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la.

INTRODUCTORY CHAPTER.

The importance of the Northern Fair; the nature
of the fair; the general development of fairs in
Yorkshire; the preponderance of Yorkshire fairs in
the Northern Counties; the evidemce for Yorkshire
fairs before the Conquest, Roman, Saxon, Danish;
some reasons for Yorkshire origins; the position of
the Church; the malin characteristics of fairs, legal,
financial, judicial, commerciasl, political, social;

the difficulties attendant on the fair.
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There are, it would seem, two questions to be
faced at the outset in a paper dealing with fairs in
the Northern England of the Middle Ages. In the past
there have been two books written on the subject of
fairs: Walford, "Fairs, Past and Present™, and Morley,
"Bartholomew Falr". Each of these deals with the
feirs of Southern England and excellent as each book
is there is the implication -~ borne still further
by certain general economiec history works - that the
history of England is the history of Southern England
alone and that Northern England is of little or no

account in the development of the nation. It is true

that the "our falrs™ of England are all to be found
in the South: Sturbridge, near Caembridge; St. Bartholomew,
Smithfield; St. Ives; and St. Giles, Winochester, and
that there is an innumerable host of lesser fairs South
of the Humber. This is & readily admitted fact, but
it is equally true that North of the Humber there have
existed, and in many cases do still exist, fairs of
great antiquity and importance, attended not only by
Northerners, but by the Merchants of Southern England
and of the countries beyond the seas. It is possible
that no single one of these Northern fairs could
compete in importance with one of the four great fairs
but most of them do compete both in antiquity and
importance with the general type of Southern fair.

The second problem is that of the nature of the
fair. Hempsthwaite (near Harrogate) Feast was held
in 1934 for five days, July 2lst - 25th. This is a

gsurvival of one of the Yorkshire fairs, one, as it
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happens, of little more than local interest. The
fair-ground was in a distinctly limited area away

from the main street of the village. There were
shooting-galleries, coconut-shies, roundabouts,
fortune-booths. The feast ended, whilst these
extraneous amusements were being refurbished for

their next temporary fair-ground, with a cricket

mateh between the Hampsthwalte men and ladies. There
seemed to be little talk of trade or polities. In

the "News Chronicle" of August 6th 1934, appeared the
following paragraph: "Fairs, Fetes and Circuses, never
change. True, the gipsies will tell you that the
business is not what it was. But if you're on London's
Hampstead Heath today, look at the people on the Fair
ground. All ages, all classes, both sexes. The appeal
is age-0ld, universal and fool-proof. Here and there

a raucous loud-speaker seems to have displaced a steam
organ or two, but that's incidental. The important
things like the Fat Lady, the Roundabout and the Houpla
are still going as strong as ever." There is a
statement here which calls for criticism. "Fairs never
change."” The history of the fair shows it as a
constantly changing institution. To the modern mind

it is the epitome of the open-air foregathering of
pleasure-loving crowds. It is only in the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries that this has become the case.
With the reaping of the fruits of the Agrioultural and
Industrial Revolutions the fair did change and become
the never-changing institution which is known today
where the roundabout and the coconut-shy are the all-

importent things., In this there remains only one part,



and that the least important part, of the fair as

it was known from the early middle ages to the end

of the eighteenth century. In all times crowds have
loved pleasure and there were in the medieval fair
entertainments of many varied types (as can be seen
e.g. in Morley's account of Bartholomew Fair especially
at the time of the execution of Walla;g). These
entertainments then did deserve their name of side-
shows. Far more important than any entertainment was
the business which brought men together to a fair.

It is inconcelvable that the kings of medieval England,
or for that matter of any medieval country, since
England is in her fairs only maintaining the commerecial
system of all Western Europe, should have granted their
royal charter for a merely pleasurable gathering, or
that there should have developed a special court, the
plepowder court, for the settlement of disputes arising
on a roundabout, together with a complicated system of
laws and legal machinery designed for the protection

of those who resorted to fairs. It will be found that
as the pleasure-side of the fair increases in importance,
the fair, qn? fair, decays and ceases to be worthy of
chronicle, This decay is to be found primarily in the
nineteenth century. It is for this reason that the
twentieth century holds so erroneous a view as to the
functions of the fair. From early times until late in
the eighteenth century the fair is one of the main
points in the system of trade, local, national and
international. There have been many local histories

written of which there is little or no mention of the

local fair; economic historians have passed it by in



favour of other developments. Such pictures remain
incomplete. Records of life in these centurles show
that to the people of all classes the annual or
semi-annual fair was an event of immense importance,

a means whereby both necessaries and luxuries might be
purchased, commerclal interests safeguarded, municipal
authorities developed, feudal dues and the profits of
Justice collected. There is, throughout the history
of the fair as an economic institution, a constant
succession of requests for, and grants of a fair,
together with an equally constant succession of
recriminatory appeals from local owners for the
suppression of a neighbouring fair because of its
detrimental effect upon the fair of the petitioner.
Fairs were valuable possessions, too valuable for any
infringement of their rights to be lightly regarded.
Royal and local authority were equally interested in
maintaining the peace of the fair. The Church before
the Reformation and local parsons after the sixteenth
century gave their blessing upon an institution which
In it8 origin in one direction was primarily religious
and at all times brought erowds within close contact of
the church-door, the saint's tomb and the open-air
pulpit. The fair, especially at the height of its fame
in the later middle ages, must be the object of
considerable attention. It was a matter of vast
political, religious, legal, judicial, and, above all,

commercial importance.
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It was realised that in the case of Yorkshire - as,
indeed, in that of all the Northern Counties - to

effect a break in the history of the fair at the

end of the Middle Ages was impossible since the natural
development is pursued through the sixteenth and seven-
teenth centuries to the end of the eighteenth. However
momentous were the developments of the sixteenth century
in the religious sphere and of the seventeenth century
in the constitutional sphere, and however important

were the changes in economlc life in many respects -

in overseas trade, in the growth of the great companies,
in the consolidation of town-life, the fair remained
outwardly a centre of commercial activity. As more
modern times appeared the fair was still an essential
feature of economic life; only, whilst its importance
locally was undiminished, it was ceasing to play so
important a part in national and international economy.
This is a development of the eighteenth ecentury, not of
any earllier period, a&and it was therefore realised that
to make a break in the record of the development of

the Yorkshire fairs would be to give an unreal effect

of a sudden and cataclysmic change such as has never
actually taken place. With the end of the eighteenth
century the natural development of the fair has proceeded
8till further. Faced by the rivalry of the new methods
of production and distribution the falr gradually ceases

to be a centre of commercial intercourse and becomes



the meeting-point of country festivity which is known
today. This paper, then, deals with the fair in Yorkshire
from its earliest days to the end of the eighteenth
century, since it is in that period that there is the
history of its development and importance. At the same
time, it was impossible to exclude the development which
progresses side by side with the development of the fair.
A felr 1s simply a greater market and wherever, therefore,
market-development is found to be in connection with
fair-development, reference has been made to matters
concerned, apparently, with markets rather than with
fairs. Especially will this seem the case in the
Scarborough-Seamer dispute. It was, however, deemed
inadvisable that market-developments should be omitted
in view of the fact that the market and the fair hold
an identical position in the eyes of the law and market
developments in almost all cases throw light on problems
of the fair.

One further point is here worthy of consideration.
The evidence of the Charter 391;5(2) suggests that of the
five Northern Counties (excluding the special franchise
of Durham) the County of York was the most thickly
covered with a network of fairs; of the remainder, the
County of Lancaster is probably the most important.
For the preponderance of falrs in Yorkshire there are
several suggestions which must be borne in mind.

It is & generally accepted fact that though
Domesday Book gives no evidence in favour of their
existence whilst other evidence also is scanty, fairs

did exist in England before the Norman Conquest.



Wherever the Roman military system was pursued by the
trader, fairs and markets appeared. Thus near the
Roman Wall of Hadrian at Corstopitum, now Corbridge,
there was an important fair which despite many
vicissitudes existed throughout the Middle Ages as a
trading centre of Northumberland and exists today as
the Stagshaw Bank Fair. There were many Roman military
stations in Yorkshire. South of Yorkshire the Roman peace
was to be found secure, but beyond the Humber the needs
of the troops had to be supplied and, on the analogy
of Corbridge, it would appear at least probably that
the most convenient method of supplying the diverse needs
of the varied races grouped amongst the Roman forces was
to be found in great marts held wherever a military
station made safe the sojourn of the trader and where
Roman roads, primarily built for strategic purposes,
enabled him to transport his goods. The lack of definite
evidence, however, makes it unsafe to presuppose that
the fairs of Yorkshire can c¢laim a Roman origin., There
is in Yorkshire, it must be remembered, in Roman times a town-
tradition in regard to trade. The strongly defended forts
were the only safe places for merchants. To this in later
years was added the town~-tradition of Danish trade.

As for the Roman perlod, so for the periocd of
early Anglo~Saxon conquest and of Northumbrian greatness
there is an absence of definite information in regard
to the meetings of merechants. The connection between the
foundation of an Abbey or Cathedral Church with the beginning
of a fair was still undeveloped. Whitby was later the home
of a fair but in the days of Hild and Caedmon, the Abbey

of Streonaeshalch apparently had no conception of the



profits of trade. It would seem probably that if the
tombs of English saints were already attracting vast
concourses of people which made necessary special
arrangements for the provision of their wants, thus
speedily causing the development of a centre of trade,
then Bede and other writers - as, e.g., in Eddius' "Life
of Wilfrid" - would not have remained silent on the subject.
On the subject of fairs in Northumbria in the days of
Northern hegemony conjecture is useless and it can
only be suggested that as yet fairs were undeveloped,
if not unknown, and that for the most part those that
did exist were swept away in the Danish attacks which
destroyed the political and cultural power of Northumbria.
A purely Christian origin has been assigned to fairs
yet in Yorkshire at least it is certain that this was
not wholly the case. It was supposed that the burial-
places of saints became very quickly the objects of
pilgrimages. Pilgrims, frequently coming from &
great distance, would not hasten away from the shrine
but would remain in order that they might see the fruit
of their devotions or simply to pay the full homage which
their plety required. Their sojourn in the neighbour-
hood of the shrine meant a new demand on the
resources of the neighbourhood, a demand which those
resources were frequently unable to supply. Since there
was at the shrine the greatest concourse on the days
on which was especially commemorated some outstanding
feature of the life of the saint - usually the supposed
day of his death - 1t became customary for the people of
the neighbourhood to make provision against those days
by setting up stalls and by procuring as great supplies

of food and other necessities as the neighbourhood could



provide, Where the shrine proved so popular that the
number of people gathering to it proved too great for

the resources of the neighbourhood, there arose the
opportunity of "foreign" traders, i.e. of traders from
beyond the neighbourhood. In this way it became
customary for traders to come together at the shrine

of the saint, there to exchange their wares, and thus

in course of time appeared a great annual mart or fair.
The same process is apparently at work in the development
of a fair held on the dedication or patronal festival

of a church. It will be seen that of the medieval grants
of fairs only a very small minority are to be held on a
day other than that of the saint to whom the church was
dedicated, the royal charter thus expressing formally

a practice which was already natural and customary.

Yet to assign so purely a Christian origin to fairs is

to leave out of account a cause of their appearance

which was prevalent in the North of England and
especially in Yorkshire. The pagan, Danish, origlin must
also be taken into account. In the same manner as
Christians gathered at the shrine of a saint, the Danes
ggthered at the funeral of a hero and on days commemorative
of his prowess. There is much that is Danish in character
in the early history of Yorkshire. When the Danes of
Yorkshire were at last converted to Christianity the
feasts which they had held in honour of anoestral heroes
were not discontinued. The feasts had grown to have a
significance wider than their original intention. They
had, in fact, become centres of trade and of pleasure

and were rapidly aequiring the main characteristics of
the fair. It is very possible that more than one Yorkshire

fair goes back to such an origin., It has, however, been
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the fashion until quite recent times to ascribe to
Athelstan such origins as are not known. The question

of the origin of Beverley Fair will be dealt with later;
this is a typical example of what is probably a mythiecal
asoription to Athelstan. It must be confessed that,
whilst there have been many interesting theories as to
the existence of falrs in Yorkshire before the Norman
Conquest, there is little actual proof. Whilst the
balance remains on the side of the probability of their
existence it must be remembered that the Conqueror's
Harrying of the North in 1071 had its worst effects in
Yorkshire and that whilst for over fifty years the lands
remained waste there ecould have been little opportunities
for trade and little incentive for merchants to visit

the impoverished county., There is one theory, possibly
hardly serious, which assigns to one of the York fairs

an origin before the Conquest, and which is at least
worthy of mention., It will be shown later how unfortunate
it is that the York records are destroyed. There was

a fair in York in the Middle Ages belonging to the Abbey
of Saint Mary, outside the walls of the City. Today
there is a suburb of York called Bootham, a name which
appears in Domesday Book. It has been suggested that

the district gained its name from the booths set up in
fair-time. If the theory were true, then the Bootham
fair must have existed before the Conquest in order

that the name should have been acquired by the time of
the Domesday %inquiry. It must however be remembered

that the Abbey of Saint Mary is & post-Conquest foundation,
of the time of William II and Stephen. There was a
previous Abbey in the same place, and the theory therefore

must be presupposedthat the second Abbey merely took over
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all the rights of its predecessor. The theory can only
remain an interesting speculation.

There remain other and more certain general factors
to account for the important development of the fair in
Yorkshire. In the matter of strategy, Yorkshire of the
slx Northern Counties was the most favourably situated
after the Normen Conquest. Once the Vikings had ceased
to invade England by the Humber mouth Yorkshire had little
to fear from external enemies. It is true that from
the reign of Edward II there were Scottish attacks
to be feared but in comparison with the records of
Northumberland and Durham these attacks were infrequent
and insignificant. The merchants at the Yorkshire
fairs had not to look anxiously Northwards to watech for
the first signs of Scottish marauders as had the cattle
dealers of the Border fairs. Except for the reign of
Edward II Yorkshire was undistmwbed by warfare until
the civil wars of the fifteenth and seventeenth centuries.
York, Scarborough, Beverley suffered in the Peasants'
Revolt of 1381 but the West of Yorkshire appears to
have been little disturbed. The peace prevalent
in Yorkshire is indirectly connected with another of
the factors whiech contributed to the growth, development
and importance of fairs in Yorkshire. The County is a
County of Abbeys, Benedictine and Cistercian. The Yorkshire
dales are famous for Byland, Rievaulx, Jervaulx, Bolton,
Fountains. Outside the dales there are St. Mary's, (York),
Whitby, Meaux and many another of not so great importance -
Kirkham Abbey, Bridlington Priory, Kirkstall. With
few exceptions the great Abbeys were centres of

sheep-farming and even in the Middle Ages Yorkshire was,
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through them, playing an important part in the
wool-trade, a part which has steadily grown in
importance towards its predominance in the present

day. Yorkshire's important share in the wool-trade

had many effects. The most immediate effect was the
natural one - the possibillity of exchanging the raw
wool for the commodities of the rest of England and

of Europe. Merchants inevitably were attracted to

the County to find there not only wool. Thus the
markets and fairs of Yorkshire came to have more than

a local significance. In response to the export of
wool, the Yorkshire ports extended their capacities

and were able to recelve the goods and shlips of aliens.
Hull and Searborough rapidly became important ports and
are constantly mentioned as requiring special provision
in schemes for the defence of the realm and for the
furtherance of the country's trade. The development of
the Yorkshire ports led in turn to, and was increased
by, a further growth of fairs., It will be found that
each important port was also the home of a fair, and
also that despite enactments at law and the legal theory
of Bracton there was a tendency for fairs to spring up -
almost in a cluster - within reach of those ports,
despite the supposed requirement of the observance of a
distance of seven miles (a third of a day's Journey)
between fair and fair. It will be found that this
tendency was at the root of many quarrels in the Middle
Ages over fair-rights. The importance of the Yorkshire
Abbeys has a still further significance. It 1s exceptional
in the Middle Ages to find an Abbey which has not some

direct relationship with a fair. Where an abbey does not
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itself possess a fair it will usually be found to be

in close proximity to one, or to have very great
privileges in some fair or fairs. How great these
privileges were will be seen in the case of Byland.

It is extremely unfortunate that the records of

St., Mary's fair in Bootham have been destroyed. More

is known of the connection of Whitby and Selby Abbeys
with the fairs in thelr neighbourhood. There are,
indeed, many reasons why the great Abbey and the great
fair should be conneeted. It has already been mentioned
that the Yorkshire Abbeys were the homes of sheep~farming.
They were also great landovmers and in all times the
possession of land has meant wealth. This was especially
true in the Middle Ages. The wealth which was given to
them by their land was used by the Abbeys to foster
trade, An abbey with its great number of residents -

not only the monks but all their dependents and servants -
represented a demand for food and clothes which was not
always to be supplied from the immediate neighbourhood.
It was natural that "foreign®" traders would be drawn
towards a place where the demand was certain. When in
that place they met with other treders, local (the abbot
and his brethren among them) and "foreign", it was
natural that there should begin wider trading than the
mere supplying of the immediate needs of the Abbey.

There were then present those elements which lead to the
growth of a fair. In an earlier paragraph mention was
made of the peace which Yorkshire for the most part
enjoyed in the Middle Ages. Men were not however prepared
to take that peace for granted but instead took measures
to ensure perpetual safety from war. The old town at

Whitby clusters near the Abbey. At Beverley the town grew
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up with the Minster as a nucleus., In an age of uneasy
peace there was at least settled peace in the Abbey
precincts. Trade has always tended to make for peaceful
routes and to avoid those routes where there is danger

of brigandage. Merchants preferred to make their
temporary home in a place where they could feel secure.
Security was to be found within, or in the immediate
neighbourhood of, the walls of an abbey. There were many
men prepared in the Middle Ages to risk the penalties

of robbery with violence but there were not so many
prepared to combine with erime the sin of sacrilege.

The Abbey gave her peace to the traders who came to her
each year and made the business of merchandise secure.
This fact also is partly responsible for the holding of
markets and fairs in churchyards and cemeteries, a
practice so natural to Englishmen of Plantagenet times
that the statutes of Edward I against it were repeated
almost two hundred years later by Henry VI, apparently
with as little effect. But there were still other reasons
for the holding of & fair in abbey-ground or church-yard.
The heathen Dane®s came together to celebrate with games
the exploits of a dead hero and thus gave rise to
opportunities for trade. Christieans, similarly, ceme
together on the festival of their patronal saint, to
worship in his chureh. The fair at York was held on the
day of St. Peter, to whom the Minster-Church is dedicated.
On that day there were pilgrims from many parts of
Yorkshire to the Minster, the mother-chureh, of Yorkshire.
Men came to the shrine of the saint and foregathering
there became a temporary community whose wants could be
supplied not merely by local producers but indeed by the

merchants of many countries. Individuals whose normal
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lives were spent in lsolation were for a time to be
found together; the merchant's task was far easier if
he could bring his wares to them then than if he were
foreced to journey each of the muddy tracks that led to
the isolated homesteads. In this same way the weekly
market was held in the churchyard where the local
salesmen and purchasers met inevitably (since in the
Middle Ages devotion was a customary matter) on their
normal visits to the parish-church. It was in the
Middle Ages, or, at any rate, in the earlier part of
them, impossible to separate religion and trade. The
Minster, the Abbey, the Parish-Church, each had an
unbreakable link with the commercial events of its
neighbourhood.

It was, indeed, well that this was the case.
Certain ninetemath century historians have poured scorn
on the Church of the Middle Ages for her association with
commerce, accusing her of soiling her hands by such a
connection. This was in itself a short-sighted accusation
inasmuch as it revealed that these historians had grave
suspicions in regard to the character of nlneteenth
century trade. Their attitude cannot, in fact, be
justified. There are in the present times many men in
church and business who regret that it is now diffiecult
to pursue a religious attitude in business or to make
business and economic life a proper sphere for the active
interest of the Church., Such a difficulty did not exist
in the early Middle Ages though it was already appearing
by the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. To medieval
men and women it was natural that their business should
be the concern of the Church. The Church eared for them

from birth to burial; the most important feature of their
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life - the means whereby they obtained the necessaries
of life - came therefore under the aegis of the Church.
If they brought their domestic conecerns to the church-
porch they were prepared also to bring their commercial
concerns. At the same time, if they were to bring their
commercial concerns to the church-porech they were
naturally unwilling that there should be anything in
those concerns which might savour of unjust dealing.

In this way trade benefited enormously from its
association with the Church. In an age when there was
little coercive power to bind men to perform their
contracts, when the authority of the State was insufficient
to ensure the absence of fraud in commercial dealings,
it was well that the Church required a high standard of
morality in trade. By herself taking a place in the
trading community she dignified that community and set
it a standard of right deeling which, if it increased
her own wealth through her commercial undertekings, yet
showed to men the means by which lawful wealth might be
obtained.

As the Middle Ages passed the Church, it is true,
gave to her opponents ground for suspicion as to the
origins of her wealth, but it must not be forgotten that
it was the Church which first taught business morality
and enabled men to practise it. In Yorkshire not only
abbots but parish priests saw to it that trading was
done equitably in the grounds attached to their Chureh
and gave their blessing to business contracts lawfully
undertaken. The attitude of the Church to trade underwent
many transformetions in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries and from that time it is the State, rather than

the Chureh which is the regulator of commercial morality in
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markets and fairs - the State repressnted at times by
the central authority of the Privy Council and at
times by the local influence of the Justices of the
Peace.

