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TYNEMOUTH PRIORY

Benedictine priory of St Mary and St Oswine;
dependency of St Albans

County of Northumberland : Diocese of Durham
Founded c. 1090

Northumberland was a turbulent place in the later eleventh century. A
succession of men were sent by William I to attempt to rule it and
several paid with their lives: Copsi, sent in 1068, killed that year; Robert
de Comines, sent in 1068, killed January 1069; Gospatric, 1069,
deprived in 1072; Waltheof, 1072, executed 1076; Walcher, bishop of
Durham, murdered 1080; Aubrey, 1080, retired to Normandy perhaps c.
1085; Robert de Mowbray, after Earl Aubrey’s retirement, rebelled and
imprisoned 1095. Simeon of Durham listed King Malcolm III’s violent
incursions into the county from the first in 1061 to the fifth and last in
1093, when the Scottish army was ambushed near Alnwick by a force
assembled by Robert de Mowbray, earl of Northumberland.1 Malcolm

1 The list of earls of Northumberland is based on Complete Peerage, ix. 704–6, which
in turn rests mainly on the list of early earls that appears in two versions in Simeon’s
works (ed. Hinde, 89–93, 212–13). The date given in Complete Peerage for Aubrey’s
resignation and Earl Robert’s succession, ‘probably 1080 or 1081’, relies on a charter
of William I for Caen Saint-Étienne with the signum of ‘Robert earl de Mowbray’
(W1/49). But the charter is a near contemporary ‘compilation’ so does not provide a
reliable terminus a quo for Robert’s tenure of Northumberland. In Domesday Aubrey
appears as both a current and former tenant. William M. Aird, ODNB, s.n. Mowbray,
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and his eldest son Edward were killed. The king’s body was carried in a
cart forty miles southwards to Tynemouth priory and there buried; but by
the time William of Malmesbury came to write his remains had been
recently removed to Dunfermline. The death of Malcolm, followed two
years later by the defeat and imprisonment of Earl Robert, brought a
period of relative stability, which lasted until the reign of Stephen. War
was threatened soon after Easter 1137 when King David assembled an
army on the borders of Northumberland, but the massing of a force at
Newcastle was enough to deter the Scots for a time. 1138 saw extensive
fighting and raiding: Richard of Hexham records that Tynemouth priory
paid 27 marks to King David for his peace at this time (ed. Raine, 79; ed.
Howlett, 153); the king’s charter granting peace is dated 11 June 1138
(D/66). The following year Stephen ceded the earldom of
Northumberland to Henry, David’s son, under the terms of the second
treaty of Durham of April 1139, and relative peace returned to the
county. Earl Henry died childless in 1152, and the earldom was assigned
by David to Henry’s brother William, then only about nine years old. In
1157 King Malcolm, William’s older brother, surrendered the earldom to
Henry II. William’s desire to regain it was an important factor in the
Young King’s rebellion of 1173–4.

These frequent changes in control made Northumberland fertile
ground for disputes over property, and in consequence for
misrepresentation and forgery. Tynemouth priory is a case in point.
Possession of the priory was contested between St Cuthbert’s cathedral
church of Durham and St Albans abbey in Hertfordshire for the best part
of a century, before the matter was finally resolved by an agreement
made in 1174. Both institutions used forgery extensively, and it is no
easy matter to establish the facts behind claim and counter-claim. H. S.
Offler, Durham Episcopal Charters 1071–1152, Surtees 179 (1968),
found a credible way through the thicket of contradictory information at
Durham and concluded that Simeon of Durham’s first version of events,
compiled in 1104 × 1115,2 reports accurately what he had learned of
events before he arrived at Durham in c. 1091. Simeon wrote:

Robert de, reports the suggestion that Aubrey resigned only after the threat of Danish
invasion in 1085. See the headnote for Ranulf de Merlay for the possibility that Robert
was preceded in Northumberland by his uncle Geoffrey de Montbray, bishop of
Coutances.
2 For the date, and Simeon’s subsequent alteration to the text, see Rollason, Libellus de
exordio, pp. xx, xcii, 234–5 note 26.
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While they [the monks who moved to Durham in 1083] were still at Jarrow, the
monks had been in possession of the church of St Oswine at Tynemouth, which
they had been given a long time ago by Bishop Walcher [1071–1080] during
his tenure of the earldom of Northumbria [1075–1080] . . . . Later on, in Bishop
William’s time [1080–1096], Aubrey, earl of Northumbria [1080–c. 1085]
renewed this gift, and granted in perpetuity the church itself and its priest to the
church of St Cuthbert. Since this had been more or less deserted and roofless
for fifteen years, the monks restored it and put on a new roof and held it for
three years. Afterwards, however, when Robert de Mowbray succeeded Aubrey
in the earldom [c. 1085], he expelled the monks of St Cuthbert on account of
enmity which was stirred up between himself and the bishop, and he gave it to
Paul, abbot of the monastery of St Alban the martyr. Although the Durham
monks frequently admonished this abbot and requested him not to trespass upon
what did not belong to him, and forbade him from doing so, he refused to listen
to them and instead sent his monks to live there. He followed them not long
afterwards, but he was suddenly taken ill there and died while he was trying to
get home [1093]. Also the earl himself in that very church which he had taken
from St Cuthbert afterwards lost all his possessions, together with his honour
and freedom’ (Simeon of Durham, Libellus de exordio IV 4, ed. Arnold, i. 124;
ed. Rollason, 234–7).

The original text has been changed, apparently by Simeon himself,
removing the reference to Bishop Walcher and his tenure of the earldom,
and instead ascribing the monks’ possession of Durham to ‘the gifts of
the earls of Northumbria’. Offler (pp. 5–6) postulated that the change
was made because the Durham monks

needed a better title than Walcher’s grant, for the combination in his hands of
the bishopric of Durham and custody of the earldom of Northumbria had been
unprecedented, unsuccessful and ambiguous. Hence the later alteration of
Symeon’s text, made in order to show the church as the gift not of the
churchman Walcher, but of unnamed earls of Northumbria . . . . By the time the
original version of the Durham secular history, Historia Regum, had been
completed (c. 1130–1135) the donor of Tynemouth to St Cuthbert’s monks
appears as Earl Waltheof

Offler goes on to show that the deed of Earl Waltheof giving Tynemouth
to Durham, of apparent date 1074–5, and its confirmation by Bishop
William, dated 27 April 1085, were later fabricated for the same purpose
(pp. 6, 39–46). Offler placed Earl Robert’s gift to St Albans in 1090: this
was the St Albans tradition (Chronica maiora, ii. 31); and fits with
Simeon’s description of Abbot Paul’s journey to Tynemouth ‘not long
afterwards’. Offler postulated that the loss of the church roof was the
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result of Norman depredations in Tynemouth in 1072, the fifteen years
roofless and three years with Durham monks bringing the date to 1090
(p. 5).

The histories emanating from St Albans do not mention
Durham’s possession of Tynemouth. Matthew Paris writes that Earl
Robert

wished to rebuild the church of St Oswine at Tynemouth, which had long been
desolate, and to place some monks there to serve God and the martyr St
Oswine. For this purpose he went to see Paul, abbot of St Albans, and entreated
him to send there some of his monks, promising to provide them with all the
things necessary in the way of food and clothing. The abbot consented to this
request and sent there some of the monks of St Albans, to whom the earl gave
manors, churches, fish-ponds, mills, and every other necessity, and confirmed
all these donations by charter . . . assigning to Abbot Paul and his successors,
and to the church of St Alban the protomartyr of the English, the church of
Tynemouth with all its appurtenances as a perpetual possession . . . so that the
abbot for the time being, with the consent of the brethren, may have the
government of the prior and monks, both to appoint and remove them as they
shall deem expedient (Chronica maiora, ii. 30; Historia minor, i. 41–2).

Matthew Paris’s account of Robert de Mowbray in the Additamenta is
also somewhat sanitised. The earl’s rebellion in 1095 and his subsequent
captivity, which Orderic says lasted ‘about thirty years’ (Orderic VIII,
ed. Chibnall, iv. 282–4), are not mentioned, but we learn that Robert
ended his days as a monk at the abbey: 3

Robert de Mowbray, a most valiant soldier, was deprived of sight some years
before he died. He was old and, being devoted to God, became a monk at St
Albans where after living a holy life for a considerable time, he departed to the
Lord and was buried with honour in a place not far from the chapter house,
where Simon abbot of St Albans afterwards built the chapel of St Simeon
(Chronica maiora, vi. 372; see also Liber de benefactoribus, 443).

The monks of St Albans set about building a new church, and in August
1110 Abbot Richard translated the remains of St Oswine to the ‘new

3 Complete Peerage, ix. 706, note e, states ‘It is said he was kept in prison for 30 years,
till Henry I allowed him to become a monk at St Albans, where he died’. The references
given, ‘Chron. Petriburg., vol. i, p. 66; Flor. of Worc., vol. ii, p. 39’, i.e. J. A. Giles,
Chronicon Angliæ Petriburgense (London 1845), 66, and B. Thorpe, Florentii
Wigorniensis monachi Chronicon ex chronicis, 2 vols. (London 1848–9), ii. 39, say
only that he was captured and imprisoned at Windsor.
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church of St Mary at Tynemouth, from the little church of the same
Virgin in which his most holy body had been found’ (in nouam sancte
Marie transtulit ecclesiam de Tynemudtha, ab ecclesiola eiusdem
uirginis, in qua corpus eius sanctissimum inuentum est), in the presence
of Ranulf Flambard, bishop of Durham, and Hugh, abbot of Selby (NCH,
viii. 56; Vita S. Oswini, c. 11). The presence of the bishop at the
translation suggests there was no animosity between St Albans and
Durham at that time.4 But in 1121, soon after Abbot Richard’s death in
1119, after twenty-one years in charge, and the succession of Geoffrey
de Goron, Durham made a formal claim to the priory. The details were
recorded by Simeon:

After a proclamation was made in the chapter of St Peter at York in the
presence of [Archbishop] Thurstan, Ranulf of Durham and Audouen of Evreux,
bishops, and many others, the monks of Durham have complained that the
church in Tynemouth was theirs by right through the grant of Earl Waltheof
when he sent his cousin Morcar [. . .] to be educated for God in the monastery
of Jarrow [. . .]. Therefore our monk Turkill was sent there [. . .] who repaired
the roof of that church and lived there for a long time until he was expelled
violently by Earl Robert de Mowbray [. . .]. Not long afterwards Abbot Paul of
the monastery of St Albans obtained the aforesaid church from the earl and on
his way to inspect it arrived at York. Turgot, who was then prior of the church
of Durham, sent monks and clerics there and in the presence of Archbishop
Thomas the elder [. . .] forbade him by canonical authority to usurp for himself
a place that belonged of right to the church of Durham [. . .]. But he replied
indignantly that he counted that prohibition for nothing. And falling ill on the
way back, he died in Settrington, not far from York. That is how we lost the
church of Tynemouth. This complaint, made almost at mid-Lent at York, was
repeated shortly afterwards in Easter week on Wednesday 13 April at Durham
before a large gathering of important men, who happened to have assembled
there for some business [. . .].

Simeon goes on to relate how Ernald de Percy (Harnoldus de Perceio)
had seen the earl repent his actions when he had been brought to Durham
on a litter, on account of the wounds he had received during his capture
at Tynemouth in 1095.5 Simeon’s report of the conclusion of the hearing

4 Abbot Richard had been present at the translation of St Cuthbert at Durham cathedral
in 1104, when his withered arm was said to have been healed by the miraculous
intervention of the saint. Afterwards the abbot built a chapel at St Albans dedicated to
St Cuthbert (Gesta abbatum, i. 70; Capitula de miraculis et translationibus sancti
Cuthberti VII 11, in Symeonis monachi opera omnia, ed. Arnold, RS 75, i. 258).
5 For Ernald de Percy see Farrer, Early Yorkshire Charters, ii. 90.
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was that ‘all pronounced that injustice had been done to the church of
Durham’, and, although the matter could not at present be set right, yet,
careful for their future interests, they providently recorded that this
action had been tried before such a numerous assembly’ (Simeon,
Historia Regum, ii. 260–62; Caenegem, English Lawsuits, 188–90, no.
223). This is probably no more than a positive gloss on Durham’s failure
to gain the desired result, if indeed we can trust Simeon’s account at all.

Apart from a clause prohibiting the founding of other churches in
Eglingham inserted into an charter of King Stephen (Ste/905, discussed
below in the note to 000, Regesta 640), there is no further hint of the
dispute until Henry II’s time. For much of the intervening period
Northumberland was controlled by Earl Henry. In contrast to Henry I’s
acts, Earl Henry’s charters and those of his father King David are all for
St Oswine and Tynemouth: St Alban and the abbey are never mentioned.
The disturbances of Stephen’s reign may have made it difficult for the
abbey to maintain any substantial relationship with the priory.

In 1156 the abbot of St Albans, Robert de Gorron, visited the
papal curia in Benevento. There he obtained fourteen acts in favour of
the abbey and its dependencies, dated between 5 February and 26
February (Holtzmann, 234–54, nos. 100–113). Among them was a grant
of protection for Tynemouth, confirming its status as a cell of St Albans,
with its lands, churches, and tithes, which are listed in detail (no. 110).
Another, addressed to [Hugh du Puiset] bishop of Durham notes that the
body of St Oswine, king and martyr, lies at Tynemouth, and orders the
bishop to observe the feast of St Oswine in the city of Durham and all his
parishes (no. 111). This perhaps indicates that Bishop Hugh was trying
to suppress the cult of St Oswine as a rival to the Durham cult of St
Cuthbert.

