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ILBERT AND ROBERT DE LACY

Lords of the honour of Pontefract (Yorks)

The history of the branch of the Lacy family that were tenants-in-chief in
Yorkshire and Lancashire has been explored since medieval times.
Members of the family and the closely related Constables of the earls of
Chester founded the Cistercian abbeys of Kirkstall (Yorks) and Stanlow
(Chesh) (which later migrated to Whalley, Lancs), and the Augustinian
priory of Norton (Chesh). The medieval accounts of the Lacy descent
printed by Dodsworth and Dugdale in the Monasticon doubtless all
derived from one or other of these institutions (Monasticon, v. 533–4,
no. vi, ‘Historia Laceiorum’; ibid. 642–4, no. v, ‘De statu de
Blagborneshire’; v. 647, no. xii, ‘Genealogia fundatorum monasterii de
Stanlawe et de Walley secundum cronicas’; vi. 315–17, no. iii,
‘Fundatorum progenies et historia’).1 There are notes on the family
among the manuscripts of the heralds Robert Glover (1543/4–1588) and
Francis Thynne (1545?–1608).2 William Dugdale gave an account in the

1 See also the s. xv compilation from Kirkstall abbey, Bodl. MS Laud Misc 722, fols.
97v–98v, 126r–v, 138v, referenced by Dugdale, Baronage, i. 98b, as ‘MS in Bibl. Bodl
(G. 9 Cant.) f. 77b’.
2 For Glover’s many references to the family, see Nigel Ramsey’s catalogue of his work
(forthcoming). Francis Thynne’s composite volume of papers, BL MS Cotton Cleopatra
C. iii, was the source of several documents printed in the Monasticon, v. 647–8 and
ibid. vi. 315, including the ‘Genealogia’ and the ‘Fundatorum progenies’ mentioned
above.
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Baronage, i. 98b–106b. T. D. Whitaker discussed the family in his
chapter on the ‘Lords of the honor of Clitheroe’ in An History of the
Original Parish of Whalley and Honor of Clitheroe (London, 1801).
Joseph Hunter gave an account in South Yorkshire, ii. 200–203. A. S.
Ellis, ‘Biographical notes on the Yorkshire tenants named in Domesday
Book’, YAJ 4 (1877), 138–141, discussed Ilbert de Lacy and his son
Robert. William Farrer wrote about the early generations of the family
no fewer than four times, in Lancashire Pipe Rolls (1902), 382–9; VCH
Lancs, i (1906), 282, 300–319; VCH Yorks, ii (1912), 161–4; and Early
Yorkshire Charters, iii (1916), 123–433. There is a genealogical table in
Complete Peerage, vii. 677; I. J. Sanders, English Baronies, 138, lays
out the evidence for the descent of the honour of Pontefract. The most
recent detailed account is W. E. Wightman, The Lacy Family in England
and Normandy 1066–1194 (Oxford, 1966).

Little is known of the Lacy family before Ilbert’s arrival in
England. An undated deed in the cartulary of Sainte-Trinité du Mont in
Rouen includes notice of a gift of land by Emma, mother of Hilbert de
Laci, to the abbey of Saint-Amand-les-Eaux when she became a nun
there (Cal. France, 24, no. 86; Ctl. Saint-Trinité du Monte de Rouen,
459–60, no. lxxvii). Ellis, ‘Biographical notes on the Yorkshire tenants
named in Domesday Book’, 139–40, identified this Ilbert as the
Domesday tenant of 1086. Evidence from the first half of the twelfth
century shows that Lacy held two fees of the bishop of Bayeux, situated
in Lassy and Campeaux, both in dép. Calvados (Loyd, Anglo-Norman
Families, 53; Wightman, Lacy Family, 215–19). Ilbert is held to have
been the brother or half brother of Walter de Lacy, father of Robert de
Lacy, a tenant-in-chief in Herefordshire in 1086 (C. Lewis, ‘The Norman
settlement of Herefordshire under William I’, ANS 7 (1984), 195–213, at
pp. 203–6).

