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WILLIAM BUTEVILAIN

Tenant in Northamptonshire, Norfolk, and Suffolk

The writ-charter for William Butevilain appears in a short series of
genealogical abstracts concerning the family, headed ‘Butuillaine’,
copied by Roger Dodsworth. Dodsworth gives no indication of his
source, which was undoubtedly a previous compilation rather than
original documents.1 The abstracts are mainly from deeds which once
belonged to the Butevilain family, but reference is also made to the entry
in the Red Book of the Exchequer noticed below. Another copy was
made by the little-known seventeenth-century antiquary Thomas
Gibbons in one of his three volumes of transcripts concerning Norfolk
and Suffolk, now BL MS Harley 970–72. These volumes passed through
the hands of Bishop Stillingfleet (1635–1699) and Peter Le Neve (1661–
1729) before entering the Harleian collection (Wright, Fontes Harleiani,
161, 219, 316, 388). The Harleian catalogue notes that Gibbons used
Dodsworth’s collections, but Gibbons’s superior transcript shows that
Dodsworth was not his source for the Butevilain charter. Francis
Blomefield (1705–1752), the Norfolk antiquary, printed an English
abstract of the writ-charter in 1769, assuming it to be an act of Henry II.2

1 It was not Bodl. MS Ashmole 799, fol. 139r, ‘elements of a line of descent of
Boutevileyn’ in Nigel Ramsay’s catalogue of Glover’s works. This is a very brief
outline that makes no reference to charters.
2 The misdating of the pipe roll of 31 Henry I to 5 Stephen, discussed PR 31 Henry I,
pp. viii–xiii, appears to have led Blomefield astray. Blomefield’s assertion that William
had been succeeded by Robert Butevilain by 1154 may result from another misdating of
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The writ-charter confirms William Butevilain in the lands of his
father Robert, specified as Cottesbrooke and Pipewell (Northants),
Flordon (Norf), and Flixton (Suff). Robert Butevilain was holding two
hides of the Wahull fee in Cottesbrooke in the Northamptonshire survey,
originally compiled before Robert fitz Regis became earl of Gloucester
c. 1122, but updated ‘here and there’ into the reign of Henry II (BL MS
Cotton Vespasian E. xxii, fol. 97r; Round, ‘Northamptonshire Survey’, i.
379a; Keats-Rohan, ‘Northamptonshire Survey’, 105; Round, Feudal
England, 221). It was doubtless the same Robert Butevilain who was
pardoned Danegeld in the sum of 7s in Northamptonshire and 13s in
Norfolk in 1130–31 per breve regis, implying demesne holdings of 3½
and 6½ hides respectively (PR 31 Henry I, 86, 94).

Farrer collected ample evidence for the Butevilain family’s
continued interest in these estates. In 1166 Robert Butevilain held two
fees of Walter de Wahull and three fees of Hugh Bigod, earl of Norfolk,
all of old feoffment (RBE, 323, 395). The lands held of the earl of
Norfolk lay in Flordon and Flixton, where a later William Butevilain was
found to hold two fees at the inquisition following the death of Roger
Bigod, earl of Norfolk in 1307 (CalIPM, iv. 303, no. 434). The lands
held of the Wahull fee were in Cottesbrooke, Pipewell, and perhaps
Hinwick (Beds).

During the reign of Stephen, William Butevilain founded the
abbey of Pipewell.3 An act of Robert de Chesney, bishop of Lincoln,
datable only to his episcopate 1148–1166, confirms to the church of St
Mary ‘in loco qui Divise dicitur iuxta Rokingham’ which had been
founded by the gift of William Butevilain, ‘the place where the church is

