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Unnamed 
 

 25 October 1295 Thomas de Tittenley sued Vernon, William de Praers, 

Ralph de Hanwell, Richard de Hanwell, Richard de Fowlshurst, Hugh de 

Fowlshurst, Richard de Alsacher, Hugh de Ridley, Richard Madin, Hamon de 

Stanthorne and Jordan le Harrower for having, on Thursday 9 June 1295, 

unharnessed six oxen and two afers from his plough at Thurstanshanes Field in 

Tittenley and driven them to Hurleston and kept them until they were recovered 

by the king’s bailiff.  

 Ridley and Alsacher said that they were in no way involved. Vernon said 

that he held half a knight’s fee in Tittenley, which he had purchased from 

Richard de Lostock and Agnes his wife: that he held the land by the service of 

providing a serjeant of the peace there, taking puture every three weeks from the 

tenants of eight messuages in Tittenley belonging to Thomas de Tittenley. Eight 

times puture had been demanded and refused, and therefore he had distrained on 

the plough team. Tittenley could not deny this, and was amerced 4s, and Vernon 

could have had the animals, but, for the present, did not press the matter. 

 

 8:3: 25 October 1295 
 m’ie iiijs’   p

r
 

 Essoniator Thome de Tyttenlegh’ optulit se u
r
sus Rad’m fil’ Rad’i de V

r
noun  Will’m 

de Preers  Rad’m de Hanewall  Ric’m de Hanewall  Ric’m de Fouleshurst  Hug’ de 

Fouleshurst  Ric’m de Alsacher  Hug’ de Rydle  Ric’m Madyn  Hamone’ de Stanthurl & 

Jordanu’ le Harewere de pl’ito capc’onis au
r
ior  Et ip’i no’ veniu’t  Et om’es fuerunt attach’ 

p Rad’m de Vernoun Militem +xld’+ & Will’m de Praers +ijs’+  I’o ip’i in m’ia  Et p
r
ceptu’ 

est vic’ q’d distringat eos p om’es t
r
ras & catalla &c’  Et q’d de exitib

s
 respond &c’  Et q’d 

h’eat corpa &c’ 

 8:99: 17 January 1296 
 Dies datus est Thome de Tyttenlegh’ quer’ & Will’mo de Praers & Hug’ de 

Fugleshurst de pl’o cap au
r
 vsq’ ad pxim’ Com’ p

r
ce pciu’  

 8:277: 22 May 1296 

 Rad’us fil’ Rad’i de v
r
nun  Will’ de Praers  Ric’us de Fughelishurst, Hug’ de 

Fugheleshurst  Ric’us de Alsach’  Hug’ de Rydelegh’  Ric’us Madin. Hamo de Stanihuil & 

Jord’s le Harewere attach’ fuerunt ad respondd’ Thom’ de Tytnelegh’ de pl’o capc’ois 

au
r
ior. vnde querit

r
 die Jouis px

a
 ante f’m s’ci Barnabe ap’li anno regni Reg

s
 .E.xxiij.

206 
sex 

boues & duos affr’ suos in q
o
dam c

r
to loco q

i
 vocat

r
 Thurstaneshanesfeld in Tythelegh’ de 

caruca sua deiunx
r
unt, & vsq’ Hyrdleston’ fugarunt, & ibid’m inpcarunt & ibid’m inpcatos 

detinu
r
u’t vsq’ diem sabb’i sequ’. qup die delibac’o inde f’ca fuit p Ball’m d’ni Reg

s
 iuratum 

vnde dic’. q’d det
r
iorat’ est & dampn’ h’t ad valenc’ q

a
draginta sol’ & ducit sectam  

 Et Hug’ de Rydelegh’ & Ric’us de Alsach’ d’nt q’d p
r
d’cam capc’om no’ fec

r
unt nec 

capc’oi illi int
r
fuerunt & hoc petu’t q’d inq

i
rat

r
  Et p

r
d’cus Rad’s fil’ Rad’i de v

r
nun venit 

sim’l cu’ aliis venit & defend’ vim &c’. q’n &c’. Et Rad’s respo’d’ p se & aliis & aduocat 

p
r
d’cam capc’om esse iustam dic’ enim q’d cum ip’e teneat medietatem feodi vnius Militis 

quam inpet
a
uit de Ric’o de Lostok & Agn’ vx

r
 eius in Tytnelegh’ r’one cuius tenure ip’e h’re 
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debet quemdam s
r
uiente’ ad pacem c

s
todiend’ infra feod’m p

r
d’cm. & qui quidem s

r
uiens 

quib
s
libet t

i
b

s
 septimanis h’ere debet vnam pusturam de +octo mesuag’ cu’ q

a
tuor v’l t

i
b

s
 v’l 

duab
s
 v’l vna quat

r
 iuratis+ tenentib

s
 ip’ius Thom’ in Tytnelegh’. Ac quia pustura illa quam 

id’m s
r
uiens p octo vices petierat tanq

a
m s

r
uiciu’ s

i
 aret

o
 existens, dist

i
nxit ip’e sicut ei b’n 

licet in feodo suo p s
r
uic’o suo &c’. & de quo s

r
uicio ip’e extitit seis’ de s

r
uicio p

r
d’co p man

s
 

Will’i de Tytnelegh’ pat
i
s p

r
d’ci Thom’ cuius heres ip’e est.  

Et p
r
d’cus Thom’ dicit q’d p

r
d’cus Thom’ Rad’s nunq

a
m fuit seis’ de s

r
uicio p

r
d’co. p man

s
 

Will’i de Tytnel’. & hoc petit q’d inq
i
rat

r
. Et p

r
d’cus Rad’s s

r
.  I’o p

r
ceptu’ est vic’ q’d venire 

faciat .xij. &c’. p q
o
s &c’, q

i
 nec &c’. ad recognoscend’ &c’. Et p

s
tea p

r
d’cus Thom’ ad istum 

& eund’ Com’ q no’ potest hoc dedic
r
e  I’o cons’ est q’d p

r
d’cus Rad’s h’eat retornu’. &c’. 

Et p
r
cept’ est vic’ q’d h’re fac’ &c’  Et p

r
d’cus Thom’ in m’ia ppl’ [blank]  Et p

r
d’cus Rad’ 

remittit retorn’ ad p
r
sens  

 

  