In the late 1160s Bishop Hugh started a more serious and
sustained campaign against St Albans. In response the abbey obtained
further papal acts in November 1168 or 1169. These included an
instruction from Pope Alexander III that sentence of excommunication
or interdict made by archbishop, bishop or other prelate on any monk of
St Albans was void, for the oversight of the abbey belonged to the pope
alone (Holtzmann, 304–5, nos. 165, 166). Subsequent events indicate
that the act was needed because of Bishop Hugh’s actions against the
prior of Tynemouth, though neither is mentioned. The abbey also
obtained a letter addressed to Archbishop Roger of York and the bishop
of Durham, again noting that the abbey was exempt from episcopal
oversight, and ordering them to take no exactions or customs from the
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churches or chapels of St Albans that their predecessors had not been
accustomed to have (ibid. 305–6, no. 167). The monks of St Albans were
again at the curia in May 1170, when they obtained a mandate ordering
that no archbishop or bishop or any other prelate should suspend or
interdict or excommunicate any of their brethren, or the priors of their
cells, or any other in the cells or in their charge (ibid. 307–8, no. 170).
Another letter of May 1170, addressed to the archbishops and bishops of
England, noted that certain among them, acting against St Alban’s cells
or brethren, had prevented their parishioners from receiving communion
(ibid. 309–10, no. 172). Three months later, on 15 August, the pope
addressed a letter to the bishop of Durham, complaining that he had
troubled the church of St Albans with molestations and impositions, and
ordering to return what he had taken from their chaplains where it was
greater than what his predecessors had taken (ibid. 310, no. 173).
Another letter of the same date notes the bishop’s persecution of
Turgisius, prior of Tynemouth, and his wish to excommunicate the prior.
The sentence of excommunication was nullified by the pope, and Hugh
was ordered to make amends, and not to molest the prior further (ibid.
310–11, no. 174). It seems the bishop took no notice, and the pope had to
issue further commands in November 1170 and in June and July 1171.
The excommunication of the church of Tynemouth had caused bodies to
be removed from Tynemouth and buried elsewhere: the bishop was
ordered to make restitution (ibid. 312–17, nos. 176, 178, 180–81;
summarised by Scammell, 156–7). Letters of June 1171 and March 1171
× 1181 show that Hugh was attempting to set up chapels and graveyards
in Tynemouth’s parishes and had taken synodals from its chaplains
contrary to the pope’s mandate (ibid. 315–16, 443–5, nos. 179, 330,
332).

Pope Alexander’s letter of 7 November 1172 reveals a different
line of attack. The prior and brethren of Durham had compained that the
abbot and brethren of St Albans had withheld the church of Tynemouth
from them by force; the abbey had responded that they had held the
priory for 40 years without interruption, and that Popes Eugenius and
Adrian had confirmed their possession.6 Pope Alexander instructed the
bishop of Exeter and the abbots of York and Peterborough to investigate
(ibid. 326–7, no. 190). Soon the abbey became concerned that the
judges-delegate were not being even-handed and obtained a further letter
in March 1173 requiring them to hear its witnesses (ibid. 338, no. 203).

6 The confirmation by Eugenius III (1145–1153) has not been preserved.
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The dispute was finally resolved in November 1174, when Bishop Hugh
gave up Durham’s claim to Tynemouth in return for the gift of the
churches of Bywell and Edlingham (EEA 24 Durham 1153–1195, 112–
17, nos. 135–9).

The archive of Tynemouth priory did not fare well after the Dissolution.
A single register survives, referred to by Craster as the ‘Tynemouth
Chartulary . . . a small octavo volume of 218 leaves in the possession of
the duke of Northumberland’ (NCH, viii. 86; Davis 982, Syon House
muniments D. xi. 1). The cartulary was compiled in the fourteenth
century and copies documents from the late thirteenth century onwards.
The contents are listed in HMC 6th report (1877), ‘The manuscripts of
his grace the duke of Northumberland at Syon House’, 221b–233b, at pp.
224a–226a. With the exception of an act of Henry I printed below,
transcribed in late thirteenth century quo warranto pleadings, it contains
no early material. Craster mentions several lost manuscripts once
belonging to Tynemouth. The ‘Great Book of Tynemouth’, described by
Craster as ‘the real chartulary of the convent’, was said to be in the
custody of John Carville, solicitor of the earl of Northumberland in a
letter of 1606. This is presumably the volume referred to in the
annotation in the Tynemouth Chartulary: ‘Sir Orlando Bridgman hath a
coucher book of his lordship’s for Tynemouth in folio’ (NCH, vol. viii,
pp. v, 121).7 In about 1600, one of the earl of Northumberland’s officers
wrote to him suggesting that ‘his lordship may move Sir Robert Cycill to
have the ancient grants of Tynemouth again containing three large skins
of parchment . . . they contain the grants and confirmations of sundry
kings and princes of this land, and made to the prior and convent of
Tynemouth’ (NCH, viii. 120). This appears to be a reference to deeds
rather than a cartulary or roll: the ‘three large skins’ may have been
chancery engrossments of inspeximus.

Nevertheless, the texts of three acts of William II, seventeen of
Henry I, five of Stephen, three of David I, and four of Earl Henry, have
survived, mainly through their inclusion in a St Albans cartulary, now
BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. vi. There are no rubrics to the charters.
Craster says of the cartulary ‘the greater part appears to have been
compiled in the last decade of the thirteenth century . . . continued by
various writers in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. The earlier
portion relates largely to the various cells of St Alban’s monastery, for

7 Not listed by Davis. For Orlando Bridgeman, 1st baronet (1606–1674), a jurist and
MP for Wigan, see ODNB.
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whose history it is of the hightest value’ (NCH, viii. 47). The cartulary
was badly damaged in the Cotton fire of 1731. David Casley’s appendix
to the Report from the Committee appointed to view the Cottonian
Library (1732) describes it as ‘burnt to a crust’; the catalogue of 1802 as
‘the remains of a small folio volume on vellum, much burnt, and
preserved in a case’ (p. 40). The volume has been restored as far as
possible, and the leaves mounted in two volumes, Cotton Tiberius E. vi,
pts 1 (to fol. 160) and 2 (from fol. 161). A good proportion of the text
can be deciphered, though every page is charred and distorted towards
the spine. Access to it is restricted, and it must usually be consulted on
microfilm (Microfilm 975/21), on which rather less is discernable. The
difficulties are increased as the foliation is difficult to see in the
microfilm, and there are no frame numbers.

At least five abstracts from the manuscript were made before it
was damaged. Copious extracts, including notes of many of the royal
charters, were made by the antiquary James Strangeman (c. 1555–c.
1596) in 1591 (MS Lansdowne 860a, art. 32, old fols. 164r–212v, now
fols. 127r–172v). Selden printed abstracts ‘out of the lieger-booke of the
abbey of St Albons in Hertfordshire’, including two acts of Henry I
printed below, in his Historie of Tithes (1618), 324–9. The herald
Richard St George (c. 1554–1635) copied documents concerning
Tynemouth, Beaulieu, Belvoir, and Hatfield (BL MS Lansdowne 863,
arts. 48–9, 54–6). Augustine Baker, the Benedictine monk (1575–1641),
during his researches into the origins of the English Benedictines, had a
secretary make excerpts in the 1620s; these are now Oxford, Jesus
College, MS 77. In 1639 Roger Dodsworth transcribed many documents.
Dodsworth’s copies, now Bodl. MS Dodsworth 78, are said to be from
‘\uno/ registro cartarum abbatie sancti Albani bib. Cott.’ and ‘quodam
registro munimentorum et cartarum abbatie sancti Albani et quarundam
cellarum eidem abbatiae spectantium in bib’ Cott’’; they were the source
for much that was printed in the Monasticon for Beaulieu, Belvoir,
Hatfield Peverel, Hertford, Tynemouth, Wymondham, and Sopwell, all
cells of St Albans. His excerpts are referenced there as ‘ex registro
abbatiae sancti Albani in Bibl. Cottoniana’, or similarly, usually with
folio numbers (Monasticon, iii. 276–7, 288–9, 295–6, 299–301, 313–15,
330–32, 365). Dodsworth’s abstracts preserve the original foliation of
the volume; this does not match the present foliation, written on the card
mounts that hold the burnt leaves.

One other manuscript has preserved early material for
Tynemouth. This is Brussels, Bibliothèque Royale 7965–73 (3723),
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previously MS 157 in the Bollandist collection, copied from a lost
cartulary of St Albans (Davis 830.1).8 This contains several papal acts
concerning Tynemouth; all are printed in the third volume of
Holtzmann’s collection.

Forgery is prevalent in the early charters for Tynemouth, but discerning
which acts are fabrications is not straightforward. The forgeries contain
many apparently authentic features and their authenticity has not
previously been doubted. The quo warranto proceedings of 1292–3 (see
000, Regesta 1331), during which the abbot went through a series of
charters pointing out their rasturas (erasures) may indicate a preferred
method of fabrication at Tynemouth and St Albans. This would help to
explain why many of the acts include convincing and suspicious wording
in close proximity. The task of forgery detection is made more difficult
by the suspicion that the cartulary scribe omitted ‘immaterial’ words and
phrases, discussed in the context note to 000, Regesta 955, and the
possibility that his copies are sometimes inaccurate in other ways. Many
acts are condemned by phrasing which occurs only in Tynemouth
documents—if we were to allow that the cartulary scribe occasionally
paraphrased with his own favoured words we would have to accept these
documents as authentic.

The three acts in the name of William II contain phrasing of this
kind, and are here labelled as fabrications. All are dated at Newcastle, so
ostensibly during the campaign against Earl Robert in the second half of
1095. One confirms to ‘God and St Alban’ the church of Tynemouth
with all its appurtenances ‘in lands, tithes, waters, and customs’, with
everything that the earl and his men had given before the earl’s
forfeiture. The other two are in favour of ‘St Mary and St Oswine and
the monks of Tynemouth’: one gives ‘their court just as I myself have
with all my other customs’; the other ‘their court with soke and sake toll
and team and infangthief and wreck and with all liberties just as I myself
have’. The seventeen acts of Henry are more difficult to categorise. Six
are classified here as definitely forged (‘purported’), and seven are likely
forgeries (‘purported?’). Of the remaining four, only one is entirely
without suspicious features. The others have one or more doubtful
features, and have been classified as ‘authentic?’. Another act, of
indeterminate authenticity, is known only from a reference to it in a
charter of Henry II.

8 See S. D. Keynes, ‘A lost cartulary of St Albans abbey’, Anglo-Saxon England 22
(1993), 253–79. The manuscript will be discussed further in the St Albans Headnote.
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Each of the three fabricated acts in the name of William II
contains the words concessisse and dedisse in conjunction, a formula not
used in his authentic acts. One of the forgeries in William II’s name and
five of those in the name of Henry I use the words ‘manuteneatis et
defendatis’ or similar (000, 000, Regesta 822, 913, 1322–3, 1331). It is
highly unusual to find the verb ‘defendere’ in the subjunctive in
authentic acts of William II and Henry I. It is used once only in
conjunction with ‘manutenere’, in an apparently authentic writ-charter
for Romsey abbey, ‘et precipio tibi Waltere ut tu manuteneas omnes res
predicte abbatie et defendas de omnibus iniuriis’ (000, Regesta 874).
Forms of the two words are used in conjunction in forged acts for St
Bartholomew’s, London, Great Malvern priory, Porchester priory, and
the priory of Saint-Paul in Rouen (000, 000, 000, 000, Regesta 1489,
1761, 1787, 1794). The phrase ‘defendatis et manuteneatis’ occurs twice
in acts in the name of David I and Earl Henry. Both acts are for
Tynemouth, and also refer to ‘elemosina mea’ (D/84, 144). It is almost
certain these too are fabrications. The wording appears to be first used in
authentic acts of Duke Henry, the future King Henry II. The forgeries are
liberally sprinkled with references to ‘elemosina mea’; the authentic acts
make no such claim. Three of the forged acts are addressed to officers of
Northumberland and Yorkshire (000, 000, 000, Regesta 631, 913–14).
As far as is known, Tynemouth never held lands in Yorkshire. St Albans
abbey, however, had acquired lands in the county by the reign of Henry I
(Farrer, Early Yorkshire Charters, ii. 282–3; 000 for St Albans, Regesta
496); it is not unlikely that there were writs in favour of the abbey
addressed to both counties.

Of the four documents here classified as ‘authentic’ or
‘authentic?’, two, 000, 000, Regesta 624, 640, appear to confirm lands
the priory already possessed. 000, Regesta 955 alone makes a new gift,
conveying the land and service of Graffard. There is also a grant of
warren in all the priory’s lands in Northumberland, 000, Regesta 1339.

Several of the forgeries confirm whatever Earl Robert gave to St
Albans or Tynemouth; and also curia, customs, soke and sake and toll
and team, infangthief and wreck. A single act grants freedom from
castlework at Newcastle. Two acts specify particular lands, one of them
giving the land of Archil Morel, the other confirming a list of vills and
churches given by Earl Robert and his men.

The texts of five acts in King Stephen’s name have survived,
three through enrolment (Ste/904, 907–8) and two through copies in
Cotton Tiberius E. vi (Ste/905–6). There are three acts of King David



25 JANUARY 2016 H1 TYNEMOUTH PRIORY 12

and four of his son Henry, all preserved in Cotton Tiberius E. vi (D/66,
79, 84, 143–4, 163, 169), from the period when Northumberland was in
their hands. There are ten acts of Henry II (H2/2696–2705); a general
confirmation given by the chancellor in the name of Richard I, dated 28
December 1189, resealed by the king 13 November 1198 (Gibson,
Tynemouth, ii, Appendix, xxxi–xxxii, no. xlviii; CalCh, ii. 172–3; NCH,
viii. 67–8; Landon, Itinerary of Richard I, 23–4, 139, 171, 183, no. 543
and Appendix A, no. 1); and two general confirmations by King John,
dated 28 February and 1 May 1204 (RChart, 120a; Cartae Antiquae
Rolls 1–10, 112–13, no. 228).