Before considering the particular histories
of Yorkshire fairs and markets it is as well to
understand the mein characteristics of fairs in
general in order that any peculiarities or divergencies
from the nomal English type may be recognised.
There are certain well-marked distinctions which
must be obeyed if a fair is to be held and certain
Teatures which are normally to be expected. Since
these are to be found in most general economic

histories (e.g., Lipson "“Economic History") it is

unnecessary to go into them in detall but is equally
necessary to point out the important and main points which
characterise the fair in its origin and development. Of
these the most important at the outset is the legal position

of the falr., The Quo Werranto Inquiry of Edward I affords

sufficient indication of the manner in whieh the fair
was regarded by the law. Except in the palatine juris-
diction of County Durham there was only one authority
sufficient for the granting of fairs - that of the
king. If the reason for the existence of a fair were
called in question only two replies might be given

and be considered as an adequate defence of the privilege.
In many cases the claim would be made that the fair

was held from time beyond memory. This claim gave

rise to the right by prescription and if all evidence
tended to show that the lord of the fair and

his ancestors had held that fair for a time
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beyond the memory of living men the clalm might be,
and usually was, allowed. It was a much safer method
of defence that a copy of a roysl charter should be
produced as evidence before the inquisitors. Such a
charter could only be given by the king,and fairs,
therefore,were held as gifts from the king. It is
questionable whether the king having once made the
grant could of his own will revoke it - Bractod®
suggests that he could not - but there were ways in
which the right to a fair might be forfeited. Of
these the failure to hold the fair - "non-user" of

the grant - was probably the least common. In the
eyes of the law if a fair were not held when a

charter had been granted for its holding, then the
right of holding it lapsed altogether and the fair
could only be revived when an entirely new charter had
been obtained for it. From the loss of the right to
hold a fair through non-user it is only a short step
to the loss of the right if the falir were not held on
the days specified in the original charter or in
later confirmation of that charter. It was possible -
and there are many ocases of 1t - for the date of a
fair to be altered when there was reasonable supposition
that the new date would mean improved trade in the
fair and increased profits for the owner. But since
the lord of the fair was to make inoreased profits by
the change, the law required him to obtain a new grant
for his fair, specifying the new dates., By this
means the executive authority in the country - the
Crown - was enabled to have some share in those profits.
The lord might not only seek to alter the date of the

fair; he might seek to inerease or decrease the length
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of the fair. Amercements were frequent for the
holding of the fair before and after its proper
termini or for causing 1t to end too soon. In many
instances a fair was increased in length - that at
Kingston-upon-Hull is an obvious example - but in
each case a new charter was obtained for the
alteration; otherwise amercement or forfeiture was
certain to be the fortune of the lord. 1In order
that the correct time for the opening amd closing of
the fair might be observed the lord or his
representative was required to read out a proclamation
of the fair on both occasions. Several examples of
these in connection with Yorkshire fairs have survived
and in some few cases are in use today. The fair, then,
had a definite position in the eyes of the law.
Occaslonally a lord i1s found willing to give up
his right to a fair. Wherever this was the case,
the reason wes obvious; the falr had ceased to be a
profitable undertaking, due either to the increasing
use of the neighbouring fairs or to the competition
of new economic factors, to be seen, e.g. in the
restrictions placed by the merchant gilds upon trade
in falrs or the growth of the new shop-economy in
towns. The fair was meant to be a profit-making
institution., In the eyes of the owner all other factors
governing the development of the fair were subordinated
to the end of profits., This is the reason behind the
levying of tolls upon merchants and their goods both
entering into, and passing out from, the fair. In the
early Middle Ages it was considered natural that a
merchant should pay tolls whenever he antered or

departed from a town or crossed a bridge or ferry.
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The levying of tolls on visitors to fairs did not,
therefore, prevent the frequenting of those fairs.
There were, however, frequent struggles over the

right to demand and the right to refuse tolls.

Certain towns, with charters modelled largely on

that of London, were exempt from paying tolls in

fairs - thelr merchants were free to travel by land
and by sea quit of any tqQllage. The difficulty
appeared when such merchants visited a fair where

the lord was expressly possessed of the right to

levy toll on all comers. The normal procedure was

for the older grant to take effect. As the Middle
Ages passed there grew up a protest against this
levying of tolls. It was definitely having a
deleterious effect upon the trade of the fair and lords
were to be found willing to give up part or all of
their tolls to avoid the danger of ruin to their
district. As the fairs themselves decayed the tolls
were felt to be more and more burdensome. It must

be remembered that the lord of the fair had, at any
rate in the Middle Ages, much justification for the
levying of such tolls. When the merchants ceme to his
fair they looked to him for protection. To profide
protection was an expensive and by no means easy matter.
The lord did, therefore, raise tolls to recoup himself
for the expense to which he was put in the matter of
defence. The incidence of the tolls and their part

in the general economy of the manor in itself makes a
fascinating study - there were some lords who found the
chief source of their wealth in these tolls on
merchandise. In this paper it will be necessary to

confine the question of tolls on merchandise to their
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effects on the movement of trade from fair to fair
and to their share in the value which was attached
to the fair both by grantor and grantee.

Not only was the lord responsible for the
protection of those who came to his fair, and for the
observance of peace in the fair, he was responsible
also for the performance of justice within the fair.

It is a maxim of law that the grant of a fair implied

the grant of a fair-court also even where there was

no explicit reference to such a court. Though this

was undoubtedly the case records of the courts held in
fairs are unfortunately very scarce in regard to
Yorkshire., There are occasional glimpses indeed of

a court of an external authority dealing with cases

which should properly have belonged to the eourt of

the fair. This is true, for instance, of the Court Leet
at Wakefield. There is, it would seem, room for the
inference that practice did not always keep pace with
strict legal theory and that the lord did not always
hold a court in his fair, Since, however, there are cer-
tain cases in Yorkshire where such a court was

definitely held, it is necessary to give some explanation
of the nature of such courts. First, there is the problem
of its name., There is some doubt as to the origin of

the term “"pie~powder" court. The most possible theory
appears to be that which would connect the French "pieds
pouldreux" with the Scottish "dustifute", Both these
terms suggest the man who wanders on matters of trade
from place to place. Today the pedlar has a rather
unpleasant significance -~ the suggestion of a tramp
whose pack contains a great variety of articles for

which there is little or no demand. There are some few
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or who wished to buy for his cottage or his farm or

his meanor was also in danger from violence. Whilst

the Court of Piepowder existed to redress injurles
committed in the fair, erimes on the highway could

only be redressed by the sheriff. The measures taken
were punitive rather than preventive, but they were
essential If trade was to be encouraged and the merchant
invited to travel from place to place.

Two other functions remained for the State to
perform. The temptation to form a ™corner®™ is not a
specially modern characteristic; the "regrator®™ and
"forestaller®™ were familiar figures before the eighteenth
oentury. Since their operations took place outside the
limits (both of boundary and time) of the fair the lord
of the fair and his court had no Jurisdietion over them.
The prevention of, or the punishment for, their practices
lay within the province of the State to whom both the
lord of the falr and the frequenters of the fair looked
for drastic action. If their practices were permitted
and proved successful the lord of the falr would lose
the tolls that they, and the purchasers of their
merchandise, should have paid to him on that merchandise
both going into and coming out of the fair. The
frequenters of the fair would be cheated of their
equality with all salesmen and purchasers; if they had
come to sell they would find fewer buyers of their wares
and those not amongst the greater buyers; if they had
come to buy they would be only able to purchase inferior
goods, the better goods belng already sold out of the
market, or would be faced by a monopoly able to insist
on its own price., For these reasons the regrator and

forestaller are unpopular figures and their suppression
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ridings came together. Beyond the crowd of native
Yorkshiremen there were the men of the other counties
of Englend, for there were few places in England which
had no trade with Yorkshire. Then there was also the
foreigner, the men of the "Empire" in Angevin times,
from Anjou, Aquitaine, and in later times the
representatives of the American colonies; in all times
there were merchants of Flanders, France, Germany and
the Baltic Leands. Unlike the South of England, however,
there is a tendency in Yorkshire to remain parochial;
the foreigner is accepted, even tolerated because it
is necessary to trade with him, but he is not the
readily-welcomed figure of the great fairs of

St. Bartholomew, St. Giles,and St. Botolph.

The commercial side of the fair is its most
important feature. It was intended to be a place where
buying and selling take place and these were the chief
functions of the fair and the crowds who thronged it.
There remain two other features to be noticed. The
Yorkshire fair is a mirror of political change, as were
all English fairs. Friendship for a friend of the king
is a sure way to a royal charter for a fair and market;
enmity for such a friend could and did lead to
investigations into the lawfulness of a fair. With
changing political fortunes the ownership of a fair
would alter, so that it remained a source of profit to
a member of the dominating party in the political world.
Influence as much as commercial necessity, in some cases,
appears to be at the root of the grant of the fair.
Successful political service in peace at home, or in war
in Scbtland and beyond the seas, could and did lead to

royal acknowledgment in the form of a fair-grant. Royal
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In the Middle Ages there was the danger of attack by
outlaws - possibly in the forest of Galtres - whilst
the forest of Knaresborough witnessed their crimes,

or by men who had taken a short leave of sanctuary -

as from Beverley. Apart from the evils of men there
were other difficulties to be considered. The
"Yorkshire Herald" of September 10th, 1934, eontained
an excerpt from the "York Herald" of September 1834,
headed "Accident in York"™, as follows: "Last Thursday
evening, as a waggon heavily laden with wool was
leaving our wool market, in passing along St. Saviour-
gate the wheels on one side sunk in the ground, upon

a spot which had recently been excavated for the drain,
which has not yet acquired firmness to sustain so great
a weight. The waggon was overturned and one of the
horses thrown down, but happily no other inconvenience
was sustained than a short delay on the journey". This
accident occurred at a period when roads were being
improved but it is a slight indication of the
difficulties with which merchants of earlier centuries
had to contend. Throughout the Middle Ages and until
the beginning of the nineteenth century, English roads
were in a deplorable condition. The earthen tracks

of the West Riding of Yorkshire were unfit for

wheeled traffic and goocds had to be carried on horse-
or mule-back. This was of particular inconvenience to
the wool-merchants and farmers of the West Riding, but
the roads of the other parts of the County were in
little better state and travelling, especlally if in the
company of a herd of cattle or a flock of sheep, was
an irksome duty. Yet with the improvement of the means

of transport the fair declined; the difficulties which
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CHAPTER 1.

THE ECCLESTASTICAL NATURE OF THE FAIR.

Religious Sanctions and Trade; the parish-
church and the patronal festival, connection of
grants of fairs with; fairs on saints' days and
Sunday markets; ecclesiastical, national and local
regulations against the practice; ecclesiastical
ownership of Yorkshire fairs and markets,
archiepiscopal, monastic, external; ecclesiastical
exemptions from tolls; the profits from tolls and

collections; priests in fairs; mystery-plays.

----000~=--
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It has been said above that an important cause of
the appearance of the fair was the thronging of pious men
and women to the mother-churech of their district on the
occasion of some great religious festival. Throughout
the Middle Ages the Church maintained a keen interest in
the conduct of business relationships, particularly as
they were manifested in the market and fair. Business
was not separated from religion; great ecclesiastics and
humble parish-priests were concerned in the sales and
purchases of the markets; some of them were themselves
possessed of falrs. Abbeys sought privileges for the
conduct of the trade which was making Yorkshire wealthy.
In this chapter the development of the Yorkshire fairs
and markets will be studied in relation to the attitude of
the Church towards them - the Church, that is, in its
corporate capacity framing regulations applicable to all
its members, and also as it is composed of individual
men and institutions, each with a personal interest in
trade and, on account of that interest, sometimes regarding
and sometimes disregarding ecclesiastical canons. There
is also to be remembered the distinction between lay and
cleric within the Churech, for, as more modern times were
reached, the lay interest becomes the more predominant
in the development of the fair.

Relligious considerations were from the first an
important fasctor in trade relationships. Bonds which had
been entered upon in the presence of a representative of
the rites of the faith or which had been supported by some
symbol of religion as the oath, or which had been made in
some sacred place were from pagan times of the most binding
nature, There 1s in Yorkshire one interesting illustration

of the survival of this spirit into the Middle Ages.



-36-

At Scarborough bargains were frequently ratified in early
times over a large stone situate at the North end of High
Tollergate, on the road to St. Mary's Church, the money
brought in payment for the goods being placed on the stone
in the presence of witnesses. It seems a matter of
probability that in pagan times this stone represented a
centre of sacred feelings and superstitions and as such was

considered an adequate witness to bargains or oaths made

upon 1t.(l) This survival of paganism was given a sounder and
more acceptable meaning in the hands of Church teaching.
Contracts made not only for the benefit of man were in
undisciplined times the most certain to be observed; the
outward religious sanction involved in the ratification

of a contract by means of an oath or through the presence
of an ecclesiastical official, or, less materially, made
more memorable by association with a feast or tomb of a
saint, meant that a significance was attached to that
contract which in the Middle Ages could not lightly be

set aside, Through this teaching the Church in time
brought men to understand the binding nature of a Gontract
in itself, but in the early Middle Ages it was necessary to
use external persuasion. Thls is the reason for the
significant fact that in the majority of cases of grants

of fairs - and this is true of all England, not solely of
Yorkshire - the date selected was the festival of the saint
to whom the parish church was dedicated. There were other
reasons also. On that day there was expected at the Church
a greater than usual attendance, and wherever there is &an
assembly of people, there is the opportunity of the trader
who prefers to sell many goods on few occasions rather than
by tramping the countryside to sell few goods on many
occasions, Supplies had naturally to be obtained for the
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East #itton, #ithernsea, Ripley, Bridlington and Guisborough,
together with a further Joodkirk fair. It is, however, a
striking contrast that there should be only one fair - that at
Pocklington ~ in Yorkshire on the feast of the Annunciation
(March 25), St. Mary Magdalene is a very popular saint; on

her commemoration (July 22) Yorkshire witnessed ten fairs -
those of Otley, Whitgift, Campsall, Sledmere, Wandsforth, Market
Jeighton, Thornhill, Burton Constable, Hedon and Selby.

dhilst there were ten fairs on the day of the Exaltation

of the Cross (Sept. 14), there were only two on the day of the
Invention (May 3); these were, at the Exaltation, Sherburn,
Adlingfleet, Jhorlton, Richmond, Pickering, Faxfleet,
Swinefleet, Tollerton, Sheriff Hutten, Leckonfield; at the
Invention, Emley and Brandsburton. There is a similar contrast
in the number of fairs held on the two feasts of St. John the
Baptist; there were nine on the anniversary of the Nativity
(June 24) - Jalshford, Newton-upon-Quse, Carnaby, Leaming,
Rotherham, Bedale, Tollerton, Beverley and Exelby (Burneston) -
but only two on the anniversary of the Decollation (August

29) - Carnaby and Holm. There were nine Tfairs on the feasts
of St. James (July 25) and of all sSaints (November 1l).
Kildale, Thwing, Kilvington, #akefield, Carperby, Burton-in-
Lonsdale, Boroughbridge, Cottingham and wWarter represent a
wide area of Yorkshire; these are the 3t. James' fairs.

The all Saints' fairs tend to be found in Lastern Yorkskire.

s Wakefield fair and one at Boroughbridge are exceptions to

a group made up of Heslerton, lLunt-on-the-Wolds, Pocklington,
Thornton-by-Pickering, Newton-upon-Ouse, Kilham, Skipsea.
There were few English saints of the Middle Ages so popular

as St. Thomas of Canterbury. On the day known as the
"Translation of St. Thomas the Martyr” (July 7), there were
eight fairs in Yorkshire - at Thwing, Thornton-by-Skipton,

Patrington, Thorner, Topeliff, Skipsea, Kirkburn-on~the-Wolds,
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Rothwell. There were eight also on the feast of Holy Trinity
Tanshelf, Stonegrave, Hull, Thornton-by-Pickering, South Cave,
Sheffield, Wandesley and Wensley. Seven fairs, Sigglesthorne,
Kilham, Barton-le-Street, Settle, Duffield, Cotum and North
Newbald, took place on St. Laurence's Day (Aug. 10); there
were seven at Michaelmas (Sept. 29) - Barnsley, Hanburg, Pannal
Grassington, Aldborough, Kirkby-Malasart, Bedale; seven also at
Martinmas (Nov. 11) - Bowes, Burton-Agnes, Lowthorpe, Sinningtm
East Witton, Cottingham and Womersley, with one on St. Martin's
(July 4)
day in Summer,at Seamer. St. Margaret's day (July 20) and the
feast of St. Peter ad Vincula (Aug. 1) each witnessed six fairs
on the former there were fairs at Selby, Pocklington,
Scameston, Braythwell, Knaresborough, Ricecall; on the latter
fairs were held at York (the home of St. Peter's Minster),
Slaughteburne, Croft, Elland, Hornsea and Kirkburn-on-the-Wolds.
The fairs of Burgh-on-Humber, Wath, Rothwell, and, in modern
times, Northallerton, were granted for St. Matthew's Day (Sept.
21); those of Penningsale, Cranswick, Elland and Masham for
St. Barnabas' day (June 11). Leven, Keighley and Middleham
held fairs on the feast of Saints Simon and Jude (Oct. 28).
There were fairs at Ayton and Carperby on St. Andrew's day,
(Nov. 30),at Cliff and Rotherham on St. Edmund's day (Nov. 20},
at Hedon and Hull on St. Augustine's Day, (Aug. 28),at
Wakefield and Nostell on St. Oswald's Day (Aug. 5) and at
Ilkley and Appletreewick on St. Luke's Day (Oct. 18).
It is not only to modern minds that St. George is popular; yet
only one Yorkshire fair - that at Northallerton, a sixteenth
century grant - appears to have been held on his anniversary,
(April 23). There were several days on which only one fair was
held throughout the whole County - St. Denis's Day (Oct. 9),
when there was a fair at Abberford; St. Edmund the Archbishops,
(Nov. 16), at Rotherham; St. Swithin's (July 15) at Bowes; St.
Botolph's (June 17) at Buttercrambe, where there was also one

on St. Leonard's Day (Nov.6); one at Barnsley on the day of






trading should be carried out in close proximity to the
church; there was nothing incongruous in holding a fair or
a market in a churchyard. Before people dispersed down the
tracks leading to isolated homesteads there were groups
amongst whom business eould easily be done. If the merchant
waited until all had gone home his became the unenviable
task of trading his wares from village to village or from
house to house, thus wasting time without gaining the
inoreased opportunity of sale which the eagerness and
competitive nature of a erowd affords. At the seame time,
from the point of view of the consumer it was not possible
to forecast what travelling packman would bring his goods
to the village or what his goods would be., There was from
both points of view advantage in effecting sales and
purchases whilst people were gathered together in the

churchyard or chureh grounds. That this was in early days

a recognised custom is borne out by a Charter of confirmstion

by Archbishop Willlem in Stephen's reign of grants made to
Beverley by Archbishop Thursten, which runs:

"Be 1t known that I have granted and given and by the
testimony of this present charter have confirmed .....
to the burgesses dwelling in the town of Beverley
toll for ever for eight marks every year except on
three feasts which sald toll then belongs to us and to
the canons, that is on the feast of St. John the

Confessor in May namely from the third hour on the eve

of the seld feast until the evening of the same festival

and if the fair-day shall heppen on the eve or on the
following day after the feast the fair shall be in
the churchyard., In like menner it shall be observed
at the feast of the Translation of St. John but on

the great feast that 1s to say on the nativity of
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*If any such have been proclaimed, they shall be

revoked without delay." (16)

The Church might indeed insist on abstinence from attendance
at fairs and tournaments - both an ingrained habit amongst
men in the Middle Ages - on her fast-days but it was
impossible to insist on complete non-attendance. A similar
inability to secure acceptance in observance appears to

have attended State Legislation.

