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FAWSLEY CHURCH

Minster church of St Mary;
archive of Daventry priory

County of Northamptonshire : Diocese of Lincoln

Early in the reign of Henry II, the Cluniac monks of Daventry priory
approached the king with a grievance. The place-date (Brug’) points to
Bridgnorth, 60 miles away, where, during a siege in the summer of 1155,
the king sealed more than twenty charters. King Henry granted them the
rich church of Fawsley, a manor in the royal demesne, which had
enjoyed the churchset of two hundreds, as his charter says, during the
reigns of King William and King Henry (H2/751; Franklin, Ctl.
Daventry, 206–7, no. 632). A background narrative is provided by the
statement of a local jury in 1270 (Franklin, Ctl. Daventry, 221, 329, no.
678). This says that the monks were impoverished by losses resulting
from their being forced to move from their original site at Preston Capes
(Northants) to Daventry, where they took over the collegiate church of St
Augustine, c. 1108, and more recently because they had been unjustly
disseised of three virgates in Fawsley; Henry II had ordered their reseisin
in this land and gave them the church of Fawsley ‘cum omnibus
pertinenciis et cum cherchesot duorum hundredorum in liberam puram et
perpetuam elemosinam’, referring to but not quoting H2/751.

Fawsley was a royal demesne manor, worth £15 in 1086 with
potential for greater exploitation implicit in the number of ploughs (DB,
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i. 219c; § 1. 9).1 A writ obtained by Thorney abbey has preserved the
name of Swane, reeve of Fawsley in Henry I’s time (000, Regesta 997,
datable 1107 × 1111). Earlier evidence points towards an estate of some
two hundred hides in which St Mary’s was a royal minster that enjoyed
particular ancient revenues. As George Baker realised long ago, the two
Domesday hundreds of Gravesend and Alwardsley were units of one
hundred hides each, but jurisdictionally they were a single unit, Fawsley
hundred, which becomes visible again in the late twelfth century and
definite by the reign of Henry III (Baker, Antiquities of Northampton
(1822–41), i. 237). Baker recognized in a fourteenth-century account of
the churchset of the two Domesday hundreds a fragment from a charter
of Henry I ({1}), which showed that the payment dated back at least to
King Edward’s time. More recent work has shown that these two
hundreds equate with a minster-parish served by Fawsley church, and
that the royal estate was already in the process of being broken up when,
in 944, King Edmund granted thirty hides, comprising the later parishes
of Badby, Newnham, Dodford, and Everdon, to Ælfric, bishop of
Ramsbury (S 495). This estate lies astride the later division between the
two hundred-hide units. Analysis of the bounds by A. E. Brown, T. R.
Key, & C. Orr, ‘Some Anglo-Saxon estates and their boundaries in
south-west Northamptonshire’, Northamptonshire Archaeology 12
(1977), 155–76, led to the persuasive reconstruction of an Anglo-Saxon
royal and ecclesiastical territory, reflected still in Domesday book, where
the soke of several manors lies in Fawsley. They found that the small
medieval parish of Fawsley was already in 944 bounded by an ‘old ditch’
(‘to þære ealdan dic’), referred to in Edmund’s diploma for Bishop
Ælfric and still traceable on the ground (ib. 159, drawing on S 495); the
implication is that the boundary in question was perceived as old already
in the tenth century. In the late fourteenth century the monks of Daventry
copied out a list of kings dating back from Richard II into the tenth
century, claiming that each had granted and confirmed the gift of
churchset to Fawsley church, though the names of kings become
incoherent before King Edgar (Ctl. Daventry, 332, no. 645). The monks
of Daventry continued to assert their right to receive the churchset
belonging to Fawsley until the sixteenth century.