The lack of early records, coupled with the extent of forgery, makes it
difficult to trace the development of the priory’s estate. A forgery in the
name of William II speaks of ‘the church of Tynemouth and everything
belonging in lands and tithes and waters and customs north and south of
the Tyne which Robert earl of Northumberland and his men gave’
(W2/000, Regesta 368). 000, Regesta 1170 confirms the tithes given by
the earl and his men from twelve named vills. The Gesta Abbatum
supplies a list of properties the priory acquired during the rule of Abbot
Richard (1097–1119). These were ‘[Monk] Seaton, Whitley, Seghill and
the vill of Stanton and the vill of Bewick and Lilburn and the manor of
Eglingham and Chirton and Earsdon (Ardesdona) and the island of the
Coquet river, with churches, tithes, and the things belonging to these
vills’. An agreement from the time of Abbot Richard allows him to retain
in his own hands ‘Amble, the island of Coquet, and the church of Bywell
and the church of Woodhorn’ (Gesta Abbatum, i. 68–9); these properties
do not figure in the forged act in the name of Henry I by which he gave
Tynemouth itself and eleven other vills, with their churches, to the
priory, and confirmed whatever Earl Robert gave (000, Regesta 822).
Whether any of these vills were actually the gift of the king is uncertain.
He is mentioned in the St Albans Liber de benefactoribus only as the
donor of Bisshopescote, i.e. Biscot, near Luton (Liber de benefactoribus,
432). The Gesta Abbatum records that Karlebe (Carlbury, near
Piercebridge, co. Durham), was let at fee-farm of one mark annually to
William, chaplain of Guy de Balliol, in the time of Abbot Richard (Gesta
Abbatum, i. 72). Carlbury was subsequently among the properties held
by Tynemouth (ibid. 390), but it is not mentioned in the acts printed
here. A much fuller list of properties, which includes those assigned to
the abbot and Carlbury (Charlebergham), is given in the confirmation by
Pope Adrian IV dated 24 February 1156 (accepted as authentic by
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Holtzmann, iii. 250–52, no. 110). There is a general confirmation in the
name of Henry II, datable 1157 × 1165, witnessed by the bishop of
Durham and others (H2/2698; Gibson, Tynemouth, ii, Appendix, xxiii–
xxiv, no. xxxiv; NCH, viii. 62, no. 1; CalCh, ii. 170–71). After a list of
places, the charter confirms ‘whatever Earl Robert and his men gave [. .
.] and whatever may be given in future’. The charter includes the phrases
‘manuteneatis et defendatis’ and ‘sicut meam propriam elemosinam’,
which although not wholly exceptional at this date echo the earlier
forgeries. A toft in Newcastle is among the property confirmed. Single
tofts, though not usually confirmed by Henry II, are included in acts for
Gisborough, Swineshead, and Welbeck, all accepted as authentic by
Vincent, and in a spurious or reworked confirmation for Nostell
(H2/1218, 1966, 2574, 2794). These factors, and the continuing dispute
with Durham, leave a question-mark over the authenticity of the charter.
The general confirmations by Richard I and John have been mentioned
above. Henry III inspected and confirmed the charters of Henry II and
Richard I (CalCh, ii. 170–73). None of these acts identify the donors of
the properties confirmed, and the St Albans Liber de benefactoribus is
largely silent about the early benefactions in Northumberland,
mentioning only the gift of Tynemouth church itself by Robert de
Mowbray, Queen Matilda’s gift of ‘Bewick and Lilburn’, and ‘William’
de Laval’s gift of Dissington (Liber de benefactoribus, 435, 443, 448). A
little more may be gleaned from the leases of lands to the descendants of
Earl Gospatric, described in the note to 000, Regesta 624. We see that
the abbot of St Albans is in charge: the leases are in his name, although
the lands were in Northumberland and most of the rent was to go to
Tynemouth.9

See also GOSPATRIC BROTHER OF DOLFIN.

Vita S. Oswini, ed. J. Raine, Miscellanea Bibliographica, Surtees Society [8] (1838), 1–
59; W. S. Gibson, The History of the Monastery founded at Tynemouth in the Diocese
of Durham, 2 vols. (London 1846–7); Liber de benefactoribus, in Chronica Monasterii
S. Albani: Johannis de Trokelowe et Henrici de Blaneforde . . .Chronica et Annales, ed.
H. T. Riley, Rolls Series 28/3 (1866); H. H. E. Craster, ‘The parish of Tynemouth’,
NCH, viii (1907); P. A. Hayward, ‘Sanctity and lordship in twelfth–century England:
Saint Albans, Durham and the cult of Saint Oswine king and martyr’, Viator 30 (1999),
105–44.

9 Robert Helme’s statement of c. 1606 that the tithes of Ovington and Wylam were the
gift of ‘John Balliol, lord of Bywell’, was based on his recollection of entries in the
‘Great Book of Tynemouth’ (NCH, viii. 121).
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00 Writ-charter of Queen Matilda granting the land of
Archil Morel to the priory. October 1102 × May 1108

CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 123r (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 18, old fol. 184v,
now fol. 144v (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 79r, now fol. 80r
[from B]; Bodl. MS Dodsworth 78, fol. 68v [from B, ‘fo. 114’].
PRINTED: Gibson, Tynemouth, i. 41 (in English); ibid. ii, Appendix, pp. xv–xvi (no. xix)
[from Lansdowne 863]; Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 54 n. 3 (no. 1) (English
abstract) [from B]; Huneycutt, Matilda, 155 (no. xiii) (English abstract) [from Gibson].
CALENDAR: Farrer 178; Regesta 624.

[[M]]atild(is) Angl(ie) regina Rogero Picoto et omnibus
baronibus regis et fi[[delibus]] suis francis et anglicis de
Northumberland salutem. Scia[[tis me]] concessisse [[deo et
sancto Albano]] et <sancto> Oswino et Ricardo abbati terram
[[Archi]]lmorell imperpetuo possidendam pro anima patris
mei. Et uolo ut illam teneat sanctus Albanus cum pace et
honore cum soca et saca et tol et tem [[et]] infangenetheof et
omni consuetudine. Et tibi Rogero precipio ut [[abbat]]em
inde sine mora saisias et tibi Archil Morel ut ecclesiam sancti
Albani et sancti Oswini fideliter seruias. T(este) Bernardo
cancellario. Apud [[London]]iam.

Readings supplied from Dodsworth where B is now illegible.

Matilda queen of England to Roger Picot and all the king’s barons and his sworn men
French and English of Northumberland greeting. Know that I have granted to God and
St Alban and St Oswine and to Abbot Richard the land of Archil Morel, to possess in
perpetuity for the soul of my father. And I will that St Alban shall hold it with peace and
honour with soke and sake and toll and team and infangthief and all custom. And I
command that you Roger shall seise the abbot thereof without delay and that you Archil
Morel shall serve faithfully the church of St Alban and St Oswine. Witness Bernard the
chancellor. At London.

DATE: After the king’s marriage to Matilda, 11 November 1100; while Roger Picot was
sheriff, so before the end of 1108, if the evidence of 000, Regesta 640, is to be trusted.
This may be Bernard’s first attestation as the queen’s chancellor. It is unclear when his
predecessor Reinhelm ceased to be chancellor. He so occurs in 1101 and was
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apparently still chancellor when he was nominated bishop of Hereford after October
1102. If the queen is acting as viceroy, then during one of Henry’s three absences in
Normandy during the period.
ADDRESS: Roger Picot as sheriff, the king’s barons and his sworn men of
Northumberland.
WITNESS: Bernard the queen’s chancellor.
PLACE: London.
CONTEXT: There are three royal acts that mention the lands of Archil Morel. By the
present act Queen Matilda confirms his land to the abbey and priory, requiring Archil to
serve his new masters faithfully. The verb used is concessisse, which is unexpected.
The queen’s order to the sheriff of Northumberland to deliver seisin suggests she is
acting as viceroy. Apart from the witness of the queen’s chancellor, and the barones
regis in the address, there is nothing here that would be out of place in a writ-charter of
the king himself. King Henry’s paired act, 0000, Regesta 631, here classified as
‘purported?’, gave the land to the priory, specifying that Archil was to be the priory’s
tenant in the land. The queen’s grant is not mentioned, but she was a witness to Henry’s
act. There is conflicting evidence for the location of the lands. 000, Regesta 641 below,
if the remains of the folio have been correctly transcribed, orders that the monks shall
hold ‘Guedesho and Bewick and all other land that Archil Morel used to have by gift of
Queen Matilda’. A deed of Abbot Geoffrey (1119–1146) mentions terra Archil Morel,
scilicet Beuuiche (see below). In 1172 × 1188 Henry II confirmed Eglingham and
Bewick to the abbot and monks of St Albans ‘just as they had those lands by gift of
Queen Matilda my grandmother and just as her charter is witness’ (H2/2704). However,
Eglingham appears to have been given to the priory by ‘Winuth’, otherwise Winnoc
(000, Regesta 640). There is no evidence that Winuth was a tenant of the queen, but it is
possible there was another charter now lost. Guedesho or Gnedesho has not been
identified. It is mentioned elsewhere only in Henry II’s general confirmation of 1157 ×
1165 (H2/2698). Regesta tentatively suggests Lilburn, without explanation, but perhaps
from the entry in the 15th century Liber de benefactoribus, 435, ‘Matildis regina dedit
nobis Bewyk et Lylleburne’. The list of Tynemouth properties given at NCH, viii. 48
adds Harehope and Wooperton to the queen’s benefactions, but there is no evidence
beyond their proximity to Bewick to suggest they were the queen’s gift. How did
Matilda come to hold in Northumberland? Perhaps the most likely explanation is that
Henry gave her these lands so that she could endow the priory where her father King
Malcolm III lay buried. The queen made the gift ‘pro anima patris mei’; she mentions
Malcolm only here and in an act for Durham (000, Regesta 1108). Several modern
historians have identified Archil Morel as Morel of Bamburgh, named in the Anglo-
Saxon Chronicle as the steward and nephew of Earl Robert de Mowbray who killed
Malcolm in 1093. However, the coincidence of geography and name is all that connects
the two men (D. X Carpenter, ‘Morel of Bamburgh, Archil Morel, and the death of
King Malcolm III: A case of mistaken identity’, Northern History 52 (2015), 314–23).

The lands of Archil Morel were part of a group of lands that the abbey leased
to descendants of Gospatric, earl of Dunbar. The Gesta Abbatum, a late-fourteenth-
century manuscript compiled under the supervision of Thomas Walsingham, says that
Abbot Richard (1097–1119) ‘dedit etiam Gospatrico filio consulis Gospatrici et Waldef
filio eius, quamdiu uiuerent, in feodi firmam Themeslage (recte theineslage) et totam
(recte terram) Archimorel pro decem solidis annuis’ (Gesta Abbatum, i. 72; for
þegenlagu, thanelaw, see Liebermann, Gesetze, i. 290; I Cn. 6, 2a). An agreement
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between ‘Gospatric filius consulis Gospatrici’ and Geoffrey, abbot of St Albans from
1119 until 1146, survives as an original at Durham, to which the abbot’s seal is
appended. This chirograph confirms to Gospatric and his son Adam ‘qui prius uocatus
est Waldief, terram Archil Morel, scilicet Beuuiche, cum omnibus terris ad eam
pertinentibus, et terram de Egulingeham quam Winnoc uenator dedit sancto Albano
sanctoque Osuuino in feodofirma theineslage in saca et in soca et tol et tem et
infageltheof . . . sicut abbas Gaufridus eam melius tenet a rege’. The annual rent was £4
to Tynemouth priory, and £1 to the abbot of St Albans; the survivor of the two men was
to pay a relief of 60 oras. The church of Edlingham was given to the abbey; on the
survivor’s death the land was to revert to ‘the saint and the monks’, and in addition the
vill of Stanton was to be given to ‘God and the foresaid martyrs’ (printed in Raine,
Historiae Dunelmensis Scriptores Tres (1839), Appendix, pp. lv–lvi from the original
at Durham, DCM 2. 2. Spec. A. 1.; also at DCM Cart. II, fol. 38v, omitting the last ten
witnesses; Gibson, Tynemouth, i, 48–9, notes 33, 35; ibid. ii, Appendix, pp. xx–xxi, no.
xxx, which prints Winnoc piscator in place of Raine’s Winnoc uenator; discussed NCH,
vii. 32–3). There was a further agreement, presumably made somewhat later, between
Abbot Geoffrey and ‘Edgarus filius consulis Gospatrici’ for the same lands, at the same
rent, with reversion to ‘the lordship of the saint and monks’ on the death of Edgar. No
mention is here made of Stanton, which appears on the list of properties acquired in the
time of Abbot Richard; it does not seem to have been in the abbey’s hands for long.
This document has survived through a copy in the St Albans cartulary BL MS Cotton
Tiberius E. vi; there is no copy at Durham (Gibson, Tynemouth, i, 48–9; ibid. ii,
Appendix, pp. xxi–xxii, from BL MS Lansdowne 863, fol. 79b, where Gibson
erroneously implies that it appears in a Durham cartulary, confusing it with DCM 2. 2.
Spec. A. 1). The agreement is mentioned in Gesta Abbatum, i. 95, where it is said to
have been made after the death of Gospatric son of Earl Gospatric. ‘Ӕdgarus filius 
Gospatric’, with his son Alexander, confirmed to the abbot of St Albans and the
monastery of St Oswine of Tynemouth the church of Edlingham, which his father had
given to Tynemouth, in the presence of Lawrence abbot of Westminster, so c. 1158 ×
1173 (Gibson, Tynemouth, ii, Appendix, pp. xxii–xxiii, no. xxxii). Lawrence had
previously been a monk at both Durham and St Albans. Bewick, with Eglingham and
Lilburn was taken into the king’s hands when Edgar, son of Gospatric earl of Dunbar,
fled to Scotland in the aftermath of the rebellion of 1173–4. The land was restored to
the monks of St Albans in 1175  1179 (H2/2705).
AUTHENTICITY: The expression imperpetuo possidendam, or similar, is unusual in
authentic acts of Henry I, but does occur (see the Abingdon headnote). The act is
otherwise convincing as a chancery production on behalf of the queen. In particular the
commands to Roger Picot and Archil Morel appear authentic and are unlikely to have
been invented by a forger. The use of concessisse without dedisse implies the queen is
granting a gift made by another; whereas the king’s use of dedisse suggests it is he who
is making the gift. This is unexpected but may perhaps reflect the circumstances
postulated above, i.e. that the king was in effect enabling the queen to become a
benefactor of the priory where her father’s body lay. The queen’s act, but not the
king’s, includes soke and sake, toll and team, infangthief and all custom. This act is
addressed to Northumberland only, the king’s to Northumberland and Yorkshire. These
factors cause the two writ-charters to sit uneasily together. Because of the unexplained
address the king’s act is classified as ‘purported?’.