The legislations of Church and State pursue in this
matter a completely concurrent course. The former naturally
is concerned with the danger to faith and piety which is
represented by their mingling with matters of business both
at the time and place of religious worship. Thpooughout
the laws of the latter runs the echo to this feeling; the
State's prohibitions are inspired by the endeavour to promote
the religious well-being of its subjects, whilst those who
enact the laws also consider the effect of such regulation
on the welfare of their own souls and on their political
relationship with the Church. The earliest legislation on
this subject is quite definitely pre-Conquest but apparently
begins with Cnut. There is in a charter of Cumut, taken
from the York Gospels, a passage inciting men to Sunday
observance, which runs thus: ™and further still we admonish

that men keep Sunday's festival with all their might

and observe it from Saturday's noon to Monday's dawning;

eand no man be so bold that he either go to market or
seek any moot on that holy dey".
This, it will be observed, makes, in theory at least,
impossible a market not only on Sunday but - since observance
is to begin at Saturday's noon - also on Saturday. Cnut's
legislation had no lasting effect. The convenience of a

market on sueh a day was too great and in the early Middle






~50-

those Christians who neglected to observe the Lord's

Day and the feasts of the Church, profaning them by buying
and selling in church porches or even in the church itself.
As a subsidiary part of his mission Eustace of Flay exhorted
the people to give a farthing out of every five shillings of
their personal estate to buy lights for the church and for
burying the poor. The men of Wakefield treated his letter
with somewhat contemptuous unbelief whilst the civic authori-
ties replied to his threats of penal#ties for those who
conducted their business on Sundays by calling to account
those who ceased work on Saturday afternoon. At least, his
imposture had been bungled. There is, however, one interest-
ing account of the fate which befell those who refused to
listen, The Miller of Wakefield continued to grind his corn
beyond the hour on Saturday permitted by Eustace with the
result that his corn was turned into blood. Being still
obdurate he was punished still further by the immovability of
his mill-wheel despite all the waters of the Calder. A woman
who followed his example placed her paste into the heated oven
only to find that when she expected it to be baked it was
paste still. Though not responsible for the fact that Sunday
markets were soon afterwards abolished and transferred to
weekdays whilst those markets which had been held in church-
yards were now removed into the streets or open spaces near

the church,(la)

these stories showed the tremendous growth of
feeling against the practice.

The Church continued to oppose the practice by more
official and authoritative methods. Archbishop Melton in
1324 conducted a visitation of Selby Abbey in the course of
which he forbade the holding of markets and sales in the
cemetery of the Church.(19) A similar visitation was held at
York almost a century later - in 1409. Here the chief posit-

ion of anxiety was the vacant space in front of the Minster.
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thus, the place of sale comes to be transferred from
Church-porch to market-cross, still, it must be remembered,
a8 constant reminder of the Church's interest in just dealing.
This Rlccall presentation would appear to be the last
complaint against the practice of holding fairs and markets
in churchyards but it must not be supposed that the practice
came to an end, With the sixteenth century the practice
became less common and only isolated examples from local
regulations show that measures of precaution against its
recurrence had still to be taken., With the dying out of
this practice there also came, although gradually, the
end of the practice of holding markets on Sunday; the
growth of Puritanism was a strong factor working against
the continuance of either practice.

In the meantime, whilst the Church was attempting
through missioner and visitant to check these practices
the State had not been idle. Yet, as the Churcech found
her canons disregarded, the State found that only the
repetition of its statutes secured even slight obedience
for them, and that in general they were completely
disregarded. The first definite step in the policy of
preventing these practices belongs to the reign of Edward
I. The Statute of Merchants of 1283 forbade the holding
of fairs in sanctuaries; two years later, the Statute of
Winchester (13 Edward 1) made it illegmsl to hold fairs in
churchyards. Such restrictions were little in harmony with
the habits and customs of the Middle Ages and it is there-
fore not surprising to find that in 1382 the Council issued
an order to the sheriffs throughout England, an order
decided upon ™by the counsel and assent of the prelates,
nobles and lords sitting in the last parliament at

Westminster", requiring them to make further proclamatiom of
the
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Statute of Winchester "concerning the holding of fairs and
markets in churchyards”.(za) A significant note i1s added,

in that they were "to cause the same to be kept®". Yet

even so the Statute appears to have remained to a consider-
able extent a dead letter - witness the St. Michael-le-
Belfrey, York, and Ricecall presentations already quoted.

The next step of the State concerns the days of holding
fairs, not their whereabouts. In 1448 by the Statute 27
Henry VI cep. 5, all showing of goods and merchandise,
except necessary goods and victuals, was to cease on the
great festivals of the Church and on all Sundays except

the four Sundays of harvest. (It was not until 1677 that
the holding of a fair or market on any Sunday was prohibited).
In this Statute of Henry VI special stress is laid on the
prohibition of fairs on the High Feast of the Assumption.
This act, designed against what is termed "the scandal®™
remained on the Statute book until it was repealed by the
Statute 13 and 14 Victoria c¢. 23., when, apparently, all
traces of the scandal had disappeared.(zs) It still is true
that as in the case of the Statutes directed against the hold-
ing of fairs in churchyards, this statute was directed against
a practice which was too general to be abolished by the mere
statement of its illegality by a king who was unable to
retain his throne. The practice only in reality ceased when
the important days of the fair were over., It is, however,
possibly significant of the attitude of the State that
whereas in 1446 one of the Bridlington fairs was granted

for the vigil, day and morrow of the Nativity of St. Mary,
the fair granted in 1449 to the mayor and citizens of York
was granted for the slx days after the feast of Whitsuntide.
In 1514, however, Richard the Prior of St. John's Monastery,

Pontefract, received a grant of a fair at Baransley to be



held on the day of the Conversion of St. Paul and the two
days following. It should be remembered that when the
spiritual value of holding a fair on a patronal festival
in the neighbourhood of a church, had decreased there
8till remained for the church of the vieinity a certain
material value in such a connection as will be shown later
in reference to Ripon Cathedral.

There remains a third type of legislation dealing
with this probkém. Local regulations were from the
sixteenth century onwards more able to cope with the
disregard of Sundey observance and by immediate penalties
cause to cease an offence against which Church and State
had striven with such ill-success. O0f these, the earliest
comes from Hedon, still in the sixteenth century a
flourishing town, and is found in "the Othe for the Sessions
and Also for the Shemftorne™ (tempore Henry VIII):-

"You good men that be sworne according to our duties,

as we be stratlie bounden by our othes hertofore

maide, wherin we stonde charged in conscyans aswell

to showe as to enfourme you of all such articles as

shalbe moste neadfull to be resytted unto you at this
tyme, aswell as ar bounden to enquer of the same by

your othes, and to present by verdicte all offendores ...

Also ye shall inquer if anye kepe falire or market at

anye éhurch or churcheyerde, or at anye other plaice,

upon thassencyon daie of our Lorde, Corpus Christi Daie,

Whitsondaie, Trenytie Sondaie, the Assompscion of our

Ladie, the ffeaste of All Saintes, All Sondaies except

foure in Harveste, and Good ffrydaie, no man sholde

showe anye goodes or merchaintryse except necessorie
victualles upon paine to forfet the same goodes so
showid to the lorde of suche libertie, wher suche

shall happen.“(zé)
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was 8till dated by the old name of the saint's day, the

name was meaningless in that there was no longer the
medieval observance of the feast. In many cases -~ in most -
the fair persisted on the o0ld day but it now came to be
considered as a day of a month. Here and there a gathering
of which the purpose was almost solely pleasure persisted

on & Sundey through the eighteenth century as the sole

relic of a practice which medieval law-givers of Church and
State had sought in vain to destroy. The dairy of John

Hobson of Dodworth Green has some interesting entries:

1726 Mey 22 (Sunday) At Holmfirth feast.
June 12 (Sunday) Dodworth feast. At church.
July 17 (Sunday) At Birchouse feast.

1727 July 30 (Sunday) At church. Silkston feast.

1728 August 4 (Sunday) At church. Silkston feast.

1732 July 16 (Sunday¥ At Ardsly feast at

Beity Prince, and Gozen Nemoy Brisgs. Z6]
’

The village feast 1s in many instances the direct
descendant of a fair, but it has changed completely in
character. The feast is primarily a social funection, not
a commercial one. In the eighteenth century, therefore,
it was admissible to hold feasts on Sunday so that there
was little or no impropriety in the idea and practice of
beginning the Sunday with attendance at church and of
completing the day with the enjoyment of a feast. John
Holison's entries in his diary close the piecture of the
struggle made by state, scclesiastical and local authorities
to remove the fair and market from the churchyard and to
prevent its being held on Sunday or on great feast-day.

In stressing this determination of the Church to end
what had developed into a scandal it must not be thought
that the Church in any way frowned on the fair or market

as such., Rather, the Church was deeply interest in these

commercial gatherings, finding in them a means by which
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her ministers could reach the people, whilst at the same
time benefits in many ways accrued to herself from this
contact. The religious orders of the Church - priests,
monks, nuns - had to obtain their means of life from the
only places where food and clothing were obtainable in
quantity. The real interest of the Church in fair and
market is to be seen in the list of ecclesiastics who were
owners of them. In Yorkshire, as in every county in
England, a very great proportion of fair-grants are made to
the officials of the Church. Of the South of England it

is true to say that with the exception of the fair of

St. Botolph no great fair existed which was not in the
hands of some ecclesiastic. Such a generalisation is
hardly true of Yorkshire, but in a qualified state it is,
since of the more important Yorkshire fairs the more part
were in the hands of the Church., There were some which were
in the hands of both lay and ecclesiastical owners; in
other places at different times fairs were held by clerics
and by laymen, Lay patronage was quite a reality in the
Middle Ages, and therefore the grant of a fair to be held
on the patronal festival of the Church of the district

must not be held to presuppose a grant to the Church
itself; there is always the probability that the grant

is a grant to the lord of the manor. The Yorkshire grants
to lay owners will be dealt with in a later chapter; here
it will be sufficient to indicate those Yorkshire clergy
who received fair-grants. It must not of course be for-
gotten that ecclesiastics outside Yorkshire were interested -
eveh some ecclesiastices outside England - in the

trade of Yorkshire and found it to their advantage to

hold markets and fairs on their manors in this county,
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whilst, in the contrary manner, some of the Yorkshire
churchmen went beyond Humber for their holdings.
In the record of Yorkshire ecclesiastical owners it will be
seen that all types and ranks of spiritual ministers are
represented.

There are many reasons for this appearance in
Yorkshire of ecclesiastically-owned fairs and markets.
Certain general causes were at work which affected the
development in Yorkshire in a manner identical with the
growth of fairs in all England. It will be noticed that a
great many grants date from the reigns of John and Henry III;
the latter is particularly famed for his piety. His devotion
to the Church had a considerable effect upon the direction of
English internal trade. A later medieval king equally
renowned for his piety - Henry VI - had a similar effect in
directing the means of wealth into Church hands. A renewal
of a grant made by him to Bridlington Priory in 1452 of two
fairs was due to the fact that the king "was not willing that
grants made for the good of his soul"™ should become void.(27)
Medieval donors of fairs were willing to grant them not
only for the good of their own soul, but - as in the
case of a grant to Selby Abbey of quittance from tolls in
fairs and markets, made by Gilbert Tison at the instance
of Queen Matilda - for the repose of the souls of others -
in this case for the souls of the King, St. Edward, and

William .the Bastard.(zs)

Medieval piety, then, must be
regarded as an important general cause of the appearance
of so many ecclesiastical holdings of markets., There are,
in Yorkshire, two particular causes. The enormous
influence of successive Archbishops of York undoubtedly

brought grants of fairs not only to themselves but teo

those who secured their favour. The fact that Yorkshire
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is so completely & county of abbeys and monasteries is
another cause to be held of great importance in this
development. On the one hand, therefore, the chief
individual ecclesiastical owner>of fairs and markets in
Yorkshire, was the Archbishop of York, whilst the majority
of ecclesiastically owned fairs in Yorkshire were in the
hands of the abbeys and pribries of the county. It is a
difficult matter to say which is the oldest fair held by
the Archbishops of York. In view of the lack of definite
evidence in regard to the origin of the York fair, it must
be supposed that the fair at Ripon, based on the charter
of Henry I in 1108, may Justifiably claim that position.
It must be noticed that the grant is not solely to the
Archbishop:
"Henry, King of England, to sheriffs and ministers and
all barons, Frenchmen and Englishment of Yorkshire
and Northumberland, greeting. Be it known that I have
granted to St. Wilfrid of Ripon and to Thomas,
Archbishop of York, to have a fair for four days, on
the feast of St. Wilfrid in April, for four days before
the feast (the Translation), and on the day of the
feast, and on the following day. And I ordain that
all going thither, and thence returning, with all their
merchandise, shall have my firm peace, nor shall any
injury or insult be done to them, nor shall they be
disturbed, upon £40 forfeiture. Witnesses: Nigel of
Albln, Geoffrey FitzPagan, Geoffrey de Clinton. At
Woodstock."
This grant was éonfirmed by Stephen, at some date between
the years 1135 and 1147. After the usual introduction the

charter runs:

"I grant with my firm peace also their fairs, for five
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were also brought into the dispute so that at times there
was almost reached the stage when there were no dealings
between the two places. It was inevitable that there
should be bitterness in this dispute for the claim of the
Archbishop was allowed by Edward I; yet Beverley Minster
was in possession of a charter of King Stephem of 1135
which states:
"I confirm to the Church‘of St. John of Beverley all
the privileées and gifts which were given by the
kings Edward and my ancestor William, both all
liberties and customs and dignities and rights both by
land and by water and in all their possessions with
soc and sac and tol and team and those things which
pertain to them there, their fair also on the Nativity
of St. John the Baptist (June 24) for five days, with
my firm peace for all coming thither and departing
thence and there delaying, both sellers and buyers
wifh all their goods."(34)
The first of the four fairs claimed by Wichwane was that
on June 24; it is difficult to resist the idea that a
previous archbishop had made a successful interloping action.
The earliest evidence for the fair held by successive
archbishops at York is a charter of Archbishop Thurstan - of
date between 1114 and 1140 - granting to the canons of
St. Peter's two marks yearly from his fair there on the feast

of St. Peter ad Vincula (v. W. Farrer "Early Yorkshire

Charters" Vol. I. Edinburgh 1914 p. 126). Further evidence

comes from the Quo Warranto Rolls. In the roll dealing

with the City of York it is stated that the Archbishop
claims, on the ground of possession from time

immemorial, a fair at York beginning on the vigil of

St. Peter ad Vincula (the saint's-day being August 1) at
the hour of vespers in the neighbourhood of St. Michael's
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together with two yearly fairs there, the first at the feast
of St. Laurence (August 9-11) and the second for six days at
the feast of All Saints (October 29 - November 3). This same
Archbishop, William de Melton, was directly concerned in the
royal charter of 1319 to Pateley Bridge, the prinecipal
village of Bishopside, which constituted it a market town.
The charter granted to him the right to hold one market
every Tuesday on his menor of "Patheley Brigge in Nedredale",
and one fair every year lasting five days, on the feast of
the Nativity of the Virgin, three days before and the day
following (September 5-9). The market has been in later
days transferred to Saturday. The charter also granted a
fair to the Archbishop at his manor of Otley, to be held
at the feast of St. Mary Magdalene (July 18-23) - this being
an extension of the two-day fair granted to his predecessor
in 1239, There is one last point to be mentioned in regard
to these grants. The confirmation by Queen Elizabeth of
the archiepiscopal rights to a fair in York has misled
historians in the past to imagine that this was the original
grant, Neither the archbishoﬁ's fair nor the city fair began
in the reign of Queen Elizabeth; both were medieval (the city
fair is a fifteenth century grant) and both continued to
modern times.(se)
Others who were interested in the Cathedral Church of
St. Peter found that their connection with 1t was a reason
for a fair-tenure. Of these the earliest is the Wednesdsy
market and the annual fair at Tollerton on the Assumption
@ngust 14-16) granted by Henry III in 1291 to Bevis de Clare,
Treasurer of St. Peter's, York, and his successors in that
office. There was in 1348 a grant made, of special grace, to J
John de Wynwyk, prebendary of the prebend of North Newbald in

the Chureh of St. Peter, York, and to his successors, of a

weekly market on Thursday and a three-day fair at the feast
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of St. Laurence (August 9-11) at North Newbald (in the East
Riding). The same John de Wynwyk shortly after this grant
became treasufer of the Minster, and it is therefore to be
presumed that he inherited the grant of the market and fair
at Tollerton. Yet it appears that he had some difficulty

in justifying this claim, since it is not very obvious
whether this fair was continued, had ever been held, or was
superseded by a grant made to him in 1358 of a weekly merket
on Wednesday and two fairs yearly at Tollerton, the former
at the feasy of the Nativity of St. John the Baptist (June
23-25) and the latter at the feast of the Exaltation of the
Cross (September 13-15). To these fairs at North Newbald
and Tollerton, John de Wynwyk added two further, but out

of Yorkshire, recetving in 1351 for himself and his successors
a weekly market on Wednesday and a yearly fair from April 30
to May 2, and from September 30 to November 2, on "their
ground®" at Motesfount in Hampshire. A king's clerk, William
de Excestre, holding the prebend of Riccall in York Minster
received in 1350 for himself and his successors a Wednesdéy
market and a three-day fair {(July 19-21) at the manor of
Riccall.(37)

It is a well-known fact that Yorkshire was in the
Middle Ages a county of abbeys. In some sense there remeins
in the dales today a feeling of regret for the destruction
of their fame. It cannot be doubted that those abbeys brought
trade and wealth to parts of Yorkshire which would otherwise
have remained completely in the background. ZEven apart from
the important share which the Cistercian abbeys took in the
development of northern sheep-farming and the consequent
growth in the wool-trade, their general attitude to industry,
agriculture and commerce provéd beneficent. The peace which-

surrounded them was & protection to the merchant; the blessing
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the fairs remained centred round the same saints' days
(the Assumption, and St. Martin in the Winter) their
duration was altered, the former now being held for
two days, August 14, 15, and the latter for eight,
November 4-11. The Monday market was continued.(45)

It has already been mentioned that the Cathedral
chureh at Ripon held a falr at Ripon during October,
quite distinct from the Archbishop's fair in August.
Summoned in 1228 to explain the origin of this grant,
the clergy took oath that the church and chapter had held
their fair from the time of King Athelstan, with all things
which pertain to a fair. Athelstan's grant of privileges
was the same as his grant to Beverley - and, therefore, as
in the case of Beverley - may be taken as a mere attempt
to give a definite founder to a liberty whilch had existed
from before the Conquest but without definite grant.
Athelstan's rimed charter mekes no mention of a fair or
market. The monks of Ripon, as will shortly be shown, did
in the Middle Ages find considerable value in a fair, and
at the time of the reconstitution of the chapter, comsequent
upon the Reformation, the new foundation, consisting of a
deanery, sub-deanery, and six prebends was endowed with the
old monastic rights, including grants of fairs, markets,
courts and offices of clerks of the market.(44)

In North-east Yorkshire the monks of Whitby obtained
‘from Henry II and Richard I the right of burgage in the town,
and the privilege of holding an annual fair there on the
feast of St. Hilde, with an assurance of the king's peace
to such as resorted thither, and to all their effects both
going and returning. The charter of Henry II to the Abbey
is as follows:-

*] grant and confirm to the aforesaid church in the
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Guy of Lusignan, our Brother; Philip Bassett, our

Jugliciar of England; Hugh Bigot; John Mansell,

Treasurer of York; William of Wilton; Geoffrey de Langley;

John de la Lynde; Ralph de Bakepuz; William de Aette
and others."(46)
The Priory containued to hold this fair throughout the
Middle Ages but it was rapidly declining in value. Immediat-
ely after the Priory and its possessions came into the hands
of Henry VIII in 1539 a survey was made which showed that
the annual value of the fair and markets had fallen to
23s., 4d. (i.e. about £15 today) whereas the common bake-
house was valued at £4 6 84. and two watermills and
one windmill were together worth £13 12 2d.(47)
At Bridlington John was responsible for the first
grant of fair and market to the Priory. This isshown from
a confirmation of previous charters by Henry VI in 1437.
This confirmation reads:-
"We (i.e. Henry VI) have seen also another prayer
which lord John King of England made, to the said
Prior and Canonicks in these words - John etec.
Know that we have given and granted by these presents
to God and the Church of St. Mary's in Bridlington
and the Canonicks there serving God one Fair at
Bridlington during two days to wit the same (an error
for "eve") of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary
(August 15) and upon the Holy Day itself and one
Markett every week upon the Sabbath day so that that
Fair end that Markett be no hindrance to the neighbour-
ing Marketts and Fairs.
"Wherefore we will and command that they have and hold
the aforesaid Fair and Markett and their successors

for ever peaceably and quietly with all privileges
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"The claim of the provost and chapter of St. John of
Beverley touching certain liberties in the time of
Henry son of King John at York; (i.e. these letters
patent are themselves a confirmation of the original
grant of 1270) to wit, Peter de Cestria, provost of
Beverley and the chapter of St. John of Beverley
claim ..... that no minister of the King's housshold
shall enter the liberty to do any office there .....
they e¢laim to have amends of the assize of bread and
ale.” They claim to have tolllthrough all their liberty
within the town of Beverley of all merchandise .....
the provost bj himself c¢laims to have in the town of
Leven a weekly market on Tuesday and a yearly fair
on the vigil, day and morrow of St. Faith ..... "

From this 1t will be observed that the market and fair at
Leven were not in the hands of the Chapter of Beverley but
in the hands of the provost alone to administer. This is

further proved by the "inspeximus" and confirmation of

1428, made "by advice and assent of the lords spiritual
and temporal, and of the commonalty of England in the
Parliament held at Westminster™. This document is simply
a confirmation of Henry V's confirmation to Robert Manfeld,
being now addressed to the new brovost, Robert Rolleston
and the canons and clerks of the church of Beverley.
Here once again are granted the market and fair at Leven,
together with "those things which pertain to a fair.n(53)
Not far from Beverley is Hedon which in the Middle
Ages was a thriving township. Here the falr was in the
hands of the brethren of the hospital of St. Mary Magdalen,
the hospital having acquired the right from Henry II soon
after its foundation, somewhere in the years 1155-1162.

