subjection of Bolton to Huntingdon see below.

*2 For a list of over 150 independent houses of Augustinian canons, with information about their
founders, see J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, pp. 290-8; for a combined list of all houses,

16



houses of regular canons rapidly emerged throughout the country, with greater
density in the east than in the southwest.”®> The reign of Henry I (1100-1 135) saw
the number of houses of regular canons soar from the three that had been in
existence in the eleventh century to about forty-six permanent foundations in
England and Wales, and it was during this time that the majority of the Yorkshire
houses of Augustinian canons were founded.”? By the end of the twelfth century
the number of Augustinian houses in England and Wales had risen to over one
hundred and sixty. Although there were a number of new foundations during the
thirteenth century, the pace was slower.” This decline was to continue, as was
the case with the other monastic orders, with only a handful of houses being
established in the fourteenth century, including some that became moderately
wealthy and important.”® Nevertheless the adoption of the Rule of St. Augustine
by at least one previously established house, Ynys Tudwal (Celtic Monks,

Carnarvonshire),’’ in the fifteenth century suggests that the order still had some

appeal.

The Church would appear to have viewed regular canons as a means by which
the attempt to reform religious life could be embodied. The fact that the Church
gave ‘the regular canonical communities full official standing’, in the councils of
1059 and 1063, intimates that orders of canons were being recognised, and that
there was a place for such a religious group.”® It has been suggested that there
was a fundamental connection between Gregorian Reform and the regular
canons, and this, no doubt, influenced the degree to which episcopal support was

39

given for the foundation of houses.”” Episcopal support is evident in the

including Arrouaisian and Victorine houses as well as alien cells of Augustinian canons see D.
Knowles and R.N. Hadcock, Medieval Religious Houses:England and Wales, 2™ ed.,
(Cambridge, 1971), pp. 137-82; for a map of the ‘Distribution of Augustinian Houses in
Medieval England and Wales’ see D.M. Robinson, Augustinian Settlement, p. 28.

>3 For a map of the ‘Distribution of Augustinian Houses in Medieval England and Wales’ with
reference to their date of foundation see D.M. Robinson, Augustinian Settlement, p. 30.

*4 D.M. Robinson, Augustinian Settlement, p. 29. See table for foundations of Augustinian
houses in Yorkshire.

*> There were over forty foundations in the thirteenth century, including Ravenstone and
Chetwode (Buckinghamshire), doubling the number of houses of Augustinian canons in that
particular county. '

°° D.M. Robinson, Augustinian Settlement, p. 31.

*" Medieval Religious Houses, p. 173. This house is also known as St. Tudwal’s Island and

Modstedwall.
% J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 34.
> Ibid., p. 26.
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establishment of a number of early houses of regular canons in England.”® The
north of England was no exception. Archbishop Thomas Il of York, for
example, was connected with the foundation of Hexham, work continued by his
successor, Archbishop Thurstan, who helped to expand the presence of regular

canons in the north, being linked with houses at Carlisle, Guisborough, Drax and
Thurgarton.”’

The Rule of St. Augustine had a wide appeal, being attractive not only to the
Church, but also to those who wished to join a religious house or to act as the
patron or benefactor to one. The diversity of the roles that regular canons could
adopt, including, for example, parochial duties, may have made them more
attractive than the enclosed world of orders such as the Cistercians. The
multifaceted nature of the Rule of St. Augustine was expanded further, as
associated orders emerged, adopting different customs and observances, thereby
slightly altering, or perhaps further defining, the houses’ interpretation of the
Rule of St. Augustine. Several Augustinian houses were associated with other
monastic rules, even if only temporarily. In Yorkshire, for example, Warter
(East Riding) appears to have become affiliated with the Rule of St. Nicholas of
Arrouaise, which gave guidance for ‘an austere and ascetic way of life’,*?
towards the end of the first half of the twelfth century.”® The Rule of St. Victor
of Paris was another rule adopted by regular canons who wished for a secluded
life, but there were only a handful of houses associated with this in England, and
none in the north east of the country.** The Order of the Holy Sepulchre, which

was connected with pilgrims to Jerusalem, had even fewer houses in England

%0 William Warelwast, bishop of Exeter, for example, instituted regular canons from Aldgate ‘in
the collegiate church of Plympton’, took similar action with ‘the great secular college of
Launceston’, and was connected with Bodmin Priory, (/bid., pp. 113, 128).

%! 1.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, pp. 116, 124, 127; D. Nicholl, Thurstan, Archbishop of York
(1114-1140), (York, 1964), pp. 48, 121, 127-9, 136, 151, 192; For the influence of Archbishop
Thurstan with regards to Embsay Priory, and other Augustinian houses, sce below; EEA, v, ed. J.
Burton, pp. xxvi, xxix, For the acfa made by Archbishops Thomas II and Thurstan relating to
houses of Augustinian canons see nos. 13, 15A-+17, 27, 32-42, 47-55, 66, 71-72.

2 J. Burton, Monastic and Religious Orders, p. 52.

> For a brief article about Warter see N. Denholm-Young, ‘The Foundation of Warter Priory’,
YAJ, 31, pp. 208-13; for those Augustinian houses connected with the Arrouaisian order see D.M.
Robinson, Augustinian Settlement, p. 356; for a history of the Arrouaisian order sce L. Milis,

L ’Ordre des Chanoines Réguliers D Arrouaise, 2 vols., (Bruges, 1969).

*1J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, pp. 85-6; for those Augustinian houses connected with the
Victorine order see D.M. Robinson, Augustinian Settlement, p. 356.
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Augustinmian canons of Newstead priory, Nottinghamshire
portrayed in late fifteenth century glass at Papplewick,
Nottinghamshire. Photograph by Allan B. Barton.




than those previously mentioned, with only one house, Warwick, surviving past

1280.%

In addition to the Arrouaisian, Victorine and Holy Sepulchre orders, there were
several others that developed from the Rule of St. Augustine. The Order of the
Temple of the Lord of Jerusalem, for example, was connected to the Augustines,
with one house existing in Yorkshire, North Ferriby.*® The Premonstratensian
order emerged 1n England a little later than the Augustinians, during the twelfth
century, having originated in northeast France.*’ The basis for the observance of
the Premonstratensians was the Rule of St. Augustine, amended with ‘a number
of customs borrowed from Citeaux’ to create a more austere way of life than that
of the Augustinians.*® The Gilbertine order was also connected to the Rule of St.
Augustine, with the canons of the double houses being Augustinian.”’ This
choice may have been made because of the practical responsibilities of the

canons for which the Augustinians were well suited.>® The Rule of St. Augustine

51

was also adopted by the double Order of Fontevrault.” Yorkshire, for example,

contained one priory for canons and nuns (Watton), and three houses for canons

alone (Ellerton, Malton and York).

The absence of ‘concrete regulations and detailed laws™? in the Rule of St.
Augustine also enabled it to be accepted by many existing communities who
were willing, even eager, to adopt a recognised order.”” The nature of the houses

that adopted the Rule of St. Augustine varied widely. Whilst some houses

*> D.M. Robinson, Augustinian Settlement, p. 357. For houses of the Order of the Holy Sepulchre
Medieval Religious Houses, pp. 151, 169, 174-6, 178-9.

* Ibid., p. 168.

*7 For a history of the Premonstratensian order in England see H.M. Colvin, The White Canons in
England, (Oxford, 1951), passim. | |

*% 1. Burton, Monastic and Religious Orders, pp. 57-8.

** For the connections between the Rule of St. Augustine and the Gilbertines see B. Golding,
Gilbert of Sempringham, (Oxford, 1995), pp. 18, 31-2, 87-90.

>0 Ibid., pp. 31-2.

>! For the order of Fontevrault see B.M. Kerr, Religious Life for Women c.1100-c.1350:
Fontevraud in England, (Oxford, 1999).

°2 T.J. Van Bavel, The Rule of Saint Augustine, p. 7.

>3 For the adoption of the Rule of St. Augustine by eremitical groups see H. Leyser, Hermits and
the New Monasticism: A Study of Religious Communities in Western Europe, 1000-1500,
(London, 1984), passim, especially pp. 89-92; and for its adoption by religious communities in
Scotland see K. Veitch, ‘The Conversion of Native Religious Communities to the Augustinian
Rule in Twelfth- and Thirteenth-Century Alba’, Records of the Scottish Church History Society,

29, (1999), pp. 1-22.
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became ‘centres of letters and education’, such as Dunstable, and others, like
Kirkham, were places of monastic solitude, certain houses took on a more
parochial role with ‘groups of priests serving a church’, or existing as a
hospital.>* The origins of the houses that adopted the rule were also diverse,
with, for example, the Yorkshire houses of Nostell and Healaugh Park
originating from hermitages,” Launceston (Cornwall) and St. Frideswide’s,
Oxtord, replacing secular canons, Elsham (Lincolnshire) and Kersey (Suffolk)
beginning as a hospitals,”® and the nuns of Aconbury joining the Rule of St.
Augustine after the revelation that women could not be members of the Order of

the Hospital of St. John of Jerusalem.>’

This diversity presented difficulties in the creation of a uniformity between the
houses of the order, for each community appears to have had adopted, or created,
an individual set of rules, and despite attempts ‘to reduce their varieties of
observance to a single norm’, no consensus appears to have been achieved within
the order in the whole of England.”® It would appear that houses also
supplemented the Rule of St. Augustine with their own particular set of

observances, of which, those of Barnwell Priory have survived.>”

As Barnwell was one of the daughter houses of Huntingdon, there maybe have
some similarity between the observances held there and those at Bolton, which, if
any existed, have not survived. The observances expand upon matters that are
only briefly touched upon in the Rule of St. Augustine, suéh as the
responsibilities of the members of the community and details regarding religious
observance, giving greater clarification and instruction. For example, whereas

the Rule of St. Augustine merely notes that ‘the clothes you wear are to come

** D. Knowles, The Monastic Order in England: A History of its Development from the Times of -
St. Dunstan to the Fourth Lateran Council, 2™ ed., (Cambridge, 1966), p. 175; For Kirkham
Priory see J. Burton, Kirkham Priory from Foundation to Dissolution, p. 16.

