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MEN OF CHICHESTER

County of Sussex : Diocese of Chichester

Original acts of Stephen and Henry II in favour of the gild merchant of
the city of Chichester remain in the archives of the city. They indicate
that the gild already enjoyed liberties at an earlier period. King Stephen
granted to his burgesses (burgenses mei) of Chichester ‘consuetudines et
rectitudines de burgo et de gelda eorum mercatoria sicut eas iustius et
honorabilius et quietius habuerunt tempore Willelmi regis aui mei et
auunculorum meorum postea et tempore Rogeri comitis’ (Ste/181). No
document is cited as precedent, but the mention of Earl Roger de
Montgomery (d. 1094) is striking. In 1086 he held some of the comital
estates in Sussex once held by Earl Godwin, and the city of Chichester
appears at the start of the entry for his fee (DB, i. 23a; § 11. 1). For the
most part the city was reckoned as a number of hagae ‘haws’, i.e. plots
of land; three quarters of them were held by Earl Roger, and the rest
were attached to various manors. The city was prospering: in 1066 it
paid £15, in 1086 its value was £25 but it paid £35. The act of Henry II,
H2/597, refers to a specific privilege concerning cloth and cites a writ of
Henry I ({0} below). Henry II’s act was confirmed in charters of
inspeximus by Edward III, Richard II, Henry IV, and later monarchs
down to James I, together with a second act of Henry II, H2/598, whose
original does not survive; this confirms to the citizens (ciues mei)
‘consuetudines et libertates infra ciuitatem et extra quas solebant habere
tempore regis Henrici aui mei’, and in particular it expressly protects the
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gild’s rights in the ports of Withering and Hormouth, forbidding ‘ne
aliquis cum mercatu suo exeat a rectis uiis ciuitatis Cicestr’ causa
asportandi consuetudines meas’.

The privileges of the gild must have been held by royal grant,
though no act survives concerning the first establishment of the gild.
Royal charters do survive for the foundation of gilds merchant in various
places (0000, Regesta 1645 for London; 0000, Regesta 1275 for Wilton).
In other cases there is evidence in the Pipe Roll, as at York and Lincoln
(PR 31 Henry I, 34, 109). A deed of Robert fitz Haimo, datable before
1105, grants to the men of Burford in Oxfordshire the same gild and
customs as the burgesses of Oxford had in their gild merchant (Chancery
Miscellanea, Certificates of Gilds, C47/45/388; R. H. Gretton, Burford
Records, 301, with a restored text, ib. 10; EHD2, no. 286).

The acts of Stephen and Henry II in favour of the gild of
Chichester have survived through the archive of the corporation of the
city, which has preserved many other original deeds (F. W. Steer,
Chichester City Charters (Chichester, 1956)), now in the keeping of the
West Sussex RO.

See also GILBERT CHAILLOT.

00 Lost writ exclusively licensing to the gild merchant of
Chichester the retail sale of cloths in that city. 1100 ×
1135

SOURCE: Original charter of King Henry II, H2/597, West Sussex RO, Chichester City
Archives, A/2 (Bishop 146), datable 1155 × 1158, and later copies in charters of
inspeximus. Described briefly in Borough Charters Exhibition, 27 (no. 2).
PRINTED: A. Hay, The History of Chichester (Chichester, 1804), 578 [from original]; J.
Dallaway, A History of the Western Division of the County of Sussex with the City and
Diocese of Chichester (London, 1815–30), i. 149–50n; C. Gross, The Gild Merchant
(Oxford,1890), ii. 47 [from Hay]; A. Ballard, A History of Chichester (Chichester,
1898), 19–20, 88, no. 3; A. Ballard, British Borough Charters 1042–1216 (Cambridge,
1913), 209 (excerpts) [from Ballard]; CalPat 1374–1377, 289 [from inspeximus of 50
Edward III]; F. W. Steer, Chichester City Charters (Chichester, 1956), 7, and pl. 2;
Holt and Mortimer, 61, no. 70.
CALENDAR: Not in Regesta.

Sciatis me concessisse ciuibus meis de Cicestr’ qui sunt de gilda
mercatoria omnes libertates et liberas consuetudines suas infra burgum et
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extra ut eas habeant ubique ita plene et libere et quiete et honorifice sicut
plenius et honorificentius habere solebant tempore regis Henr(ici) aui
mei. Et nullus in ciuitate Cicestr’ uendat pannos per detaillium nisi sit de
gilda mercatoria sicut idem rex H(enricus) per br(eue) suum precepit.

Know that I have granted to my citizens of Chichester who are of the gild mechant all
their liberties and free customs within borough and without so that they shall have them
everywhere as fully and freely and quietly and honourably as they fully and honourably
used to have them in the time of King Henry my grandfather. And no one in the city of
Chichester shall sell cloths by way of retail unless he is of the gild merchant, just as the
same King Henry commanded by his writ.

DATE: Datable only to the reign of Henry I.
CONTEXT: Clearly the writ was concerned with ensuring that this privilege of the
members of the gild merchant of Chichester was observed; it is described as breue
rather than carta. Such a specific liberty would not have been granted by itself, and it
may fairly be inferred, therefore, that the writ was concerned with the enforcement of a
right granted by an earlier act, which may have been invoked in the lost writ. As
discussed in the headnote, it seems likely that this was a royal charter, since King
Stephen recognized the borough privileges of Chichester as having existed in the time
of William I and his successors as well as in the time of Earl Roger. When a first
charter was given cannot be known, but, if it was before Henry I’s time, there would
have been a renewal from Henry.