the same roll (PR 31 Henry I, p. vi). His statement that William married Joan, daughter
of Sir Ralph Camois, knight, rests on a deed by which Ralph de Camois gave the manor
of Hambledon (Hants) to William son of Robert Butevilain, in frank-marriage with his
daughter Joan, witnessed by John de Mandeville, William de Chenney, and Philip de
Hoyville, knights, with a seal ‘in chief three besants’ (Bodl. MS Dodsworth 75, fol.
188r). The deed appears to be of thirteenth-century date and so concerns later members
of the family. Moor, Knights of Edward I, i. 125, s.n. Botevileyn, collects references to
Robert Butevilain and his son William between 1265 and 1324.
3 According to an early-fourteenth-century note copied into one of the abbey’s registers,
the date of foundation was 13 September 1143 (Monasticon, v. 434a, no. i). The list in
BL MS Cotton Vespasian A. vi, fol. 54v says 1142 (cited Birch, ‘Date of foundation
ascribed to the Cistertian abbeys’, 359); the ‘Louth annals’ give 1141 (Chronicon
abbatie de Parco Lude, ed. Venables and Maddison, 31, cited Tanner, Notitia
Monastica (ed. 1744), 380). The difficulties faced by the monastery in its early years,
partly caused by Earl Ranulf’s territorial ambitions in the area, are discussed by E.
King, ‘The foundation of Pipewell Abbey, Northamptonshire’, HSJ 2 (1990), 167–77.
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sited, just as the same place was given by William and confirmed by
royal charter, with all the land that William held in Pipewell in wood or
plain, which he gave to the church by grant of his lord Simon de Wahull,
and with all the land that the monks have by his gift in the territory of
Cottesbrooke’ (EEA 1 Lincoln 1067–1185, 139–40, no. 222). An
abbreviated or corrupt act of Archbishop ‘T.’, probably Theobald rather
than Thomas, so given in 1161 or before, refers to the ‘abbatia de Divisis
que iuxta Rokingham sita est’. It mentions a confirmatory charter of a
king, ‘quod una cum illis se regia munificencia iuste adeptos carta ipsius
regis’. The king, who is not identified, was most likely Stephen
(Saltman, Theobald, 422–3, no. 201). A charter of Henry II, datable 1172
× 1180, confirms to the abbey of St Mary of Pipewell and the monks ‘the
place in which the abbey was founded in the territory of Pipewell, with
the demesne and the wood and tofts and crofts and meadows and
everything belonging to that land just as the founder of the abbey
William Butevilain and his heir gave’ (H2/2056).4

Notes on the Butevilain family are given by Blomefield, Norfolk,
i. 170–71; ibid. v. 71–2; Bridges, Northants, i. 553–4; Farrer, Honors
and Knights’ Fees, i. 80–82; VCH Beds, iii. 84b.

1 Writ-charter confirming William Bottevillain in the
lands of Cottesbrooke and Pipewell (Northants),
Flordon (Norfolk) and Flixton (Suffolk). Michaelmas
1130 × August 1133, probably July 1133

ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Harley 970 (copied by Thomas Gibbons, s. xvii),
fol. 32v, formerly p. 24 [B]; Bodl. MS Dodsworth 75 (copied by Roger Dodsworth,
1584–1654), fol. 188r [C].
PRINTED: Blomefield, Norfolk (11769), iii. 47 (as an act of Henry II, English abstract)
[perhaps from Gibbons]; repr. Blomefield, Norfolk (21808), v. 71.
CALENDAR: Not in Regesta.

Henric(us)a rex Angl<orum>b episcopo Lincolnie et episcopo
Norw’c et iustic<iis>d et baronibus et uicec(omitibus) et
omnibus fidelibus suis francis et anglis de Norhamtescira et

4 There is also a similar charter of apparent date 1155 × 1158, with the ‘dei gratia’
clause, so probably fabricated or reworked. This uses the same description of William’s
gift, but does not mention his heir (H2/2055).



26 JANUARY 2016 WILLIAM BUTEVILAIN 4

Norfulch et Sudfolch salutem. Sciatis me reddidisse et
concessisse Willelmo Butteuillain totam terram patris sui de
Cotesbrocha et de Pipewella et Florendona et Flichestona et
omnes alias terras quas pater suus tenebat de me in capite et de
quocunque tenuisset sicut pater suus eas unquam melius tenuit
in uita sua et die qua fuit uiuus et mortuus. Quare uolo et
firmiter precipio quod ipse Will(elmus) bene et in pace eet
honorifice et libere et quiete et hereditariee teneat ipse et heres
suus post eum in bosco et plano et aquis et mariscis et pratis et
pasturis et molendinis et piscariis et stagnis et in uiuariis in uia
et in semitis et in omnibus aliis locis cum socha et sacha et
thol et theam et infangenetheof et cum omnibus aliis
libertatibus et consuetudinibus cum quibus Robertus pater
suus unquam melius et liberius tenuit in uita sua. Test(ibus)
Rob(erto) de Ver et Hug(one) Bigot et Gaufr(ido) filio
Pag(ani) et Bald(wino) filio Gisleb(erti). Apud Ferham ad
mare.