*> For the adoption of the Rule of St. Augustine by hermitages see J. Herbert, ‘The
Transformation of Hermitages into Augustinian Priories in Twelfth-Century England’, Monks,
Hermits and the Ascetic Tradition, ed. W.J. Sheils, SCH, 22, (Oxford, 1985), pp. 13145, for
Nostell and Healaugh, pp. 132-3.

°¢ Medieval Religious Houses, pp. 162-3, 169-70, 157, 161.

" Ibid., pp. 227, 230; H.J. Nicholson, ‘Margaret de Lacy and the Hospital of St. John at
Aconbury, Herefordshire’, JEH, 50, (1999), pp. 629-51.

°® D. Knowles, The Religious Orders in England, (Cambridge, 1950), p. 29. For the Chapters of
the Augustinian canons see ibid., pp. 28-31; Chapters of the Augustinian Canons.
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from the one storeroom’ the observances of Barnwell Priory declare that 1t 1s

the Chamberlain’s duty ‘to know what and how much each brother ought to

receive in the year for his clothing’,°' and specify the type and quantity of clothes

permitted to the novices, canons and the Prelate® as well as the condition in
which they are to be kept: ‘no canon is to be allowed to remain in convent with a
cloak improperly cut, or with a surplice or shoes that have holes in them, or with
his dress dirty, untidy’.®> As well as practical concerns, the observances also
stipulate the procedures for liturgical and spiritual matters, including specific
references to the Mass of the Blessed Virgin and Morning Mass.®® The duties
and responsibilities of members of the community are stated in the observances,
which for Barnwell included instructions to the Prelate, Sub-Prior, Third Prior,_
Precentor, Succentor, Librarian, Sacrist, Sub-Sacrist (Maticularius), Deacon,
Sub-Deacon, Novices, Fraterer, Reader, Almoner, Chief Cellarer, Sub-Cellarer,
Kitchener, Grainger, Receivers, Hosteller, Chamberlain, Master of the Farmery,
and lay-brethren,® whilst the Rule of St. Augustine mentions only the superior,
‘the priest under whose jurisdiction the religious house falls’, those who look

after the clothes and shoes, food, and books, and ‘the infirmarian’.®°

Although Augustinian houses had their own observances and customs, they were
often also given external instruction about their behaviour. Walter de Cantilupe,
bishop of Worcester (1236-1266), is known to have composed constifutions for
monastic houses gave a set of statutes to Cirencester Abbey (Gloucestershire)
concerning -a variety of issues, including ‘reverentia exhibetur custodibus
ordinis’, as well as more specific instructions about provision for the infirm, also
mentioned in the Rule of St. Augustine, and the responsibilities of members of

the community, with reference to the obedientiaries.’’” In addition to the

>> Barnwell Observances.

%0 T.J. Van Bavel, The Rule of Saint Augustine, p. 19.
®! Barnwell Observances, pp. 196-7.

%2 Ibid., pp. 196-7.

® Ibid., pp. 198-9.

“ Ibid,, pp. 106-11.
® Ibid., pp. 36-231; In the period covered by the compotus there were seven obedientiaries at

Bolton Priory: sub-prior, cellarer, sub-cellarer, sacrist, refectorer, receiver and granarer, (1.
Kershaw, Bolton Priory, p. 13).

66 T.J. Van Bavel, The Rule of St. Augustine, pp. 18, 19, 21, 23-4.

7 Ibid., p. 54; for the constitutions issued by Walter de Cantilupe for Cirencester see ibid., pp.
53-5. Other examples of external influence upon the observances and customs of a house are at
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episcopal visitations, which may have resulted in certain recommendations or
orders being made to improve the standard of a house and for the maintenance of
the Rule of St. Augustine, members of the Chapter of Augustinian canons also
made visitations of their fellow communities. The prior of Launceston, for
example, visited St. German’s Priory (both Cornwall) at least twice in the second
decade of the fifteenth century for there are two surviving sets of injunctions,
following what can only have been less than satisfactory visitations. Both sets of
injunctions voice some of the same instructions, concerning the administration of
St. German’s Priory, and the provision of bread and drink, which should be given

sufficiently and decently, ‘iuxta laudabilem & antiquam consuetudinem’.®®

The Chapters of the Houses; of the Order of St. Augustine

At several points attempts were made to achieve a degree of conformity, with

regards to observances, between the many and varied Augustinian houses.

About a century after the Augustinian houses had emerged in England, their
number growing with remarkable speed, the diversity of observances, ‘in
liturgical and other matters’, became of increasing concern to the Church.®” Pope
Innocent III (1198-1216) decreed that the priories in the diocese of York were “to
meet and make ordinances for the reformation of their order’, no doubt an
attempt to limit further diversification.”’ In 1215 the Lateran Council concluded
‘that in every kingdom or province there should be triennial Chapters of abbots

and priors, of all Orders that had not hitherto held General Chapters’.”' Leicester

was the venue for the first meeting (1217), following the letter of Pope Innocent

111, but as with many of the future Chapters, the decisions reached were contested

by individual communities.

Carlisle, which Bishop Halton declared could not be altered without his permission, even though
‘they differ in some respects from those of other houses of the order’, (The Register of John de
Halton, Bishop of Carlisle, A.D. 1292-1324, ed. W.N. Thompson, C&Y, 12, (1913), p. 181), and
the visitation of Healaugh Park by Archbishop William Wickwane, May 1280, ordered that the
Rule of St. Augustine and the statutes made by Archbishop Ludham (1258-1265) were to be

observed.
% Chapters of the Augustinian Canons, nos. 81, 83. For reference to the provision of food and

drink in the Rule of St. Augustine see The Rule of St. Augustine, pp. 13-15.

7 Chapters of the Augustinian Canons, p. Xxii.

® Cal. Papal Let., i, p. 28.
"V Chapters of the Augustinian Canons, p. ix.
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It was the intention that the Chapters should be attended by all of the houses of
the Order of St. Augustine in England, but this was unsuccessful, for by 1223 the
Chapter had been bisected geographically into northern and southern provinces,
which met separately until 1341.” Details of the Chapters of the southern
province are scant, but, fortunately, there is more information regarding the
northern province, which ‘contained only twenty Augustinian houses’, including
Bolton Priory.” The Statutes of Healaugh Park, ‘a uniform code of observances
for the houses of the northern province’,”* are, perhaps, the most significant
product of the Chapter of the northern province, although even these may not
have been universally adhered to, despite the long period of discussion and

75

amendment.”” Visitations, to be made by members of the order in addition to

those of the bishops, were another aspect of the Chapters, but their impact, as

well of that of legislation made by the Chapter and its ability to enforce its will,

is debatable.’®

As the northern province was formed of only twenty houses it would seem likely
that members of Bolton Priory participated to a reasonable degree, as presidents,
visitors, diffiners, and as non-office holding members of the Chapters.77 The
priors of Bolton appear to have been elected as presidents on a number of
occasions, including the Chapter at St. Oswald’s, Nostell in 1259 and at
Northampton in 1374.”® The prior of Bolton appears to have been designated as
one of the visitors at the Chapter held at Worksop in 1302.” Together with the
priors of Launde, Huntingdon, Walsingham, Ipswich and Hexham, the prior of
Bolton was chosen to be one of the diffiners in 1341, at the Chapter of Newstead,
also acting in this role at the Chapter of Northampton, 1401, with the abbots of
Rocester and North Creake and the priors of Twynham, Kyme and Haltemprice,
and being mentioned in the Chapter of Osney, 1443.%° '

2 Ibid., p. xi.

" Ibid., p. xix; for the separate Chapters of the southern and northern provinces see pp. Xi—Xix
and xix-xxii, respectively.

* J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 174.

> Chapters of the Augustinian Canons, pp. XX-xxii.

’® Ibid., pp. xlii-xliii; for guidelines on how visitations should be conducted see ibid., no. 97.

" For a summary of the duties of the Presidents, the Visitors, and the Diffiners see ibid., no. 100.
® Ibid., pp. 34, 69.

” Ibid., p. 48.

0 Ibid., pp. 50, 79, 85.

23



The Chapters of the Order of St. Augustine were instrumental in the development
of greater cohesion between the numerous houses that followed the rule. Apart
from discussing and formulating statutes in order to attain this unity and
participating in visitations the Chapter also appears to have had an interest in the
education of its members, actively encouraging the attendance of the universities.
However, the expense involved in the education of a canon may have been
influential in determining the numbers that went to university. The prior of
Southwark complained against the order made by the abbots of Osney and
Leicester ‘that he should send one of his canons to a university’.®! Although at
least two canons of Bolton went to university in the late thirteenth century and
early fourteenth century,®” Bolton later appears in several lists of Augustinian

houses that did not have scholars, being fined £10 in 1443, for a two-year

1'33

absence, and £3 in 151 However, this does not seem to have been

exceptional as many other houses also appear to have suffered similar penalties,
depending on their circumstances, perhaps indicating that it was cheaper to pay

the fine than to finance the university education of a canon.