The first early document in the Hedon Court Book is this

grant of a fair. The statement in the Victoria County
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for the purpose of merchandise shall peaceably
demean themselves and molest no one nor disturb
the tranquillity of the fairs but they may take
possession of the standings as shall be reasonably
assigned to them on the part of the said prior and
convent and the said prior and convent according
to the nature of the business and the rank of the
persons shall honourably assign sultable places for
pitehing their stalls. In witness whereof to this
present writing made in form of a cyrograph the
aforesaid prior and convent and the aforesaid
commonalty have interchangeably affixed their seals
so that one part sealed with the seal of the prior
and convent may remain with the commonalty and
the other part sealed with the seal of the commonalty
of Beverley may remain with the prior and convent.
Given and executed on Sunday next before the
nativity of St. John the Baptist in the year of grace
1273,#(58)
The question of the toll-dispute is matter for a later
chapter; the importance of this doecument here is to show
the constant disputes which arose in fair-ownership and
to give an example of a compromise in which an
ecclesiastical owner was interested. The compromise
rested on the condition that the men of Beverley, when
they came to the fair, should demean themselves peaceably.
It is soon apparent that the prior and convent were unable
to maintain the peace within their own fair. The scenes
which occurred in it led them to abandon their attempts
to gain profits from its tolls. The story of the end of
the priory fair at Warter is to be found in an order to

the sheriff of York, of 1318, (not 1328 as in the









returned in the "Valor™ as £13 6 8d4., at that time more
than one fourth of the yearly revenue of the house.(63) That
the former falr at Nostell was not of great value at the
time of its suppression is shown by the willingness of the
canons in 1330 to accept in its stead a grant of a fair at
the priory of Bredon in county Leicester from September 29
to November 3 - one of the few examples of falrs owned by
Yorkshiremen outside their own county.(es)
There 1s one other monastic grant to be mentioned.
It 1s important by reason of the excuse given for the
grant. The prior and convent of Bolton-in-Craven in 1310
obtained a fair at their manor of Appletreewlck in Yorkshire
for four days at the feast of St. Luke (October 18; the
fair being held on October 16-19) through the support of
Peter de Gaveston, Earl of Cornwall, the royal favourite.
Desplte the importance of their friend in power the prior
and convent failed to make use of the grant. This is
shown from a grant of 1328 by Edward III who gave permission
to the prior and convent to hold a fair on the days
previously specified, "which fair the said prior and convent
have not hitherto used".(64)
The original granter of the fair held at Barnsley
by the prior and monks of Pontefract appears to have been
an Archbishop of York, The date of the grant is uncertain
but it was apparently made somewhere between the year
1181 when the lord of the castle and honour of Pontefract,
Henry de Lacy, obtained a charter for a fair at Pdntefract,
and the year 1249, when Henry III granted to the prior
and convent that they should hold a yearly fair in their
town of Barnsley for four days - the vigil and feast of
St. Michael and the two following days (September 28 -

November 1). The Archbishop's grant was for the same

days, but included a weekly market on Wednesdays. Both
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It 1s an interesting final note on the subject of
ecclesiastical owners of fairs in Yorkshire to find that
in 1551 a grant was made to Leonard Beckwith, Knight, of the
lordships and manors of Selby, Brayton, Thorpe, Fryston
and Hillome, the rectories of Selby and Brayton, lately
belonging to Selby monastery, together with the market
on Mondays in Selby and the yearly fair there on
Michaelmas Day.(sg)

To describe the ownership of Yorkshire fairs by
Yorkshire ecclesiastics and monasteries does not,
however, complete the story of the holdings by orders of
the Church. Some ecclesiastical lords of Yorkshire fairs
are themselves extermal to Yorkshire. Of these the most
important were the successive Prince-bishops of Durham.

King John in 1200 granted two fairs at Northallerton
to Philip de Poitom, Bishop of Durham, one at Candlemas
and one on St. Bartholomew's day. During the later
Middle Ages the men of Northallerton held the town of the
Bishop and by payment of forty silver marks had secured
the profits of the local fair and the right to hold the
assizes of bread and ale., The Candlemas fair was noted
for its horses and cattle and was frequented by horse
dealers not only from all parts of England but also .from
the Continent;\at its longest period it continued for a
month. The latter, on September 5, was held for horned
cattle and leather, and on September 6, for sheep. The
cattle fair was finally destroyed in 1841 by the
competition of Bedale fair. More modern fairs were also
granted in Northallerton to bishops of Durham. Thus
Queen Mary was responsible for a grant to Bishop Tunstall
of what came to be called "St. George's Fair", held on
May 5-6, intended, as in the earlier fairs, for the sale

of horses, cattle and sheep, The last grant was made by
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James I to William James, Bishop of Durham. This was
the St. Matthew's fair on October 3~4, held for cattle
and sheep.(7o)

Philip de Poitom had also been granted in 1200 a fair
to be held at Howden. This fair continued in the hands of
the bishops of Durham until the sixteenth century. The
Hutton correspondence contains a confirmation by the dean
and chapter of Durham of certain particulars of the bishop's
possessions contained in an indenture of July 13, 26
Elizabeth (1583) and confirmed on October 17, 1584. The
indenture gives "A breefe note of the particulers demised
by Richard, late lord Bishop of Duresme to the Queen's
Majestie", which includes:

"all that his mannor house at Howden, in the countie

of Yorke ..... .3 all that the towle and stallage,

shoppes and pickage of the fairs and marketts at

Howden; and one howse called the liootehalle or

Towlebothe in Howden, with the shoppes and easements

under the Towlebothe."(7l)

One other Durham authority found an interest in
Yorkshire fairs. In 1294 a grant was made to the prior
and convent of St. Cuthbert, Durham, of a weekly market
on Thursday at their menor of Hemingbbrough, county York,
together with a yearly fair there on the vigil and feast
of the Assumption (August 15) and the six days following.
There seems to be no other information connected with this
fair beyond the fact of 1ts being granted.

The yearly fair at Kilham on the vigil and feast of
St. Laurence (August 10) originated in a grant of 1227 to
the Church of St. Mary, Rouen, and its dean and chapter -
the sole instance apparently of ownership of a Yorkshire

fair by an ecclesiastical lord of a Yorkshire manor where
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in consideration of payment of eight marks yearly to
the Archbishop. It must be remembered in connection
with this grant that the Archbishop reserved to himself
the right of taking these tolls as usual on certain
speclfied days - the days of the three principal
Beverley fairs (St. John the Confessor in May, the
Translation of St. John, and the Nativity of St. John
the Baptist) but at these fairs the gild was from this
time exempt from paying tolls.

Yorkshire clergy were as equally interested in
escaping from the payment of tolls as they were in
obtaining the right to exact them from other traders.

The earliest charter of exemption is immediately post-
Congquest, being the charter made by Gilbert Tison,
chief Standerd~bearer of the king, between the years
1066 and 1069, in favour of Selby Abbey.

"..... be 1t known to you that at the instance of

the noble Queen of England, Matilde by name, for the

soul of the King Saint Edward, and of William the

Bastard sese. WE have granted and given and by this

present charter have confirmed to our God and to the

Church of Selby, and to the monks serving there .....

that they shall be quit in cities, boroughs, markets

and fairs throughout all England of whatever theolon-
age, tallage, passage, pedage, lastage, haydage,
wardege, and all Taxes (gelds), fengeld', horngeld',
forgeld', penigeld!, tendpening', hunderpeniges,
miskemelig, and of all earthly service and secular
exaction .....*(76)

There are few grants gquite so comprehensive as this; as

the Saxon period is left further and further behind the

grants of freedom from Saxon tolls naturally grow less
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in all lands and waters belonging to the king, of all toll,
tallage, passage, pedage, lastage and stallage. For these
and other liberties the hospital made fine of twenty sacks
of wool and forty marks before the Council.(ez)
The last of these fourteenth century grants of quit-
tance concerns Mountgrace Priory, & house of the
Carthusian order. The prior and convent were in 1399
granted for themselves and their successors those customs
which the house of Chartreuse has in England, inecluding
freedom from paying toll. Richard II now took this
priory, its monks and their household under his special
protection, ordering that no sheriff or other person
should presume to thresh any of their corn or take and
carry away any victuals, goods, horses, oxen, wains, under
colour of purchase in any market town, or elsewhere, against
the will of the prior and convent or keepers of the same,
He granted that the prior and econvent should be quit
throughout the realm of stallage and all other such
oustoms.(as)
It i1s interesting to notice that in some cases
Yorkshire ecclesiastics found the fairs and markets of
their county imnsufficient for their needs. Archbishop
Wichwane found it necessary to send his buyer to the fairs
of St. Ives and Boston to purchase wines, Jjewels and robes.
The bailiffs of York were in 1237 required to receive
fifteen tuns of wine which William de Haverhulle, the
king's buyer of wine at Boston fair, would deliver to
them in Boston fair and to carry them to York to be
placed in the cellar of the Archbishop of York for the
king's use.(84) Here an ecclesiastic was only indirectly
concerned but the central figure of a licence of 1433
was the Abbot of St. Mary's, York who was permitted in

that year to purchase at fairs and markets in the counties
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proportions every one was to pay to the said persons,
as allso towards the reparation of the great guire at
Silkston."
This decree was still in force. Thus there is a letter,
dated January 6, 1723 from Francis Wood (the "Mr. Wood of
Barnsley") to Thomas Edmunds of Worsbrough;
"Sir, - Mr, Cutler and his predecessors have been
used, till of late, to pay five pounds yearly to
ye curate of Barnsley, ye same being appointed as
his share for ye small tithes of Stainbrough or
Dodworth, as we suppose, by ye lord Archbishop of
York, pursuant to a decree of ye 35th of Queen
Elizabeth, herein inclosed, and of late refusing
to pay ye same till it could be made aeppear that
he should be obliged. My brother has got ye two
enclosed coppyes of decrees which he desires you to
peruse, and intimate to Mr. Cutler wee shall leave
them in your custody to peruse, and after perusall,
if you please to do us ye favour, we shall give
Mr. Cutler coppyes of them, or you may take out such
minitts or make such observations thereon as you shall
think proper, and wee hope those decrees, with your
opinion about them will be satisfactory to Mr. Cutler,
and be a means for Mrs. Peighus (the Editor of the
"Diary" says: Peigham; Thomas Peighem, vicar of
Silkston died 1699) getting ye arrears, and Mr. Cutler's
future payment."
The decrees enclosed are as follows:
"lst Decree, Trinity Term, 34 Eliz., 14 Jan, 1592.
John Wilkinson, John Hobson, Thomas Cutler, and
Henry Burdet,.defendants - 20 marks pr annum for

composition and usage of the priors of Pontefract,



proprietors of the parsonage of Silkstone, paid

for the maintenance of the vicars there for ye time
being, paid by the farmers of the tythes of the said
rectory and other pensions out of the tithe hay,
wool, and lamb, and other small tithes of Silkstone,
Barnsley and Cawthorne, the tithe corn, hay and other
small tithes of Dodworth, w'l the tithe wool and lamb
and other small tithes of Stainburgh, pecell of the

sd rectory, and the toll of two fairs yearly at
Barnsley, being demised by her majestye's letters
patent to one Rob., Thwaits anno 17th reign for paying

th o covenant to pay yearly to the

yearly £12 12s. w
vicars of Silkstone £13 6s. 8d.; to the curate of
Barnsley £5, to the curate of Cawthorne £4 13s. 4d.,

for proxies and synodalls 18s.6d., and to bear the
reperation of the Church of Silkston aforesd Wilkinson
for his proportion of the sd to pay 20 marks, Tho. Cutler
six pounds, Hobson 40s., Henry Burdet 57s., 4d. and
according to the like rate proportionable to repair the
chancel of the church of Silkston.™

"2nd Decree, 35th Eliz.,v— Archbishop of York and his
successors to call lessees before him and compel them

to pay all such arrearages of such pensions (and

t etec.), & shall & may appoint what

d

proportion the paym

a decree

portion of the s* sums so limited by the s
shall be by every lessee thereof severally pd, and
to whom, and in what sort, as well to the vicar & his
successors as to the curates aforesd., & the repailr
of the chancell, & other matters in the decree set down,
and that this order shall be a sufficient warrant to
the archbishop to fix payments accordingly."(87)

Thus had clerical interest in the tolls derivable from

fairs sunk to a case of legal pressure to ensure the payment
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1354 - 5. Diverse Oblations: 2ls.3d. from oblations
at the entrance of the choir at the winter fair
at Ripon. 19s.13d. from offerings at the
entrance of the cholr at the summer fair at Ripon.

(In this year the total of all offerings - six types are
guoted - was £4 1ls. 8%d. Only the Ascension Day offering
was greater than the offerings during the fairs).

1379 - 80. Diverse Oblations: 1l2s.10d. from the
oblations at the entrance of the choir at the
winter fair at Ripon, and no more on account
of the rain. 48s.5d. from the offerings at the
gummer falir at Ripon and in the feast of the
Ascension, and no more on account of the rain,
and also for the feast of the Invention.

(Here the total was 118s.8d.; 1t is interesting to note
the effect of a wet year on the attendance at fairs).

1391 - 2. Diverse Oblations: 22s.11ld. from
offerings at the entrance of the choir for
three days at the winter fair at Ripon. 1l8s.7d.
from the offerings there for three days at the
summer fair.

(The total this year was &7 10s.2d. The Ascension Day
offering had grown to 48s.5d. and the fair offerings,
especially those at the summer fair, were small compared
with other offerings).

1392 - 3. Diverse Oblations: 2ls.l0d. received
from offerings at the entrance of the cholr at
the winter fair at Ripon in this year. 13s.5d.
from offerings there at the summer falr at Ripon
in this year.

(Again the fair-offerings were small, the Ascension Day
offering being 49s.4d. out of a total of £7 7s. 53d.).
1393 - 4. Diverse Oblations: 2l1ls.ld. from offerings
at the entrance of the choir at the winter fair

at Ripon. 13s.2d. from the offerings there at
the summer fair.

(In this year the winter offering compares favourably with
other offerings; the Ascension day collection yielded
51s.ld. in a total of £6.1s.6d.).

1399 - 1400. Diverse Oblations: 16s.84d. from the
offerings at the entrance of the choir at the
winter fair for three days. At the entrance of
the choir at the summer fair 16s.33d.






-100-~

(In this last roll there was nothing received on
Ascension Day; the whole total of collections was only
£1.8s.4d.).
1453 - 1457. This roll does not mention any offerings.
1503 - 1504. "Offerings at the feet of St. Wilfrid».
At the summer fair 28s., on Ascension Day 1l6s.,
on St, Wilfrid's Day 20s.8d. Full Total £4.11s.84.

1509 - 1510) Neither roll has any mention of offerings
1512 - 1513) at fair-time.

1520 - 1521. The entry reads:- £6.4s.,84. recelved
from John Seile and Richard Cundall, Chaplains,
appointed to collect monlies offered from the
devotion of the faithful in the time of the
procession and sermon on the Rogation Days and
at the summer fair, and on Ascension Day, and
on the feast of St. Wilfrid in August and the
feast of the Deposition of St. Wilfrid and on
Sundays.

The rolls of 1522, 1523, 1524, 1525 - 1526 contain no
mention of any offerings. The roll of 1527 - 1528 gives
the total of oblations on Rogation Days - in the time of
the procession and at other times - as 55s8.6d., but does
not specify the individual sums. The entry of the

roll 1531 - 1532 reads:-

"Oblations on the Rogation Days, from Master John
Seyll, and his associate, chaplains appointed to
collect the monies offered from the devotion of the
faithful in the time and days of processions and at
both summer and winter fairs, and on other feasts
-and Sundays 45s.l1d4."

In regard to oblations the roll of 1541 - 1542 is
sufficiently brief - "nothing of any profit came from the
devotions of the faithful. No Total."®

Also from Ripon, in further illustration, come the

Chamberlains' Rolls.

1447 - 1448, Principal Offerings. At St. Wilfrid's
head at the summer fair 26s.2d. At the altar
of St. William then, 4d. At the tomb then, 3d.
in Les Cruddes then 19d.

(It is interesting to compare with this entry the
collections on Ascension Day which were: At St. Wilfrid's
head 53s.8d.; at the altar of St. William 19d.; at les

Cruddes 184.; at the tomb 8d.)
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time at Ripon and Hedon during the fifteenth century is
witness that already men had ceased to consider a
religious duty as involved in matters of trade. By the
sixteenth century Yorkshiremen were prepared to consider
that an ecclesiastlce's duty did not include the functions
of a trader, nor the enterprise of merchandise as
requiring religious devotion. Through the Middle Ages

a new authority had been growing. The State was now
ready to assume control of all matters, including those
of religion and trade. The supremacy of the State
involves almost the complete severance of the church

and the fair. Before that time, however, the growing
State had already evolved a legal and judicial system

in regulation of the fairs and markets within its
boundaries, and of its native traders and merchants

from beyond the seas.
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CHAPTER II

LEGAL REQUIREMENTS IN FAIRS

AND MARKETS.

Legal reasons of existence; the evidence of
some Yorkshire charters; the Calendars of Charter

and Patent Rolls; the Quo Warranto inquiries;

Inquisitions post-mortem; local records; Causes

of loss of the liberty; alterations of date; non-
user; proclamations of fairs, external and internal;

bell-ringing; Disputes over "injury".
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It would be a trite observation to say that fairs
and markets had a legal existence; that is, that their
tenure was in every way circumscribed by some requirement
of the law. The law required to know every detail of their
existence; when and how each had found origin; by whom
the original grant was made; under what conditions of
time, duration and appointed dates; what conditions of
ownership, whether ecclesiastic or lay, for a lifetime
or for a man, his heirs and successors, or in perpetuity;
whether any possibility of alienation existed with the
tenure; whether the grant had been subsequently confirmed;
whether any alteration had been sanctioned; or whether
the grant stated or implied the grant of any further
liberties beyond the simple liberty of holding the fair
or market. It was possible that a fair might be
continued to be held without the fulfilment of the
conditions of the originel grent; the law required that
a reason for such a tenure gshould be capable of being
produced on request. The law laid down the conditions
of tenure and was watchful to maintain those conditions;
In granting privilege and liberty it was the law's
concern to grant them only where there was Justification
for them whilst erecting safeguards to prevent their
abuse.

It is necessary, therefore, to consider what type
of evidence the law required for the justification of
the fairs and markets held in Yorkshire, and in what
sources that evidence is to be found. It will be
realised at the same time that where there is legal
evidence of a fair there is definite proof of its being

granted; there may be proof of its continued, or of an



-110-

interrupted existence, but there is no proof of anything
further - as, for instance, of the part played by a

fair or market in the tradeof its own locality - which
is, after all, the most important reason for the fair
itself. There are several types of evidence.

The most important type is the Charter under which
the fair was held. Many of these Charters in regard to
Yorkshire fairs exist in full. It has already been
suggested that some were forged, especially those which
purported to have been granted in pre-Conquest days.
Others - of the like period - have been taken to
represent more than they originally meant. 1In the
ma jority of cases, however, the possession of a written
Charter specifying the grant of a fair is sufficient
legal warrant for that fair. In some cases it will be
found that the fair was not granted by charter but under
letters patent - the two types of evidence are the same.
Evidence for the continued existence of fairs rather
than for the mere statement that they had been granted
is to be found whenever there was a survey of the country.

Such evidence as this is to be found in the Domesday Book,

(which, it is to be observed, is completely silent on
the subject of fairs in Yorkshire) the Hundred Rolls,

(particularly unsatisfactory so far as Yorkshire is
concerned), various Inquisitions, but especially the

Inquisitiones post mortem (which are, however, very

much concerned with a certain group, and which, naturally
do not on any occasion refer to an ecclesiastically

owned fair) but above all the royal inquiries as to the
rightful origin of liberties, the most important as well

as the most famous being the Quo Warranto inquiry of

Edward I. A further type of evidence is to be found in
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the court records of the constant disputes which arose
between fair owners out of the aceusation that the
tenure of one fair was to the detriment of its mneighbour.
It must be remembered that the law laid down certaln
conditions in each original grant; if those conditions
were not observed, the owner was forced to appear to
explain the reason for their breach.

Such, then, are the main types of legal evidence.
In the majority of cases it will be found that the
Yorkshire fairs and markets do conform to the normal
type, the sole exceptions being in some way connected with
the authority of the successive Archbishops of York.