By the time of the Domesday survey Ilbert was an important
tenant in Yorkshire and had smaller holdings in other counties. His fee is
discussed by Ellis, ‘Biographical notes on the Yorkshire tenants named
in Domesday Book’, 139–40; Farrer, VCH Yorks, ii. 161–4; and
Wightman, Lacy Family, passim. In Buckinghamshire he held
Tingewick, assessed at 10 hides, of the fee of Bishop Odo (DB, i. 145a; §
4. 38). In Oxfordshire he held about a dozen manors of the fee of Bishop
Odo and in Lincolnshire over twenty. In Oxfordshire he also held ½ hide
in Bampton of the king ‘by the gift of the bishop of Bayeux’ (DB, i.
154c; Oxon § 1. 6) and in Lincolnshire he held in chief in four places
(DB, i. 353c; § 20). In Nottinghamshire he held half a dozen manors in
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chief, but he is not named as a tenant in any of the six manors in that
county belonging to Bishop Odo’s fee (Notts §§ 7, 20). In Surrey he held
26 hides in Cuddington of Bishop Odo’s fee (DB, i. 31d; § 5. 19). In
Yorkshire his holdings in chief were far more substantial than all his
other lands put together, taking up four folios in Domesday, with 144
entries. The estates formed a compact block stretching from Elland and
Golcar in the west to Brayton in the east, from Grimston Grange and
Thorner in the north to Hunshelf Hall in the south, surrounding the
extensive manor of Wakefield, which remained in the king’s hands.3 The
creation of such an extensive and powerful honour in the north was not
unparalleled, for the major castleries of Richmond and Tickhill appear to
have been established at about the same time.

‘Ilbeard of Hittawuda’ was one of the witnesses to a record of an
enquiry into the rights and laws of Archbishop T(homas I) in York,
perhaps held as part of the Domesday survey (Rollason, Sources for York
History to AD 1100, 23–4, 212–13, from the York Minster cartulary
‘Registrum Magnum Album’, Davis 1087). It is hardly to be doubted
that this is the same Ilbert, here identified by his Yorkshire manor of
Whitwood, assessed at 8 carucates in 1086 (DB, i. 315d, 317c, 379c; §§
9. W32, 9. W99, SW. Ag2).4

The estates Ilbert held of Bishop Odo’s fee were presumably
given him by the bishop before the latter’s imprisonment in 1082/3, and
perhaps soon after the Conquest. Bishop Odo is not mentioned at all in
the Yorkshire folios of Domesday Book, and it may be that Ilbert
received all his Yorkshire lands after 1082. Pontefract, where Ilbert built
a castle, became the caput of his fee. It was apparently included with
Tanshelf in the survey. In the Yorkshire summary, 16 carucates in
Tanshelf were said to belong to the king, but the main entry for the
borough of Tanshelf with its 16 carucates is in the list of Ilbert’s lands,
where it is stated that ‘the king had this manor’ (DB, i. 316c, 379c; §§ 9.
W64, SW. O15). This appears to show that the information in the
summary predates that in the main text, and suggests that Ilbert had held
Tanshelf for only a short time before the survey was compiled. Ilbert is
mentioned frequently elsewhere in the summary, so it appears that he
received an addition to his Yorkshire fee c. 1085–6. Although Bishop

3 A map of Ilbert’s Yorkshire manors is at Wightman, Lacy Family, 22–3.
4 The large mound known as ‘Fairies Hill’ close to the Calder at Whitworth (SE
397248) has been somewhat tentatively identified as the remains of a motte and bailey
and so may be Ilbert’s first fortification in his Yorkshire fief, dating from before the
construction of Pontefract castle.
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Odo is not mentioned in Domesday in connection with Ilbert’s Yorkshire
fee, 000, Regesta 372b below and another charter there discussed show
that at one time some or all of it was held of Odo. It is most likely that
this was arranged after Odo’s restoration on the accession of William II
in 1087, and that Ilbert briefly became once again Odo’s man, holding of
the bishop the fees that he had previously held in chief, until Odo was
exiled permanently in 1088.