a sic BC b Anglie BC c de Norwich B d iusticie B ] iusticiariis C
e–e &c. C

Henry king of the English to the bishop of Lincoln and the bishop of Norwich and the
justices and barons and sheriffs and all his sworn men French and English of
Northamptonshire and Norfolk and Suffolk greeting. Know that I have restored and
granted to William de Butevilain the whole land of his father of Cottesbrooke and of
Pipewell and Flordon and Flixton and all other lands which his father held of me in
chief and of whomever he held, just as his father ever well held them in his life and on
the day when he was alive and dead. Wherefore I will and firmly command that the
same William shall hold well and in peace, he and his heir after him, in wood and plain
and waters and marshes and meadows and pastures and mills and fisheries and ponds
and in vivaries, in way and in paths and in all other places with soke and sake and toll
and team and infangthief and with all other liberties and customs with which Robert his
father ever well and freely held in his life. Witness Robert de Vere and Hugh Bigod and
Geoffrey fitz Pain and Baldwin fitz Gilbert. At Fareham on the sea.

DATE: After the death of Ralph Butevilain, who was living at Michaelmas 1130. The
editors of Regesta brought together a group of documents place-dated at Fareham
(Regesta 1768–78) and dated them to July 1133, shortly before the king’s last crossing
to Normandy.
ADDRESS: The shire courts of Northamptonshire, Norfolk, and Suffolk, in which
counties the estates named in the writ-charter were situated.
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WITNESS: Robert de Vere, Hugh Bigod, Geoffrey fitz Pain, Baldwin fitz Gilbert (of
Clare). All four men are frequent witnesses in the final decade of the reign.
PLACE: Fareham, Hants.
CONTEXT: The act confirms to William de Butevilain the lands his father Robert
Butevilain had held of the king and of other lords. It is likely that the named lands were
among those held in chief, but it is not easy to see how this could have been the case.
As has been noted, Cottesbrooke and Pipewell were held of the Wahull fee; Flordon
and Flixton were held of the Bigod family, later earls of Norfolk.

In 1086 Dodin held of Walter the Fleming half a hide in Pipewell, one hide
and one virgate in Cottesbrooke, and two virgates and one bovate in (Hanging)
Houghton (DB, i. 226c; § 39. 1–3). Dodin also held half a hide of the king in
Cottesbrooke (DB, i. 229b; § 60. 4). There were no other holdings in Cottesbrooke, but
in Pipewell Humfrey held a third of a hide of the count of Mortain (DB, i. 223b; § 18.
16) and Roger held half a hide of Robert de Tosny (DB, i. 225a; § 26. 7). An entry in
the Northamptonshire survey indicates that Robert Butevilain had acquired both
holdings of Dodin in Cottesbrooke and that the half hide Dodin had held of the king in
1086 was now held of the Wahull fee: ‘Robert Butevilain holds two hides of the fee of
Wahull in Cottesbrooke’ (fol. 97r; Round, 379a; Keats-Rohan, 105). Simon de Wahull,
and later Walter de Wahull, succeeded to the fee held in 1086 by Walter the Fleming
(Farrer, Honors and Knights’ Fees, i. 61–3; Sanders, English Baronies, 68–9). Neither
Butevilain nor Wahull is mentioned in connection with Pipewell in the
Northamptonshire survey, but it is clear from later evidence that both continued to have
an interest there: ‘In Pipewell Robert fitz Hugh holds half a hide and the third part of a
hide; William d’Aubigny holds half a hide, and per alium rotulum, one hide and three
parts of a hide’ (fol. 98v; Round, 385a; Keats-Rohan, 108). William d’Aubigny Brito
had succeeded to Robert de Tosny’s barony of Belvoir (Sanders, English Baronies, 12).
It may be that the disputes of Stephen’s reign concerning Pipewell abbey’s lands,
touched on in the Headnote and discussed at length by King, resulted in modifications
to the original text of the Northamptonshire survey; we know that some amendments
were made after the monastery had been established, because the ‘monks of Pipewell’
are noticed as tenants in Elkington (fol. 97v; Round, 379a; Keats-Rohan, 105). In
1240–41 Saher de Wahull sold Fulk Basset, dean of York, the custody of the lands in
Cottesbrooke late of William Butevilain, with custody of the heir (Farrer, Honors and
Knights’ Fees, i. 81, citing PRO, Feet of fines, Northants, 25 Henry II, i.e.
CP25/1/173/32). In 1242–3 the (late) dean of York was said to hold two fees in
Cottesbrooke with the site of the abbey of Pipewell (Fees, 940). In the early fourteenth
century it was stated that the heirs of Butevilain were bound always to acquit the monks
of Pipewell in respect of lands in Pipewell for half a knight’s fee in the Wahull fee
(Monasticon, v. 437a, no. i). The Butevilain family had a further holding of Wahull;
this was in Hinwick (Beds), assessed at a quarter-fee in 1302–3 (Feudal Aids, i. 11).
Hugh the Fleming held one and a half hides in demesne in Hinwick in 1086 (DB, i.
216a; § 34. 2). The Butevilain interest is noticed in 1227, when William Butevilain was
called to warrant land in Hinwick given by his father Robert (G. H. Fowler, ‘Rolls of
the justices in eyre at Bedford, 1227’, BedsHRS 3 (1916), 1–206, at p. 105, no. 256). It
was doubtless this holding that caused Robert Butevilain to be appointed a visor in a
Bedfordshire plea in 1199 (RCR, i. 270).