25 JANUARY 2016 H1 TYNEMOUTH PRIORY 17

00 (Authentic?) writ-charter granting to SS Alban and
Oswine and Abbot Richard Winuth’s gift of the manor
of Eglingham. 1101 × 1108

CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 124r–v (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 12, later fol. 181v,
now fol. 141v (witness and place-date only noted in margin, so perhaps from 000,
Regesta 641) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 79v, now fol. 80v [from B].
PRINTED: Gibson, Tynemouth, i. 39 (in English); ibid. ii, Appendix, p. xiv (no. xvi)
[from Lansdowne 863]; Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 8) (English abstract)
[from B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 640.

[[Henricus rex]] Angl(orum) Lig(ulfo) et Alur(ico)
uicecomitibus et omnibus <. . .> suis francis et an[[glis de
Northu]]mberl’ salutem. Sciatis me concessisse et dedisse deo
[[et sancto Albano et]] sancto Oswyno et Ricardo abbati
manerium Egolwynceham [[plene et integre]] sicut illam
medietatem quam Winuth dedit ad ultimum sicut illam quam
dederat primum. Et nullus super hoc ei [[iniuriam faciat]]. Et
uidete mei uicecomites ne amplius inde clamorem audiam
[[pro penuria]] recti, super X libras forisfacture. T(este)
Vrso<ne> de Abetot. Apud Wynto[[niam]].

Readings supplied from MS Lansdowne 863 where B is illegible.

Henry king of the English to Ligulf and Alfric the sheriffs and to all his <. . .> French
and English of Northumberland greeting. Know that I have granted and given to God
and St Alban and St Oswine and Abbot Richard the manor of Eglingham fully and
completely, that half which Winuth gave last just as that which he gave first. And no
one shall do injury to him on this. And see, my sheriffs, that I hear no further complaint
for lack of right upon £10 of forfeit. Witness Urse d’Abetot. At Winchester.

DATE: After the last occurrence of Roger Picot as sheriff; before Urse d’Abetot died in
1108.
ADDRESS: If we take 000, Regesta 641 as a guide the word fidelibus is omitted, making
the address to the two sheriffs and the sworn men of Northumberland.
WITNESS: Urse d’Abetot.
PLACE: Winchester.
CONTEXT: Eglingham is a mile north west of Alnwick, and so almost forty miles north
of Tynemouth. The ‘land of Eglingham that Winuth the huntsman gave to St Albans
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and St Oswine’ was included in the lands that Geoffrey, abbot of St Albans (1119–
1146), assigned to Gospatric son of Earl Gospatric and his son Adam at an annual rent;
a later agreement between Abbot Geoffrey and Edgar, son of Earl Gospatric contains
identical wording; these deeds are described in more detail in the note to 000, Regesta
624. The manor of Eglingham was confirmed to the priory by a charter in the name of
King Stephen in 1136 or 1138, ‘sicut Nohe (sic) uenator eis concessit’ (Ste/905). No
church is mentioned, but Stephen’s charter includes the injunction ‘quod nulla alia in
parochia eius sit fundata’. This clause is surely fabricated, in response to the bishop of
Durham’s attempts to consecrate churches competing with Tynemouth’s apparent in the
papal injunctions of 1171 and 1171 × 1181, but the remainder of the act may be
authentic. Eglingham is included in Henry II’s general confirmation to Tynemouth,
datable 1157 × 1165 (H2/2698). By another act, datable 1175  1179, Henry confirmed
to Tynemouth the vill of Eglingham and Bewick, as the monks had them ‘by gift of
Queen Matilda my grandmother’ (H2/2704); this is the only indication of a connection
between Queen Matilda and Eglingham.
AUTHENTICITY: The omission of a word or words in the address is perhaps an error of
transcription, and otherwise the act appears authentic.

00 (Authentic?) writ-charter giving to SS Alban and
Oswine and Abbot Richard the land and service of
Graffard, that is Monk Seaton, Whitley, Seghill and a
toft in Newcastle. 1107  1116

CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fols. 115v (Version II, damaged)
[B] and 117r (Version I, damaged) [C].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 12, later fol. 181v,
now fol. 141v (abstract) [from B, with marginal note of C]; BL MS Lansdowne 863,
old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r [from B]; Bodl. MS Dodsworth 78, fol. 61r [from ‘fo. 105.b.’,
B].
PRINTED: Gibson, Tynemouth, i. 39 (in English); ibid. ii, Appendix, p. xiii (no. xiv)
[from Lansdowne 863]; Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 12) (English abstract)
[from BC]; Craster, ‘Seghill Township’, NCH, ix. 54 [from Dodsworth and Lansdowne
863].
CALENDAR: Farrer 272; Regesta 955.

Version I

[[H(enricus)]] rex Angl(orum) Ran(ulfo) Dulnelmens(i)
episcopo et Alur(ico) et Luguf’ uicecom(itibus) et omnibus
baronibus suis et omnibus fidelibus suis francis et anglicis de
Northumberland’ salutem. Sciatis me dedisse deo et sancto
Albano et sancto Oswino et Ricardo abbati totam terram et
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seruicium Grafrid’, uidelicet Setonam et [[W]]yteleyam et
Seyhalam. Et uolo et precipio ut ipsi sancti et ipse abbas ita
bene [[et]] honorifice et libere teneant cum soca et saca et tol
et tem et infangen[[eteof]] et omnibus aliis consuetudinibus
sicut melius et honorabilius tenent alias terras suas. T(estibus)
[[Rob(erto) episcopo Linc(olniensi) et Ran(ulfo)]]
canc(ellario) et Nig(ello) de Albun. Apud Brantonam.

The witnesses are supplied from marginal note, Lansdowne 860a: in other of this
test(es) Robertus episcopus Lincoln’ Ranulfus cancellarius et Nig(ellus) de Albenio

Version II

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) Ran(ulfo) Dunelm(ensi) episcopo
et Alur(ico) et Ligulfo uicecom(itibus) et omnibus baronibus
suis francis et anglis de Northumberland salutem. Sciatis me
dedisse deo et sancto Albano et sancto Oswino et Ricardo
abbati atotam terrama et seruicium Graffardi uidelicet Setonam
et [[Wytelidam]]b et Sihalam et unam toftam in Nouo Castello.
Et uolo et precipio ut ipsi sancti et ipsi abbas et m[[onachi]] ita
bene [[et]] honorifice et libere teneant cum soca et saca et tol
et team et infangeneteof et omnibus aliis consuetudinibus sicut
melius et honorabilius tenent alias terras suas. T(estibus)
c[[Rob(erto) episcopo Linc(olniensi)]] et Nig(ello) de
Alben(ni)c. Apud Brantonam.

a–a terram totam terram B b illegible B
c–c [[. . .]] et Nig(ello) de Alben(ni) B
Rob(erto) episcopo Lync’ et Nigello de Alben(ni) Dodsworth
Roberto episcopo Lincoln’ et Nigello de Albaneo Lansdowne 863
Nigel Albanio Lansdowne 860a

Henry king of the English to Ranulf bishop of Durham and Alfric and Ligulf the sheriffs
and all his barons <and all his sworn men> French and English of Northumberland
greeting. Know that I have given to God and St Alban and St Oswine and Abbot
Richard the whole of the land and service of Graffard, namely Seaton, Whitley and
Seghill <and one toft in Newcastle>. And I will and command that those saints and the
abbot <and monks> shall hold as well, honourably and freely, with soke and sake and
toll and team and infangthief and all other customs just as they well and honourably
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hold their other lands. Witness Robert bishop of Lincoln <and Ranulf the chancellor>
and Nigel d’Aubigny. At Brampton.

DATE: After Ranulf became chancellor, early in 1107; before Alfric and Ligulf were
succeeded as sheriff by Odard, not later than February 1116. Assigned to ‘1110?’ by the
editors of Regesta on the basis of an act for Ramsey datable to that year given at
Brampton and attested by Bishop Robert (Regesta 953).
ADDRESS: The shire court of Northumberland.
WITNESS: Robert bishop of Lincoln, Ranulf the chancellor, Nigel d’Aubigny.
PLACE: Presumed to be Brampton (Hunts), the place-date of many acts. A royal manor,
it was worth £10 in 1086, and was then in the custody of Ranulf brother of Ilger (DB, i.
203c; § 1. 8).
CONTEXT: Were there two copies of this act, or did the cartulary scribe enter the same
document twice? The differences between the two versions could perhaps mainly be
explained by the scribe’s occasional omission of words and phrases he deemed to be
immaterial. The absence of the toft in Newcastle from Version I, however, does not fit
this pattern. It might be possible to assess the scribe’s accuracy by comparing his work
with independent transcripts, but the acts of William II and Henry I are of little help
here. Only one, 000, Regesta 1331, has survived independently, and the court records in
which the transcript is contained tell us there was another copy ‘sub eisdem uerbis’.
Such evidence as we have argues against casual copying, for there are two cartulary
copies of 000, Regesta 631, with no significant discrepancy between them.

Seghill is about 7 miles north west of Tynemouth priory, Monk Seaton and
Whitley are adjacent vills about 3 miles north of the priory. The three places are
included in the fabricated confirmation 000, Regesta 822. Craster printed a deed
whereby Abbot Geoffrey (1119–1146) confirmed to Graffard and his heirs the manor of
Scithal ‘sicut pater suus eam unquam melius et liberius tenuit in temporibus
predecessorum nostrorum’; Craster erroneously describes it as a gift to Walter Graffard
in his commentary (NCH, ix, 54, from BL Cotton Tiberius E. vi, fol. 83v). Craster
postulated that Graffard had given up his tenure in Monk Seaton and Whitley in
exchange for a confirmation of his manor of Seghill. The description of the services
Graffard was to render for the land he interpreted as showing that ‘he belonged to the
pre-Conquest category of rod-knights or radchenistres . . . he was responsible for the
maintenance of peace by his dependants’ (NCH, ix. 54–5).
AUTHENTICITY: The king does not otherwise confirm tofts in authentic charters, and in
view of the high level of forgery in the Tynemouth archive, it is possible that the toft in
Newcastle is an inflation. The appearance of two near-identical royal acts always
invites suspicion, but this may be a single act that has been copied inaccurately. There
are no other obvious difficulties.

00 (Authentic?) writ (-charter?) granting to the priory
warren in all its lands in Northumberland. 1121 × June
1123, probably Christmas 1122

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 115v (damaged) [B].
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ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 12, later fol. 181v,
now fol. 141v (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r
[from B].
PRINTED: Gibson, Tynemouth, Appendix, p. xvi (no. xxi) [from Lansdowne 863];
Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 16) [from Lansdowne 863].
CALENDAR: Farrer 486; Regesta 1339.

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) Odard(o) uicecomiti et iustic(iis)
suis de Northumb(er)la[[ndia salutem.]] Concedo quod abbas
de sancto Albano et monachi de Ty[[nemutha habeant]]
warennam in omnibus terris suis de Northumberlanda. Et
[[nullus in ea fu]]get nisi licencia sua super X libr(as)
forisf(acture). Test(ibus) Willelmo [[de Pirou et Henrico]] de
Pomer’. Apud Dunestaplam.

Readings supplied from MS Lansdowne 863 where B is illegible.

Henry king of the English to Odard the sheriff and his justice(s) of Northumberland
greeting. Know that the abbot of St Albans and the monks of Tynemouth shall have
warren in all their lands of Northumberland and no one in them is to hunt except with
their licence, on £10 forfeiture. Witness William de Pirou and Henry de Pomeroy. At
Dunstable.