Ilbert made several gifts to religious institutions: his gift to Selby
abbey of the manor of Hambleton was confirmed by William II, Henry I,
and by Ilbert’s son Robert (000, Regesta 403; H1/000, Regesta 890; Ctl.
Selby, i. 282, no. cccclxxiv; Early Yorkshire Charters, iii. 176–7, no.
1484); his gift of the manor of Tingewick (Bucks) to the abbey of Sainte-
Trinite du Mont in Rouen survives as an original subscribed by William
II (000, Regesta 256); and his gift of 5½ carucates in Sturton Grange and
Garforth to St Mary’s abbey, York, is known from a spurious general
confirmation in the name of William II (000, Regesta 313). According to
a memorandum attached to a confirmation by his grandson Ilbert II, he
founded in his castle of Pontefract the collegiate chapel of St Clement
(Early Yorkshire Charters, iii. 185–7, no. 1492). The evidence of 000,
Regesta 372b, below shows that Ilbert was almost certainly living after
Bishop Odo’s revolt in 1088. The absence of Ilbert’s gift to Sainte-
Trinité du Mont from the cartulary of that place, which contains a
document dated 1091, has been held to suggest that the gift was made
after that date and hence that Ilbert was living in that year (Wightman,
Lacy Family, 56 n. 4). Ilbert was succeeded by his son Robert, who is
discussed in the Headnote to H1: Robert de Lacy.

The slight remains of the Lacy family muniments are preserved
in the archives of the duchy of Lancaster, now in the National Archives.
Our knowledge of royal acts in favour of the family is mainly gleaned
from fourteenth-century inventories of muniments at Pontefract castle
and at the Savoy. These contain notes of two acts of William II, seven of
Henry I, three of Stephen (Ste/428, 430–31), one of the Empress
(EM/429), and four of Henry II (H2/1435*–1438*). None of these acts
have otherwise been preserved. In addition a single original of William II
has survived, not noticed in the inventories. The inventories also contain
notes of previously overlooked acts of Henry I for Earl Ranulf of Chester
and his constable William fitz Nigel.

There are two copies of the Pontefract inventory. DL41/133
(Davis 1272) appears to be a transcript of DL41/134 (Davis 1271); a
portion has been lost from the latter, so the copy at DL41/133 is the only
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source for several acts. As well as the royal acts here discussed, the
inventories include notes of many deeds in favour of the Lacy family.
Several were printed by Farrer: a list is given at Early Yorkshire
Charters, index to vols. i–iii, p. 275, under the heading ‘Duchy of
Lancaster, Miscellanea, Bundle 1’. The circumstances of the compilation
of the Pontefract inventory are apparent from its heading, present only in
DL41/133:

Les transcirtes [sic] ensueuntez sount dez chartres et escriptes touchaunt’ diuers
fermes portant’ le surnoun de Lascy.

En cest roule sount remembrez lez chartres, escriptes et autrez remembrauncez
trouez en la chastell’ de Pountefreite par Thomas de Sibethorp’ et Robert de
Hoton’ clerk le roy a ceo faire assignez et sount toutes les chartres et escritez
remys en un huche billez et sealle du [[ * * *]] le dit Robert en boistez et
coffyns sicome desous est escrit et lez autrez remembrauncez en diuers huches
[[ * * * ]] de mesme celui Robert seallez et billez en la fourme que suit.

In c. 1294, Thomas of Lancaster, earl of Lancaster and earl of Leicester,
married Alice, daughter and heir of Henry de Lacy, earl of Lincoln, and
through her acquired the honours of Pontefract, Halton, Clitheroe, and
Bolingbroke, with the muniments of the Lacy family stretching back to
the eleventh century. In 1322 Thomas was in open rebellion against his
cousin Edward II and was captured at Boroughbridge on 16 March of
that year. He was taken to his castle of Pontefract and executed there on
22 March in the presence of the king. The earldoms of Lancaster and
Leicester thus came into the king’s hands (Complete Peerage, vii. 387–
96). On 24 July 1322 the king appointed two clerks, Robert de Hoton
and Thomas de Sibthorpe, to ‘examine, and put in order the charters,
writings and other muniments in the castles of Pontefract, Tutbury, and
Tonbridge’ (CalPat 1321–1324, 191). On 14 October 1325 they were
required to deliver their inventories to the treasurer and barons of the
exchequer, with the keys to the chests and coffers, if any remained in
their custody (CalCl 1323–1327, 411).5 Neither the estates nor the
inventories remained with the Crown for long. In 1324 the earldom of
Leicester was granted to Thomas’s brother Henry, who had taken no part
in the rebellion of 1322. In 1326 as ‘earl of Lancaster and Leicester’