The Size of Augustinian Houses

Not only did the nature of the houses of Augustinian canons differ, but also their
size varied considerably. Unlike other religious orders, such as the Cistercians,
who required at least thirteen members in order to establish a convent, there was
no minimum number established for the foundation of an Augustinian house.
This lack of precision, in conjunction with the multifarious nature of Augustinian
monasteries, the reforming nature attached to the order, and their acceptance of a
wide range of benefactions, such as tithes and other ecclesiastical property which
was became increasingly unacceptable for a layman to possess, may have given

those previously not in a position to found their own convent the opportunity to

do so.

i ———

SV Ibid., p. 167.
*2 The expenses incurred for the education of Henry of Laund, thought to have been the brother of

Prior John of Laund, at Oxford are listed in the Compotus, pp. 95, 115, and for those of William

Bulmer, also at Oxford, p. 185.
®3 Chapters of the Augustinian Canons, pp. 99, 187.
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The sparse endowment by Cecily de Rumilly and William Meschin of their new
foundation of regular canons at Embsay, would suggest that the original number
of canons there was small, although as the canons were drawn from St. Mary’s,
Huntingdon, the benefaction was, presumably, considered to be sufficient. The
number of canons forming Augustinian houses varied widely, although they may
seem to be moderate in comparison to Benedictine monasteries of Reading
(Berkshire) or Bury St. Edmunds (Suffolk).** Osney Abbey (Oxfordshire) was
one of the larger Augustinian houses, fluctuating from its original community of
twenty-six canons, to fifty canons during the thirteenth century, then decreasing
in the following centuries, to eventually fall below its original complement by
the time of its surrender.”” Towards the other end of the scale were houses such
as Weybourne (Norfolk) and Bradley (Leicestershire), where the number of
‘canons does not appear to have entered double figures.®® There is a similar, if
slightly less extreme, disparity amongst the Augustinian houses of Yorkshire
whose numbers ranged from nearly thirty, in the larger houses of Nostell,
Kirkham, and Bridlington, down to around ten or less in Drax or Healaugh
Park.®’ Bolton Priory would appear to fit somewhere in the middle of this range,
as in 1275 there appears to have been fourteen canons, and at the Dissolution

fourteen as well as Prior Richard Moone.®®

The Foundation of Bolton Priory and its Connection to Huntingdon Priory

Although the order of the house is not stated in the early charters concerning the
foundation and endowment of the canons of Embsay, simply referred to as
‘ecclesiam canonicorum regularium’,> the connections with Huntingdon, which

adopted the Rule of St. Augustine at an unclear date, would strongly suggest that

** These monasteries are thought to have had in the region of a hundred and eighty monks
respectively, during various periods, Medieval Religious Houses, pp. 74, 61.

8> Ibid., p. 149.

8 Ibid., pp. 158, 129.

*7 Ibid., p. 148.

8% The Register of Archbishop Walter Giffard, p. 309; L&P Henry VIII, 14, p. 162; Other figures
stated by D. Knowles and R.N. Hadcock include the prior and thirteen canons in 1315, and the °
prior and fourteen canons in 1380-1 and 1471, (Medieval Religious Houses, p. 148). The priory
also contained a number of lay brothers, ‘the Poll Tax of 1379 records nineteen canons and five
lay brothers (more than in any other Yorkshire Augustinian House)’ (I. Kershaw, Bolton Priory,
p. 11). For details about the lay brothers at Bolton Priory see 1. Kershaw, Bolton Priory, pp. 11-
13, 35.

¥ CB, no. 2.
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the new foundation would follow their rule and possibly their observances.”

Indeed, the only reference to Bolton as a house of the Augustinian order, rather
than merely being a house of regular canons occurs in the fourteenth century;

‘priori de Bolton in Craven’ ordinis sancti Augustini Ebor’ diocesis’.”!

The notification made by Cecily de Rumilly to Archbishop Thurstan regarding
the gifts of churches and associated property appears to relate to ‘canonicis
ecclesie sancte Marie Hun[t]e[...15mm] sancti Cuthberti Emmeseie’, with no
clarification as to the division of these gifts, if any, or to the relationship between
the individual houses.”> The confusion as to the intention of this benefaction,
which appears to have been made to both Huntingdon and Embsay, is increased
by the confirmation of Henry I of the grant of William Meschin to Huntingdon of
the same church, ‘ecclesiam sancte Trinitatis de Scipeton’’, some five or so years
afier the foundation of Embsay in 1120 or 1121,” perhaps indicating the ongoing
development ot the priory at Embsay and the importance at that stage of
Huntingdon. As Huntingdon does not appear to have prevented or contested the
grant of the church together with its chapel at Carlton in proprios usus by
Archbishop Thurstan to the canons of Embsay, it seems most likely that Holy
Trinmity, Skipton was understood to have been given by Cecily and William as the
endowment for their foundation rather than as an incentive, payment or
benefaction to Huntingdon.”* It is most likely that Prior Reginald and the first
canons of Embsay had come from Huntingdon, for William Meschin was a
benetactor of that house. This notion is strongly supported by the gift of the
church at Skipton, being given to both Embsay and Huntingdon in the same
charter.” It seems most likely that the benefaction of Holy Trinity, Skipton was
made in order to provide an endowment for the new foundation, under the
guidance of Huntingdon, which would hold the property, if only 1n name, until

the house was established, after which it would ‘be transferred to the new priory

?® Hexham was another northern house with connections to Huntingdon, as were the southern
monasteries of Barnwell, previously St. Giles, Cambridge, and Merton, for details see J.C.
Dickinson, Austin Canons, pp. 115-17.

’! CB, no. 459.

’? Chatsworth Charter, File B2, PB 4865/24.

> EYC, vii, no. 1.

¥ Mon. Angl., vi, p. 205, no. 11; EEA v, no. 34.

73 CB, no. 2; Chatsworth Charter, File B2, PB 4865/24.
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under its prior, Reginald’.”® Indeed the inclusion of an individual, Reginald, in
the notification of the founders to Archbishop Thurstan, as well as the grant
made by the archbishop to the canons, which also states Reginald rather than

Huntingdon Priory, strengthens this notion.”’

It would appear that Huntingdon wished to retain some connection with the
canons of Embsay, later Bolton, although it is unclear whether or not Cecily de
Rumilly and William Meschin had intended their foundation to exist as a
daughter house or as an independent establishment. It was not until the end of
the twelfth century that the canons of Bolton gained their independence, with
‘Huntingdon Priory claiming Bolton’s subjection as late as the 1190s’.”®
Following several enquiries, with the case being referred to Pope Celestine 111

99

(1191-1197), Bolton was assured of its independence.”” The payment of an

annual pension to Huntingdon by Bolton of £5. 6s. 8d. from the fruits of
Kildwick church was established in 1194/5 and continued until the Dissolution,

possibly indicating a material rather than spiritual interest by the former house.'*

The History of Bolton Priory: Visitations and Religious Life

Episcopal, or in the case of the diocese of York, archiepiscopal, visitations were
one of the external influences upon a monastic community, as part of the
Church’s efforts to maintain the expected standards, something also practised, in
the case of houses of the Order of St. Augustine, by members of the General
Chapter. Although, unfortunately, there appears to be no extant evidence

concerning the visitations made to Bolton by its counterparts, there is record of

*® J. Burton, Monastic Order, p. 81.

°” AH. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale, p. 52. Thompson refers to Reginald as ‘Reynald’.

1. Kershaw, Bolton Priory, p. 5. |

*> A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale, p. 51; For details of the proceedings see ibid., p. 51-2.
'® Ibid., p. 55; Valor Ecclesiasticus Temp. Henr. VIII Auctoritate Regia Institutus, ed. J. Caley &
J. Hunter, 6 vols., (Record Commission, 1810-1834), v, p. 300; Compotus, p. 67. Other
payments were also made to Huntingdon, for example, in 1300-1301, with regard to “Decime
Teme Sancte’, there is an entry ‘Pro penstone de Huntyndon’ x.s. viij.d.’, and in 1314-1315, ‘De
pensione de Huntyngdon’ pro defensione patrie videlicet una vice de qualibet marca xi).d. et alia
vice de qualibet marca ij.d. in parte vj.s. viij.d.’, ({bid. pp. 116, 381). Another house of
Augustinian canons that secems to have been subject to another priory is Brinkburn
(Northumberland) upon whom the priory of Pentney (Norfolk) laid some claim. At the end of the
twelfth century Pentney relinquished any claim that they had on Brinkburn, although the reason
for the previous subjection is not stated, and an agreement was made between the two houses
with certain provisions being established, (The Chartulary of Brinkburn Priory, ed. W. Page,
Surtees Society, 90, (1893), nos. 232, 234).
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the findings of several archbishops and some of the remedies suggested, or

actions demanded by them.'”’