The Daventry cartulary, now BL MS Cotton Claudius D. xii (s.
xiv/xv), includes a stray bifolium from a smaller and earlier manuscript,
fols. cj–cij (now fols. 105–106), which contain several thirteenth- and

1 The hidation, as so often in Northamptonshire, is no guide to the value or exploitation
of the land.
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fourteenth-century documents relating to the tithes due to the vicar of
Fawsley church, long since appropriated to the monks (Ctl. Daventry,
331–7, nos. 644–51). It is in one of these that the few words deriving
from a lost charter in the name of Henry I are found. It bears witness to
the payment of churchset to the ancient minster from the whole of the
former royal estate centred on Fawsley, not only before this church and
its revenues were given to Daventry priory, but, by referring to the time
of King Edward, before the Conquest. The beneficiary is identified as the
church of Fawsley, and it was presumably the royal status of that church
that allowed the beneficiary to go to the king for redress. Churchset (also
called churchscot by association with the word scot) was an ancient due,
linked with Peter’s pence but distinct from tithes. The laws of Ine in
early eight-century Wessex had provided a heavy secular penalty if the
churchset was not duly paid, as here, at Martinmas (Ine 4; Liebermann,
Gesetze, i. 90). This remained the case in the Laws of Cnut, where it is
also stated that churchset was always paid to the old minster, ‘in þam
ealdan mynstre’, translated in Quadripartitus as ‘in matrem ecclesiam’
(1 Cn 10–11; Gesetze, i. 292–5). A lesser but still heavy secular penalty
is recognized by the translator in his contemporary work, Leges Henrici,
Hn 11. 4. Fawsley was just such a mother church, still entitled to its
churchset despite the growth of parish churches within its territory. On
the subject more widely Liebermann provides a note s.v. Kirchenpfennig
(Gesetze, iii. 540–41). The only penalty referred to in the fragment here
is loss of the king’s alms, a sign that the writ was directed against a
church for withholding the payment from Fawsley. The king here acts to
protect the rights of one church against another.

M. J. Franklin, ‘The secular college as a focus for Anglo-Norman piety: St Augustine’s,
Daventry’, in Minsters and Parish Churches. The Local Church in Transition, 950–
1200, ed. J. Blair (Oxford, 1988), 97–104. Franklin makes the point that Fawsley
continued to receive churchset until the sixteenth century and that Daventry never paid
it. This led him to infer that Daventry had been exempt since its foundation (pp. 98–9),
but all the evidence postdates Daventry’s acquisition of Fawsley.

1 Fragment of an act confirming to the church of Fawsley
(Northants) the churchset due from two hundreds as in
the time of King Edward and King William the king’s
father and King William his brother. 1100 × 1135
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SOURCE: Cartulary of Daventry priory, BL MS Cotton Claudius D. XII (s. xiv/xv), fol.
cjr (now fol. 105ra–rb) (s. xiv), part of a bifolium older than the cartulary in which it
was already bound before the medieval foliation.
PRINTED: G. Baker, The History and Antiquities of the County of Northampton (1822–
41), i. 386–7 (in English); M. J. Franklin, The Cartulary of Daventry Priory, Northants
Record Society 35 (1988), 331 (no. 644).
CALENDAR: Not in Regesta.

Villate soluent ecclesie beate Marie de Fall’ churchescoth ad festum
sancti Martini confessoris, uidelicet Charwelton, abbas de Thorney
soluet de manerio suo iij modios frumenti et iiij d. et eius tenentes v
modios frumenti. Priorissa de Catesby soluet unum quart’ frumenti.
Stauerton soluet unum quart’ et dimidium frumenti [. . . .] Baddeby
unum quart’ frumenti uidelicet de communitate et duo collectores
seriatim portabunt.

Et churcheschoth de duobus hundredis [per cartas domini regis

concessas] predicte ecclesie de Fall’ plenarie reddatur
undecumque si reddebatur tempore regis Edwardi et Willelmi
regis patris mei et Willelmi fratris mei. Et nullus illud detineat
super forisfacturam elemosine mee. Siquis uero detinuerit,
episcopus Lincoln’ et uicecomes iusticiarii mei faciant plenam
iusticiam.

[from H2/751] Et churcheschoth de duobus hundredis predicte ecclesie
concedo undecumque sibi redderetur tempore regis Willelmi et regis
Henrici. Et nullus illud detineat super forisfacturam elemosine mee.

Villages will pay to the church of St Mary of Fawsley churchset at the feast of St Martin
the confessor, namely in Charwellton, the abbot of Thorney will pay from his manor
three measures of wheat and 4d and his tenants five measures of wheat; the prioress of
Catesby will pay one quarter of wheat. Staverton will pay one quarter and a half of
wheat [. . .] Badby one quarter of wheat, namely from the community, and two men in
turn will collect and bring it.