One of these exceptions has already been quoted.
It 18 a definite statement of law that there can be only
one grantor of a fair - the king. At Barnsley the monks
of Pontefract held two fairs which had been granted to
them by an Archbishop of York. In this case his
authority seems, for a time at least, to have been
sufficient, though there were later royal confirmations.
The Archbishop of York would appear to have been emulating
the palatine bishops of Durham who within that county
were capable of making such grants -~ the fair held by
the burgesses of Elvet is an example. No other person
was responsible for grants in Yorkshire and it is
essential therefore to consider first of all those
charters and letters patent which kings of England,
medieval and modern lssued to their faithful and beloved
subjects of Yorkshire. For the period of the thirteenth
to the sixteenth century an excellent summary of the
grants made is to be found in the Calendar of Charter
Rolls, a summary given in Appendix I. This period is

the greatest in regard to the number of grants - the
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thirteenth century being especially prolific throughout
England - but there are several charters from before the
thirteenth century and from after the sixteenth. The
general extent of the period in which fairs were granted
should be considered as from the reign of William II
(Williaem the Conqueror was too busy in other matters,
and Yorkshire was not a thriving commercial area after
the rebellion of 1070-2 and the harrying of the North)
to the reign of James II. It is dangerous to extend
the known period of Charter grants to a pre-Conquest
perlod, whilst after the Revolution of 1688-9 there

is a considerable change in the nature of markets, so
that the great marts springing up with the earlier
stages of the Industrial Revolution do not in legel
theories of origins alfogether correspond to the fair
of the earlier period. Since the Calendar of Charter
Rolls does only provide a summary 1t affords nothing
more than evidence of the original grant together with
the grantee and the date and duration of each Yorkshire
market and fair, but it also provides information as

to re-issues, to changes of dates and changes of

ownership which are not unimportant. The Calendar

of Charter Rolls 1s, then, to be regarded as sufficient

evidence for the legal orlgins of a considerable number
of Yorkshire fairs ahd markets granted in the years
mentioned to the owners nemed and has therefore been
quoted in full in Appendix I. It will be noticed

that many places occur more than once in the record;
their fairs have changed hands; new fairs are added to
the old; new lords have gained new fairs. Many
important points arise even from this bare summary;

before discussing them it 1s convenient to give the
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ownership. The grant made by John in 1200 to William
Stuteville of licence to hold yearly fairs at
Buttercerambe and Cottingham(7) is but the early sign of
the amazing growth in the number, popularity and prestige
of fairs not only In Yorkshire but in all England in the
thirteenth century, a growth testified to by the great
number of charters dating from that period. Some of the
Yorkshire charters ~ those relating to ecclesiastical
ownership - have already been quoted. The following

all refer to lay lords of manors, baronial and civie.

It will be noticed that there is a constant normai
phraseology in the grant, and a general tendency to
ineclude the same other liberties with grants of fairs.

It is not to be thought that charters exist only for the
Middle Ages; 1t is possible to watch the history of fairs
through the frequent charter records at Hull and Doncaster
until the late seventeenth century.

There was a charter granted by Henry III to John de
Waitton, dated June 35 Henry III (1850), giving rights of
free-warren, a market and a falr, in Masham (Charter Rolls
35 Hen. III m. 6). It is as follows:

"For John de Wagton. The King to Archbishops etc.
greeting. Know ye that we have granted, and by this
our charter confirmed to John de Wamton and his heirs
for ever, that he may have free-warren in all his
demesne lands of Masseham in the County of York,
provided, nevertheless, that the same lands be not
within the metes of our forest; so that no one enter
the same lands to hunt in the same, or to take anything
which to warren appertains, without the licence and will
of the same John, or his heirs, upon forfeiture to us

of Ten Pounds. And We have given to the same John,
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that he and his heirs for ever, have one market every
week on Friday at his manor of Masseham, and that he
have in the same one féir every year of three days!
duration - that is to say on the eve, the day, and the
morrow of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary. Unless the
same market and fair be to the damage of the neighbouring
markets and fairs, Wherefore we are willing etec.
Witnesses etc. Given by our hand at Merewell, the
first day of JUne."'s)

This charter gives very much the "bare bones™ of a grant of

a fair. It is necessary to see how it is widened by a

charter granting to Geoffrey le Scrop free-warren in his

lands and a market and fairs at his manor of Masham, dated

28 October 2 Edward IIT (1327). The portion of the charter

dealing with the grant of free-warren is omitted. The

remainder runs: (Charter Rolls a 2 E 3. n. 27)
"For Geoffrey le Scrop - the King in these words:
Know ye that we of our special favour have granted and
by this our Charter have confirmed to our beloved and
faithful Geoffrey le Scrop, that he and his heirs .....
may have one market every week on Wednesday, at his
manor of Masham in the said County of York, and two
fairs there every year, which shall continue for four
days, one to wit on the eve and on the day of the
Assumption of the Biéssed Virgin Msry and the other on
the vigil and feast of St. Barnabas, unless that market
and those fairs shall be to the injury of the neighbouring
markets and neighbouring fairs ..... And that they have
the aforesaid market and fairs at his manor aforesaid,
with all liberties and free customs pertaining to a

market and to fairs of this kind, unless that market
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and those fairs shall be to the injury of the
neighbouring markets as aforesald. As witness these
venerable fathers:- Simon, Archbishop of Canterbury,
Primate of All England, Henry, Bishop of Lincoln, our
Chancellor, the Bishop of Hereford, our Treasurer,
Roger, Bishop of Coventry and Lichfield, Edmund Earl of
Kent, our uncle, John de Waren, Earl of Surrey,
Henry de Percy, John de Wysham, Steward of our
household, and others. Given under our hand at New
Sarum, on the 28th day of October."(g)
This is a grant of the same fair as was granted to John
de Wauton in 1250, It 1s, therefore, substantially a
mere confirmation of a former grant and whilst it enlarges
the former by the grant of "™all liberties and free customs
pertaining to a market and to fairs"™, i1t makes no express
mention of any right to levy tolls. What the liberties and
free customs were must be considered later. It is a minor
point of interest that the list of witnesses connected with
this grant of 1327 is amongst the most imposing of any
Yorkshire charter. The Assumption-tide fair is now to be
held for only two days, instead of three, The third charter
in connection with the fairs and market as Masham
réturns to the shorter form of the first. This was a
charter of 1392 granting to Stephen le Scrope free-warren
in his lands and a market and two fairs at his manor of
Masham (7 May 16 Ric. II). It runs:
"Richard by the grace of God King of England and
France and lord of Ireland: to Archbishops etec.
greeting. Know ye that of our special grace we have
granted and given licence for us and our heirs, as
much as in us lies to our beloved and faithful
Stephen le Scrop, knight, that he and his heirs for

ever, have one market every week on Wednesday, at
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their manor of Masseham in the County of York and two
falrs there to be holden for six days, that is to say
one fair to be holden for two days before the Feast
of St. Barnabas the Apostle, and on St. Barnsbas' day,
and the other fair to be holden for two days before
the Feast of the Nativity of the Blessed Mary, and on
the day of the same Nativity, unless the same market
and fairs be to the prejudice or damage of other
neighbouring markets and fairs there (Here follows the
grant of free-warren, and then there is a complete
repetition of the whole charter, and finally the
nemes of the witnesses) Given under our hand at
Westminster the Seventh Day of May in the Sixteenth
year of our reign. By Writ of Privy Seal".(lo)

Some few points of importance arise from this third charter.

In one case there is a simply a repetition of a previous

grant. The St. Barnabas féir is again to be held - but for

a longer period. On the other hand the date of the second

fair has now been altered, This charter is an example

of the leggf?%ﬁgt if the date of a fair were to be

changed then a new charter had to be obtained, granting

the fair on the new day in lieu of the old. Since the

fairs are in all three charters the same two fairé -

i.e. no charter adds fairs to be held also in Masham

other than those previously granted - there is here an

example of change of ownership. The first grant is to

the Waltton family; the second end third are to the Scropes.

Every change of ownership had to be ratified by a new

charter, but even when a falr remained in the same family

or inheritance, it was at times considered needful and

wise to re-establish the legality of the fair by means

of a new charter.
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William, Earl of Warenne and his heirs, that they
may have a certain fair every year at Wakefield, last-
ing for three days, namely, on the eve, the feast, and
the morrow of All Saints, but that it shall not be to
the damage of neighbouring fairs. Dated at Bridgnorth
Merch 15th, 5 John (1204) Witnesses, W(illiam of Blois)
Bishop of Lincoln, G(iles de Braose), Bishop of
Hereford, G(eoffrey FitzPiers) Earl of Essex, R(obert
Fitz-Pernell) Earl of Leicester, R(anulf de Blandeville)
Earl of Chester, W(illiam the)Marshall of Pembroke,
W(illiam Lungespee) Earl of Salisbury, W(aleran) Earl
of Warwick, H(enry de Bohun) Earl of Hereford."(13)
From the list of signatories it can readlily be understood
why the influence of the youthful Earl of Warenne was
sufficient to obtain the grant. He was one of the group
of great nobles who stand predominant in the reigns of John
and Henry III. The grant is naturally made to the Earl
himself, not to the burgesses of Wakefield. In the eyes
of the law the grant could only be made to the owner of the
estate, i.e. to the tenant-in-chief of the Crown, who
benefitted from the grant through the increased prosperity
of his manor and the tolls he as lord of the manor was
entitled to levy, whilst his tenants in the manor benefitted
from the increased trade brought to them in the fair, the
ability to purchase outside commodities and to effect
greater sales of their own domestic manufactures and stock.
The words of this charter of 1202 are repeated, with a
similarly imposing group of witnesses, in the charter obtained
from Henry III in 1258 by John, the seventh Earl Warenne,
granting a second fair to be held at Wakefield, thus:
"Henry etc., know that we have granted and by this
our charter confirmed to our beloved and faithful John

de Warenne that he and his heirs for ever may have a
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ordaln, for us and our heirs, that the aforesaid Edmund
and Avelyna his wife, and their heirs, for ever shall
have the aforesaid market etc., as above, with all things
etc., unless etc. With these witnesses: the venerable
fathers Nicholas Bishop of Winchester, and Godfrey
Bishop of Worcester, Robert Aguillun, Thedis 'de Camill’',
Peter de Chaumpuent, Elya de Rabeyn', Willlam de
Wintreshull', Stephen de Eddeworth', William Belet,
Roger de Wauton'!, and others. Dated by the hand of the
king at Winchester the sixth day of January."(15)

As has already been seen there were several owners of fairs
in Hedon whilst the ownership of Pocklington fair frequently
changed hands. South-eastern Yorkshire is prolific in its
fairs and the charters granting them. Of more importance

than Pocklington but for some centurles less important than
Hedon was Hull fair, today considered as one of the greatest
of all English fairs (Philip Allingham: "Cheapjack"™ London
1934 Chap. XIII). The importance of Wyke, or Hull, both as

a town and place is already evident in 1278 when the first
fair in the town was granted at the petition of the Abbot

and Convent of Meaux - a fair lasting for fifteen days.

Soon after this gfant the town came into the hands of the

king and as members of a royal borough the burgesses were from
time to time granted charters authorising them to hold fairs
or confirming those they already held. In 1299 two markets -
on Tuesday and Friday - were granted by Edward I who permitted
also the extension of the duration of the fair from fifteen
to thirty days. This charter of Edward I established Hull as
a free-borough, and as in so many other cases, unites the
grant of freedom with the liberty to hold markets and fairs.
The charter is as follows:

"Edward, by the grace of God, King of all England, lord
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of Ireland and Duke of Aquitaine; To the Archbishops,
Bishops, Abbots, Priors, Earls, Barons, Justices,
Sheriffs, Provosts, Ministers, and to all his Bailiffs
and faithful subjects, greeting. Know ye that for the
improvement of our town of Kyngeston-upon-Hull, and

for the utility eand profit of our men of the same town,
we will and grant for us and our helrs, that our town
aforesaid shall from henceforth be a free borough, and
the men of the same town free burgesses, and that

they may have for ever all the liberties and free
customs belonging to a free borough .....

Moreover we will and grant, for us and our heirs that
the aforesaid Burgesses and their heirs may be for ever
quit throughout all our realm and dominion from toll,
pontage, passage, pavage, and from all other customs
payable for their own goods and merchandise .....
Moreover we do grant for us and our heirs, to the
aforesaid burgesses, that they and their heirs may

have for ever two markets in every week within the
borough aforesaid, to be kept in a place by us for

that purpose to be appointed, that is to say, one on
Tuesday, and the other on Friday, and one fair there
eveyry year, to continue for thirty days, that is to
say on the day of St. Austin after Easter, and for
twenty nine days next following; unless those markets
and that fair should be to the prejudice of the neilghbouring
markets and fairs. Wherefore we firmly will and command
for us and bur heirs ..... that the aforesaid burgesses
and their heirs may be for ever quit throughout all our
realm and dominion from toll, pontage, passage, pavage,
and from all other customs payable for their own goods

and merchandises ..... And that the same burgesses and
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and of other victuals whatsoever, as well as the

custody and assay of measures, weights and other things
whatsoever pertaining to the said assise, custody and
assay, in the town and port aforesaid, and shall in due
manner punish transgressors of the said assise of bread,
wine and ale, and other victuals whatsoever, and shall
correct and amend defects of measures, weights and other
things pertaining to the said assise, custody and

assay; So that the Clerk of the Market, or other minister
of us and our heirs, shall not enter the said town or port
to do or exercise any of the things which pertain therein
to the said assise, custom, and assay; And Also that all
the profits thence arising shall always be (the profits)
of the same Mayor, Bailiffs and Burgesses, and of their
heirs and successors aforesaid, in aid of the farm of

the town aforesaid."(lv)

The Clerk of the Market seems to have been a generally

unwanted official but this Charter of Richard II was apparently

insufficient to keep him out of Hull. In 1440 by a charter

dated 10 May 18 Henry VI the burgesses were again permitted to

exclude him from their town. The relevant portion of the

charter reads:-

"And moreover we have granted and by this our charter have
confirmed for us and our heirs aforesaid, to the aforesaid
burgesses and their heirs and successors aforesaid, for
ever, that .,.... the Clerk of the Market of our Household,
and of that of our heirs, hereafter neither in our presence
nor in the absence of us or of our heirs, shall either
enter or sit within the town aforesaid, or the liberty and
precinet of the same town, or do or exercise their offices
therein, or under any pretence inquire, or cause to be

inquired, or intermeddle themselves in any wise, concerning
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any matters done, or to be done, or happening or
arising within the Town aforesald, or the liberty
and precinct thereof, or draw into plea outside the
sald Town any Burgesses of our Town aforesaid, or any
persons residing within the same town, or the liberty
and precinct of the same town, for any manner of
things haprening or arising in future in any manner
within the same town, or the liberty and precinct of
the same town."(ls)
Here, then, is legal basis for much more valuable
privileges than any Hull had previously enjoyed. The
exemption from the office of the Clerk of the Market is now
extended to the precincts and the full extent of the liberty
of Hull and 1s not for the city alone. The right to plead
within their own walls becomes the property of all the
residents of the town. In view of these extensions Hull
trade was certain to improve. That that trade did improve
and that the improvement was connected with Hull fair I1s
shown by the limitations placed upon foreign merchants by
a charter of ﬁenry VIII ensuring both a profitable monopoly
to kull traders in the course of the year and a conslderable
opportunity of external trade in the time of the fair. The
charter 1s an indication of an early mercantilism, as yet
anxious to buttress local development even at the expense
of other parts of the country whilst permitting the fair
to be the means of a very essential wide exchange of goods.
Dated 21 June, 24 Henry VIII (1532) it includes:

"We have granted, and do give licence for us, and our helrs
and successors to the mayor, burgesses and commonalty
of our town and borough of Kyngston-upon-Hull aforesaid
and their successors for ever, that no stranger or

foreigner to the liberty of the borough aforesaid,
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hereafter shall buy from any stranger or foreigner to
the liberty of the borough aforesaid, or shall sell
to any such stranger or foreigner to the liberty of
that borough, within that borough, any merchandise or
any other things whatsoever, except only in the time
of the mart or of the fairs hereafter to be held within
the borough aforesaid, under penalty of the forfeiture
of the merchandise and things aforesaid, bought or sold,
or to be bought or sold contrary to the form aforesaid,
to be converted to the use of the Mayor and Burgesses
of the borough aforesaid and their successors."(19)
The effect of such a requirement was inevitably to force
external trade into the fair and market, causing them
consideratle gain. This is one indication of the impossibility
of ascribing the period of the decline of the fair to the
sixteenth century; nascent mercantilism meant an increase
in the value of the fair, provided for by the State in its
laws to protect national and local industry and trade.
Both Crown and Borough realicsed the value of these local
marts; the struggle between those %wo authorities for
possession and i1ts profits is summed up in gueen Elizabeth's
charter to Hull which, closing sixteenth century developments
there, reveals the prosperous condition of Hull fair.
This charter, dated 21 August 40 Elizabeth (1598) includes:
"AND WHZREAS the lord Edward I, formerly King of
England, our progenitor, by his letters patent, made
under his great seal of England, bearing date at
Westminster the first day of April in the twenty seventh
yvear of his reign, amongst other things, granted to the
burgesses of Kingston-upon-Hull, that they and their
heirs for ever should have two markets in every week,
within the borough aforesaid, to be held in a place

appointed thereto by the aforesaid King, one, namely
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on Tuesday and the other on ¥riday, and a fair there
in every year, to continue for thirty days, namely

on the day of Saint Augustine after Easter and the
twenty nine days next following, unless those markets
and that fair should be to the injury of neighbouring
markets and fairs, as by the same letters patent,
amongst other things more fully appears; WHICH said
markets and fair the same Mayor and burgesses of the
town or borough aforesaid have surrendered and granted
to us, our heirs and successors in our Chanecery, by
their deed thereof duly enrolled therein; NEVERTHELESS
with the intention that we should deign to make and
grant anew other our letters patent, and another our
grant, to the Mayor and Burgesses of the town or
borough aforesaid and their successors, which said
surrender we do accept and approve by these presents;
KNOW YE that we, of our superior special grace, and

of our certain knowledge and mere motion, have given
and granted, and for us, our heirs and successors, by
these presents, do give and grant, to the aforesaid
Meyor and Burgesses and their successors, that they
and their successors, henceforth for ever, shall and
mey heve and hold, within the same town or borough of
Kingston upon Hull, two markets in every week, in
some convenient place within the same town or borough
to be appointed by the Mayor and the greater part of
the aldermen of the town or borough aforesaid for the
time being, NAMELY one market to be held and kept in every
week on Tuesday and the other market on Friday in every
week., AND ALSO we do will and, by these presents, of
our superior special grace, do grant to the same Mayor
and Burgesses and their successors, that they and their

successors, shall and may have, hold, and keep yearly,
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for ever, within the same town or borough, in some
convenient place to be appointed from time to time by
the same Mayor and Burgesses and their successors,

one mart or fair, yearly and every year, beginning

and commencing on the sixteenth day of September, and
to continue for fifteen days then next following the
same sixteenth day of September, together with a

court of pie-powder; and all and all manner of tolls
and dues of all and all manner of merchandise, victuals
and other things whatsoever, from time to time sold and
bought within the aforesaid markets and fair, or either
of them, with the customs, usages, profits, commodities
and emoluments whatsoever, belonging, appertaining,
oceurring, happening, or arising at such markets, marts,
fairs and courts of plepowder So NEVERTHELESS, that

the aforesaid markets, marts or fairs or any of then,
shall not be to the injury of other neighbouring markets,
marts or fairs: WHEREFORE WE DO WILL, and, by these
presents, do firmly order and command, that the same
Mayor and Burgesses and their successors shall freely,
peacefully, and quietly, have, hold, enjoy, and keep
the aforesaid two markets, to be held in every week

on the Tuesday and Friday, as 1s aforesaid, and the
aforesaid mart or fair, to be held yearly on the sixteen-
th day of September, and to continue for fifteen days then
next following, as is aforesaid, together with the
aforesaid court of piepowder, and all the aforesaid
dues, tolls, customs, usages, profits and emoluments
whatsoever, pertaining, belonging, occurring, or
happening to such markets, marts or fairs and courts of
piepowder, and this without molestation, contradiction,
or impediment of us or our heirs or successors, or of

the Sheriffs, Escheators, or other officers or ministers

of us, our heirs and successors, whomsoever, SO
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NEVERTHELESS that the aforesaid markets marts or fairs
shall not be to the injury of other neighbouring markets,
marts, or fairs as is aforesaid ......

AND MOREOVER, of our more ample grace, and of our
certain knowledge and mere motion, for us, our heirs
and successors, we do grant and confirm to the
aforesaid Mayor and Burgesses of the town of borough of
Kingston-upon-Hull aforesaid, and their successors for
ever all ..... fairs, markets, marts, sales of all
chattels whatsoever ..... which the Burgesses of the
Town of Kingston-upon-Hull, or which the Burgesseé

and Commonalty of the Town of Kingston-upon-Hull,

or which the Mayor, Bailiffs, and Burgesses of the
Town of Kingston-upon-Hull, or which the Mayor and
Burgesses of the Borough or Town of Kingston-upon-
Hull, and their predecessors whatsoever, by

whatsoever names they have been recognised or called,
or by whatsoever name, or by whatsoever incorporation,
or pretext of any incorporation, they were heretofore
incorporated, lawfully had held, used or enjoyed, or
ought to have, hold, use or enjoy, or ought to have
had, held, used, or enjoyed, to themselves and

their successors for ever, or hereditery estate, by
reason or pretext of any charters or letters patent
heretofore made, confirmed, or granted by us, or by
any of our progenitors, or any other person, or any
other whomsoever, in whatsoever manner, or by any
other lawful mode, right, custom, use, prescription

or title, heretofore lawfully used, had and accustomed
the statute enacted in the Parliament of the Lord
Henry the Sixth, late King of England, in the twenty
eighth year of his reign (28 Hen. VI ¢. 5 "Penalty of

the Officers of Custom") or another statute enacted in
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and Burgesses a falr in September, instead of in May and June.
Since however she continued herself to hold the original
fair, there were now in Hull two fairs, the royal fair,
being from May 26 to June 24, whilst the town's fair

was from September 16 to October 1, by the terms of this
last charter. This charter is important in many ways.