5 It is this order, from Patent Roll, 16 Edward II, part 1, C66/157, mem. 28, that is
referred to in the misleading note in the current catalogue entry for DL41/133 ‘see also
C66/158, m. 28’.
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Henry was present at the council that elected Prince Edward (the future
King Edward III) keeper of the realm (Complete Peerage, vii. 397–8).
The presence of the inventories among the muniments of the duchy of
Lancaster indicates that they were handed over to Earl Henry with his
lands.6

The Savoy inventory, DL41/200 (Davis 1273), is an entirely
independent list. It is endorsed ‘Un kalender des chartres et munimentz
conc[[ * * * ]] en deux grand’ hanpers dens de [sic] Sauuoye par S(imon)
Pakeman’, and can be dated to 1340 × 1376, probably c. 1376.7 It
contains certain acts present in DL41/133, indicating that some
documents had been brought to the Savoy from Pontefract. The notes are
in general shorter and are in a different order from those in DL41/133–4.
There are notes of other acts not present in DL41/133. Its rot. 4
duplicates almost all of rot. 3r, so there are two identical notes of many
documents. The presence of these acts at the Savoy presumably explains
why they have not survived. The palace was stormed and its contents
destroyed on Thursday 13 June 1381 during the Peasants’ Revolt
(Westminster Chronicle 1381–1394, ed. Hector & Harvey (Oxford,
1982), 4–5; Anonimalle Chronicle 1333 to 1381, ed. Galbraith
(Manchester, 1927), 141–2). Henry Knighton, listing the duke of
Lancaster’s losses at the palace included his ‘carte et munimenta’
(Knighton’s Chronicle 1337–1396, ed. Martin (Oxford, 1995), 214–15).
In April 1382 the king came to an arrangement with the duke concerning
their mutual debts ‘because the writings and accounts relating to the

6 In October 1323, the king sent to Pontefract deeds that had been surrendered to
chancery after the death of Richard de Berleye and the escheat of his estate, showing
that there was no intention to remove muniments from the castle (CalCl 1323–1327,
28)
7 Simon Pakeman, tenant of Kirky Muxloe in Leicestershire, was appointed steward of
the honour of Leicester by Henry earl of Lancaster in 1340. He continued his
association with the earls of Lancaster, who held the Savoy palace, until his death on 20
September 1376 (G. G. Astill, ‘Social Advancement through Seignorial Service? The
case of Simon Pakeman’, Leics Archaeological and Historical Soc. Transactions 54
(1978–9), 14–25; CalIPM, xi. 276, no. 275). John of Gaunt, earl of Lancaster, called
him ‘steward of our honour of Leicester in the counties of Leicester, Warwick,
Nottingham, Rutland and Northampton’ in 1362, and later, as duke, included him in a
list of members of his council in an act of 1369 (S. Armitage-Smith, John of Gaunt’s
Register 1372–1376 (Camden 3rd series 20–21 (1911), i. 108–10, no. 255; ii. 356–7,
no. 1811). Another list of documents at the Savoy is dated 50 Edward III, i.e. 25
January 1376–24 January 1377, and is endorsed in the same hand and style ‘per S.
Pakeman’. This roll, DL41/130, Davis 1274, contains nothing earlier than the reign of
Henry III.
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same were burnt at his manor of Sauvoye in the late insurrection, and
some of the clerks are dead’ (CalPat 1381–1385, 124).

The three acts printed below comprise a charter granting the
‘custom of the castlery’ to Ilbert de Lacy, another granting Robert de
Lacy all that his father held within and without the castlery, and a third
allowing an exchange of lands between Robert de Lacy and Urse
d’Abetot. A summary of Anglo-Norman acts for Lacy is given in
Headnote for H1: Robert de Lacy.

See also ROUEN, SAINTE-TRINITÉ DU MONT.

ILBERT DE LACY

000 Notes of a charter granting Ilbert the custom of the
castlery as he held it in the time of King William I and
of the bishop of Bayeux. 1087 × 1100, perhaps 1088

SOURCE: Inventory of deeds found in Pontefract castle (1322), PRO Duchy of
Lancaster, Miscellanea, DL41/134 (formerly DL41/1/37), mem. 5r (‘en un boiste issuit
bille’, ‘diuersez chartres des roys’); almost identical copy, DL41/133 (formerly
DL41/1/36, before that XXV. A. 9) (1322), mem. 7r.
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 229, fol. 125va (copy by Glover,
1570s) [from DL41/133]; Bodl. MS Dugdale 18, fol. 21rb (fair copy by Dugdale, 1669–
70) [from Glover]; Register of Duchy of Lancaster royal charters, PRO OBS1/892
(compiled by William Hardy, 1834), p. v [from DL41/133].
PRINTED: Farrer, Early Yorkshire Charters, iii. 123–4 (no. 1415).
CALENDAR: Regesta 372b.