DATE: Henry de Pomeroy does not attest before the king’s departure from England in
1116; William de Pirou does not attest after the king’s departure from England in June
1123. The date must lie between the king’s resumption of business early in 1121 and
June 1123. The king was at Dunstable at Christmas 1122 (ASChr).
ADDRESS: The sheriff and justice(s) of Northumberland, perhaps a shire address
abbreviated by the cartularist .
WITNESS: William de Pirou; Henry de la Pomeroy.
PLACE: Dunstable (Beds).
CONTEXT: It is slightly more usual for the exact location of warren to be specified, but
there are several other examples of grants of warren throughout an institution’s
possessions in a county (000 for Bermonsey, Regesta 1743; 000 for Elstow, Regesta
1829). Henry II granted the prior and monks of Tynemouth warren in all their lands in
Northumberland, ‘just as well and freely as they had in the time of my grandfather King
Henry’ (H2/2700).
AUTHENTICITY: Grants of warren were normally addressed to the shire court; as
suggested above the address may have been abbreviated by the cartularist. The sheriff’s
precedence over the justice or justices, is surely incorrect, but there are other examples,
000, Regesta 1444 for Bury; 000, Regesta 1789 for Reading. Apart from this the act is
wholly unexceptional.
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00 Lost act prohibiting pleas and distraints on the land of
the priory. 1100 × 1135

SOURCE: Charter of Henry II (H2/2702), datable July 1157 × March 1166, after the
king’s recovery of Northumberland in 1157 and before his departure for Normandy in
1166, after which he could not have visited Durham until after the introduction of the
dei gratia clause; copied to Charter Roll 55 Henry II, PRO C53/60, m. 4, in an
inspeximus of 29 June 1271 (CalCh, ii. 172, no. 7); also in subsequent inspeximuses
and BL Cotton Tiberius E. vi, pt 1, fol. 120r, all derived from the 1271 inspeximus.
PRINTED: Gibson, Tynemouth, ii, Appendix, p. xxv (no. xxxix); CalCh, ii. 172, no. 7;
NCH, viii. 62, no. 4.
CALENDAR: Not in Regesta.

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) et dux Nortmann(orum) et Aquit(anorum) et
comes And(egauorum) iustic(iis) et uic(ecomitibus) de Northumberl’
salutem. Precipio quod terra sancti Osewyni de Northumberl’ sit in pace
omnino et quieta ab omnibus querel(is), et prohibeo ne sit exnamiata
propter alterius debitum uel forisfactum nisi propter suum dominicum, et
ita ne inde clamorem audiamus [l. audiam] pro penur(ia) recti super
forisfacturam meam, sicut Henr(icus) rex auus meus precepit per breue
suum. T(este) Willelmo filio Ioh(ann)is. Apud Dunelm’.

Henry king of the English and duke of the Normans and Aquitanians and count of the
Angevins to justices and sheriffs of Northumberland greeting. I instruct that the land of
St Oswine in Northumberland shall be entirely in peace and quit of all pleas, and I
forbit that it shall be distrained on account of another’s debt or forfeiture unless on
account of their demesne, and so I shall hear no more claim thereof for want of right on
penalty of my forfeiture, just as King Henry my grandfather commanded by his writ.
Witness &c.

DATE: Only datable within the reign.
ADDRESS, WITNESS: Not recorded.
CONTEXT: The intent of this writ appears to be that the priory’s lands were not to be
distrained unless for its own debts and forfeitures, i.e. the priory’s tenants were not to
be distrained on the priory’s land. A writ for Worcester cathedral (000, not in Regesta;
Ctl. Worcester, no. 153) includes the instruction ‘non esnamietur ipsa terra uel homines
eorum pro alicuius forisfacturo uel debito nisi pro suo proprio’; another for Bury St
Edmunds (000, Regesta 1733) similarly instructs ‘neque esnamiet pro alic<ui>us debito
nisi pro suo proprio’. These may express more clearly what is intended here.
AUTHENTICITY: Henry II’s writ appears authentic. It is impossible to say whether Henry
I’s writ thereby renewed was also authentic.
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00† (Purported?) writ-charter giving the land of Archil
Morel to St Alban and Abbot Richard

CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fols. 116r (damaged) [B] and 123v–
124r (damaged, no significant differences) [C].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 13, old fol. 182r,
now fol. 142r (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r
[from B or C]; Bodl. MS Dodsworth 78, fol. 68r [from B, ‘fo. 106’].
PRINTED: Gibson, Tynemouth, i. 41 (in English); ibid. ii, Appendix, p. xvi (no. xx)
[from Lansdowne 863]; Greenwell, ‘House of Gospatric’, NCH, vii. 32 [from
Lansdowne 863]; Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 54, n. 3, no. 2 (English abstract)
[from BC].
CALENDAR: Farrer 179; Regesta 631.

Henricus rex Angl(orum)a Gir(aldo) Eboracen(si)
archiepiscopo et Roth(berto) uicecom(iti) de Laceio et Rogero
Picoto et omnibus baronibus suis et fidelibus francis et anglis
de Ewerwyk shyre et de Northumberland salutem. Sciatis me
dedisse deo et sancto Albano et Ricardo abbati eiusdem loci
terram Archilmorell. Et uolo et precipio ut predictus sanctus
eam quiete et honorifice habeat et teneat, et ipse predictus
Archilmorel teneat a prefato sancto illam terram. Teste
M(atildi) regina. Et tibi Rogero Picot precipio ut abbatem inde
seisias. T(este) eodem. Apud Lotegarsel.

a illegible B ] Anglie C

Henry king of the English to Gerard archbishop of York and Robert the sheriff de Lacy
and Roger Picot and all his barons and sworn men French and English of Yorkshire
and Northumberland greeting. Know that I have given to God and St Alban and
Richard abbot of the same place the land of Archil Morel. And I will and command that
the foresaid saint shall have and hold it quietly and honourably, and the foresaid Archil
Morel shall hold that land of the said saint. Witness Queen Matilda. And I command
that you Roger Picot shall seise the abbot. Witness the same. At Ludgershall.

DATE: The apparent date is after the king’s marriage in November 1100 and before the
death of Archbishop Gerard, 21 May 1108. As the act does not specifically confirm the
queen’s writ-charter 000, Regesta 624, it cannot be said that the apparent date is 1102
or later.
ADDRESS: To the shire courts of Yorkshire and Northumberland. This, and the inclusion
of Robert de Lacy with the misplaced style uicecomes, is suspicious. Robert is not
otherwise called sheriff; Osbert was sheriff of Yorkshire from before Christmas 1100
until c. 1115. Robert de Lacy is addressed in writ of Henry I for St Albans, ordering
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that the abbey’s land in Yorkshire should be free of custom, castle-work and scot (000,
Regesta 496).
WITNESS: Queen Matilda.
PLACE: Ludgershall (Wilts).
CONTEXT: See the note to 000, Regesta 624.
AUTHENTICITY: The address to the shires of Yorkshire and Northumberland is not easy
to explain, and is compounded by the appearance of ‘Robert sheriff de Lacy’. The
address to the two counties also appears in the fabricated acts 000 and 000, Regesta
913–14. If there were lands in Yorkshire we might expect Robert to be named
alongside Roger in the order to deliver seisin. The queen’s act is addressed solely to
Northumberland. In contrast to the queen’s act, there is here no mention here of St
Oswine or Tynemouth priory. Apart from the address the tenor of the act is convincing:
if it is fabricated it presumably follows an authentic writ-charter very closely.

00† (Purported) writ ordering that SS Alban and Oswine and
Abbot Richard shall hold Guedsho and Bewick

CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 124r (damaged) [B].
PRINTED: Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 9) (English abstract) [from B];
Regesta, ii. 309 (no. xx) [from B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 641.

[[Henricus rex]] Angl(orum)a Lig(ulfo) <et> Alur(ico)
uicecomitibus et omnibus fidelibus suis francis [[et an]]glis de
Northumberl’ salutem. Precipio ut sanctus Albanus et sanctus
[[Oswinu]]s et Ricardus abbas habeat (sic) et possideat (sic)
quiete et sol[[ute]] Guedesho et [[Be]]wych et omnem aliam
terram quam [[habebat Archil Morel ex dono Matild(is)]]b

regine. Et nullus super hoc [[iniuriam faciat. T(estibus) . . . et]]
Vrso<ne> de Abetot. Apud Wintoniam.

No transcript predating the Cotton fire has been found. The repair tissue has become
opaque and a fragment of parchment is missing, so parts of the text as transcribed in
Regesta can no longer be made out.
a Anglie B b habebat Archil Morel [[ex dono Matil]]de regine Regesta

Henry king of the English to Ligulf and Alfric sheriffs and to all his sworn men French
and English of Northumberland greeting. I command that St Alban and St Oswine and
Abbot Richard shall hold and possess quietly and freely Guedesho and Bewick and all
the other land which [[Archil Morel had by gift of Matilda]] the queen. And no one on
this [[. . . . Witness . . .]] and Urse d’Abetot. At Winchester.
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DATE: The apparent date is October 1102 × 1108, i.e. after the queen’s gift made when
Roger Picot was sheriff and before the closing months of 1108 when Urse d’Abetot
died.
ADDRESS: To the shire court of Northumberland.
WITNESS: Urse d’Abetot. The names of one or two witnesses seem to have been lost.
PLACE: Winchester (Hants).
CONTEXT: See the note to 000, Regesta 624.
AUTHENTICITY: The drafting is unusual and suspicious. A dispositive clause followed
by a quare volo clause might be expected. The phrase ‘habeat et possideat’ does not
occur in authentic acts of Henry I.

00† (Purported?) writ-charter giving to St Oswine and St
Alban the tithes that Hubert de Laval had given
previously, namely of Seaton Delaval, Black Callerton,
and Dissington

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 116r (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 13, old fol. 182r,
now fol. 142r (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r
(abstract) [from B]; Bodl. MS Dodsworth 78, fol. 68r [from B, ‘fo. 106’].
PRINTED: Selden, Historie of Tithes, 325–6 [from B]; Gibson, Tynemouth, ii, Appendix,
p. xv (no. xviii) [from Lansdowne 863]; Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 10)
(English abstract) [from B]; Craster, ‘History of the Delaval family’, NCH, ix. 136n
[from Dodsworth].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1172.

[[H(enricus) r]]ex Angl(orum) Ran(ulfo) episcopo Dunelm’ et
Alfric(o) et Liul(fo) uicecomitibus salutem. Sciatis me
concessisse et dedisse deo et sancte Marie et sancto Oswino et
sancto Albano decimas quas Hubertus de Laual ante dederat
mo[[nachis de Tynemuda scilicet de Setona et]] Caluerdona et
de Discingtona. [[Et uolo ac precipio ut bene et integre]] in
mea pace teneant eas et quod [[nullus super hoc]] eis iniuriam
faciat. T(este) Nig(ello) de Alben(ni). Apud Wyntoniam.

Readings supplied from Dodsworth where B is illegible

Henry king of the English to Ranulf bishop of Durham and Alfric and Ligulf sheriffs
greeting. Know that I have granted and given to God and St Mary and St Oswine and St
Alban the tithes which Hubert de Laval gave before to the monks of Tynemouth, namely
Seaton and Callerton and Dissington. And I will and command that they shall hold
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them well and completely in my peace and that no one shall do them injury hereafter.
Witness Nigel d’Aubigny. At Winchester.

DATE: The apparent date is 1102 × 1115, while Ligulf and Alfric were acting as sheriffs
of Northumberland.
ADDRESS: To the bishop of Durham and the joint sheriffs of Northumberland.
WITNESS: Nigel d’Aubigny.
PLACE: Winchester.
CONTEXT: The address to the bishop and sheriffs, rather than the shire court, may
indicate that the bishop was interfering with the collection of tithes from the places
named. Seaton Delaval is 6 miles north west of Tynemouth; Black Callerton and
Dissington are about 14 and 19 miles west of Tynemouth respectively. The tithes in
Callerton and Dissington, but not Seaton, are included in Henry’s confirmation of the
tithes given by Earl Robert (000, Regesta 1170). Hubert de Laval is named in Edward
I’s general confirmation to Hexham priory of 1298 intended to replace the title deeds
that had been lost in a fire during an invasion by the Scots. There it is said that Robert
son of Hubert de Laval and Richouda, Robert’s mother, gave half the manor of
Eachwick, immediately adjacent to Dissington (Hexham, ii. 114; Monasticon, vi. 183b;
CalCh, ii. 474). In Richard of Hexham’s history of the church of Hexham, written c.
1154, half the manor is said to be the gift of Robert of Seaton and Richouda his mother,
and the other half the gift of Richouda, mother of Robert de la Val (Hexham, i. 59–60).
The relationship of Hubert de Laval and his son Robert with the subsequent tenants of
the lands described in this act (later known as the barony of Callerton) is not known,
but as they too carried the name Delaval they were presumably descendants. The Liber
de benefactoribus, 448, assigns the gift of Dicentuna or Ducentuna to William, rather
than Hubert, de Laval. For accounts of the family, see E. H. Adamson, ‘An attempt to
trace the Delavals from the time of the Norman Conquest to the present day’, ArchAel
2nd ser. 12 (1887), 215–28; H. H. E. Craster, ‘History of the Delaval family’, NCH, ix
(1909), 135–77; Sanders, English Baronies, 109.
AUTHENTICITY: The phrases ‘in mea pace’ and ‘in pace mea’ are rare in authentic acts
of Henry I. Where they are used, it is normally to order that people or lands shall be in
the king’s peace: they appear in conjunction with ‘teneat’ or ‘teneant’ only here and in
000, Regesta 1170, also for Tynemouth. 000 shares several other features with this act,
including the unusual phrase ‘bene et integre’ and the witness of Nigel d’Aubigny,
though the place date is Branton rather than Winchester. In view of the high level of
forgery at Tynemouth it is likely that both acts are forgeries.

00† (Purported?) writ-charter giving to the priory the tithes
throughout Northumberland that Earl Robert de
Mowbray and his men had given before

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 116r (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 13, old fol. 182r,
now fol. 142r (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r
(abstract) [from B]; Bodl. MS Dodsworth 78, fol. 80r [from B, ‘fo. cvi’].
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PRINTED: Selden, Historie of Tithes, 325; Dugdale, i. 335a [from Dodsworth], repr.
Monasticon, iii. 313a (no. vii); Gibson, Tynemouth, i. 40 (in English); ibid. ii,
Appendix, pp. xiv–xv (no. xvii) [from Lansdowne 863 and Dodsworth]; Craster,
‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 49 n. 2 [from B and Dodsworth]; ibid. 55 (no. 11) (English
abstract) [from B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1170.