And churchset of the two hundreds [by the charters granted of the lord king] shall be
rendered in full to the foresaid church of Fawsley from wheresoever it was rendered in
the time of King Edward and of King William my father and William my brother. And
no one shall withhold it upon forfeit of my alms. But if anyone will have withheld it, the
bishop of Lincoln and the sheriff as my justiciars shall do full justice.
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And the churchset of the two hundreds I grant to the foresaid church from wheresoever
it was rendered to it in the time of King William and King Henry. And no one shall
withhold it upon forefeit of my alms.

DATE: Datable only to King Henry’s reign.
CONTEXT: In 1086 four fifths of half a hide in the manor of Fawsley were held by
Godwin the priest among the land of the king’s almsmen, terra elemosinar(iorum) regis
(DB, i. 222d; § 17. 2), an indication that Fawsley church was held by the king’s gift; the
rest of the manor, a further 1½ hides and a fifth of a hide, was in the royal demesne
(DB, i. 219d; § 1. 9); in the early twelfth-century Northamptonshire survey Fawsley
was assessed at two hides in the royal demesne (Round, VCH Northants, i. 370).

An act of Henry II, datable before 1158, and very likely to the summer of
1155, grants to Daventry priory the church of Fawsley with all judicial privileges. The
closing words of the Quare uolo clause are ‘et chyrcheseat de duobus hundredis
predicte ecclesie concedo undecumque sibi redderetur tempore regis Willelmi et regis
H(enrici), et nullus illud detineat super forisfacturam elemosine mee’ (H2/751). No
earlier royal grant is known, but this memorandum concerning Peter’s pence and
churchset paid to the St Mary’s church, Fawsley, in the late fourteenth century,
concludes with the same words from Henry II’s act. They follow on from the equivalent
passage in what must have been an act in the name of Henry I. It appears from the
similarity of wording that the act of Henry II was renewing a precedent set by his
grandfather, even though no precedent is cited, and even though the beneficiary of that
lost act could not have been Daventry priory, which did not exist in King William’s
time.

The last sentence quoted from this otherwise lost act implies some complaint
over the withholding of the revenues. This form of clause, ‘Siquis detineruit’, is usually
found in writs directing the king’s officers to do justice (0000, 0000, Regesta 1113,
1454 for Beverley, 0000, Regesta 1619 for Colchester). In this case the words are
addressed to the bishop of Lincoln and the sheriff of Northamptonshire, so the source
was presumably a writ-charter notifying the shire; for its reference to them as iusticiarii
mei, ‘my doers of justice’, see Glossary. The threatened penalty, ‘super forisfacturam
elemosine mee’, is unparallelled in extant royal acts of the Anglo-Norman period. It
would appear that the withholder of churchset was someone, or some institution,
already in receipt of the king’s alms. Among ecclesiastical landholders within the area,
the monks of Le Bec had four hides at Weedon Bec, the abbot of Thorney held land in
Charwelton, the monks of Bernay held land in Everdon, the abbot of Evesham had four
hides in Badby and Newnham, and the bishop of Lincoln himself had two hides in
demesne in Guilsborough, according to the contemporary Northamptonshire survey
(VCH Northants, i. 370–71). Evesham had secured the four hides of Badby from the
abbot of Crowland, who held the land in 1086 (DB, i. 222c; § 11. 6), and presumably
with this land the charter of King Edmund referred to in the headnote above, S 495,
which survives as an original through the Evesham archive with a 12th-century
endorsement ‘Badebi’. The Crowland history, usually termed a forgery and assigned to
the fourteenth or fifteenth century, tells the story of how the property passed to
Evesham from the hermit Wulfsige, a story full of anachronisms; it is impossible to
discern the actuality of the dispute between Evesham and Crowland (Round, VCH
Northants, i. 285–6). Abbots of Evesham were often disputatious, and if Evesham was
a new owner in the Fawsley hundreds, then it may be the best candidate as subject of
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the complaint that had secured King Henry’s support. As well as gaining Badby, the
monks of Evesham appear also to have lost four hides at Litchborough, seven miles
from Badby but still in Gravesend hundred, which they had in 1086 but which were in
the hands of Hugh Poher at the time of the Northamptonshire survey (VCH Northants,
i. 370).