Although there are no visitation records concerning Bolton Priory to be found in
the registers of Archbishops Walter Gray (1215-1255) and Henry de Newark
(1296-1299) entries can be found in the records of other archbishops of York.
Two visitations were made by Archbishop Walter Giffard (1266-1279), during
the priorates of William of Tanfield and William Hog. The first visitation on 2
December 1267, made by Walter scarcely a year after he was enthroned,
mentions several problems that are frequently noted, such as silence not being
kept in the church, cloister, dormitory or refectory.'’* Although the behaviour of
William Hog and Hugh of York is, perhaps, the main issue being questioned in
this visitation, other matters of concern were also noted. By the time of the next
visitation, 7 October 1275, Richard of Beachampton, who had received episcopal
confirmation as prior of Bolton in November 1270, had resigned, quite possibly
due to the meddlesome activities of his successor, William Hog.'” The priory
appears to be 1n a poor state of repair, both materially, being ‘monasterii bona

perdita et dilapidata’,'™ and spiritually, as the entry concludes with the

deposition of the prior, who was to be replaced by John of Lund.'”

The entries relating to the visitation of the priory made by Archbishop William
Wickwane list not only the problems discovered but also the remedies suggested.
The fabric of the house does not appear to have been improved upon since the
visitation of Archbishop Giffard, for in 1280 ‘the church, chapter-house, and

building were on the point of falling down’.'” The Rule of St. Augustine is

! For a discussion of the episcopal visitations of Bolton Priory, together with translations of the
records see A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale, pp. 63-76; for an overview of episcopal
visitation see C.R. Cheney, Episcopal Visitations of Monasteries in the Thirteenth Century,
(Manchester, 1931), passim, and E.N. Gorsuch, ‘Mismanagement and ecclesiastical visitation of
English monasteries in the early-fourteenth century’, Traditio, 28, (1972), pp. 473-82.

'92 Reg.Giffard, pp. 145-6; For a translation and study of this visitation see A.H. Thompson,
Bolton-in-Wharfedale, pp. 63-6.

'} For the confirmation and resignation of Richard of Beachampton see Reg. Giffard, pp. 32,
305-7; for the 1275 articles and visitation see ibid., pp. 302-4, 320-2; For a translation and study
of this visitation see A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale, pp. 66-70.

‘" Reg. Giffard, p. 303.

195 1bid., p. 304.

196 The Register of William Wickwane, Lord Archbishop of York, 1279-1285, ed. W. Brown,

Surtees Society, 114, (1907), p. xiii.
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specifically mentioned, with the instruction that i1s should be upheld with the
explanations given by the archbishop. The instructions given by Archbishop
Wickwane concern many aspects of monastic life according to the Rule of St.
Augustine, including the behaviour of the prior and the canons, the attendance of
divine service, and the common possession of goods.'”” The financial life of the
priory 1s also scrutinised, with the order for an inventory and a list of debts to be
drawn up, as well as the institution of the production of an account of expenses
and receipts to be effected twice a year, presumably to improve the monetary

position of the priory, and to ward off the possibility of even greater debt.'%®

John le Romeyn ma&e at least one visitation to Bolton Priory during his ten years
as archbishop of York (1286-1296). The citation for the first visitation by John
le Romeyn of Bolton Priory was made on 30 June 1286,'% with the visitation
itself occurring a short time later, in mid-July.''® The heavy debts of the priory
were of primary concern, but there is no remedy contained in the visitation.
Another matter that alarmed the archbishop was the individual rather than
communal possession of goods, which was ‘entirely contrary to the monastic
ideal’.'’! The next notice of visitation was made 10 March 1294, although there

does not appear to be a record of the visitation itself that was due to take place on

the 17 March.''?

Notice of an impending visitation of Bolton Priory by Archbishop Thomas
Corbridge (1300-1304), was made the 31 May 1301."°  Although the date for
the visitation was stated, being the 23 June, there 1s, unfortunately, no record of
this having occurred. The next details that have survived for the archiepiscopal

visitation of Bolton are from 1306 to 1315 when William Greenfield was

197 As well as instructing the use of ‘communi sartria’, Archbishop Wickwane orders the breaking
open of any locked chests, as well as forbidding the private use of such containers, ibid., p. 132.
'9% Ibid, p. 132. It is thought that the financial reforms instituted by Archbishop Wickwane were
the reason for the creation of the Compotus, see Compotus, p. 7

' The Register of John le Romeyn, Lord Archbishop of York, 1286-1296, ed. W. Brown, Surtees
Society, 123, 128, (1913, 1916), p. 53.

"9 1bid, pp. 56-1.

"' A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale, p. 75.

'12 Reg. Romeyn, p. 139. |

'3 Register of Thomas Corbridge, ed. W. Brown, 2 vols., Surtees Society, 138, 141, (1925,
1928), 1, p. 50 n.3. Although reference is absent from the archbishop’s register there is evidence
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archbishop of York. On 15 May 1307, notice was given of the intention for a
visitation of Bolton Priory to be held on 12 June, for which there does not appear
to be any record in the archbishop’s register.''* Masters John de Roderham and
William de Bukstanes were commissioned to undertake the visitation of Bolton
on 25 September 1313, probably owing to the ill health of the archbishop, notice

for which had been given on 10 September.'"

Other matters concerning religious houses, apart from the often informative
visitations, are to be found in the registers of the archbishops of York. Reference
to discord amongst the brethren at Bolton, as well as other Augustinian houses in
Yorkshire, can be found in several registers. The register of Archbishop
Wickwane records the sending of John of Pontefract to Hexham, probably in
1280, to undergo penance on account of his undesirable behaviour that had been
discovered by inquiry and visitation, as well as the penance he is to serve.''
William of Appleton appears to have been a troublesome member of Bolton
Priory, who was not, perhaps, entirely suited to the monastic life. In December
1313, by order of Archbishop Greenfield, William was sent to Thurgarton
(Nottinghamshire), in exchange for William de Morton who went to Bolton.'!”
This followed a succession of inappropriate actions and unacceptable behaviour
by William. In March 1313 William of Appleton had been castigated by
Archbishop Greenfield for leaving ‘the cloister without special licence from the
archbishop’, a condition that had been imposed some time before.!'® William
was also reprimanded for the offences of poaching, being out of the cloister ‘for
several days in secular dress’, and for officiating in church whilst under
sentence.' © A few months later, in August, William was yet again reproached

by the archbishop, this time ‘for striking a secular priest’, called John,'* for

which his previous penance was intensified with ‘the restriction of his fare on

in the compotus that the visitation did occur, (Compotus, pp. 222, 226; 1. Kershaw, Bolton Priory,
pp. 138-9).

"4 Register of William Greenfield, Lord Archbishop of York, 1306-1315, eds. W. Brown and
A.H. Thompson, 4 vols., Surtees Society, 145, 149, 151, 152, (1931, 1934, 1936, 1937), i1, p. 27.
'Y 1bid, ii, p. 157, and note.

"1 Reg. Wickwane, pp. 133-4.

"' Reg. Greenfield, ii, pp. 169-70. See also ibid., iv, pp. 140-1.

‘18 A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale, p. 81.

' Reg. Greenfield, ii, pp. 140-1.

120 Ibid., ii, p. 153.
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Fridays to bread, beer, and vegetables, the recitation of the seven penitential
psalms and htany, prostrate before one of the altars of the church every Monday,
and a discipline in chapter on the same day’ as well as not being permitted to sit

with the other canons ‘on the benches round the chapter-house’."!

Despite the occasional disruptive canon, the overall character of Bolton Priory
does not appear to have been any worse than other houses of Augustinian canons.
William de Morton, the canon who was sent to Bolton because his disagreeable
and inciteful talk, which had caused many people to ‘withdraw themselves from
the celebration of divine service’,'** eventually returned to Thurgarton in 1315
with William of Appleton going back to Bolton at the same time.'”> Walter de
Byngham was another brother from Thurgarton who spent some time at

Bolton,'** and his rapid rise to prior of St. Oswald’s, Gloucester, could indicate

that his reformation at Bolton was a success. %’

As well as controlling the discipline of the canons, managing the administration
of the house, and participating in matters concerning the Order of St. Augustine,
the priors of Bolton were also involved in the business of others, including the
archbishops of York and other ecclesiastics. The appropriation of Carleton,
during the priorate of John of Laund, appears to have been the reward given by
Archbishop John le Romeyn to the canons for ‘the proclamation by the prior of
Romeyn’s sentence of excommunication upon Bishop Bek of Durham’, a
sentence that was not accepted by Edward 1.'"*° The prior of Bolton, probably
Thomas or Richard, had also played a part in the passing of sentence against
Robert Grosseteste, bishop of Lincoln (1235-1253), who had accused the prior of
St. Frideswide’s, Oxford (Augustinian), of incontinence. Despite the judgement

given by the prior of Bolton and his fellow judgeé Pope Gregory 1X annulled the

121 A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale, p. 87.

122 Ibid., p. 88; for the entry in the archiepiscopal register see Reg. Greenfield, ii, pp. 169-70.

123 Reg. Greenfield, ii, p. 213; Ibid., iv, pp. 173, 175-6; A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale,
pp. 87-8.

'*3 Reg. Corbridge, i, p. 213; Ibid., iv, p. 175.

1% Ibid, i, p. 63.

126 1. Kershaw, Bolton Priory, p. 62; For documents relating to this incident see CCR, 1288-1296,
pp- 272-3, 330-4.
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sentence in 1237.'%’ In 1363 the prior of Bolton, along with the bishop of Sodor
and the abbot of Sallay, was ordered to reconcile Richard de Eckeslay with the
abbey of Kirkstall.'*® The priors of Bolton are also recorded as fulfilling other
commissions set by their ecclesiastical superiors. For example, in 1308 the prior
of Bolton, together with Thomas de Renes, was given ‘the power to audit
accounts of executors of wills under 10011'.’ within the deanery of Craven,'*’ and
In 1311 the prior of Bolton, together with others including the prior of
Newburgh, appears to have been a judge over the sequestration of the church of
Easington, where the rector was excommunicated.”®  These examples are

illustrative of the wide range of tasks to which heads of religious houses could be

called.