Carta W(illelmi) regis Angl(ie) per quam concessit Ilberto de Laceio
consuetud(ines) de castellaria castelli sui sicut ea<s> habuit tempore
patris ipsius regis W(illelmi) et tempore Baiocens(is) episcopi.

A charter of William king of England by which he granted to Ilbert de Lacy the customs
of the castlery of his castle just as he held them in the time of the father of that King
William and in the time of the bishop of Bayeux.

SOURCE: Inventory of deeds at the Savoy (c. 1376), PRO Duchy of Lancaster,
Miscellanea, DL41/200 (formerly DL41/3/27), rot. 2r.
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Item carta regis W(illelmi) facta Ilberto de Lacy de consuetudinibus
castellariorum sicut eas habuit tempore patris predicti W(illelmi).

A charter of King William made to Ilbert de Lacy concerning the customs of the
castleries just as he had them in the time of the father of the foresaid William.

DATE: During the reign of William II, and after ‘the time of Bishop Odo’, so after
Odo’s rebellion in April 1088; before the death of Ilbert I de Lacy at an unknown date
during the reign of William II. The most likely date is 1088, soon after the rebellion of
Bishop Odo (see Context).
CONTEXT: The castlery referred to must be that of Pontefract. The plural in the second
abstract is presumably an error, unless the original act referred both to Pontefract and to
Roger the Poitevin’s castlery. The Domesday survey states that the Craven vills of
Barnoldswick and Calton were in the castell(aria) of Roger the Poitevin (DB, i. 332r;
Yorkshire §§ 30. W3, W30). There has been some dispute over the location of Roger’s
castle. Whitaker, Whalley (41872), i. 256, and E. S. Armitage, ‘The early Norman
castles of England’, EHR 19 (1904), 209–45, 417–55, at pp. 225–7, 451, had no doubt
that it was at Clitheroe. This was roundly rejected by J. McNulty, who however made
no alternative suggestion (McNulty, ‘Clitheroe castle and its chapel: their origins’,
Transactions of the Historic Society of Lancashire and Cheshire 93 (1942, for 1941),
45–53). The ‘customs of the castlery’ doubtless means the services due from its tenants:
Farrer provides some brief observations on the subject in his note to this act.

The reference to Bishop Odo implies that he had held an interest in the castlery, for
this cannot be a purely chronological reference. An act of Henry I for Selby abbey,
which confirms Ilbert’s gift of the town of Hambleton ‘concessu Odonis episcopi
Baiocensis’ (H1/000, Regesta 890), provides further evidence that Ilbert at one time
held all or part of his Yorkshire fee as a subtenant of Bishop Odo. There is no trace of
this in the Yorkshire folios of Domesday, which make no reference at all to the bishop.
The question arises whether Ilbert was Odo’s vassal during the bishop’s first period of
royal favour, from 1066 until his imprisonment in 1082 or 1083, or during the second,
from soon after the coronation of William II until his rebellion in April 1088, or both.
As Hambleton was held of Ilbert de Lacy by one Earnwine in 1086 (DB, i. 315c; Yorks
§ 9. W25), it is likely that Ilbert’s gift to Selby was made during the second period,
implying he was a subtenant of Odo in 1087–8.

However, in several other counties where Ilbert held land in 1086 he held as tenant
of Bishop Odo’s fee (DB, i. 31d, 145a, 155c–156c; 342a–343c, 364b; Surrey § 5. 19,
Bucks § 4. 38, Oxf § 7, Lincs § 4, 40. 24; Wightman, Lacy Family, 31–5). It might be
argued that Ilbert had similarly been a subtenant of Odo in Yorkshire before 1083, but
that this was not mentioned by the Domesday compiler, and that William II had merely
restored that arrangement on Odo’s rehabilitation in 1087. It seems more likely,
however, that when Bishop Odo was restored to favour in 1087 Ilbert was again made
his vassal, not just in lands he had previously held of Odo, but also in lands he was
holding in chief and had acquired only after Odo’s imprisonment. The most likely
explanation of this act is that it confirms Ilbert in his fee after the rebellion of Bishop
Odo in 1088.