It is witness to the means by which owners sought to
conserve their rights; here, the burgesses seek to gratify
the Queen by the surrender of their rights in the hopés of
a speedy renewal. It gives evidence, in most comprehensive
manner, of the difficulties inherent in corporations

in their attempts to prove that they are the body to whom
an original grant was made. There is in the charter the
definite annulment in this particular instance of three
statutes which, if remaining in force, would have rendered
valueless the grants now made, thus showing that a mere
charter might unless care were taken be insténtly void,

a danger which had to be prevented by the deliberate wordings
of the charter, The charter makes a definite grant of a
court of ple-powder; this has been believed by some
historlans not to be necessary, the grant of a court of
pie-powder being supposedly understood in every grant of a
fair but there must remein some doubt on this; at any

rate the stated grant in a charter slone made ability

to hold the court a certainty not to be infringed by any
authority. The constant repetition in the charter insists
that the fair and markets can only be granted subject to
the proviso that they are not to the damege of neighbouring
falrs and markets. The use of the work mart not simply as
an alternative to fair is remarkable, originally there were
only five marts in all Englend, Yorkshire providing two -
at Hedon and Beverley. The charter leaves in obscurity

the ownership of the two markets, for having granted them
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an officer of the king's household, charged with this

assay of weights and measures in all parts of the kingdom
and, in order to discharge his duties, making circuits in
the same manner as did the Judges-on-eyre. Yet, since his
advent was always held to mean an invasion of munieipal
authority, townships strove to exclude his office, or rather
to exercise it for themselves, with particular reference to
their fairs and markets since it was in them that weights
and measures were most intensively used and might most
easily be falsified., It is a point of interest that in

this charter the burgesses are held to have exercised the
office from "wime out of mind". The last charter in connection
with Hull fair was granted by Charles II in 1661 (3 December
13 Charles II). The relevant portion is as follows:-

"AND WHEREAS the Lord Edward the First, formerly King
of England, our progenitor, by his letters patent,
made under his great seal of England, bearing date at
Westminster the first day of April, in the twenty
seventh year of his reign, amongst other things,
granted to the then Burgesses of Kingston upon Hull,
thet they and their heirs for ever should have two
markets in every week, within the borough aforesaid,
to be held in a place to be appointed thereto by the
aforesaid Kind, one namely on Tuesday and the other
on Friday, and a fair there in every year, to continue
for thirty days, namely on the day of St. Augustine
after Easter, and for twenty nine days next following,
unless those markets and that fair should be to the
injJury of neighbouring markets and fairs as by the
same letters patent amongst other things more fully
appears; WHICH said markets and fair the same Mayor
and Burgesses of the town or borough aforesaid did

surrender and grant to the Lady Elizabeth, late Queen
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of England, her heirs and successors, in her Chancery,
by their deed thereof duly enrolled therein,
NEVERTHELESS with the intention that the said late
Queen should deign to make and grent anew other her
letters patent, and another her grant, to the Mayor
and Burgesses of the town or borough aforesaid and
their successors, which said surrender the late Queen
did accept and approve, and thereupon the said la te
Queen, by her letters patent, under her great seal of
England, bearing date the nineteenth day of August

in the fortieth year of her reign, of her special

grace and of her certain knowledge, and mere motion,
for herself, her heirs and successors, did give and
grant, to the aforesaid Mayor and Burgesses and their
successors, that they and their successors, thenceforth
for ever, should and might have and hold, within the
same town or borough of Kingston upon Hull, two markets
in every week, in some convenient place within the same
town or borough, to be appointed by the Mayor and the
greater part of the Aldermen of the town or borough
aforesaid for the time being, namely one market to be
held and kept in every week on Tuesday, and the other
market on Friday in every week., AND also the same late
Queen, of her superior special grace, by the same her
letters patent did grant to the same layor and Burgesses
and their successors that they and their successors,
should and might have, hold and keep yearly, for ever,
within the same town or borough, in some convenient
plece to be appointed from time to time by the same
Mayor and Burgesses and their successors, one mart or
fair yearly and every year, beginning and commencing

on the sixteenth'day of September and to continue for

fifteen days then next following the same sixteenth day
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of September, together with a court of piepowder,

and all and all manner of tolls and dues of all and all
manner of merchandise, victuals and other things
whatsoever, from time to time sold and bought within the
aforesaid markets and fair, or either of them, with the
customs, usages, profits, commodities, and emoluments
whatsoever, belonging, appertaining, occurring, happen-
ing, or arising at such markets, marts, fairs and courts
of piepowder. SO NEVERTHELESS, that the aforesaid markets,
marts or fairs or any of them, should not be to the
injury of other neighbouring marts or fairs: as by the
same letters patent remaining of record, amongst other
things, is more fully manifest and appears; which said
letters patent and all and singular the things given and
granted or mentioned to be given or granted therein
before, in the form aforesaid, we, for us, our heirs and
successors, do ratify and confirm, by these presents,

to the aforesaid Mayor and Burgesses of the town or
borough aforesaid. AND MOREOVER WE DO WILL, and by
these presents, for us, our heirs and successors,

do firmly order and command, that the same Mayor and
Burgesses and their successors shall freely, peacefully,
and quietly, have, hold, enjoy, and keep the aforesaid
two markets, to be held in every week on the Tuesday

and Friday, as 1s aforesaid, and the aforesaid mart

or fair, to be held yearly on the sixteenth day of
September and to continue for fifteen days then next
following, as is aforesaid, together with the aforesaid
court of piepowder, and all the aforesaid dues, tolls,
customs,'usages, profits and emoluments whatsoever,
pertaining, belonging, oceurring, or happening to

such markets, mart or fair and court of plepowder,

and this without molestation, contradiction, or
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impediment of us or our heirs or successors, or of
the Sheriffs, Zscheators, or other officers or
ministers of us, our heirs and successors, whomsoever,
S0, NEVERTHELESS, that the aforesaid markets, marts
or fairs shall not be to the injury of other
neighbouring markets, marts, or fairs as is aforesaid

n(22)

This grant of Charles II is identical with the grant made in
Queen Elizabeth's charter., With it the legal bases of
Hullt!s fair are brought to an end. From this list of
Hull's charters can be seen the necessity for the constant
repetition of the charter originally granting the fair, the
completeness of the power of the Crown over claimants of
privileges if no charter could be produced.

There is a very similar line of development in the
charters relative to the fair at Doncaster. Of these
charters the first is the grant of a falr made by Edward
IV in 1467 to the burgesses. It includes:

"And moreover, of our abundant grace, we have granted
and by these presents we do grant, for us and our
heirs aforesaid, to the aforesaid Mayor and community
of the borough aforesaid, and to thelr successors,
that they, and their successors, may have and hold
for ever, one fair, at the said borough of Doncaster
every year, upon the vigil, and upon the feast, and
upon the morrow of the Annunciation of the Blessed

~Virgin Mary; to be held, and for the same three days
to continue, with all liberties and free customs,

to this sort of fair appertaining, unless that fair

be to the detriment of the neighbouring fairs. Where-

fore we will, and firmly command, for us and our heirs

aforesaid, that the'aforesaid Mayor and community amd

their successors aforesald, may have, and hold the

aforesaid fair at the borough aforesaid, in form
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upon the morrow of the day following immediately to
continue; and the other fair or market, of the aforesaid
two fairs, or markets, to be held at the aforesaid town
of Doncastre annually, for ever, upon the vigil and
upon the day of the Annunciation of the Blessed Virgin
Mary, and upon the morrow of the day immediately
following also to continue, with the liberties and
free customs, profits, revenues, advantages, commodities
and emoluments to these kind of market, fair or markets,
in any manner appertaining or belonging: So that,
nevertheless, those fairs, or markets, and market,
are not to the detriment of other neighbouring
markets, or of other neighbouring fairs or markets.
Wherefore we do will, and do grant, and firmly command,
for us, our heirs and successors, by these presents,
that the afaresaid mayor and community and their
successors may have and hold the markets and fairs,
or markets aforesaid, at the said town of Doncastre,
as 1s aforesald every year, for ever, with all
liberties and free customs, and with all and singular
profits, revenues, advantages, commodities, and
emoluments of this kind of market, fairs or markets, or
any of them in any manner howsoever appertaining or
belonging. So that only the markets, fairs, or those
markets be not to the detriment of the neighbouring
markets, fairs or markets."(24)
Queen Elizabeth ratified this charter in 1559, It is remark-
able for its insistence on the interchangeability of the
terms "falr"™ and "Market", for which there is no other
justification. Although a fair is in practice simply a
larger and more infrequent trade-gathering than a market}
et in the eyes of the law there is a quite definite

distinction. This may be secn, for example, in the fact
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court of pie-powder, there to be held at the times of
the same fairs, or markets and with all liberties and
free customs, tolls, stallage, pontage, picage, fines,
emerclaments and other profits, commodities, revenues,
advantages and emoluments whatsoever, to these kind of
Tfairs or markets and courts of pie-powder, in any wise
belonging, appertaining, incident, arising, or happening,
and with all other free customs and liberties whatsocever
to these kind of fairs, markets and courts of pie-powder
appertaining or belonging; So nevertheless, that the
fairs or markets, aforesaid, be not to thé detriment

of other neighbouring fairs or markets near adjoining:-
Wherefore, we will, do grant and firmly command for us,
our heirs and successors, by these presents, that the
aforesald mayor, aldermen and burgesses, and their
successors, may have and hold the fairs, or markets
aforesaid, at the said borough of Doncaster,

as 1s aforesaid in every year for ever: with all liberties
and free customs and with all and singular profits,
revenues, advantages, commodities and emoluments to
these kind of fairs or markets, or to any of them, in
any manner appertaining or belonging, without any thing
therefore to be rendered to us, our heirs or successors:
So that, nevertheless, those fairs or markets, be not

to the detriment of the neighbouring fairs or markets
laying near.

----- "And further, of our more extensive grace, and

of our certain lnowledge and mere motion, we have
granted and by these presents, for us, and our heirs

and successors, we do grant and confirm to the aforesaid
mayor, aldermen and burgesses of the borough aforesaid,
and to their successors, that the mayor of the borough

aforesaid for the time being, for the future, for ever,
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we will, and by these presents, for us, our heirs and
successors, we do order and command that the aforesaid
mayor aldermen and burgesses of the town aforesaid,

and their successors, may have, hold and keep yearly
and every year for the time to come, for ever, the
aforesald fairs or markets in manner and form aforesaild
together with the court aforesaid of pie-powder there,
duriné the time of the said several fairs, to be holden
and ali liverties and free customs, tolls, stallage,
picage, fines, amerciaments, and all profits and
advantages whatsoever to these kind of fairs or markets
and courts aforesaid of pie-powder belonging, appertain-
ing, incident, arising or happening: And this without
any writ of adqued dampnum, or other warrant in that
behalf, to be proecured or obtained: So, nevertheless,
that the said several fairs or markets be not, and
either of them be not, to the detriment of other
neighbouring fairs or markets there nsar laying, any
use, custom, thing, cause or matter whatsoever to the
contrary thereof notwithstanding: Also we have granted
and by these presents, for us, our heirs and successors,
we do grant to the mayor aldermen and burgesses of

the borough aforesaid, and to their successors, that
they and thelr successors for the future, for ever,

may have take and receive and mey be capacitated and
enabled to have, hold and receive, upon every day of
the markets, or day of the fairs at Doncaster aforesaid
a certain toll of all, and all manner of grain whatso-
ever there brought to be sold, to wit, a pint out of
every sack of grain, to the use of the mayor, aldermen
and capltal burgesses of the borough aforesaid, for

the time being.n"(26)
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The charter of Charles II in 1664 had suggested that the
chief commodities at the fortnight fairs were horses, cattle
and sheep. In this charter of James II the tolls are
specifically mentioned in regard to graln.taat In these

two fairs grain was the more common commodity but this
suggestion is not confirmed either by Daniel Defoe or William
Owen who both, in their lists of Yorkshire fairs give cattle
and pedlars' goods as the common articles of sale. There

is apparent in the charter the growing confusion in the

eyes of the law over the distinction between a fair and a
market; as this distinction grows less clear, the

indication that the fair is declining becomes more certain.

It is interesting to notice that no inquiry through the

writ of "Ad quod damnum" was to be made as to objections to
the establishment of the fairs but since the proviso was
added that the fairs were only to be established if not

to the harm of neighbouring markets or fairs, little would
have been gained by Doncaster from fhis exception, had not
the fairs been without such harm to their neighbours.
Doncaster's right to its fairs and markets was finally
established by a second charter (general in nature) of
James II in 1688:

"And further, of our more extensive, special grace,
and of our certain knowledge, and mere motion, for
us, our heirs, and successors, we do give, grant,
restore, ratify, and confirm, to the aforesaid
mayor, aldermen and burgesses of the borough
aforesaid, and to their suecessors, all and singular,
so many, so great, such like, the same, and the same
kind of lands ..... fairs, markets, marts, tolls,
customs, fines, amerciaments ..... courts ..... profits

..... whatsoever, of whatscever kind, nature, or
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gquality they be, as many, as great, such as, and
which the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the
borough aforesaid, or every, or any of them; or the
mayor and community of Doncaster aforesaild, or every,
or any of them; or the mayor and burgesses of
Doncaster aforesaid, or every, or any of them; or

the mayor, aldermen and burgesses of the borough of
Doncaster aforesaid, or every, or any of them; or the
mayor, aldermen, burgesses and community of Doncaster,
or every, or any of them, by whatsoever names, or
whatsoever name, or by whatsoever incorporation; or
by pretéxt of whatsoever incorporation, incorporated,
at any time, or at any times, before the deed of the
above recited deed of surrender; he or they have had,
held, used or enjoyed, or ought to have, hold, use, or
enjoy, to them and to their successors, for ever,

of hereditary estate, or by any other manner whatsoever,
by reason or pretext of any charters, letters patent,
or grants, of any of our progenitors, or ancestors,
made, confirmed or granted, or by pretext of any
prescription, use or custom, or other lawful manner
whatsoever; right or title, before the date of the said
deed of surrender. To have, exercise, hold and enjoy
all and singular the lands ..... and the rest of the
premises above-mentioned, to the aforesaid mayor,
aldermen, and burgesses of the borough of Doncaster
aforesaid, and to their successors, for ever, in as
ample manner and form, to all intents and purposes
whatsoever, as if the aforesaid deed of surrender had
never been: And although the premises aforesaid,

or any, or every of them, heretofore shall not have
been used, or have, or hath been abused, or misused

or discontinued, or although the same, or every, or
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any of them are, or have been utterly lost.

And yielding, and paying therefore to us, our heirs

and successors, yearly so meny, so great, the like,

the same and the same kind of rents, services, sums

of money and demands whatsoever, as many, as great,

such as, and which they have accustomed themselves,

of or right, ought to pender, or pay for the same.

In witness whereof, we have caused these our letters

to be made patents. Witness myself at Westminster,

the tenth day of November, in the fourth year of our

reign. By immediate warrant."(27)
This charter raises many points of law of importance in the
development of fairs and markets. From the point-of-view
of the incorporation of Doncaster it challenges comparison
with the charter granted by Queen Elizabeth. It raises the
possibility of the origin of the possession of the liberty
to hold a fair apart from a grant by a‘royal charter, in
permitting Doncaster to hold those liberties which are
claimed by prescription. It points to the means by which
libertlies might be forfeited - their abuse, misuse, or
discontinuance. The surrender of the charters of
Doncaster referred to in this grant was that enforced by
James II in his attempt to control the towns in his interest;
the new grant of 1688 is part of his attempt to win favour and
support in the country at the time of his growing fear of
rebellion.

There is one charter of importance in the later
development of Beverley fairs. James II grants:

"And also one market or fair in every year, yearly,

for ever, to begin and continue for one day to be

continued, to wit Thursday next before the 1l4th day

of February for all menner of cattle and chattels

there from time to time to be bought and sold,
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together with a piepowder court there in the time of
the said mart or fair and market, to be held, together w
with all liberties and free customs eppertaining to
such a court together with the tolls and stallage, picage,
fines, amercements, and all and other profits, commodit-
ies and emoluments whatsoever from such a market and
mart or fair and piepowder court appertaining or
belonging so nevertheless that such market, marts or
fair be not to the hurt of other neighbouring markets,
marts or fair, and that in the time of the market, mart
or fair, or either of them, the mayor of the Town
aforesalid for the time being may have, receive and
collect by himself or deputy, reasonable customs and
tolls of all manner of merchandize, wares, cattle and
chattels whatsoever which shall be sold or bought
within the precincts'of the same town without the
interruption or impediment of us, our heirs and
successors or of any other whatsoever .....

And further of our more ample and special grace and of
our sure knowledge and mere motion we will and by these
presents do for us and our heirs and successors
constitute and ordain that all and singular marts or
fairs and markets within the town aforesaid heretofore
accustomed to be held and kept or by virtue of these
presents hereafter to be held and kept may amd shall
for ever be held and kept in such place and places
within the town aforesaid and liberties and precincts
of the same as the mayor and aldermen of the said town
for the time being or the major part of them shall
direct or appoint ..... (This also goes on to reclte

a grant of James I, 1617, for ninety nine years of the

perquisites of Beverley fairs to certain gemtlemen of
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the royal household and their heirs and confirms that grant
for the remainder of the ninety-nine years the gentlemen
being John Walter, Kt., Chief Baron of the Exchequer,

James Fullerton, and Thomas Trevor)(zs)

From this charter may be realised the manner in which the
Abbey and sasrchiepiscopal fairs in Beverley had now passed
into lay hands. On the one hand certain private gentlemen
replace abbot and archbishop; on the other, the mayor

becomes the recipient of the tolls, whilst Beverley fair
remained one of the greatest of Yorkshire fairs.

As a great contrast to these lengthy Stuart charters
there is a brief charter of the late thirteenth century
relating to Bradford fair. This was granted in 1294 by
Edward I to Henry de Lacy, Earl of Lincoln, the then owner
of the manor of Bradford, and reads:

"Know ye that we have granted, and by this charter

confirmed to Henry de Lacy, Earl of Lincoln, that he and

his heirs shall have one market every week on Thursday
at his mamor of Bradford, in theCounty of York, and

one fair there every year, to continue for five days, to

wit, on the eve and on the day of Saint Peter ad Vincula

(August 1) and for three days following. Witnessed by

Edmund the King's brother, the Bishops of Durham,

Bath and Wells, and others." (Dated at Westminster

6 June 22 Edward I) (29)

This fair was afterwards discontinued on the grounds that
the time of year when it was held had proved inconvenient.
New charters had therefore to be obtained for fairs at more
convenient times. The most important of these is that
granted by Edward IV to the feoffees of the duchy for two
fairs at Bradford, both of which were held constantly until

the nineteenth century. The full charter represents a great
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advance on the charter granted by Edward I, indicating
the provision made to 1limit the difficulties attendant
on the holding of a fair:-

"The King to the Archbishops etec. greeting. Know ye that
we of our special grace, and of our certain knowledge,
and mere motion, have granted, and by these, do grant,
for us and for our heirs, as much as in us lieth, to
our most reverend fathers, Thomas Cardinal Archbishop
of Canterbury, and Thomas Archbishop of York; the
venerable fathers Richard of Salisbury, Rabert of
Bath, William of Durham, and John of Lincoln, bishops;
our most dear cousins Henry of Essex and Anthony Rivers,
earls; our sincerely beloved William lord of Hastings
and John Lord Dynham; to our dear and faithful Thomas
Burgh, Williem Paire, and Thomas Montgomery, knights;
John Grinthorp, clerk, and William Huse, our Serjeant-
at-Law, feoffees of our lordship of Bradford, in the
county of York, parcel of our duchy of Lancaster, that
they and thelr heirs and assigns shall have one market
every week on Thursday, at the town of Bradford, in the
county aforesaid and two fairs there every year, both
of them to last for three days; to wit, one of them
on the day of the feast of the deposition of St.
William of York, and on the two days preceding, and the
other of them on the day of St. Peter which is called
in Cathedra, and the two days preceding; with all
liberties and customs to such markets and fairs
appertaining. And further of our abundant grace, we
will, and by these presents grant, for us and for
our heirs, to our feoffees aforesaid, that all
liege and faithful persons whomsoever, coming to
the market aforesaid, and there abiding and to their

homes returning, to pay any stallages, or tributes, to
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us to our heirs, for any grain, flesh, fish or any
victuals whatsoever, by them, or any or either of
them bought or sold in the market.aforesaid, by us or
our heirs, bailiffs, constables, officers, or
ministers, of us or of our heirs whomsoever, or by
our feoffees aforesald, their heirs or as-igns, their
bailiffs, officers or ministers whomsoever, in any
wise, shall not be compelled, forced, arrested, molested
distrained, or in any thing disturbed, but that they
and every of them coming to the market aforesaid,
and there abiding, and to their homes returning,
shall be exempt and quit for ever of the payment of
such tolls, stallage, and tributes, for such
victuals by them, or any of them, in the market
aforesaid, bought or sold as aforesaid, any statute,
act, or ordinance to the contrary notwithstanding."
(Witnessed by several of the feoffees, and by Richard,
Duke of York, larshal of Ingland, and by Richard,
Duke of Gloucester. Dated at Westminster, May 4. By
Wirit of Privy Sea1)(%0)
The trade of the fairs would undoubtedly be increased by
the exemption of its traders from tolls on their merchandise
but the grant of such an exemption deprived the owners of
the fair of 1ts most valuable privilege.