Prior John of Laund, the head of Bolton Priory for the first three decades of the
fourteenth century, seems to have been a capable man, fulfilling other duties,
such as those mentioned above, as well as administering to the welfare of the
priory. It was under his leadership that the priory’s acquisition of property,
spiritual as well as temporal, escalated, and a host of other schemes and attempts
to stabilize the priory’s economy were tried: ‘demesnes were taken back in hand,

barns and sheep-folds repaired, flocks built up, and a highly centralised method

of management and accounting evolved’. "’

John of Laund appears to have received the support of the canons of Bolton, for
there 1s no reference to any controversy surrounding his election, possibly like
his predecessor John of Lund, who appears to have been unanimously elected by
the canons, with the exception of his own vote.'** Whilst the priorates of John of
Lund and John of Laund appear, on the whole to have been successful — leaving

aside events beyond control, such as the invasions of the Scots - Bolton Priory

127 Cal.Papal Let., i, p. 163. Robert Grosseteste was successful in securing the deposition of the
prior of St. Frideswide’s despite the papal reinstatment. Grosseteste appears to have been
exceptionally thorough in his dealing with monasteries that he felt were not of a suitable
standard, with the heads of ten Augustinian houses being deposed during his first year as bishop
of Lincoln, R.W. Southern, Robert Grosseteste: The Growth of an English Mind in Medieval
Europe, (Oxford, 1986), p. 260.

128 Cal. Papal Let., 4, p. 34.

129 Reg. Greenfield, iv, no. 1744.

130 Ibid., iit, no. 1553.

311, Kershaw, Bolton Priory, p. 14; For the priorate of John of Laund see ibid., pp. 9-18.

32



did not always enjoy such harmony. The priorate of William Hog, for example,
appears to have been one of discord, lasting less than one year, from the January
to the October of 1275.">° William Hog appears to have been a troublesome
member of the community both before his election, when his behaviour was
questioned 1in a visitation (possibly for turbulence during the priorate of Richard
of Beachampton, causing the latter’s resignation), and following his succession

as head of the house.

Few details are available regarding the earlier priors of Bolton. Without
information recorded during the process of wvisitations, which does not
necessarily give the most balanced picture as it naturally tended to emphasise the
weaknesses of an establishment rather than is strengths or assets, most references
are to be found in charters and other legal documents. There are, for example,
only a few references to Prior Adam with definite dates, one being his
participation in a final concord made with Ralph Darrel regarding the advowson
of All Saints, Broughton (1255),"** another being an agreement with William de
Forz III (1257),"%° and the third being a final concord with Adam the prior of
Bolton being called to warrant (1257)."°® There is another reference to Adam as
the prior of Bolton in a confirmation charter i1ssued by the Adam and the convent
of Bolton to Walter de Grey of property in Kettlewell, but, unfortunately, it is not
dated."”’ Nevertheless even from this brief information it would appear that
during the priorate of Adam, which may have lasted from 1247 until 1263,"°® the
priory was involved in the development of its estates, with, for example, an

agreement being made with Fountains Abbey concerning pasture rights.”’ ’

In comparison to other Augustinian houses Bolton Priory does not stand out as

having any particularly striking attributes, such as the development of a cult as at

132 Reg. Giffard, pp. 308-12.
1>} Heads of Religious Houses, ii, ed. D.M. Smith & V.C.M. London, (Cambridge, 2000), p. 340.
134 '
CB, no. 148.
13> CB, no. 279.
136 CB, no. 97.
37 Dodsworth MS 144, fo. 34r.

% Heads of Religious Houses, ii, p. 340.
137 CB, no. 139. Important building work was also completed during Adam’s priorate, including

the nave of the church at Bolton and the west front; see A.H. Thompson, Bolton-in-Wharfedale,
pp. 147-52, 168-9.
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Bridlington, nor a scriptorium of any known importance. Nevertheless the priory
seems to have attracted support from many of those who dwelt or held land near
to the house. This could indicate that the religious life of the house was
generally seen as acceptable, despite occasional incidents deemed incongruous
with a canonical life, which are mentioned in visitation records and elsewhere;

and that the prayers of the canons, as well as their interaction with and on behalf

of the outside world, were viewed as beneficial.

34



Chapter 11
The Patrons and Benefactors of Bolton Priory

The Patrons

The patronage of the Augustinian canons of Embsay, later of Bolton, was
connected for over two hundred and fifty years with the descendants of Cecily de
Rumilly and William Meschin, the founders of the priory. Following a brief
interlude after the death of the last member of the main line of the family in 1274
the patronage became the concern of the Clifford family until the Dissolution,
when the lands of the priory entered into, and have since remained, their and
their heirs’ possesston. The history of the descendants of Cecily and William is,
as 15 true of many other families of the middle ages, complicated by the lack of
male heirs, and perhaps because of this the benefactions of others were of crucial
importance to the survival of the priory, as the interest shown in the canons by

the patrons varied between each generation and individual.

Cecily de Rumilly and William Meschin, the founders of a priory of regular
canons at Embsay in 1120x1121, were ‘two of the most powerful magnates in the
north’. The convent established there was, in 1155, translated to a site at
Bolton, four miles away, by Alice de Rumilly, their daughter. A notification to
Archbishop Thurstan (1119-1140) regarding the gift of the churches of Holy
Trinity, Skipton and St. Andrew, Kildwick, as well as that of Harewood, extant,
although In poor condition, states that Cecily was the daughter of ‘R [...15mm]
Rumill ’, while William, her ‘dominus et maritus’, was the son of ‘Ran”, these
being Robert de Rumilly and Ranulf Meschin, vicomte of the Bessin,

respectively.?

The means by which Robert de Rumilly acquired his lands is uncertain. He does
not appear in Domesday Book, where those lands that came to compose his

estates are not ascribed to him but rather to a host of people, including Earl

! J.E. Burton, Monastic Order, p. 80.
? Chatsworth Charter, B2, 4865/24; EYC, vii, pp. 1-4 for Robert de Rumilly and pp. 4-6 for

William Meschin concerning the descent of their respective families.
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Edwin of Mercia.®> However, by 1096, but no earlier than 1094, Robert 1s found
to be 1n possession of a several estates, granting the churches of St. Andrew in
Wheatenhurst (Gloucestershire), Mappowder (Dorset), Molland and Warkleigh
(Devon), and lands in Spetchwick (Devon), to the Benedictine abbey of St.
Martin de Troarn, Normandy.® Between 1100 and 1107 Henry I confirmed the
gifts of Roger earl of Shrewsbury, Torstin de Fontanis, Ralf Bastardus and Aseio,
to the abbey of St. Martin de Troarn, as well as those of Robert de Rapoliolo

[sicl,

namely the church of St. Andrew, Witenehat with the priest’s land
and the tithes belonging to the vill, and that of Mapelel ... with the
priest’s land, and one ploughland with the meadow appurtenant, and
the tithes of the manor and one plough[land] with meadow and three
tenants (hospites) with their land, and one in Espicevine and the
church of Warocle with the tithes which Robert gave the saint.’

The Rumilly family appear to have been benefactors of the abbey of St. Martin’s,
Troarn, founded by Roger of Montgomery, with Adelicia, the sister of Robert de
Rumilly, also making a gift, which was confirmed initially by Henry II, ¢. 30
September 1155, and later in 1259 by Louis IX of France.® An association with
the family of Roger of Montgomery may have been of influence in the
acquisition of lands by Robert de Rumilly, as his sons Arnulf of Montgomery

and Roger the Poitevin received lands in Holderness and in the lordship of

Craven respectively.’

It 1s quite plausible that it would be in the interest of the king, and the tenants in
chief of that vicinity, to install men, such as Robert, who would be loyal in times

of trouble, with the uprisings in the north being quashed, and unrest from the

° VCH, Yorkshire, ii, pp. 207-8.

* Bruton Cartulary, Somerset Record Society, viii, no. 329. For cross-channel possession of
lands see D.J.A. Matthew, The Norman Monasteries and their English Possessions, (London,
1962).

> Cal. Doc. France, i, no. 470. It would seem that Robert de Rapoliolo and Robert de Rumilly
were the same person for the church of St. Andrew, Wheatenhurst, later entered the Say family,
probably throught the marriage of Lucy, thought to be the sister of Cecily, to Jordan de Say, see
EYC, vii, pp.1-3, 31-35.

° Cal. Doc. France, i, no. 480. See R.N. Sauvage, L’Abbaye de Saint-Martin de Troarn au
diocése de Bayewx des origines au seizieme siecle, Memoires de la Société des Antiquaires de
Normandie, 4™ series, IV, (1911).

" J.A. Green, The Aristocracy in Norman England, (Cambridge, 1997) p. 113 and n.59.
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Scots a potential threat to the stability imposed.® The lords of Skipton were to
benefit even further from the lands of the sons of Roger of Montgomery, for
when they were banished in 1102 their lands, as well as others whose lands had
been confiscated, were divided between the Rumilly and the Percy families who

had remained loyal to Henry against Robert Curthose.”