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum)a R(annulfo) episcopo
Dunelm(ensi) et omnibus baronibus suis francis et anglis
[[de]] Northumberland’ salutem. Sciatis me dedisse deo et
sancte Marie et sancto Oswyno et abbati de sancto Albano et
monachis de Tynemuth’ omnes decimas suas per
Northumb(er)land quas Rob(ertus) comes et homines eius
donauerant eis, scilicet [1] decimas de Colebrige et illas de
Ouinton et de Wylum, illas etiam de Neuburn’ [2] et illam de
Discington’ et de Caluerdon’ [3] et de Elstwyc [4] et illas etiam
Bothall [5] et de Werkewrth [6] et de Anebell [7] similiter et de
Roubyr [8] [[et de]] Wullour. Et uolo ac precipio quatinus
supradictus abbas et monachi [[de Tynemuda bene et integre]]
habeant illas ac libere teneant in mea [[pace]] et quod [[nullus
eis inde aliquid]] auferat super meam forisfactur[[am.
T(este)]] Nig(ello) de Alben(ni). Apud Brantonam.

Readings supplied from Dodsworth where B is illegible. a Anglie B

Henry king of the English to Ranulf bishop of Durham and all his barons French and
English of Northumberland greeting. Know that I have given to God and to St Mary
and St Oswine and the abbot of St Albans and the monks of Tynemouth all their tithes
throughout Northumberland, which Earl Robert and his men gave them, that is the
tithes of Corbridge and those of Ovington and of Wylam and those of Newburn and
those of Dissington and of Callerton and of Elswick and also those of Bothal and of
Warkworth and of Amble, and similarly of Rothbury and of Wooler. And I will and
command that the foresaid abbot and monks of Tynemouth shall well and wholly have
these and shall hold freely in my peace and that no one shall take anything away from
them on my forfeiture. Witness Nigel d’Aubigny. At Brampton.

DATE: The apparent date is c. 1107 × 1126, between the first appearance of Nigel
d’Aubigny in England and the death of Bishop Ranulf. The witness and place date may
have been copied from 0000, Regesta 955, datable 1107  1116.
ADDRESS: The bishop of Durham and the barons of Northumberland.
WITNESS: Nigel d’Aubigny.
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PLACE: Brampton (Hunts), as Regesta 955.
CONTEXT: There were subsequent confirmations which included specified tithes: by
Adrian IV in 1156 (Holtzmann, iii. 251, no. 110); Henry II in 1157 × 1165 (H2/2698,
perhaps inauthentic, see Headnote); and Richard I in 1189 (CalCh, ii. 172–3). The list
in Henry II’s charter includes all the tithes confirmed here with many others, but the list
in Richard I’s charter is much reduced.
[1] Corbridge (about 27 miles west of the priory), Ovington, Wylam, and Newburn
(about 15 miles west of the priory) lie in a line from west to east along the north bank
of the river Tyne. [2] According to 000, Regesta 1170, the tithes of Dissington and
Black Callerton were given to the priory by Hubert de Laval, along with the tithe of
Seaton Delaval, which is omitted here. [3] Elswick is about 11 miles west of the priory,
also on the north bank of the Tyne. [4] Bothal, near Morpeth, is about 20 miles north
west of the priory. [5] Warkworth, about 30 miles north of the priory near the Coquet
estuary. [6] Amble is about 2 miles south west of Warkworth. [7] Rothbury lies on the
north bank of the river Coquet, about 35 miles north west of the priory. [8] Wooler is
almost 50 miles north of the priory.
AUTHENTICITY: See the note to 000, Regesta 1172, which has several similarities,
including the suspicious use of ‘in mea pace’ and ‘bene et integre’. The word quatenus
is rarely used in authentic acts of Henry I but is common in forgeries, including 000,
Regesta 1323 in this archive. The use of ‘illas etiam’ or ‘illos etiam’ etc. is almost
unique to this act. Sheriffs and sworn men are omitted from the address. These features,
coupled with the act’s utility in confirming all the tithes given by the forfeit earl and his
men, and the high level of forgery at Tynemouth, make it very difficult to accept this as
authentic.

00† (Purported?) writ ordering Roger Picot to let the priory
have all its customs and privileges in all its lands as Earl
Robert had them in King William II’s time

CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fols. 115v–116r (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 12, old fol. 181v,
now fol. 141v (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r
(abstract) [from B].
PRINTED: Gibson, Tynemouth, ii, Appendix, p. xvi, note 19 [from Lansdowne 863];
Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 5) [from B].
CALENDAR: Farrer 84; Regesta 671.

Henr(icus) rex Angl(orum) Rog(ero) Picot salutem. Sciatis
quod [[tibi firmi]]ter precipio ut facias habere sancto Albano
et sancto Oswino et [[monachis sancti]] Albani omnes
consuetudines suas in terra et in aqua [[et in]] wrek, scilicet
socam et sacam et tol et team et omnes [[libertates]] in
omnibus rebus suis, sicut unquam melius habuit Rob(ertus)
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comes tem[[pore frat]]ris mei. Et fac eis plenam iusticiam de
omnibus qui terram suam [[roba]]ti sunta et super X libras
forisf(acture). Test(ibus) W(illelmo) de Werelwast et Nig(ello)
de [[Albe]]n’. Apud Wyncestriam in pascha.

Lansdowne 860a and 863 complete the name of the second witness; the former also
supplies tempore fratris mei and robati; but they provide no guide for the other lacunae.
a intrauerunt Craster, in error

Henry king of the English to Roger Picot greeting. Know that I firmly command you
that you cause St Alban and St Oswine and the monks of St Alban to have all their
customs in land and in water and in wreck, namely soke and sake and toll and team and
all liberties in all their possessions, just as ever Earl Robert well had them in my
brother’s time. And do them full justice on all who stole their land and upon £10 of
forfeit. Witness William de Warelwast and Nigel d’Aubigny. At Winchester at Easter.

DATE: The apparent date is Easter 1101 × Easter 1104. Roger Picot had been replaced
by Ligulf and Alfric by the end of 1105 (000, Regesta 709 for Durham). The king kept
Easter at Winchester in 1101, 1102, 1103, 1104 and 1108. The absence of title indicates
a date before William de Warelwast was nominated bishop of Exeter so c. 1106 or
before.
ADDRESS: To Roger Picot, as sheriff of Northumberland.
WITNESS: William de Warelwast and Nigel d’Aubigny.
PLACE: Winchester at Easter.
CONTEXT: The king is ordering his sheriff in Northumberland to cause the monks to
have their specified rights as Earl Robert had them. The implication is that someone is
interfering with the priory’s rights and entering its lands.
AUTHENTICITY: As the address is to Roger Picot alone, scias, rather than sciatis, would
be preferred, but more importantly, this is the only example in acts of Henry I of scias
or sciatis prefacing a command facias or faciatis. The expression qui terram suam
robati sunt is also highly unusual and suspicious. As the dispute between St Albans and
Durham had at its core the validity of Earl Robert’s gift of the church of Tynemouth
and its possessions to St Albans, an act such as this would be of great utility. These
factors together suggest fabrication. However, it is difficult to explain why the priory
should forge an executive writ of this kind, rather than relying on a grant of rights such
as 000, Regesta 913. Perhaps a similar writ was available for alteration, or use as
precedent.

00† (Purported?) writ-charter granting the priory its court
and customs as King William II gave them

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 118r (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 15, old fol. 183r,
now fol. 143r (abstract) [from B].
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PRINTED: Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 4) [from B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 914.

[[H(enricus) rex]] Angl(orum)a R(anulfo) Dunelm(ensi)
episcopo et omnibus uicecom(itibus) suis de Euerwyk [[scira
et de]] Northumberland salutem. Sciatis me concessisse et
dedis[[se deo]] et sancto Oswyno et monachis de Tynemutha
curiam suam et [[consuetu]]dines suas quemadmodum rex
Willelmus frater meus dederat [[eis. T(este) Petro]] de
Waloniis. Apud Westm(onasterium) in pentest’.

Lansdowne 860a supplies the full name of the witness, but provides no assistance for
the other lacunae. aAnglie B

Henry king of the English to Ranulf bishop of Durham and all his sheriffs of Yorkshire
and Northumberland greeting. Know that I have granted and given to God and St
Oswine and the monks of Tynemouth their court and their customs in whatever manner
King William my brother had given (them) to them. Witness Peter de Valognes. At
Westminster at Whitsuntide.

DATE: The apparent date is Whitsuntide 1101 × c. 1109. Peter de Valognes does not
appear to have lived into the second decade of the reign of Henry I. The king’s
whereabouts at Whitsuntide are known for every year in the period except 1101; he was
at Westminster in 1102, 1104, 1107, 1108, and 1109. The use of ‘omnibus
uicecomitibus’ might be held to imply a date after Roger Picot was replaced as sheriff
of Northumberland by Ligulf and Alfric, so 1102 or later (000 for Durham, Regesta
589), but the phrase is not one that would be used in an authentic writ-charter addressed
to two counties.
ADDRESS: The bishop of Durham and the sheriffs of Yorkshire and Northumberland.
WITNESS: Peter de Valognes.
PLACE: Westminster at Whitsuntide.
CONTEXT: In similar terms to 000, Regesta 913, except that here court and customs are
defined as those granted by William II rather than those formerly held by Earl Robert.
The reference is to a fabricated act that gave the priory its court as the king had it, along
with the king’s customs (W2/000, Regesta 367). An act in Stephen’s name, shown to be
a fabrication by its use of ‘defendatis et manuteneatis’, of apparent date 1136 or 1138,
grants curia ‘sicut rex Henricus eis concessit per breue suam’ (Ste/906). None of these
fabricated acts mention St Albans. Henry II’s general confirmation for ‘St Albans and
St Oswine of Tynemouth and the monks there serving God’, datable 1157 × 1165, also
suspicious, includes ‘curiam suam sicut ego ipse habeo et sicut carte regis Willelmi et
regis Henrici aui mei testatur’ (H2/2698; Gibson, ii, Appendix, pp. xxiii–xxiv, no. 34).
The jurisdiction apparently alienated here is not clearly defined. Was the king granting
customs as in his shire or wapentake court? The few authentic grants of curia by Henry
I include H1/000, Regesta 1073 for Burton abbey; H1/000, not in Regesta, for Calke
priory; H1/000, Regesta 1516 for Abingdon.
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AUTHENTICITY: The address is unsatisfactory. For business of this kind an address to
the shire courts would be expected; ‘omnibus uicecomitibus’ would not be used in an
address to specified counties. Why, in any case, was an address to the sheriff of
Yorkshire needed? There are other problems: there is no quare uolo clause;
‘quemadmodum’ is an unusual substitution for the commonly used ‘sicut’; Peter de
Valognes appears as a witness to one of the fabricated acts for Tynemouth in William
II’s name (W2/000, Regesta 368) and the fabricated act addressed to the bishop of
Durham and the sheriffs by which the king granted court and customs ‘just as ever Earl
Robert well had them in the time of my brother’ (000, Regesta 913). While none of
these features is conclusive in isolation, in combination they suggest fabrication.

00† Purported writ notifying the sheriffs of Yorkshire and
Northumberland that he has granted to the priory its
court and customs as Earl Robert de Mowbray had them
in King William II’s time, before he was forfeit

CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 117v (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 14, old fol. 182v,
now fol. 142v (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r
[from B]; Bodl. MS Dodsworth 78, fol. 80v bis [from B, ‘fo. cvijo.’].
PRINTED: Dugdale, i. 335a [from Dodsworth], repr. Monasticon, iii. 313 (no. viii);
Gibson, Tynemouth, i. 37 (in English); ibid. ii, Appendix, p. xiii (no. xiii) [from
Lansdowne 863]; Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 3) [from B].
CALENDAR: Farrer 177; Regesta 913.

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum)a uicecom(itibus) suis de [[Euerwyk
shyre et de Northumb(er)land]] salutem. Sciatis me
concessisse sancto Oswyno de Tynemuth [[curiam suam]] et
consuetudines suas sicut unquam Robertus comes melius
[[habuit tem]]pore fratris mei antequam ei forisfactus esset.
Precipio ut illam [[ecclesiam homi]]nes et omnes suas res
manuteneatis et defendatis ab [[omni iniuria sicut]] me
diligitis quia mea propria est elemosina. T(este) [[P(etro) de
Valoniis. Apud]] Westm(onasterium) in pentecost.

Readings supplied from Dodsworth where B is illegible. aAnglie B

Henry king of the English to his sheriffs of Yorkshire and Northumberland greeting.
Know that I have granted to St Oswine of Tynemouth his court and his customs, just as
Earl Robert best had them in my brother’s time before he was forfeit to him. I command
that you shall maintain and defend that church its men and all its possessions from all



25 JANUARY 2016 H1 TYNEMOUTH PRIORY 32

injury as you love me, since it is my own alms. Witness Peter de Valognes. At
Westminster at Whitsuntide.

DATE: The apparent date is Whitsuntide 1102 × c. 1109; see 000, Regesta 914.
ADDRESS: To the sheriffs of Yorkshire and Northumberland.
WITNESS: Peter de Valognes.
PLACE: Westminster at Whitsuntide.
CONTEXT: This charter grants the priory its court and customs as they were in the time
of Earl Robert de Mowbray; 000, Regesta 914, with the same place-date and witness,
but different address, grants court and customs as William II gave them.
AUTHENTICITY: The expression manuteneatis et defendatis is not used in authentic royal
acts, but appears extensively in the Tynemouth forgeries (see Headnote). The claim
‘quia mea propria est elemosina’ or similar is more common in forged acts than
authentic ones. Like ‘manuteneatis et defendatis’, ‘sicut me diligitis’ or similar appears
to arrive in royal acts in the time of Duke Henry. Several forgeries in the name of
Henry I use the phrase, but there is also an apparently authentic writ for Abingdon
where the king orders two sheriffs to carry out his wishes ‘sicut me diligunt’ (000,
Regesta 528). The phrase is used here and in 000, Regesta 1323, another Tynemouth
forgery. Finally, one might expect an address to the shire court, rather than just the
sheriffs of Yorkshire and Northumberland; and why is the sheriff of Yorkshire being
addressed at all?