Wightman, Lacy Family, 241, did not accept that Ilbert had ever held his Yorkshire
fief of Bishop Odo. His argument has several strands, none of which withstand
examination. He states erroneously that Odo’s concessus is mentioned only in a
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fourteenth-century calendar: in fact it appears in a verbatim transcript of the apparently
authentic charter of Henry I mentioned above. Wightman’s suppositions that Odo may
have given permission because he was Ilbert’s superior lord elsewhere, or that he may
merely have witnessed Ilbert’s charter, are entirely implausible.

ROBERT DE LACY

000 Note of a charter granting all the land that his father
held within the castle and without. 1087 × 1100,
probably 1091 × 1100

SOURCE: Inventory of deeds found in Pontefract castle (1322), PRO Duchy of
Lancaster, Miscellanea, DL41/134 (formerly DL41/1/37), mem. 5r (‘en une boiste issuit
bille’, ‘diuersez chartres des roys’); almost identical copy (1322), DL41/133 (formerly
DL41/1/36, before that XXV. A. 9), mem. 7r.
ANTIQUARIAN TRANSCRIPTS: BL MS Lansdowne 229, fol. 125va (copy by Glover,
1570s) [from DL41/133]; Bodl. MS Dugdale 18, fol. 21rb (fair copy by Dugdale, 1669–
70) [from Glover]; Register of Duchy of Lancaster royal charters, PRO OBS1/892
(compiled by William Hardy, 1834), p. v [from DL41/133].
PRINTED: Farrer, Early Yorkshire Charters, iii. 124 (no. 1416).
CALENDAR: Regesta 312.

Carta regis W(illelmi) per quam concessit Roberto Ilberti filio uniuersam
terram quam pater suus tenuit et unde seisitus erat die quo mortuus fuit,
solute et quiete, sicut pater suus tenuit in castelloa et extra.

a sic DL41/134 ] castelle DL41/133

A charter of King William by which he granted to Robert son of Ilbert all the land that
his father held and whereof he was seised on the day that he died, freely and quietly,
just as his father held within the castle and without.

DATE: Probably soon after the death of Ilbert de Lacy at an uncertain date during the
reign of William II, perhaps 1091 or later.
CONTEXT: The succession of heirs to their predecessors’ estates doubtless generated
many confirmations of this kind, but few have survived.

000 Writ-charter confirming the exchange of the lands of
Ingoldmells (Lincs) and Witchona made by Urse
d’Abetot and Robert de Lacy. 1093 × 1100
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ORIGINAL: PRO Duchy of Lancaster, Royal Charters, DL10/1 (formerly DL box 71, no.
1) (Bishop S39, written by scribe i), 135 mm wide × 40 mm deep, including seal tag
115 mm × 10 mm, wrapping tie 3 mm wide. The tongue survives intact, although the
wrapping-tie has lost a part of its length [A].
SEAL: In 1832 F. D. Danvers, reporting to C. P. Purton on the records in the Duchy
office, mentioned this charter as the earliest of the ‘grants in boxes’, noting that it had
‘part of the king’s seal thereto’ (General Report on the Public Records (1837),
Appendix, 81b). In 1888 Round noted that there was a fragment of seal still attached
(Ancient Charters, no. 1; repeated by Farrer, Early Yorkshire Charters, iii. 124–5, no.
1417). The seal has since entirely disappeared, leaving a discolouration 50 mm long on
the tongue.
ENDORSEMENT: ‘Prima’ (s. xiv/xv).
FACSIMILE: Bishop & Chaplais, pl. xxvii a; Johnson & Jenkinson, English Court Hand,
pl. i b.
PRINTED: General Report on the Public Records (1837), Appendix, 88b [from A];
Round, Ancient Charters, 1–2 (no. 1) [from A]; H. Hall, Formula Book of English
Official Historical Documents (Cambridge, 1908–9), i. 52 (no. 48) [from Round];
Farrer, Early Yorkshire Charters, iii. 124–5 (no. 1417) [from Round]; Bishop &
Chaplais, no. 29 [from A].
CALENDAR: Regesta 479.