William Meschin, the husband of Cecily de Rumilly, was the younger son of
Ranulf Meschin, vicomte of the Bessin. His elder brother Ranulf, later became
the earl of Chester. However, there 1s mention of a third son, who 1s not named,
in an agreement made between Ranulf and Odo bishop of Bayeux, whose
existence 1s supported by other, although possibly contradictory, documentary
references.'® As vicomte of the Bessin, Ranulf made gifts of lands in Normandy
to the abbey of St. Stephen, Caen, which were confirmed by Hugh earl of
Chester, who refers to ‘donationem quam Randulfus vicecomes Bailocensis
antecessor meus fecit’, and Ranulf, the future earl of Chester, as well as acting as
wifness to other benefactions, including the foundation of the abbey of the Holy

Trinity, Lessay.'’

Despite the prominent position of Ranulf, William’s father, the Meschin family
was raised to greater heights owing to the death in 1120 of Richard earl of

Chester, his maternal uncle. Because of the absence of an heir, the earldom of

® The lands of earl Edwin were lost to the crown after a series of revolts, which culminated in his
death in 1071. These lands as well as other which had been confiscated provided an opportunity
to impose the Norman regime more thoroughly with compact estates being granted and
castelleries established. Ibid., part 1, especially ch. 3. P. Dalton, Conquest, Anarchy and
gLordsh:p, Yorkshire, 1066-1154, (Cambridge, 1994), pp. 129-31 for the honour of Skipton.

Ibid., p. 88.
' Cal. Doc. France, i, no. 1435. Perhaps this anonymous son was Richard who is mentioned in
the foundation charter of Ranulf Meschin to Wetheral Priory, when he prays for the souls of his
parents and ‘Richardi fratris mei’, The Register of the Priory of Wetherhal, ed. J.E. Prescott,
CWAAS, (London, 1897), no. 1. Richard, unlike William he does not appear to have made or
witnessed any benefactions of Ranulf. He may have inherited their father’s estates in Normandy,
or, as seems more probable, he may have taken vows, possibly at Durham as Prescoft notes that
he is ‘mentioned in the Liber Vitee of Durham’, although this is open to speculation. However, it
maybe a reference to a certain Geoffrey, ‘fratri ejusdem Ranulphi’, who occurs in an
untrustworthy document relating to the distribution of lands in Cumberland, (/bid., no. 245). This
document is stated by Prescott as being ‘one of those common and inaccurate compilations’, and
contains numerous mistakes including blunders concerning the Rumilly family, such as ‘Aliciam
filiam Roberti de Romeley’, whereas she was in fact his grand-daughter.
"' The Charters of the Anglo-Norman Earls of Chester, ¢.1071-1237, ed. G. Barraclough, RSLC,
cxxvi, (1988), pp. 191-192; pd. in English in Cal. Docs. France, 1, p. 161, no. 455. Cal. Docs.

France, i, nos. 116, 453, 460, 919, 1172.
37



Chester fell to Ranulf the eldest nephew of the deceased earl.'* Indeed, the lack
of male heirs 1s of importance regarding the patrons of Bolton Priory, since both
Ranulf and Matthew, the sons of William and Cecily, were succeeded by their

sisters, and this fate also affected subsequent generations.

Ranulf I, earl of Chester, was instrumental in William acquiring lands, including
the barony of Egremont, Cumberland. This was created for him, following
William’s loss of Gilsland to the Scots, which he had previously held."” This is
another instance of loyal men being placed in areas of importance and
contention, as Gilsland lay ‘on the river Irving protecting the approach to
Carlisle’,'* and “Gille the native lord of the area, held out against the Normans
till around 1156°."> William Meschin, like Robert de Rumilly, also profited from
the distribution of estates that reverted to the crown, for he held the Domesday

‘land of Durand Malet and William Blund’.'®

The lack of a male heir to inherit the lands of Robert de Rumilly resulted in both
Cecily de Rumilly and her sister Lucy becoming valuable heiresses. The lands of
Robert de Rumilly appear to have been divided, with the basic criteria for
distribution being their location. Lucy appears to have received those lands in
Normandy, with the exception of some in Oxfordshire, and married Jordan de
Say.17 Cecily, on the other hand, claimed the bulk of those lands in England,
which she therefore held by her own right, focussing her attention on the barony
of Skipton.'® The union of William Meschin and Cecily de Rumilly, therefore,

created a powerful unit, with vast lands in Yorkshire, and estates in neighbouring

Lincolnshire and elsewhere.

12 See The Charters of the Anglo-Norman Earls of Chester, ¢.1071-1237, ed. G. Barraclough;
The Earldom of Chester and its Charters: A Tribute to Geoffrey Barraclough, ed. A.T. Thacker,
JCAS, vol. 71, (Chester, 1991).

' 1.J. Sanders, English Baronies: A Study of their Origin and Descent, 1086-1327, (Oxford,
1960), p. 115 for Egremont.

'* J.A. Green, The Aristocracy of Norman England, p. 119.

1> W.E. Kapelle, The Norman Conquest of the North. The Region and its Transformation, 1000-
1135, (London, 1979), p. 200, citing J. Wilson, Introduction to the Cumberland Domesday, Farly
Pipe Rolls and Testa de Nevill, p. 310. For Gille son of Beieth and the territory of Gilsland see
1.J. Sanders, English Baronies, p. 124.

¢ C.A. Newman, The Anglo-Norman Nobility in the Reign of Henry I: The Second Generation,
(Philadelphia, 1988), p. 144, pp. 143-5 for the development of baronies.

" EYC, vii, pp. 31-5.
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The predecessors of both William Meschin and Cecily de Rumilly had already
made benefactions to religious houses, including, as mentioned, the Norman
abbeys of St. Stephen, Caen, and St. Martin, Troarn. However, once the Meschin
family had attained a more favourable situation, following the favour shown by
Henry I to Ranulf in granting him the lordship of Carlisle and the descent of the
earldom of Chester, the two brothers became benefactors to numerous houses.
Their benefactions included the foundations of the priories of Wetheral and St.

Bees, both cells of St. Mary’s, York, and support for St. Werburgh’s, Chester."”

The foundations of the priories of St. Cuthbert, Embsay, and St. Bees
(Cumberland) occurred if not in the same year, then in very close proximity.*’
The foundation of Embsay on lands held by Cecily and the near contemporary
foundation of St. Bees, appear to have been the enterprise of both partners, for
although St. Bees was established by William the initial charter states that the
gift was being made ‘pro salute mea et uxoris mee’, and a later gift is given
‘consilio ... uxoris mee, Cecilie’, suggesting that she was not without any
influence in the matter.”' It seems that both Cecily and William were disposed to
found religious houses, with the couple establishing monasteries but being more
greatly involved with the house founded upon their own lands. Both spouses, for
example, were concerned with the salvation of the souls of their own parents, and
this division between the families continued when Ranulf their son inherited the
patronage of St. Bees, whilst Alice inherited that of Embsay. The orders that
Cecily and William chose to patronise, if as individuals they held greater sway
over the foundation established upon the lands which they held by their own
right 1s correct, is interesting as St. Bees, a Benedictine cell of St. Mary’s, shows

a family connection for Ranulf, brother of William, was the founder and patron'

of Wetheral, also a cell of St. Mary’s. The decision to choose the Augustinian

'* 1.J. Sanders, English Baronies, pp. 142-3. EYC, vii, pp. 3-4, for discussion of Cecily holding
the honour of Skipton by her own right, and not that of William Meschin.

' Register of Wetherhal, pp. 1-5 foundation charter, 1092x1112; The Register of the Priory of St.
Bees, ed. J. Wilson, (Durham, 1915), Surtees Society, 126; The Charters of the Anglo-Norman
Earls of Chester, c.1071-1237, ed. G. Barraclough. For the religious houses supported by the
patrons of Bolton see table.

Y Medieval Religious Houses, pp. 75, 148.

I Register of St. Bees, nos. 1, 5.
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order for the foundation at Embsay, may have been made by Cecily, who could
have wished to patronise a still relatively new order, although it plausibly
reflected her husband’s connections with the Augustinian priory of Huntingdon.
William, as either an established man or a novus homo, may have been eager to

show support for an order patronised by Henry I and Matilda.**

The Augustinian order, apart from being relatively new and flexible, also had the
appeal of being not an excessively expensive order from which to found and
support a new house, being praised among the variety of orders by Gerald of
Wales for they were ‘far less given to gluttony or greed’.”> This may have
presented opportunities for those who had previously been unable to found their
own houses to do so rather than only being able to support the houses of others,
meaning that, as well as saving their souls, they could have a physical sign of

their wealth, generosity and spirituality created.

William and Cecily did not lavishly endow their new foundation at Embsay, with
the mnitial grant only comprising of Holy Trinity Church, Skipton, with its chapel
in Carlton and the vill of Embsay, presumably as the glebe of Skipton,
‘fundendam inde ecclesiam canonicorum regularium’.** This meagre foundation
grant, which provided the canons with unyielding demesne, was not improved
upon by the patrons, until, following the death of William, some fifteen years
later, Cecily made further benefactions of the vill of Kildwick with the mill of
Silsden, and the church of St. Andrew’s, Kildwick.”> Unlike William’s

* The definition of Meschin is ¢1° n. m. Jeune homme, jeune noble. — 2° adj. Jeune ... 3°
Serviteur’, Dictionnarie de I’Ancien Frangais, (2™ ed.), p. 408. C.A. Newman considers William
Meschin to be a member of the curiales, The Anglo-Norman Nobility, p. 124, which is countered
by J.E. Burton who does not view the founders of Bolton as novi hiomines or curiales as they ‘had
- been 1n the north since 1ts conquest’, Monastic Order, p. 94. For the development of the
Augustinian order: J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, esp. ch. 3, and pp. 125-31 for the ‘connection
between the spread of the order and the court of Henry I’; D. Knowles, The Monastic Order in
England, i, p.175; J.C. Ward, ‘Fashions in monastic endowment: The foundations of the Clare
family 1066-1314°, JEH, vol. xxxii, 1981, pp. 427-51; J.E. Burton, Monastic Order, ch. 3. For
Huntingdon, EYC, vii, pp. 50-2; Huntingdon Cartulary, Cotton Ms. Faustina C.1.