00† Purported writ-charter giving to the priory specified
lands

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 117v (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 14, old fol. 182v,
now fol. 142v (abstract) [from B].
PRINTED: Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 13) [from B].
CALENDAR: Farrer 183; Regesta 822.

H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) Ran(ulfo) Dunelm(ensi) episcopo
et omnibus [[baronibus et ministris suis]] salutem. Sciatis
quod dedi deo et sancto Oswino et monachis [[suis [1]

Tynemutham]] cum ecclesia et [2] Prestona et [3] Missintona et
[4] [[omnes piscarias et tractos suos in aqua]] de Tynemutha et
[5] Erdesdun et [6] duas [[Chirtonas]] et [7] ecclesiam [[de
Hoeton]], [8] Sehal et Seton et Wyteleye et [9] Bewyk [[[10]

Lillebourn]] et [11] Eg[[elingham cum]] ecclesiis et omnibus
pertinenciis suis. Hec autem et [12] omnia quecun[[que
R(obertus) comes eis]] dederat eis in north et suth de
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Tynemutha possideant de [[cetero, et eis et suc]]cessoribus
teneant in puram et perpetuam elemosinam. Quare [[uolo et
pre]]cipio ut ecclesiam de Tynemutha manuteneatis et
defendatis [[quia mea]] propria elemosina est. T(este)
M(atilde) regina. [[Apud Cyre]]cestr’.

Readings supplied from Lansdowne 860a where B is illegible.
a Millington in error NCH

Henry king of the English to Ranulf bishop of Durham and all his barons and officials
greeting. Know that I gave to God and St Oswine and his monks [1] Tynemouth with
the church, and [2] Preston and [3] Milnton and [4] all the fisheries and their nets in
the water of Tynemouth and [5] Earsdon and [6] the two Chirtons and [7] the church
of Whalton, [8] Seghill and Seaton and Whitley and [9] Bewick, [10] Lilburn and [11]
Eglingham with the churches and all their appurtenances. And this and [12] all
whatsoever that Earl Robert gave to them in the north and south of Tynemouth they
shall possess and hereafter and they shall hold to themselves and their successors in
pure and perpetual alms. Wherefore I will and command that you shall maintain and
defend the church of Tynemouth because it is my own alms. Witness Queen Matilda. At
[[Ciren]]cester.

DATE: The apparent date is November 1100 × April 1116; after the king’s marriage, and
before he left England for the last time while Queen Matilda was alive.
ADDRESS: To Ranulf bishop of Durham and all the king’s barons and officials.
WITNESS: Queen Matilda.
PLACE: Cirencester.
CONTEXT: For the endowment of Tynemouth in the late eleventh and twelfth centuries,
and the general confirmations which list the priory estates, see the Headnote. The lack
of information to supplement the forgeries means we cannot be sure what came with
Robert de Mowbray’s initial gift of the church of Tynemouth, and how the estate was
augmented during the late eleventh and early twelfth century.
[1] The confirmation by Henry II includes the church of Tynemouth, but the vill is not
mentioned. The vill of Tynemouth is the first property in Richard I’s confirmation, and
the church of Tynemouth heads the list of churches later in the charter.
[2] Preston is a mile north-west of the priory. It is not mentioned in Henry II’s general
confirmation, but appears in Richard I’s confirmation. Craster guessed that it had been
given to the priory by Earl Robert (NCH, viii. 48).
[3] For Milnton or Milneton (lost), a mile or so from the priory near North Shields, see
NCH, viii. 247–8. Milnton is not in Henry II’s general confirmation; it appears in the
transcripts of Richard I’s confirmation as Mullitona and Mullingtona.
[4] The fisheries at Tynemouth are not specified in Henry II’s confirmation, which
mentions fisheries only in connection with millponds ‘cum omnibus pertinentiis suis . .
. in aquis et molendinis et piscariis et stagnis . . .’. Richard I’s confirmation does not
mention fisheries at all.
[5] Earsdon is about 4 miles north-west of the priory, and appears in both Henry II’s
and Richard I’s general confirmations.
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[6] Chirton is a mile or so west of Tynemouth. Henry II’s general confirmation includes
‘the two Chirtons’, and Richard I’s includes ‘Chirton and the other Chirton’.
[7] Hoeton is most likely intended for Whalton, about 20 miles north-west of
Tynemouth; this church is absent from the confirmations of Adrian IV and Henry II,
but appears in that of Richard I as Walton.
[8] The ‘land and service of Graffard, that is Seghill, Whitley and (Monk) Seaton’ was
given to the priory by Henry I in 1107  1116 (000, Regesta 955). The toft in
Newcastle, mentioned in one of the versions of this gift, is here omitted; all four
properties are included in Henry II’s general confirmation, but the toft is again omitted
in Richard I’s confirmation.
[9] For Bewick, held by Archil Morel early in the reign and confirmed to the priory by
Queen Matilda, see the note to 000, Regesta 624.
[10] Lilburn is about 4 miles north-west of Bewick; omitted from Henry II’s
confirmation, it is included in Richard I’s.
[11] For Eglingham, about two miles south-east of Bewick, given by Winuth the
huntsman, see the note to 000, Regesta 640.
[12] Henry II’s confirmation includes ‘quicquid Robertus comes Northumberl(and) et
homines sui . . . dederunt’; Richard I makes no mention of Earl Robert.
AUTHENTICITY: This act is condemned as a fabrication by the use of manuteneatis et
defendatis, not used in the reign of Henry I except in forgeries, especially those for
Tynemouth. There are other indications of forgery: in puram et perpetuam elemosinam
is not used in authentic acts of Henry I; quia mea propria elemosina est or similar is
often used in forgeries and rare in authentic acts. In addition sheriffs are omitted from
the address.

00† (Purported?) writ ordering Alfric and Ligulf to maintain
and guard the priory, and that the priory is to be quit of
(castle)work at Newcastle as in William II’s time

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 118r (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 15, old fol. 183r,
now fol. 143r (abstract) [from B]; Oxford, Jesus College MS 77, fol. 77r [from B].
PRINTED: Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 14) [from MS 77 and B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1171.

[[H(enricus) rex Angl(orum)a Alurico et Lugulfo]] salutem.
Precipio ut elemosinam [[meam de Tynemutha]] manuteneatis
et custodiatis et de operatione [[de Nouo Cast]]ello ita sit
quieta sicut erat tempore fratris mei. T(este) Willelmo
[[episcopo Exon(iensi)]]. Apud Westm(onasterium).

Readings supplied from MS 77 where B is illegible. a Anglie B
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Henry king of the English to Alfric and Ligulf greeting. I command that you shall
maintain and keep my alms of Tynemouth. And as concerns the work at Newcastle, it
shall be quit just as it was in my brother’s time. Witness William bishop of Exeter. At
Westminster.

DATE: The apparent date is after William de Warelwast was nominated to the see of
Exeter, not later than 1106; and before Alfric and Ligulf were succeeded as sheriff by
Odard, not later than February 1116.
ADDRESS: The sheriffs of Northumberland.
WITNESS: William de Warelwast, bishop of Exeter.
PLACE: Westminster.
CONTEXT: The castle at Newcastle was built (condiuit) by Robert Curthose in 1080
following Malcolm III’s invasion of the north of England in 1079 (Simeon of Durham,
Historia Regum, 211). Henry of Huntingdon says that Earl Robert’s leading barons
were captured ‘in quadam firmitate, que uocatur Nouum Castellum’ during the earl’s
rebellion of 1095 (Historia Anglorum VII 4, ed. Greenway, 420–21). The two acts of
William II given ‘at the siege of Newcastle’ are among the Tynemouth forgeries
(W2/000, 000; Regesta 366–7). In 1136 King Stephen ordered that the monks of
Tynemouth ‘sint liberi et quieti de operibus Noui Castelli et omnium castellorum in
Northumbreland, quia mea propria elemosina est’ (Ste/904), and in c. 1139 Henry, son
of the king of Scots, made an order in almost identical terms, adding further commands
concerning the priory’s demesne peasants (D/79). There is nothing similar in the
surviving acts of Henry II for Tynemouth. Henry II’s fine stone keep, which survives
today, was built between 1168 and 1178, during which time an expenditure of £1,144 is
recorded in the pipe rolls. The work was interrupted by the northern rebellion of 1173–
4 (Hist. King’s Works, ii. 746).
AUTHENTICITY: The reference to elemosina mea or similar in a royal act of this period is
often an indicator of forgery; it appears in the other fabricated acts for Tynemouth 000–
000, Regesta 822, 913, 1322–3, 1331. The use of manutenere and custodire in
conjunction in a subjunctive command is highly unusual in acts of Henry I. Other than
here, the words appear in a forgery for St-Paul’s priory, Rouen (000, Regesta 1965),
another forgery for Beaubeck abbey (000, Regesta 1270), and in two apparently
authentic acts, for Abbotsbury abbey and Malling abbey (00, 000, Regesta 754, 1398).
Echoing defendatis et manuteneatis, unique in Henry I’s acts to the Tynemouth
forgeries, they are suggestive of fabrication.

00† Purported writ of protection for the priory and all its
possessions and privileges

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 117v (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPT: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 12, old f. 181v, now
fol. 141v (abstract) [from B].
PRINTED: Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 6) (English abstract) [from B];
Regesta, ii. 344 (no. cxlviii) [from B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1322.
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H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) iustic(iis) baronibus
[[uice]]com(itibus) ministris et omnibus [[fidelibus suis]]
totius Anglie salutem. Sciatis [[me]] dedisse et concessisse
deo et s[[ancte Marie et]] sancto Albano et sancto Oswino et
monachis de Tynemutha tenere libere et [[bene]] et honorifice
omnes res suas in terris et in aquis in decimis et in ecclesiis
[[in bos]]co in plano et in omnibus rebus cum soca et saca et
tol et tem et infange[[netheof]] et wrek et cum omnibus
consuetudinibus et libertatibus sicut ego ipse hab[[eo]]. Et
uolo et firmiter precipio ut uos defendatis et manuteneatis
ecclesiam [[sancte]] Marie et sancti Oswini, que est elemosina
mea de Tynemutha, et monach[[os]] et homines et omnes res
eiusdem ecclesie sicut meam propriam elemosinam et ne
patiamini ut aliquos eos (sic) iniuriam uel contumeliam in
aliquo [[fa]]ciat super forisfacturam meam. T(este) Nig(ello)
[[de Alb(ineo). Apud]] Windelesor’ in p[[entecoste]].

Lansdowne 860a completes the name of the witness and date but provides no guide to
the other lacunae, which are minor and straightforward to fill.

Henry king of the English to justices barons sheriffs officials and all sworn men of all
England greeting. Know that I have given and granted to God and St Mary and St
Alban and St Oswine and the monks of Tynemouth to hold freely and well and
honourably all their things in lands and in waters, in tithes and in churches, in wood
and plain and in all things with soke and sake and toll and team and infangthief and
wreck and with all customs and liberties just as I myself have. And I will and firmly
command that you shall defend and maintain the church of St Mary and St Oswine,
which is my alms of Tynemouth, and the monks and the men and all things of the same
church just as my own alms and you shall not let anybody cause them injury or damage
in anything upon my forfeit. Witness Nigel d’Aubigny. At Windsor at Whitsuntide.

DATE: The apparent date is 1100 × 1127; see Date for 000, Regesta 1323.
ADDRESS: General address omitting clerks.
WITNESS: Nigel d’Aubigny.
PLACE: Windsor at Whitsuntide.
CONTEXT: Like other Tynemouth forgeries, this act confirms the priory in its
possessions and its free customs.
AUTHENTICITY: defendatis et manuteneatis is not used in authentic royal acts during this
period. The claim that these are the king’s own alms is also suspicious.
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00† Purported writ ordering the justice and sheriffs of
Northumberland to maintain the church of Tynemouth
and that the priory have its court and privileges

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 118r (damaged) [B].
PRINTED: Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 7) (English abstract) [from B];
Regesta, ii. 344–5 (no. cxlix) [from B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1323.