Most of Flordon was held in chief by Roger Bigot in 1086. He had several
undertenants there (DB, ii. 180b, 187b–189a; § 9. 97, 186, 190, 200, 204), but there is
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nothing to connect any of them with Robert Butevilain. There are two places called
Flixton in Suffolk, both of which appear in Domesday: Flixton, near Bungay, in
Wangford hundred; and Flixton, near Lowestoft, in Lothingland hundred. Roger Bigot
held nothing in either place in 1086, and neither Flixton appears in RBE or Fees.
Flixton (Wangford) is just three miles from Bungay, where the Bigot family had a
castle. However, Bishop Herbert’s ‘probably spurious’ notice of his foundation with
Roger Bigod of St Mary’s priory, Thetford, of apparent date 1105 × 1107, concludes by
stating that all was done in return for the gift that Roger had made to the church of Holy
Trinity in Norwich ‘uidelicet ecclesiam sancti Michaelis cum omnibus que ad eandem
pertinent, excepta terra de Flichestona quam in manu sua retinuit . . .’ (EEA 6 Norwich
1070–1214, 20, no. 21). The Domesday entry ‘In Flixton St Michael held a carucate of
land in alms in the time of King Edward’ (DB, ii. 381a; § 19. 21) suggests that the land
Bigod retained was in Flixton in Lothingland. The county histories provide no evidence
for Bigod or Butevilain in either place (Suckling, Suffolk, i. 189–207, 348–52;
Copinger, Suffolk, v. 25–7; ibid. vii. 176–81), and apart from the single entry in the
inquisition of 1307 mentioned in the Headnote, nothing further has been found to
connect Bigod or Butevilain with either Flixton.

Little is known of the Wahull fee between William the Fleming’s Domesday
tenure and the appearance of Simon de Wahull in the Northamptonshire survey and in
the reign of Stephen (Farrer, Honors and Knights’ Fees, i. 61–2). This act implies that
Pipewell and Cottesbrooke, if not the whole of the Wahull fee, were in the king’s hands
in 1130 × 1133. Similarly it implies that parts at least of the Bigod fee were in the
king’s hands at that time. Hugh Bigod had apparently succeeded in 1120 (Complete
Peerage, ix. 579), but entries in the pipe roll of 1129–30 indicate that he did not then
hold the entire fee, for in that year he rendered account ‘pro manerio suo de Seham
[Soham, Suff] rehabendo quod Hubertus de Montecanesi tenebat’, and a tenant of the
fee rendered account ‘pro terra sua de feodo Hugonis Bigoti’ (PR 31 Henry I, 91, 98).
Whether a tenancy-in-chief is implied by the king’s writs remising Danegeld in the
1129–30 pipe roll remains to be established.
AUTHENTICITY: The writ-charter appears somewhat laboured and repetitive, but much
similar phrasing appears in other acts from late in the reign confirming fees to the heir
of a deceased tenant. These include 000, Regesta 1760, for William fitz Odard of
Bamburgh, an original in the hand of scribe xiii.