These charters and many others of similar nature, then,
give the legal basis for the holding of Yorkshire fairs
and markets., There is other evidence which also shows the
validity of the title of possession in the eyes of the law.

It must not ve forgotten that there were fairs in Yorkshire

before the times of which the Calendar of Charter Rolls

bears witness. Thus John gave licence to william de Stuteville
in 120C to hold a yearly falr at Buttercrambe and another

(31)

at Cottingham. Henry de Lacy held the Castle and honor
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at Whitby; one, the regular fair held by proclamation
begins on August 25 and 1s the old abbey fair held by
charter from Henry I; the other at Martinmas, apparently

(28)

came in by custom. There are fairs and markets at
Great Driffield, but Great Driffield has neither market

nor fair by charter, despite the statement in Cooke's
"Yorkshire" (cir. 1806) that "A market and fairs are held
in the town, by virtue of a charter granted by King Alfred
in his last sickness" - unfortunately a completely false
statement; otherwise Great Driffield could claim the
earliest-known fair in existence in England. There is also
in the district a tradition that John granted to the Earl
of Richmond a charter for holding a weekly market on Friday
and a three day fair at Easter, to be held at Little
Driffield. It is said that this charter is still in
existence, but it is not known where it is deposited. All
that éan be stated certainly is that Little Driffield fairs
have been held from times very early after the Norman
Conquest, probably through some charter or patent but

their origin and its date are completely obscure.

During the Quo Warranto proceedings Roger de Hegham was

declared to hold his market and Whitsun fair at Bawtrey
because his predecessor had died seised of those rights(59)
The fact of tenure by the immediate predecessor was some
Justification for tenure by the present owner. Thus

inquisitions post mortem are of value in indicating the

continuation of Yorkshire fairs. The assignment of dower
in 1366 to Isabel, wife of Walter de Faucomberge, the
tenant-in~chief of the manor of Skelton-in-Cleveland, meade
before William de Raygate, escheator in Yorkshire,
included the third part of the profit of the toll of the

(40)

market and fair there. A very similar case occurred

more than a century later. This is dated June 11 1479 and
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reads:~
"Whereas John Pilkyngton, knight, deceased, tenant-in-
chief, was seised in his demesne as of fee and in fee
tail of the manor of Turnehamhalle (= Turnham Hall,
Co. York) with its members and the manor of
Thurneton-in-Craven, Co. York, énd other manors and
lands in the counties of York, Lancaster, Lincoln,
Berby, and the City of London, in the King's hands
by his death and by reason of the minority of Edward
his son and heir and extended at £213. 6s, yearly,
and Joan his wife is entitled to dower, the king
hereby assigns to her the salid manors of Turnehamhalle
with 1ts members and Thorneton-in-Craven, exceeding
the value of the third part of the manors, lands and
other premises out of which she is entitled to dower by
788.8d.,, to hold with courts, leets, views of frank-
pledge, warrens, liberties, franchises, fairs, markets,
and other commodities in full allowance of dower,
reserving to the king the said 78s.6d. yearly during
the minority of the said heir, provided that if the
said manors be extended at greater values she shall
answer yearly to the king for the residue beyond the
said third part.m®
(June 12) ™Grant to the said Joan of the custody of the
other manors and lands aforesaid and the said 78s.6d.
with courts, leets, views of frank-pledge, warrens,
liberties, fairs, markets, and other ecommodities during
the minority of the said heir, and so long as they
remain in the king's hands, rendering to the king
yearly the extent."(4l)
One,
/amongst the earliest of these inquisitions,relates to

Pontefraect. This inquisition was made a few weeks after

the death of Edmund de Lacy (28 July 1258) and records:
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®A 'forum' (fair) worth £4 a year. (42)
The ‘nundine' (markets) are worth £12."

A local record, the half-yearly rental of the bailiwick
of Pontefract, dating probably from about the year 1238
since the witnesses to it were Robert de Stapylton and
Adam de Neireford,‘the latter being steward of Pontefract
in that year, gave "the farme, tols and perquisites of

(43) There is similar evidence

markets and faires" as 40s.
of the existence of fairs at Bradford. An inquisition of
the lands and possessions of the Earl of Lincoln on
March 3, 1311, a&fter Domesday Book, sldieeissrertartirtom
provides the most reliable data in regard to Bradford.
Henry de Lacy, Tarl of Lincoln had no sons and only
one surviving daughter - Alice, wife of Thomas, Earl
of Lancaster. In default of heirs to this marriage, the
lands were to go to the heirs of Edmund, brother of
Edward I. Hence the inquisition was made with great
exactness and is a most reliable source for information
as to the condition of Bradford at the time. The main
items are as follows:
"And there are 156 acres of land, approved from
the waste, demised to divers tenants at will, and
valued by the year at (4d4. an acre) ..... £2. 12s. 0d.
And there is one Water-Mill, valued by the
FEAT B et v vieeieett it e e £10. Os. 0d.
And there is there a certain market,. every
seventh day, upon the Lord's Day, the toll
of which, et p' feria .....c.vvvivnen.. £3. 0Os. 04.
And there 1s there a certain fair, which is
held annually upon the feast of St. Andrew
the Apostle, the ll of which is worth
TEALLY o vt ennceeecesnnroseosssosnneansnnsaes £3. 0Os. 0d4.

And the same Earl hath a certain Free
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Court, from three weeks to three weeks,

and other pleas, or perquisites of court,

YEATL1Y tevrveeivennnnns e et e e vt e e e e e e 20. l4s. 44.
(There follow other items) The Whole (44)
44

Sum ® & 8 & & % 8 ¢ 0 0 8 & B O T P G O O B OB O S S VTS S S P s s £39. 98' 6dl"

Here is further evidence of the prevalent habit of holding
a market on Sunday. The next inquisition in regard to
Bradford is that of 1342 - an extent almost as full in
detail as that of 1311l:-
"Also there is a Water-Mill sufficient for all
the houses, which, exclusive of the wheels and
all other utensils repairing, is valued
yearly, beyond repairs, at ............... £6. 6s. 8d.
And there are 40 acres of land in demesne,
lying in the Hall field, in one culture by
itself, for the whole year ......cevceee.s £2. Os. 0d.
And there is a certain wood, not enclosed,
containing 16 acres by estimation, within
which wood there is certain land, the
herbage of which is valued at .......;.... £0. 2s. 04.
Also there 1s the toll of the fair, on the
day of.St. Andrew the Apostle, for three
days duretion, which is valued per annum,
one toll for Town and country at ........ . £5.13s. 4d.
Also there are perquisites of the Free Court
from three weeks to three weeks, valued
per ennum at ..... C e tece et cecenn £0.13s. 44d.
Which toll of fair and market, and
perquisites of court, are held by
the who;e for £14, Os. 4d. paid at
the term of St. Martin for the whole
year.
Also perquisites of two Turns, viz:

JEETLY i vetiertasoseoncnansasnsassoscranans £1.13s. 4d.

(There follow other Items) .
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SUD TOBAL & vvnsveeee e, £18. 6s. 8d." (45)

The last of these Bradford inquisitions was made on the
death, from the pestilence in 1361, of Henry, Duke of
Lancaster. This however, 1s of far less value than those
of 1311 and 1342, the sole relevant portion being:
"And there is there one water-mill and one fulling-
mill, with the toll of market and fair there, in the

heands of tenants-at-will, and they yield by the year

(46

£12., at the terms of Laster and St. Michael equally."
Thus from these inquisitions is given definite knowledge
that the fair and market of Bradford had steady existence
in the fourteenth century, even whilst the manor itself
frequently changed hands.

From Viekefield comes a late medieval inquisition, taken
after the death of the Duchess of York, widow of Edmund
Langley Duke of York (who died 1402) and of three further
husbands. It was then found that she held as dower the
castle and manors of Sandel and Wakefield. In the town of
Wakefield were free rents, paid by the free tenants and
burgesses, worth £4 yearly; a common bakehouse, worth yearly
after deductions 1l0s.; ten oxgangs of land at 3s. an
oxgang; nine cottages worth 12d.; twenty acres of pasture
worth 20s.; two advowsons of two chantries of no yearly
value; two water mills, together valued at £4 and a
fulling-mill at 13s.4d.; a fair held at the Nativity of
St. John the Baptist, and another falr on All Saints' Day,
of which the tolls and profits were worth 10s., and a
Friday market of which the to0ll was worth 6s.8d.; a court
of view of frankpledge held yearly in the months after
Easter and after Michaelmas, whereof the perquisites were
worth yearly l3s.4d., beyond the steward's fee; a burgess
court held every year for four days, perquisites worth

3s.4d.; a pile-powderers court held each day during the

)
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fairs and markets from hour to hour, the perquisites worth

(47) Here again, then, an

6s.8d., beyond deductions.
inquisition shows a fair and a market reckoned as playing
a normal part in each year's life of the manor which with
the death of the Duchess was inherited by her stepgrandson
Richard Plantagenet, Duke of York, father of the Yorkist
Kings, adsmyrstrm

The Calendar of Ingulsitions in this respect provides an

authority similar to that of the Calendar of Charter Rolls
in regard to the Charters of fairs. Concerning Hunmanby

there are the following entries:- |
(48
26 Edward I. "A market toll worth £6. 13s. 4d. yearly."

31 Edward I. ™A market with to11.m(49)

10 Edward II. "Part of the manor, including a market, is
held of the king in chief by service
of doing suit at all the County (50)
courts of York."

10 Edward III. (Holdings of Joan, late the wife of
Robert de Tatessale) "A third part
of the toll and all other profits
from the market of Hundmanby from
the fair and town of Fyveley"

(= FilGY)

(Holdings of James de Ros, and Maud
his wife) "A third part of the toll

and all profits arising from the
market of Hundmenby."

(Holdings of Adam de Clyfton) "A third
part of the tolls and all other
profits arising from the market of
Hundmanby, the fair and town of
Fyveley." (51)

28 Edward III. (Holdings of John de Orreby) The
extent includes a third part of
the toll of a weekly market on
Wednesday.
The holdings of John de Mowbray included (1 Edward III):-
Thresk (= Thirsk) "The manor which in part lies waste

by the devastation of the Scots, including fairs at the

feasts of St. James and St. Luke"
Burton-in-Lonesdale. "The manor Including a market,

a falr at the feast of St. James."‘aa)

Apart from those already mentioned at Bradford, Thomas Earil
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(58)

market and fair. The manor of Harewocod, in the

possession of John de ¥asula of Rougemont, had a market

every Saturday and a fair on St. Swithin's Day (30 Edward é?%%
William Roos had the tolls of a market and falir at Helmsley
(26 Edwara 111)(69)

As a single record the documents of Kirkby's Inquest
in Yorkshire (12 - 14 Edward I) throw only small light on
the holdings of fairs. In the wapentake of Langbargh in the
North Riding, the heir of Baldwin Wake, in wardship of the
king, claimed to have a market in lagna Ayton through a charter
of King Henry (? III), "but how and from what time it cannot
be asked". This same comment is made in regard to the fair
claimed by Nicholaus de lennell at whorlton, through a
charter of Edward I. (There was a charter of Henry III in
1269 to John de Menyll, ancestor of Nicholas - v. Appendix I)
It was agaln made in regard to the claim of Hugo de Eury to
a fair and market town in Stokesley through a charter of
Henry III, and of William de Percy to a market and fair in
Kildale, also through a grant by Henry III. The inquest
records the regular holding of the three-day fair and weekly
market at "Gisburn" (obviously here confused with "Guisborough"
Gisburn being in the West Riding) by the prior of Gisburn
(again meaning Guisborough), through a charter of XKing
Henry - probably rather 17 Henry III than the original
charter of Henry I. 1In the West Riding, in the wapentake
of Skyrack, Hugh Despenser had in 1306 a charter for a weekly
market and fair at Aberford {(Rot. Parl. I. 205).(61)

An old record in the Castle evidences at Skipton shows
that from very early times there were chartered fairs and
markets there: "The Earls of Albemarle (early lords of
Skipton) had in Skipton a markett everye Saturday throughout
the yeare to be held; and ffaires there twoe in the yeare to

be held, to witt at the ffeast of St. Martyn for eight dayes,
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and at the ffeast of St. James for eight dayes, and toll
of the ffayres, and the amendment of the assize of bread
and ale."™ Later evidence of the existence of these markets
and fairs (originally granted by John in 1204 to Baldwin de
Betun, who obtained the earldom of Aumale through his
marriage with Harvise, daughter and heiress of Cicely and
William le Gross, Earl of Aumsle) is found in a valuation
of 1609, giving comparative values for that year and 131ll:-
"the P'fitte of the weekely M'kett and two faiers ther in the
yere, then (- 1311) valued at £46 13s. 4d. and the same m'kett
with fower falers and ev'y fortnight a faier ther from IKaster
till XXmas is but now worth p. ann. £24." The grant for
these fortnight fairs was made by Elizabeth in 1597 to the
Earl of Cumberland, the principal clauses of the charter
reading:
"Since our well-beloved subjects dwelling in the town
of Skipton in Craven have besought us humbly that we
should deign to grant them a fair in the town of
Skipton on Tuesday every second week between Easter
and Christmas and since we are informed by the
statement of the Right Reverend Father in God, Matthew
Archbishop of York, that the said fairs are in no wise
hurtful to the other neighbouring fairs, but are very
useful to those living within forty miles near the
aforesaid town, for the buying, selling and exhibition
of horses, cows, bullocks and sheep ete., Know ye,
therefore, that we have given leave to our well-beloved
and trusty cousin, George, Earl of Cumberland, for
them to have and to hold the said fair, Given on the
24th day of May in the year 38 of our reign."
Although the cattle fair at Skipton had already become
famous it does not appear that these fortnightly fairs were

immediately of much value in view of the fall in the returns
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from the fairs between 1311 and 1609.

There is one other local record evidencing the
continuance of a fair. The Deed of Conveyance of the mamor
of Wakefield in 1700 states that the perquisites of the lord
included:

"All the lands, hereditaments ..... of the manor and

of the town of Wakefield, common turne and backhouse,

fishings, profits of two fairs of St. John the Baptist

and All Saints', tolls of cloth, all tolnes called

Kirkgate tolls collected every week at two market days,

viz: for every horse load with mault 3d., and Northgate

and Westgate tolls, and all tolnes of tallage and
pontage, all fines and profits of courts leet and

baron, .."(62)

Having secured the right to hold a market or fair it was
at times necessary that the owner should make his holding
more secure by later confirmaetions. The charters were
surrendered to the king who inspected them and if satisfied
with the reasons given for their continuance reissued them.
From the opening word of this re-issue the process cocmes to

be known as the "inspeximus®™. Some examples of this are to

be found in Yorkshire. 1In 1292 a charter dated at Westminster
23 Feb, 49 Henry III granting to William Charles a weekly
market on Thursday at his manor of Brigenhall (Brignall]

and a yearly fair there on the vigil, feast and morrow of

St. Matthew and a weekly market on Tuesday at his manor of
Cliff and a fair there on the vigil, feast and morrow of

St. Edmund the King was inspected and confirmed in his
favour.(63) There is in 1385 an inspeximus and confirmation
in favour of Thomas de Nevill and Joan his wife, daughter and
heir of William de Furnyvall, cousin and heir of Thomas de

Furnyvall, hereinafter named, of a charter dated at
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responsible in 1268 for a confirmation to the burgesses of
Richmond of the grant cf the borough of Fontenay (within
the demesne of Richmond) for ever with the market-place,
markets and fairs.(vo)

Even if all charters and confirmations could be
produced, the owner of a fair might if unwary forfeit his
right to it. There were several temptations with every falr;
the knowledge that the day originally selected had become
unsuitable; the desire to prolong a fair when there was a big
crowd present; the wish to avoid making use of a grant during
temporary depression; such temptations, if surrender was made
to them, involved the loss for the future of the right to hold
the fair.

Bracton. expressly states that the itinerant justices
were to inelude within their province the inquiry "of
markets removed from one day to another without the licence
of the king."™(71) only the authority of the king was sufficient
to license a change in the day of tenure. Hence in Yorkshire
records there are charters granting such alteration. Alan,
son of Brian, had obtained the grant of a fair at Bedale
in 1251 to be held on the vigil, feast and morrow of the
Ascension (l.e., in early summer); this fair was in 1328
transferred to the vigil, feast and morrow of St. Michael,
September 28 - 30) and a new one obtained for the(z%ﬁil, feast
and morrow of St. John the Baptist (June 25 - 25). A fair
granted to John de Walton at Masham for the vigil, feast and
morrow of the Assumption (August 14 - 16) came to an end 1n
1328, when a new fair was obtained for the vigil and feast
of St. Barnabas (June 10 - 11). The date of this falr was
again altered in 1393, it now beginning on June 9, whilst a
new fair was to be obtained to be held at the feast of the
Nativity of the Virgin and the two previous dayé (September

(73]
6 - 8). King John had granted a weekly market on Wednesday
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hides be driven or brought to this town to the fair to

be held on the 10th day of October next, the said fair
being, according to the late Act of Parliament, to be held
on that day, and not on the 29th day of September as
heretofore". Thus in spite of the terms of the charter of
Charles II the fair appears to have been held on September
29, (81)

Non-user wes an equally potent cause of the loss of

a right. Thus the cltizens of York in 1316 were granted
that for the future they should have the assize of bread
and ale, the assay of weights and measures, and other

things belonging to the office of the clerk of the market

in the king's presence, and that they should punish
trespassers against that assize and amend and correct
defects of weights and measures so that the king's clerk

of the market or other minister should not enter the city

or suburbs to do anything belonging to his office.