[[H(enricus) rex A]]ngl(orum)a iustic(ie) et uicecom(itibus)
suis et cunctis baronibus suis francis et [[anglis]] de
Northumberland salutem. Sciatis quod uolo et firmiter
preci[[pio quod]] manuteneatis ecclesiam sancti Oswini de
Tynemutha et homines et omnes [[res]] eiusdem ecclesie sicut
me diligitis, quia mea propria elemosina est. Et uolo et iterum
precipio quatinus sancta Maria et sanctus Oswynus et monachi
de Tynemutha habeant curiam suam ita libere ac pleniter sicut
egomet habeo, cum soca et saca et tol et team et
infangenetheof et wrek et omnes alias consuetudines, tam
libere <et> bene quam ego ipse habeo. Et uolo ac precipio ut
defendatis monachos et omnia [[sua nec aliquis eis super hoc]]
iniuriam faciat super meam forisfacturam. T(este) Nigello de
Albineyo. Apud Wyndelesores in pentecoste.

a Anglie B

Henry king of the English to his justice and sheriffs and all his barons French and
English of Northumberland greeting. Know that I will and firmly command that you
shall maintain the church of St Oswine of Tynemouth and the men and all the things of
the same church just as you love me, because it is my own alms. And I will and also
command that St Mary and St Oswine and the monks of Tynemouth shall have their
court as freely and fully as I have it, with soke and sake and toll and team and
infangthief and wreck and all other customs, as freely and well as I myself have it. And
I will and command that you shall defend the monks and all their things, and that none
shall do them injury hereafter on my forfeiture. Witness Nigel d’Aubigny. At Windsor at
Whitsuntide.
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DATE: The apparent date is 1100 × 1127, i.e. before Henry left England for the final
time during the life of Nigel d’Aubigny. Henry is only known to have been at Windsor
at Whitsuntide in 1103 and 1110, but he may have been there in some other years.
ADDRESS: The shire court of Northumberland.
WITNESS: Nigel d’Aubigny.
PLACE: Windsor at Whitsuntide.
CONTEXT: Another forgery defending the court and customs of the priory.
AUTHENTICITY: As discussed in the Headnote, the verb defendere is highly unusual in
the subjunctive in authentic acts of William II and Henry I, but five acts in the name of
Henry I for Tynemouth contain the word defendatis. A forgery for the priory of St-Paul,
Rouen, also uses the word but it does not otherwise appear in acts of Henry I. For the
suspicious use of ‘sicut me diligitis’, here coupled with ‘quia mea propria elemosinam
est’, common in forgeries, see the note to 000, Regesta 913. There are two uolo et
precipio clauses. These are repeated almost verbatim in an act of King David for
Tynemouth, ‘1141 × 1150’ (D1/144), except that defendatis is expanded to defendatis
et manuteneatis, seen only in the Tynemouth and other forgeries at this apparent date.
David’s act also includes the phrase ‘sicut me diligitis quia mea propria elemosina est’.

00† (Purported?) writ ordering that the priory shall hold in
peace and quietly all the lands and possessions with
which it was seised on the day when Abbot Richard of
St Albans was alive and dead

CARTULARY COPY: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 116r (damaged) [B].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPT: BL MS Lansdowne 860a, originally p. 13, old fol. 182r,
now fol. 142r (abstract) [from B]; BL MS Lansdowne 863, old fol. 78r, now fol. 79r
(abstract) [from B].
PRINTED: Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 15) [from B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1264.

[[H(enricus) rex A]]ngl(orum) W(altero) Espec et For’ et
O(dardo) uic(ecomiti) salutem. Volo et precipio quod
mo[[nachi de Ty]]nemuda in pace et quietudine habeant et
teneant omnes suas [[res et]] terras et aquas suas et piscarias et
consuetudines sanctia et decimas [[et omnes]] res suas de
quibus saysiti et uestiti fuerunt die qua Ric(ardus) abbas
[[uiuus et m]]ortuus fuit. Et uidete quod nullus eis aliquid
auferat [[super meam forisfacturam]]b. T(este) episcopo
Sar(um). Apud Odestoc.
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The abbreviated copies in Lansdowne 860a and 863 do not assist in completing the
lacunae.
a om. Craster, in error b supplied from 000, Regesta 1170

Henry king of the English to Walter Espec and Forn and Odard the sheriff greeting. I
will and command that the monks of Tynemouth shall have and hold in peace and
quietly all their [[. . .]] lands and their waters and fisheries and customs of the saint
and tithes and all their things of which they were seised and vested on the day when
Abbot Richard was alive and dead. And see that no one takes away anything from them
[[upon my forfeiture]]. Witness the bishop of Salisbury. At Woodstock.

DATE: The apparent date is 1121 × 1130: after Abbot Richard’s death on 16 or 17 May
1119, and so after the king’s resumption of business early in 1121 after his return from
Normandy; while Forn Sigulfsson was alive, so not after 1130. There was no long
vacancy at St Albans on the death of Abbot Richard; Geoffrey de Goron is said to have
been appointed the same year.
ADDRESS: To Walter Espec, Forn Sigulfsson and Odard the sheriff. According to
Simeon of Durham, all three were present at Durham in April 1121 when the monks for
Durham set out their claim to Tynemouth priory (Historia Regum, ii. 260–1). An
apparently authentic writ-charter for Eustace fitz John, giving him land in the demesne
of Bamburgh, datable c. 1110 × 1127, is addressed to Bishop Ranulf, followed by
Walter, Forn and Odard exactly as described here, ‘and all barons French and English
of Northumberland’ (000, Regesta 1279, given at Winchester). Walter Espec and Forn
are addressed together in an act for York St Mary’s, and they appear together as the
enforcing officers of a writ for York Minster concerning Aldborough church (000, 000,
Regesta 1541, 1557).
WITNESS: Roger bishop of Salisbury.
PLACE: Woodstock.
CONTEXT: There was no long gap between the death of Abbot Richard and the
appointment of his successor Geoffrey de Goron, who was appointed before the king
returned to England towards the end of 1120. Taken at face value, this charter suggests
that the monks had been disseised of certain properties after Richard’s death.
AUTHENTICITY: The word uestitus, ‘vested’, is not used in pre-1154 royal charters to
indicate investiture in lands. It appears in the same combination as used here, ‘uestiti et
saisiti fuerunt’, ‘uestiti uel saisiti fuerint’ in two Durham forgeries in the name of
William I, produced in the second half of the twelfth century (W1/108, 111). The word
appears in Henry II’s acts only in a grant of protection to Durham of 1155 × 1166 ‘qua
uestiti et saisiti sunt’ (H2/807); there must therefore be a questionmark over this act too.
The unnecessary extension of phrasing, ‘saisiti et uestiti’ rather than simply ‘saisiti’
parallels the use of ‘manuteneatis et defendatis’ in other Tynemouth forgeries. The
phrase ‘in pace et quietudine’ is also very unusual, but not enough on its own to
indicate fabrication.

00† Purported writ notifying the sheriffs and officials of
Northumberland that the king has taken the priory into
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his own hand and ordering that the abbot of St Albans
and the prior of Durham shall no longer interfere with it

COPIES IN JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS: PRO Coram Rege Roll of 1292–3, KB/27, rot. 15r
(AALT IMG_1985–7) [B]; PRO Northumberland eyre of 1293, Rex roll of civil,
foreign, quo warranto and ragman pleas etc., 21 Edward I, Just 1/650, rot. 39r (AALT
IMG_0083) [C, abbreviated from B or a similar record].
CARTULARY COPIES: BL MS Cotton Tiberius E. VI, fol. 117v (damaged) [D]; also
presumably at Tynemouth Cartulary, Syon House muniments, fols. 192, 203 ‘Pleas
before Hugh de Cressingham and his fellows, justices in Eyre, co. Northumberland,
1291, 21 Edw.’ [from records of quo warranto proceedings, perhaps B or C].
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPT: BL MS Lansdowne 860A, originally p. 14, later fol. 182v,
now fol. 142v [from D]; Oxford, Jesus College, MS 77, fol. 77r [from D].
PRINTED: PQW, 585b [from C]; Gibson, Tynemouth, ii, Appendix, xiv (no. xv) [said to
be from C, but probably from PQW]; Monasticon, iii. 317b (no. xix) [said to be from C,
but probably from PQW]; Craster, ‘Tynemouth’, NCH, viii. 55 (no. 17) [from D and
PQW]; Sayles, Select Cases Edward I, ii. 138 (no. 55) (with English translation) [from
B].
CALENDAR: Regesta 1331.

Dominus rex per Willelmum Inge, qui sequitur pro eo, petit uersus
abbatem de sancto Albano aduocationem prioratus de Tynemuth’ ut ius
&c. Et unde dicit quod dominus H(enricus) rex, proauus domini regis
nunc, fuit in seisina de predicta aduocatione predicti prioratus ut de
feodo et iure tempore suo tempore pacis &c., tempore cuius post
decessum cuiusdam Gilberti quondam prioris de Tynemuth’ monachi
eiusdem ecclesie de Tynemuth’ tempore uacationis eiusdem ecclesie de
licentia predicti domini H(enrici) regis, ueri patroni eiusdem ecclesie,
elegerunt de se ipsis in priorem quemdam communacum suum, Akarium
nomine, qui per electionem suam de assensu eiusdem domini H(enrici)
regis fuit admissus et institutus in eadem, absque hoc quod in aliquo fuit
intendens seu subiectus alicui abbati de sancto Albano [. . .]. Et
Willelmus dicit pro domino rege quod dominus rex debet in curia sua se
ascertare de iure suo omnibus modis quibus competentius sibi uiderit
expedire. Et dicit quod diuerse carte et alia munimenta per que dominus
rex de iure suo certiorari poterit, restant in custodia cuiusdam Willelmi
de Kirkeby monachi de Tynemuth’, de ballio consilii domini regis, et
petit quod liberentur in curia hic, &c. Quibus uisis et intellectis, quedam
statim calumniate fuerint per abbatem pro rastura &c., dicens quod fides
non est eis adhibenda. Set quedam inter alias inuenitur in hec uerba sine
rastura.
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H(enricus) rex Angl(orum) uic(ecomiti) et cunctis ministris
suis de Northumbr’land salutem. Sciatis quod retineo in manu
mea domum de Tynemuth’ et monachos. Et anolo quoda abbas
de sancto Albano neque prior Dunolm(ensis) de bipsisb

camplius sec intromittat set monachi de Tynemuth’ priorem
sibi eligant et ille prior clericos ad habitum et professionem
ibidemd recipiat. Et uolo et precipio quod ecclesiam de
Tynemuth’ ab omni iniuria defendatis et manuteneatis quia
mea propria elemosina est [etc]

e. T(este) Nig(ello) de Alb(ineo).
Apud Donelm’ [etc]

f.

Et est ibi quedam alia carta rasa sub eisdem uerbis. Dicit etiam idem
Willelmus quod dominus rex aliis diuersis modis per predictum
Willelmum de Kyrkeby et Iohannem de Torpelowe celerarium de
Tynemuth’, Ricardum de Luton’ quondam precentorem predicti
prioratus, Thomam de Secheford nunc precentorem &c., Robertum de
Elsewyk’, Willelmum de Redford, monachos eiusdem prioratus, et
Willelmum uicarium de Tynemuth’, et Henricum Dardene super iure suo
predicto poterit certiorari, et petit quod loquela ista adiornetur coram
ipso domino rege.

a–a uolo ut D b–b hiis B c–c [[se am]]plius D, MS 77
d om. D e C only f BC only

The lord king, by William Inge, who sues for him, claims against the abbot of St Albans
the advowson of Tynemouth priory as (his) right &c. And says thereupon that the lord
king Henry, great-grandfather of the present lord king, was in seisin of the foresaid
advowson of the foresaid priory as of fee and right in his time, in time of peace &c., in
which time, after the death of a certain Gilbert sometime prior of Tynemouth, the monks
of that church of Tynemouth in the time of the vacancy of that church, by licence of the
foresaid lord king Henry, being the true patron of that church, chose from among
themselves as prior one of their fellow monks, Akarius by name, who by their choice,
with the assent of the lord king Henry, was admitted and instituted, without his heeding
anything from, or being subject to, any abbot of St Albans [. . .]. And William says for
the lord king that the lord king ought to ascertain his right in his court by all ways by
which seem to him to expedite most effectively. And he says that diverse charters and
other muniments through which the lord king will be informed concerning his right
remain in the keeping of one William of Kirkby, monk of Tynemouth, by grant of
custody of the lord king’s counsel, and he pleads that they shall be delivered into this
court, &c. Having being examined and understood, certain of them were immediately
dismissed by the abbot for an erasure &c., saying that trust was not to be held in them.
But among the others one is found without erasure in these words:
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Henry king of the English to the sheriff and all his officials of Northumberland
greeting. Know that I retain in my hand the house of Tynemouth and the monks. And I
will that the abbot of St Albans or the prior of Durham shall not interfere there
anymore but that the monks of Tynemouth shall themselves choose a prior and that
prior shall receive clerks to the habit and to profession. And I will and command that
you shall defend and maintain the church of Tynemouth from all injury because it is my
own alms.Witness Nigel d’Aubigny. At Durham.

And there is a certain other erased charter in the same words. The same William says
that the lord king by other various ways, through the foresaid William de Kyrkeby and
John de Torpelow cellarer of Tynemouth, Richard of Luton, formerly precentor of the
foresaid priory, Thomas de Secheford, currently precentor &c., Robert of Elswick,
William de Redford, monks of that priory, and William vicar of Tynemouth and Henry
Dardene on their right, will be able to be informed, and he sues that this plea is
adjourned before that lord king.

DATE: The apparent date is 1100 × 1127, before Henry’s last departure from England
while Nigel d’Aubigny was alive. According to Henry of Huntingdon, the king was in
Durham in 1122 (Historia Anglorum VII 33, ed. Greenway, 468–9).
ADDRESS: To the sheriff and officials of Northumberland.
WITNESS: Nigel d’Aubigny.
PLACE: Durham.
CONTEXT: This act was produced during quo warranto proceedings in 1292–3, when
certain monks and former monks of Tynemouth were making a bid to be free of St
Albans. Their attempt was unsuccessful, as the evidence of the present act was set
asidet by letters patent from the king dated 2 May 1293, which refers to the action
before the justices in Northumberland, and confirms the advowson of Tynemouth to St
Albans for ever (Sayles, Select Cases Edward I, ii. 137–41, no. 55; CalPat 1292–1301,
11).
AUTHENTICITY: The claim to be the king’s own alms is a suspicious feature, but it is the
use of defendatis et manuteneatis that condemns this act. The king’s command that the
brethren should be able to elect a prior without interference from either St Albans or
Durham may have been fabricated immediately before the proceedings of 1292–3; if so,
the forgers were aware of the twelfth-century dispute between the two institutions.