W(illelmus) rex Angl(orum) Rotb(erto) episcopo Lincolię, 
Os(berto) uicec(omiti) Lincolie et baronibus suis et fidelibus
francis et anglis salutem. Sciatis quod concedo escanbium
quod fecerunt Vr(so) de Abet(ot) et Rotb(ertus) de Laceio de
Ingoluesmera et de Witchona. T(estibus) Rotb(erto) episcopo
Lincolie et R(oberto) filio Haim(onis). Apud Brichestoch’.

William king of the English to Robert bishop of Lincoln, Osbert sheriff of Lincoln, and
his barons and sworn men French and English greeting. Know that I grant the
exchange that Urse d’Abetot and Robert de Lacy have made of Ingoldmells and
Witchona. Witness Robert bishop of Lincoln and Robert fitz Haimo. At Brigstock.

DATE: After the nomination of Robert Bloet as bishop of Lincoln in March 1093 and
before the death of William II on 2 August 1100. The date at which Osbern succeeded
to the shrievalty is not precisely known, so the address to him does not narrow the
limits of date. The place-date at Brigstock excludes periods when William was in
Normandy.
ADDRESS: To the shire court of Lincoln.
WITNESS: Robert Bloet, bishop of Lincoln, and Robert fitz Hamo.
PLACE-DATE: Brigstock, Northamptonshire, a royal manor of 3½ hides in 1086, with a
further 4 hides in three outliers (membra) (DB, i. 219d; § 1. 13). Three acts of William
II, two of Henry I (000, Regesta 355, 446, 587, 1370), and six of Henry II (H2/289,
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494, 613, 2622–4) are place dated there. For the ‘royal hunting lodge’ at Brigstock, see
King’s Works, ii. 902.
CONTEXT: As might be expected, the consent of the king was required if tenants-in-
chief wished to exchange lands. Only one of the places can definitely be identified.
Ingoldmells appears to have been accidentally omitted from the survey. Its soke in
Partney, Great Steeping, Tric, and Burgh le Marsh, assessed at 2½ carucates, was held
by Robert the dispenser in 1086 (DB, i. 363c; Lincs § 38. 9; Round, Ancient Charters,
no. 1 note). Much of Robert’s Domesday fee passed to his brother Urse d’Abetot: this
act shows that Urse was in possession of his brother’s lands before the death of William
II. In 1115 Hugh de Laval (who then held the Lacy fee) had 4 carucates and 6 bovates
in Candleshoe wapentake, almost certainly in Ingoldmells (Lindsey Survey, 253; § 14.
2). Maud de Lacy (i.e. Maud de Clare, widow of Roger de Lacy and mother of John de
Lacy, constable of Chester) held in chief in Ingoldmells in 1212; in 1219 her land there
was valued at £15 p.a. (Fees, 163, 285). In 1242–3 Ingoldmells was said to belong to
the honour of Pontefract (Fees, 1055). Round was unable to identify Witchona; Farrer,
Early Yorkshire Charters, iii. 124, suggested Wootton (Lincs), apparently because one
Odo was said to hold land there of Ralph de Mortimer in 1086 (DB, i. 363a; Lincs § 36.
2). The description of Odo as ‘Ralph’s man’ does not suggest Bishop Odo, but perhaps
this results from the Domesday scribe’s extrapolation from his source documents. There
is nothing otherwise to connect Ilbert de Lacy with any of the three Domesday holdings
in Wootton, nor is it apparent that any interest in that place was held later by the
Marmion family, to whom Robert the dispenser’s holdings in Lincolnshire passed.
Roger Marmion and Walter de Beauchamp are said to have married daughters of Urse
d’Abetot and to have shared the fee held in 1086 by Robert the dispenser.

The presence of this act in the archives of the Duchy of Lancaster indicates that it
was retained by the Lacy family. It is quite possible that another version was given to
Urse d’Abetot, and perhaps we should be open to the possibility that it was differently
addressed, and that Witchona was not in Lincolnshire. However, there is no obvious
candidate for the place in Ilbert’s Domesday holdings outside Lincolnshire, nor in the
lands known to have been held in later years by the Marmion and Beauchamp families.