*> Gerald of Wales, Speculum Ecclesiae, ed. J.S. Brewer (R.S. 21), iv, p. 244, who considers them
superior to the Benedictines, and rejects the Cluniacs and Cistercians for their gluttony and
cupidity respectively; cited in J.C. Dickinson, Austin Canons, p. 138. J. Burton disagrees with
the ‘contention of R. W. Southern that the popularity of the houses of Augustinian canons lay in
the modest outlay needed to endow them’, (J. Burton, Monastic Order, p. 94).

4 CB, no. 2. For the gift of Embsay as the glebe of Skipton church see I. Kershaw, Bolfon Priory
Rentals, pp. ix-X.

> CB, nos. 4, 6.
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foundation of St. Bees, where he invited the benefactions of others, ‘quicumque
ex militis meis aliquod incrementum terre de suis propriis terre dare voluerit
concedo’,”® no call seems to have been made upon the local nobility and tenants
to aid the new establishment at Embsay. The only benefaction which suggests
the influence of Cecily and William in persuading others to support the priory at
Embsay 1s of the Mauleverers of Beamsley [near Skipton]. Helto Mauleverer,
with the consent of Bilioth his wife, gave twelve acres of land in Malham,
specified as being ‘ad feudum de Skipton’, for the salvation of the souls of

himself, his wife, their sons and ‘dominorum meorum’.*’

The role of foundress descended to Alice, daughter of William and Cecily, who
took her mother’s name of Rumilly, perhaps indicating a stronger connection
between Bolton Priory and the Rumilly family than 1t shared with the Meschins,
and also a traditi(jn of the family in Craven. It was under the patronage of Alice
that, in 1155, the transition from the site at Embsay to a more conducive location

at Bolton, occurred, which supports the impression of the paucity of benefactions

the priory received in its early years.*

The division of the lands among the children of Cecily and William 1s perplexing
~and confused further by the lack of a definite date for the death of their son,
Ranulf. Cecily and William had five children who survived childhood,
comprising two sons, Ranulf and Matthew, neither of whom, 1f they ever
married, left any progeny, and three daughters, Alice, Maud and Avice, who
succeeded to their estates. Whilst Maud and Avice inherited lands in Dorset,
Devon, Cheshire, Huntingdonshire, Lincolnshire, Yorkshire, and elsewhere,

Alice mherited the majority of her mother’s estates in Yorkshire including °the

capi:t honoris and castle at Skipton®.*’

The marriage of Alice de Rumilly to William son of Duncan may have been a

dominant factor in the choice of heir for the honour of Skipton. In a charter of

Cecily to the canons at Embsay he is referred to as ‘gener meus’, which suggests

% Register of St. Bees, no.l.
27 CB, nos. 106, 409.
8 CB, no. 16.
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Y Marriage to

that the designation of an heir occurred during Cecily’s lifetime.
an heiress with the potential to hold vast estates in Yorkshire would have been an
attractive proposition to William son of Duncan at a time when the Scots were
attempting to move the boundaries further south. Richard of Hexham records
that during the invasion of the Scots in 1138, ‘solas nobiles matronas et castas
virgines, mixtim cum aliis feminis et cum praeda, pariter abduxerunt’, and,
though no more than conjecture, it is not inconceivable that Cecily and Alice
may have been coerced, or felt it provident during such unsettled times, to agree

to the marriage of Alice to William son of Duncan.”’

In Alice the canons of Embsay found a generous patron who, first and foremost,
gave them the benefit of a superior site at Bolton for the location of the priory.
The canons at Embsay, in comparison with most other Yorkshire Augustinian
houses, such as Nostell, Bridlington and Newburgh, were not well provided for,
with a poor farming terrain and relatively little support in terms of gifts of land 1n
the years immediately following their establishment, which was not aided by the
presence of Scots marauders. In 1155 the manor of Bolton was given 1n
exchange for the vills of Stirton (Stretton) and Skibeden (Scibdun), in a charter
written in the name of Alice, with the consent of her son and daughters.”” As a
patron she was more influential after the death of her first husband, William son
of Duncan, by 1154, although she did issue one extant charter with him: a
notification to Archbishop Thurstan (1119-1140), giving the canons of Embsay
the church of All Saints, Broughton, which was later given by the Archbishop of
York in proprios usus, and a confirmation of the gift of Helto Mauleverer.”> Her
second husband, Alexander son of Gerold, whom she married presumably before

Michaelmas 1156, does not feature in any of Alice’s charters concerning Bolton

> P. Dalton, Conquest, Anarchy and Lordship, p. 213; EYC, vii, pp. 6-9.

3% CB, no. 6. This is the only example of a benefaction being made together with the gift of a
knife, sec below. For the usc of symbolic items and ceremonies sc¢ E. Cownie, Religious
Patronage in Anglo-Norman England 1066-1135, (Woodbridge, 1998), pp. 160-2; M.T. Clanchy,
From Memory to Written Record: England 1066-1307, (Oxtord, 1993), p. 38-9.

3! Richard of Hexham, De Gestis Regis Stephani et de Bello Standardii, Rolls Series, Chronicles
of the reigns of Stephen, Henry II, and Richard I, iii, p. 156; P. Dalton, Conquest, Anarchy and
Lordship, pp. 211-17.

32 CB, no. 16; fortunately the original of this charter exists, Chatsworth Charter, B5, 141265/4.

>3 CB, nos. 14, 415. For further reference to Broughton sce below.
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Priory.”® Nevertheless, he does confirm a gift made'by Alice and her first
husband to Fountains Abbey,”” and is found acting with his wife with regards to

Dunstable and Conishead Priories, both of which were Augustinian.”°

As the patron of Embsay, and later Bolton, Alice was fundamental in securing
the future of the house, primarily by their relocation, with which the myth of the
Boy of Egremont became connected, but also by gifts of lands, extending the
canons’ estates to a level where economic independence was potentially
achievable. It was under her patronage that the canons acquired an interest in
All Saints church, Broughton, privileges and exemptions regarding Skipton, a
fair at Embsay, hunting rights, the vill of Kildwick, and the confirmation of a
mill at Silsden.’’ Indeed, without the wide-ranging support of Alice de Rumilly

it 1s debatable whether the canons of Embsay would have been able to survive.

The death of William, the Boy of Egremont, which probably occurre-‘d sometime
around 1163, at any rate within the lifetime of his mother, who died before
Michaelmas 1187, once again left three heiresses, Cecily, Amabel and Alice, in
contention for the division of the lands of their parents and the patronage of

*® Despite his premature death William was marginally involved

Bolton Priory.
with Bolton Priory, contrary to the myth that Bolton was founded in his memory
after he drowned crossing the Strid, as it was with ‘consensu et assensu Willelmi

fili1 et heredis mei’, and the consent of his sisters, that the canons were translated

from Embsay to Bolton by Alice de Rumilly his mother.””

** Alexander son of Gerold ‘was pardoned 69s. of the donum made by the county and city of
York’ EYC, vii, p. 12, citing Pipe Roll 2 Hen. 11, p. 28. EYC, vii, p. 66.

>> Abstracts of the Charters and other Documents Contained in the Chartulary of Fountains
Abbey in the West Riding of the County of Yorkshire, ed. W.T. Lancaster, 2 vols., (Leeds, 1915),
pp- 435, 437. The Rumilly family appear to have been valuable benefactors of Fountains Abbey.
The daughter of William son of Duncan and Alice de Rumilly is titled ‘advocatrix de Fontibus’,
suggesting that the daughters augmented their parents’ benefactions, with Alice favouring
Fountains. However, the title 1s actually relates to the church of Crosthwaite, (BL, Add. MS.
18276, fo. 236), as the patronage of Fountains was Episcopal. See Mon. Angl., v, 394; S. Wood,
English Monasteries and their Patrons in the XIIlth Century, (London, 1955), p. 18; J. Wardrop,
Fountains Abbey and its Benefactors 1132-1300, (Kalamazoo, 1987), pp. 97-8, 165, 239.

** EYC, vii, nos. 24, 43, 50.

*7 CB, nos. 14, 21, 22, 19, 20,10.

*% For a detailed history of the heirs of Alice see EYC, vii, pp. 13-20. Clay dates the death of

William to be 1163-66.
3 The legend of the Boy of Egremont is captured by Wordsworth, The Force of Prayer and The

White Doe of Rylstone. CB, no. 16.
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At Alice’s death the honour of Skipton, and with it the patronage of Bolton
Priory, fell to Cecily, who, like her mother, chose a matronymic name, adopting
Rumilly in preference to that of her father who had royal lineage. In the same
way as her mother before her Cecily was an important heiress and therefore her
marrlage was of interest to the reigning monarch, Henry II. Cecily was ‘married
at the king’s will’*® to William le Gros, count of Aumale, a partner and situation
that did not suit her,*' and produced only one legitimate heir who survived

infancy, Hawise.

Regardless of any differences there may have been between Cecily and William
le Gros, both were notable benefactors of a variety of religious houses. William
le Gros founded the Augustinian abbey of Thornton Curtis (Lincolnshire), the
Cistercian abbeys of Vaudey (Lincolnshire) and Meaux (East Riding) and was an
influential partner - with Gilbert son of Robert, who was the primus fundator - in
the establishment of Nun (or North) Ormsby, a Gilbertine house, in
Lincolnshire.** He also was a benefactor to the Augustinian priory of
Bridlington, St. Peter’s Hospital, York, the leper hospital at Newton, near Hedon,
Holderness and St. Martin d’Auchy, Aumale, a Benedictine abbey in
Normandy.*> No doubt in such troubled times of a weak monarchy and
bloodshed William tried to pave his way to a better afterlife, through

benefactions to houses like Bridlington to atone for his earlier misdeeds.**

‘" English, The Lords of Holderness 1086-1260: A Study in Feudal Society, (Oxford, 1979), p. 17
*! A speech allocated to Robert, earl of Gloucester, reports that the wife of William le Gros
became a fugitive because of the ‘intolerable filthiness’, and that one of the opposing earls ‘stole
the said count’s wife’ (Henry, Archdeacon of Huntingdon, Historia Anglorum, History of the
English People, ed. D. Greenway, (Oxford, 1996), p. 731). As the name of the wife of William le
Gros is not stated it is possible that the tale relates to an earlier wife of William and not to Cecily
de Rumilly (/bid, pp. 730-1 n. 88). However, even if this is the case, and the pre-battle speech
was a deliberate exaggeration it does suggest that the marriage with William was by no means
idyllic.

‘> B. Golding, Gilbert of Sempringham, pp. 210-12.

¥ Dodsworth, MS 144, fo. 21r, for charter between St. Martin’s Abbey and Robert Fryboys
regarding the chapel of St. Nicholas, Holmpton, which appears to have been included in the lost

cartulary.
** B. English, The Lords of Holderness, pp. 21-2; William, Earl of York gave various lands to the

canons of Bridlington ‘for reparation of the damage which he has done to them’, probably
relating his earlier capture of the priory and the expulsion of the canons made in order to fortify
the buildings. Abstracts of the Charters and Other Documents Contained in the Chartulary of the
Priory of Bridlington in the East Riding of the County of York, (Leeds, 1912) ed. W.T. Lancaster,

p. 342.
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Despite the large number of houses and orders supported by William le Gros,
those linked to the Rumilly family also received benefactions, often in
conjunction with Cecily, who was most likely the moving force in these
instances. The couple were benefactors of Holm Cultram, (Cistercian,
Cumberland), which had received gifts from Alice, the mother of Cecily.”” In
separate charters Cecily and William gave the abbey a forge at Wynnefelle, with
Cecily making a more extensive gift than her husband, possibly indicating that
she had a greater association with the abbey as she confirmed the gift of

Cospatric son of Orm together with a gift of services owed to her.*

Cecily and William also supported the priory of St. Bees, founded by the
grandfather of Cecily. As with the couple’s benefaction of Holm Cultram Cecily
appears to have been the more active party making a greater number and variety
of gifts and confirmations, with the charters of William and Cecily being made
separately.’’ A pattern of separate benefactions and of showing greater favour
to their families foundations is apparent but Cecily does not appear to rival, or

even match, the generosity of her husband.

Despite the large scale and variety of benefactions made by William le Gros and
Cecily to religious houses there is no evidence of their patronage at Bolton
contained in the Coucher Book or the transcripts made of the lost cartulary by _

Dodsworth. Cecily appears to have acted in her own capacity with lands in the
honour of Skipton, at least during her widowhood, as under the name of Rumilly
she made a restoration to Geoffrey de Neville and Emma his wife, whilst during
the life time of her husband she used the title of countess of Aumale.*
Nevertheless, Bolton does not appear to have been well supported by Cecily and
William le Gros, and it is only with their daughter Hawise and her marriage to

William de Forz that there is a renewed interest by the patrons in the priory.

¥ The Register and Records of Holm Cultram, eds. F. Grainger, W.G. Collingwood, CWAAS,
vii, (Kendal, 1929), nos. 54-54a.

4 Register of Holm Cultram, nos. 50a-c, 49d.

Y7 Register of St. Bees, nos. 17, 18, 27, 28, 224, 225, 382.

** CB, no. 214; Register of Holm Cultram, nos. 49d, 50c.
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Hawise was the only surviving heir of the marriage of William le Gros and
Cecily de Rumilly, although it would appear that William had a son, Geofirey,
by either by a previous marriage or a mistress, as two charters of Cecily to St.
Bees were witnessed by ‘Galfrido filio comitis Albemarlie’.*” As the sole heir to
vast estates, like Cecily, the crown took a great interest in her future marriage
partners, as, surprisingly for an heiress of such importance, she was not wed
during her the Iifetime of her parents. Firstly she was married to William de
Mandeville, earl of Essex, secondly to William de Forz, and finally to Baldwin
de Béthune, after which she offered 5,000 marks to King John so that ‘she might

have her inheritance and her dowers, and that she might not be distrained to

marry again’.”’

Ralph de Diceto records Henry II’s personal interest in her first marriage, which
included provisions for the county of Aumale to be transferred to William de

Mandeville, whereby he took the title ‘count of Aumale’, although he retained

S

and also used the title of the earl of Essex.” William de Mandeville was a

powerful man 1n his own right, unlike the second and third husbands of Hawise,
and it seems that this marriage was the most successful, possibly due to their

similar social and economic standing.

William, the earl of Essex, as well as being a patron of the arts, was, like most
notable men of the realm, a benefactor of various houses and orders.>” Neither
William nor Hawise are found in the extant charters relating to Bolton, the
Coucher Book or transcripts made by Dodsworth. However, both William and
Hawise are found making benefactions to other houses. As with the previous
generation of the patrons of Bolton it may be that preference was shown to the

houses of the family of the husband, as patronage was ‘closely related to

patrimony, inheritance and tenure’.”> Perhaps in a marriage where the husband

*> Register of St. Bees, nos. 225, 27. B. English argues that Geoffrey was an illegitimate child of
William, and mentions another possible child, a girl, who appears ‘in a law suit at the end of the
thirteenth century’ (Lords of Holderness, p. 27).

> See B. English, The Lords of Holderness, pp. 28-37, for Hawise and her three husbands. _
! The Historical Works of Master Ralph de Diceto, dean of London, ed. W. Stubbs, R.S. 68, 11, p.

3.
°% B. English, Lords of Holderness, pp. 29-30.
>} E. Cownie, Religious Patronage, p. 181.
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was of the same, if not higher, social standing it might be that precedence for
large-scale benefactions would be given to either the older foundations connected
to his family or, more likely, to newer foundations that could act as visible signs

of power and piety relating to the individual or couple.

Several Yorkshire monastic houses received benefactions from Willlam de
Mandeville and Hawise. As the Earl of Essex William de Mandeville confirmed
all the gifts made by Willilam le Gros to Bridlington, the gifts of William de
Argentom and Engelram de Munceus to Guisborough Priory, consisting of land

in Ugthorpe, the witnesses to which are from Holderness, and issued a charter to

4

Nunkeeling Priory.>* Both Bridlington and Guisborough were Augustinian

houses, and the charters made by William, who does not act with his wife, to

these foundations were only to issue confirmations, rather than to make any

gifts.”

Rievaulx in Yorkshire, and Garendon in Leicestershire, (both Cistercian houses),
received gifts from both William de Mandeville and Hawise, suggesting that the
couple were not parsimonious with their support, although it may be that William
chose to patronise different orders or to concentrate his efforts on those houses
with which his family had been involved. The predecessors of William de
Mandeville had supported Walden Abbey, a Benedictine house, very generously,
and 1t would seem that he did not entirely agree with their level of benefaction,
complaining that ‘he had no advowsons left for his own clerks because the abbey
had them all’.’® Walden was to lose the support of a charitable patron, as the

marriage between William and Hawise did not produce any heirs, with Richard

°* Bridlington Chartulary, p. 342; Cartularium Prioratus de Gyseburne, Ebor. Diceseos,
Ordinis S. Augustini, fundati A.D. MCXIX, ed. W. Brown, Surtees Society, 86, 89, (1889, 1894),
89, no. 964, p. 212 n. 2; D.M. Smith, ‘The cartulary of Nunkeeling Priory: a guide to its
contents’, Monastic Research Bulletin, 7, pp. 14-38, at p. 17

>> Alice de Rumilly, daughter of Alice de Rumilly and William son of Duncan, supported
Guisborough, founded by Robert de Brus, and is mentioned in a liturgical calendar of the priory,
‘2 Non. Marcii [6 March] obitus Alicie de Rumely servicium cum psalmis’, ‘A Liturgical
Calendar from Guisborough Priory, with Some Obits’, ed. F. Wormald, p. 15. It is interesting
that like Cecily her sister she chose to use Rumilly as her name; Cartularium Gyseburne, 89, nos.
1142, 1143.

°®'S. Wood, Patrons, p. 167, citing Mon. Angl., iv, 143 (chronicle); pp. 167-70 for the ensuing
quarrel between Geoffrey de Say and Walden Abbey.
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