All the profits arising from these offices should go to the
citizens and their heirs in aid of city-farm, with the
exception that i1f In the king's presence anyone should
complain that the mayor, bailiff or keeper of the city

had been negligent in discharging these duties, then the
king's chancellor, or another of the chancery appointed by
him should survey the matter and if he found the mayor,
balliff and keeper negligent, should punish them, the

fines going %o the king. These grants were not to be
abrogated by any non-user in the past; this was in return
for a fine of £200 paid bv the citizens.(Bz) The prior and
convent of Bolton-in-Craven had failed to use their ysarly
fair at their manor of Appeltrewyk, granted to them by
Edward II. Edward III made a new grant of this fair to them
in 1328.(85) Edward I granted by charter to Gerard Salvayn,

son of Sibyl Salvayn, and his helrs a weekly market and a
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fair there for four days (September 27 - 30), together

with a market on Fridaey and a four-day fair (July 7 - 10)

at his hamlet of Hampsthwalte the king ordered the sheriff

to cause these markets and fairs to be proclaimed in his

county court.(Bg) Because Edward III in 1343 willed that

there should be a market every wWednesday and two fairs yearly,

one on the vigil and day of All Saints (October 31 -

November 1) and the other on Whitmonday and the three

following days, at his manor of Skipsea-in-Holderness, and

a market every Thursday and two falrs yearly one on August

14 - 15,and the other on September 7 - 8 at his manor

of Withernsea-in-Holderness, unless they were to the

damage of neighbouring markets and fairs, he charged the

sheriff of York to cause such markets and fairs to be publicly

proclaimed in his bailiwick as shculd be expedient, commanding

all persons to be attendant upon William le Englissh, the

royal baillff of the manor of Burstwick and the liberty of

Holderness in all that should concern the markets and fairs.(go)
‘Having made the fair known throughout the county the

owner had to secure 1t from danger of abuse through too early

merchanting by means of a proclamation announcing its

beginning., In the "Ordinances for the Government of the

Town of Hedon" (tempore Henry VIII) there is the following:
"Also yt ys ordennyde (and accustomed) that the
maiore and his XII shall of Hollyruddaie {Holy Rood Day =
Holy Cross Day) when messe ys doone go into the Merket
Plaice with ther best apparell, and make proclaymaicion
to keape the Kinge's peax, and to occupie trewe weightes,
and not to sell no deceytfull stouf. And further the
maior shall make proclaymaycione that no tolle shalbe
taken for no wairres boughte nor sold that ys under
(XXa. erased; IIIs.IIIId. interlined) of value. And

the malore and aldermen with the XII shell have that






-173-

mesurs or weightes, to the deceipt of the leig people
all suche offendores to be punyshed accordinge to the
dewe ordre of the lawe; and if anye maner persone or
persons do wronge or have wronge done within this faire
or marquete, they shall remedie according to equitie
and justice; and all mysdoers that in anye wise troubles
the people in this said ffaire shalbe punyshed according
to ther deservinge; and furder that no persone or
persons shall paie anye tole for anye thinge boughte or
sold within this said ffaire, if the price of the sald
thinge so bought and sold within this said ffaire, do
not extende above the some of iiis.iiiid. God Save,
etc.“(gg)
At York after the early years of the Reformation the
wWhitmonday and St. Peter's fairs came under the Jjurisdiction
of the City sheriffs who, in their scarlet gowns and with
their retinue, rode into each fair to make proclamation
of it, requiring
"that all and every person or persons whatsoever, that
do buy or exchange any horses, geldings, mares, colts,
or fillies in thkis fair, shall enter the same in a book
kept for that purpose at a booth at the east end of the
fair by one aprointed by the said sheriffs noting down
the nare, surname, and dwelling places of the buyers
and sellers, and the prices of the goods bought and
sold, and such other things as are appointed by the
statute in that case made and provided, upon pain and
peril that fall thcrein."(gs)
A Sheffield proclamation in 1634 was as follcws:-
"Thomas, earle of Arundell and Surrey, earle marshall
and prime earle of ZIngland, lord Howard, lord Fitz Alan,
lord Maltravers, lord Mowbray, lord Segrave, lord Bruce

and Clun, Knight of the most noble order of the Garter,
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and one of his Matye's. most honorable privie counsell
straightly chargeth and commaundeth in the name of our
most high and mighty prince and our dread soveraigne
lord Charles by the grace of God of England, Scotland
Ffrance and Ireland, Kinge, defender of the faith, etc.
That no person or persons do break his Matye's. peace,
or weare any harnesse or other unlawfull weapons within
the precinets of this fayre and market already
begunne, or duringe the continuance thereof (wech we
now proclayme to hold ti1l11l to morrow atte nighte),
other then such persons as are appointed by the steward
of this fayre for the gardinge thereof and for the
maintenance of his AMatie's. peace, upon paine of such
punishmt. as to such offence shall appertayne. And
that no person do buy or sell any cattell or merchandize
forth of the accustomed lymitts of this fayre or
markett, or withdraw any toll or duty for the same, as
they will answere the same att theire perills. And if
any person or persons be affraide of any bodily harme,
or bee wronged 1in buyinge or sellinge, or have any
cause of action for any contract or other matter
happeninge within the precincts of this fayre, let
them repaire to his honors. officers here present
(who have the government thereof) and they shall have
such remedy by action or otherwise as to Jjustice shall
appertaine."(94)
The Earl of Arundel was at that time lord of the manor of
Sheffield. His proclamation is significant in the dangers
which it seeks to prevent; it was not only a medieval
practice to disturb by armed intervention peaceful gatherings
of merchants. The proclamation, it must be noticed, was
made after the beginning of the fair but lays particular

stress on the requirement that no buying or selling should be
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done outside the bounds of the fair and market - a
requirement which was met at York by the enforcing of the
record of all purchases at a fixed bootk by the sheriff's
officer. At Skipton the proclamation was originally made
by the steward of the estate, but in later years he found
a substitute. Thus the following entry appears in the
accounts of the Earls of Thanet:
"1694. March 28, Charges 1in proclaiming Skipton
ffairs: 4s. 6d,"(99)
At Scarborough the ceremony of heralding in the fair was
observed with great solemnity. A procession was formed by
the town's officers on horseback, thelr hats and horses'
heads being decorated with flowers. Preceded by a band they
passed through the crowded streets, halting at particular
stations at eachk of which the common crier made proclamation
of the fair, welcoming to the town strangers who would pay
tolls and customs. The rhyming proclamation reads:-

"Lords, gentlemen and loons

You're welcome to our toons

Until St. Michael's Day,

But tolls and customs pay,

From latter Lammas Day.

To burgesses we say

Pay your gablage, pay.

Taken notiche evericke one,

This fair be kept till set of sun.

No sort of food I rede ye sell,

But what will fit the body well.

No sort of goods I rede ye vend,

Unless their worth ye first commend.

And also, all be found to plese,

On pain of stocks and little ease,

And buyers all that comen here,

The wonted dues and tolls shall
clear.

Now may ye sport and play I wis,

And all things do, but nowt amiss;

So guick your booths and tents
prepare,

And welcome strangers to the Fair,

God save the King and the worshipful Mr. Bayliffes.®"
Having passed through the whole town and returned to the
point from where the cavalcade had started, the officers

dismounted and joined in the sports of the fair.(gs)
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Mayor, according to ancient custom, declared open
St. Luke's Fair.

"The fair which dates back to 1490 is no longer held
but the ceremony of declaring it open is still maintailned.

"The town clerk walked across from the town hall with the
civic party and then reads the old proclamation:-

"1Qyez, oyez, oyez. The Fair at this Town begins
this day at ET of the clock, and shall endure
until this eight days unto the same hour.'

"The small civic party then marked solemnly back to the
town hall - with the crowd amid the bustle of the city
wondering what the ceremony was all about.”

The proclsmation at Newcastle 1is not the only survival.
There was at Yarm a recent example of a revival of medieval
custom. The Manor of Yarm was held until 1800 by the
Fauconberg family but was then bought by the Meynells.

On the death of the late Lord of the Manor, Mr. Edgar
Meynell, Miss Loulza Mary Meynell, his sister, became Lady
of the Manor. On October 19, 1923, her steward, Mr. W. C.
Fawcett attended the fair and after the bailiff had blown
his horn to secure attention, announced publicly that

Miss Meynell had succeeded to the Manor, and read the
following proclamation:

"Louiza Mary Meynell gives notice that her falir in and
for the said manor will be held by her this day and
tomorrow for the sale of cattle, goods and merchandise,
and will continue till tomorrow evening until six o'clock
when all persons selling will close their booths and
stalls.n(98)

A photograph appeared in both the "Yorkshire Post'" and the
"Yorkshire Herald" of July 17, 1934, showing the reading of
the proclamation of Seamer fair. In the latter newspaper

there was also the following:
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SEAMER FAIR.

Opened with 01d-Time Ceremonial,

"St. Swithin's Day falling on a Sunday this year,
Seamer Fair, which has been held for hundreds of years
under Royal Charter, was this year held yesterday.

"At one time one of the blg events of the year
amongst cattle dealers, the Fair i1s now dwindling
annually, and yesterday there were only 50 horses
offered by the dealers. Another much missed feature
yesterday was the sports which have been discontinued
this year.

"The normal ceremonious opening was observed,
however, The proclamation was reaed from horseback by
the villege Postmaster, Mr., Harrison, who was
accompanied by Mr, J. Atkinson, Mr. Afkinson, Jun.,
and Mr. V. Thornton, who carried staffs of office.

"The Lord of the Manor, Mr. A. L., Rhodes, was in
a motor-car, and threw money for which the children
scrambled.

"The horses comprised some 25 lst and 2nd class
carthorses, seven cab horses, three hackneys, 10 poniles
and 'six mules for which bidding was slow.”

A much simpler and less dignified or impressive means of
declaring the market begun was by the ringing of a bell. The
earliest evidence of this comes from the Records of the
Burgery of Sheffield. In the Sembly Quest (Great Court Leet)
of 1609 Francis Stanyforth and George Gleytonne were appointed
"to see and search that corne be brought infto the markett and
none to be sold until the markett bell rynge."(99)

At Wakefield the constables and bailiffs with their "soeli"

had to patrol the markets and fairs to see that no goods were

sold by outside traders before the bell rang (Court Leet
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Records, October 1655).(100) The eorn market at Doncaster
was in the eighteenth century announced by the ringing of

a bell to begin at eleven o'clock, and to end at one
o'clock.(l°1) Bradford market began at ten o'clock each
Thursday morning with the ringing of a ball. Anyone who sold
goods before that hour or after 11.30, when the market

(102) A story famous in Sheffield annals

closed was fined 5s.
is told of the market-bell of Sheffield. Tended in the
"Roundabout House"™ by Joesy, or "Fussy"™ Eyre, market keeper
and constable, it afforded the source of practical jokes
to the assistants in the grocery shop of Mr. Thomas Porter
(mentioned inbthe Directories of 1774, 1787 and 1797) whé
tied a string to it and rang it vigorously in the quiet of
the night. The angry market-keeper and his dog "Turk"
never succeeded in finding the offenders and the ridicule
poured on their efforts by a local ballad led to the
adoption of "Hey, Turk"™ as a most popular bye-word.(los)

The eighteenth century witnessed the appearance of
the great Cloth Halls of the West Riding. The beginning
of the market in the Tammy Hall (erected 1777, closed 1820)
at Wakefield, was announced on Friday morning at 11 o'clock
by the ringing by the Hall-keeper of the great bell suspended
in the cupola on the top of the hall.(104) The procedure
of sale in the Leeds halls was very similar to that of the open-
air market. ZEach market-day morning the Clothiers brought
their pieces to the halls but were not allowed to leave
their horses (goods normally being carried on horseback)
standing in the Cloth hall yard. After the market had begun
anyone who left his horse standing in the yard for half an
hour was fined ls. The horses had to be taken away by
hostlers, but not by boys "as mischiefs frequently happen

from their wantonly galloping the horses in the street™

(Mixed Cloth Hall Orders 1797). The opening hours of the
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Highe Threasurer of England, referred to the
determination of the right Ho. the Farle of
Huntingdon, Lo. President of the Northe Partes, and
his L., taking paines therein cold not determyne the
same by reason of the death of the said Sir Henry who
dyed the said suite dependynge. In consideration
whereofe and forasmuch as the artificers of her Matie's.
said towne ar utterlie decayed by the contynuance of
the sald market as dothe appeare in particularities
by certen articles exemplified under the seale of her
Matie's. said towne redye to be showed.

Item: The navigation, pere, and whole force of
her liajtie's. said towne dothe utterlie decaye by reason
of the said markett, notwithstandynge yt the same is
the best harbour for passingers upon the sea, as also
a greate helpe unto the cuntrie thereabouts, if the said
markett were suppressed.

Item: The said towne dothe yerelie paie unto her
Matye. for fee ferme the annuell rent of four schore
eleven pounds 15s.8d. over and beslde taxes, and other
benefits accruyng unto her Matie. of great value, wch
to satisfie they are no longer able, except the saild
markett be suppressed. |

Item: Heretofore were erected three severall
marketts, near to Scarborowe aforesaid, viz:- one at
Filey, another at Shirburn, and the third at Brompton,
every of them being muche furder distant frome her
Matie's. said towne than Seamer ys, as also of lesse
nusance to the same; and yet in regarde of the
maintenance of her Liatie's said towne all the said thre
severall marketts were suppressed anno quadragesimo
nuper Regis Hen. III.

Item: All manner of victuals ar continuallie

carried from her katiet's. said towne to Seamer aforesaide,.
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For which causes and diverse others, your humble
supplicants do humblie besiche your Ho. to be an
honorable means yt the said markett may imedisltie be
suppressed, or at the least-wise that your poor
supplects. maie have your Ho. lettres and commission
to be directed to the said Ho. Earle, to procede to
the finall determination of the said cause between
your suppts. and the said Mr. Gate, or else to
certifie what his L. doth fynde to th' end your Ho.
and others her Maties. most Ho. privie Counsell maie
insure the same and your humble suppts. shall dalie
praie etc."
This was an undoubtedly able statement of Scarborough's
position which Seamer could not neglect., To refute it,
the promoters of Seamer market made the following detailed
reply:-
"Reasons to show that the markett of Seamer is not
hurtfull to the Towne of Scarbrowe.
"Tmprimis: Yt is to be proved that the towne
of Scarb. was aboute 60 years agoe inhabited wth.
700 householders, and so appearethe by their records,
whereof within 30 years followg. ther were decrease
400, and by the same record yt is manifeste that ther
were in tymes past as many more buildings whin. the Towne.
"Ttem: Ther hathe been in Scarb. at once fyftie
small shippes for fishyng, and those 20 and 30 tuns
apiece, wherein were 16 or 20 men that traded fishynge,
and 30 yeres and moe before Seamer markett was renued;
when the survey of the Towne and Castle was taken,
there were but 6, weh. was in the 7th yere of Her
Ma'ties. raigne (i.e. 1565).
"Ttem: Ther was in the Towne, belonging to

ytt as ys and hath bene reported by th' anncient men

and by the custom yt then ye prince had, maie appesare,
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Scarbrowe have laide paynes upon the inhabitants of

Scarb. not to give them house room for yt, and have

imprisoned some of ther neighbors, and taken grievous

fines of others for intertaynynge the countryemen's

commodyties in their howses, wch., they could not sell."
Despite the apparent force of this appeal tne Seamer petition-
ers were dissatisfied; they therefore put forward a second
series of causes for the decay of Scarborough - a series like
the first somewhat deficient in fact. This was entitled

"Reasons shewynge the present decaie of the towne of
Scarbrowe" and reads:

"Imprimis: Thei bave made a practise to buy houses and
pull them down to sell the slate and tymbre to foreine
townes.

Item: Ther exactions are so greate yt. they sett
upon suche merchants and fyshermen as come in with
any commoditie that theil have made all seamen wary,
wech, is done that a fewe of them may have the whole
trade among themselves, to sell at what price thei will,
by wech. meanes bothe Flemings, Frenchmen, Devonshire
men, Cornish men, Dorsetshire men and Sussex men yt
in tymes past and of late years have by 100 sale at
once repayred to them, have now utterlie forsaken them
but in tyme of distresse of wether.

Item: Jhereas they have graunted unto them the
fee ferme of the towne, the fines, the amercements,

and the fees due for anchorage and peerage, speciallye
for the mayntenance of the pere, weh. is and hathe bene
the lyfe of the towne; the Baylives have divyded the
same yeerlie amongst themselves and ther consorts,
consultynge together to procure some meanes from tyme
to tyme yt. her Matie. (as her Highness of late yeares

hathe done) and ve countrie should repaire the same.
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streets of Scarborough; shipping and houses alike had fallen
into decay. The completeness of the poverty pleaded in

this statement induced the Privy Council to take action,

the following letter being sent to the Lord President of the
Council of the North:

"After our hartie comrendation to your good L.
and the rest, we finde by yr. letter of the 3rd. of Septem-
ber that you have not been hable to do any thing for
the compounding of the difference between those of the
towne of Scarburghe and lMr. Edward Gate, concerning
the prejudice and hindrance wch. those of the sald towne
do pretend to receve by the markett established at Seymer
in respect of the absence of kr. Gate out of the country;
and for that wee have alsoe cause to think in regarde
of his like sudden departure alsoe from London, that
he doth purposely absente himself to the end to avoyde
that the matter may not receyve examination; and hathe
alsoe, lately, as we understand, for further caution
conveyde the estate and right of the saide towne of
Seymer to a very young sonne of his, to have the more
cullor to excuse himselfe not to satisfye any order that
should te taken therein, wee have thought good upon the
complaintes which have been rendered in that behalfe unto
us by the inhabitants of the said towne of Scarbroughe,
to praie and reqt. yr. L. to take presente order that
the said markitt be againe suspended until Lir. Gate
shall attend us wh. sufficliente reasons against the
same. And soe wee wishe yr. L. and the rest heartilie
well to fare." (From the Court at Richmond, 5 October).

Obeying his instructions the Lord President sent an order to
"our trusty and well beloved Christopher Thompson and John
Farrar, balliffes of Scarbroughe, Willlam Conyers, Thomas
Butler, Robert Lawson, Paul Peacock, John Lacy, and Richard
Wolfe, or any two of them", the order stating:

"Trusty and well beloved, wee greet you well, and
whereas the President and Counsell in the North parts
hathe from the Lords of the Privy Counsell for signefying
the markett at Seymer in the County of Yorke, did the
22rd day of October last, order thet the markett there
should be suspended for a year, and for that purpose
did award xls. vid. for commission to the sheriffes of
the said county of Yorke, to publishe by himself or his
deputies in the churche at Seymer, and in divers other

places next adjoyning, upon one or more publique dayes to
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all persons there presente that the saide markett at
Seymer should be suspended, and not to be holden or
kept for one whole year next ensuinge; and to forbid
all persons to come or make assembly, or resort
together, or to bring any goods, wares, merchandise,
or victuals to be sold privatlie or openlie at the
said markett there during that tyme And whereas wee
then awarded to Edward Gate Esqre. and John Gate,

his sonne, and other officers, commanding them not

to permit any markett or meeting to be kept for the
like tyme, which severall orders have been published
and forbid accordynglie, as we are informed, and that
nevertheless the said markett is still continued
contrarie to the said order. Wee therefore will

and command and authorise you or any of you to repalre
to Seymer aforesaide, upon one or more markett dayes
next ensuing, and then and there in the fulness of the
assemblie virtuallie and publickly to admonishe all
persons resorting to the marketts therewyth wythe any
kindes of commoditie to be bartered, that they and
everie of them from thenceforth Porbeare the saide
markett for the space of one whole yeare next after,
as they or any of them will answer the contrarie at
their peril. 4nd if any member of them, after such

a publique notice given, doe make their repaire to

the markett their duringe the tyme aforesaide, to buy, sell
or exchange:any goods or wares, or merchandise, or
victuals, then we further authorise you or any two of you
to apprehende and bring before the saide President and
Counsell, three or four of the principall men that
shall offend therein contrarie to saide order, to abyde
and receive such punyshment and order by the saide

President and Counsell as shall be thought meet. TFaile

ye not, therefore, as ye answer the contrarie att your
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a market charter now became a busy place for making woollen
cloths, and Leeds rivalled it. Disputes between these and
other neighbouring towns were from that time onwards frequent. £,
Wakefield manufacturers early in the sixteenth century
established a weekly cloth market which soon gave offence to o o
other clothing towns. In 1640 Barnsley petitioned Parliament %
for the suppression of this market but was met by a steady
refusal to interfere with legitimate enterprise.(llo)
As it grew in importance Wakefield market absorbed the
trade from neighbouring fairs. Thus the inhabitants of
West Ardsley in 1656 petitioned the West Riding Justices
against it in the following manner:
"There is a certaine ffaire comonly called Lee ffaire
yearly kept at Baghill in ye Parish of West Ardsley,
uppon two severall daies within less than a month of
each, in ye time off Harvests Wch. ffairre formerly
stood in Woollen cloth. But since a Cloth market
hath beene setled in Wekefeild, there hath not for
these many yeares beene any Cloth brought to the
said ffairre. Soe that it is now utterly decayed
and become a tumultuous meeting off the ldle and
loose persons of ye Country, where there is much
Revelling and Drunkennesse, and hathe been noted these
many yeares to be a meetinge where there is usually
more Bloodshed and some lives lost, and also most
labourers and servants hereabouts take occasion thereby
to neglect ye liarvest. And as for the Comodities brought 1t
thither, they are (except some few poore horses) only
a few Pedling triffles, off weh. ye Countrey may much
Better, and with as much Conveniency be supplyed every
market day at Leedes or Wakefeild."(lll)
This petition, like that of Barmnsley, was unsuccessful

and whilst Wakefield market grew, the fair at West Ardsley
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remained until modern times in decayed conditioun. A
cattle market was established at wakefield in 1765,

the first market being held on larch 7.  This threatened
the existence of the Thursday fortnight-fair held during
the summer months at Adwalton. The authorities at
adwalton, accused ty traders of using their fairs for
extortionate charges threatened legal proceedings against

the wWakefield cattle market. Nothingz, however, came of

faiiy )

the dispute, beyond mutual threatenings, and from the
first the cattle market proved sucoessful.(llg)

Leeds, also, had to face rivals to its prosperity.
The inconveniences of its open-air market made the rise of
competitors almost inevitable. Hightown, a small hamlet in
the centre of the clothing district was the first place to
glve trouble to the Leeds market owners. Being in the
immediate neighbourhood of the white cloth area Hightown
was an admirsble site for a white cloth market. The lords
of the Manor, Messrs., Green and Broocke, in 1709 petiticned
Queen Anne for vowers to hold a market every Lionday (Leeds
markst being on Tuesday,;. The Queen ordered the Sheriff
of the County in the usual manner to hold his court of
inquiry as to the need of such a market and its effect upon
those already existing. The jury in view of the evidence
decided "that the erecting a market at High Town for white
woollen cloth wculd be tc the damage and prejudice of the
sev'all markets of Leeds, Wakefield, Halifax and Huddersfield."
Despite this decision the petition of Hightown was renewed
with strcng arguments in its favour. Roused to strenuous
opposition, the Leeds corporation, clothiers and merchange
made objection on the grounds that whilst "a competent
number of Markets are for the benefit of trade and commerce,
So the unnecessary creation of new markets will divide,

weaken, and destroy trade, and render small towns a
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supported the scheme with greatl enthusiasm, persuading or
coercing their fellows to sign "a bond obliging themselves
not to expose their cloth in any other place but Gomersall",
The market was established at Gomersal Hill Top, seven miles
from Leeds. Leeds clothiers now realised that to secure
supplies from the Gomersal district they would be forced

to make this seven miles' Jjourney, and the Cloth Hall
trustees, understanding the loss of trade the new
establishment would mean to Leeds, attempted to frighten
the Gomersal principals by threatening actions at law

and by offering pecuniary and legal assistance to the
clothiers who should break this bond. The Gomersal
clothiers, however, received open support from the local
gentry, typified by a letter published in the "Leeds
Mercury", December 26, 1776:-

"Gentlemen: We being fully desirous of promoting
the Woollen Trade in the West Riding of Yorkshire,
think it expedient to signify to you our entire
aporobation of your erection of a Hall at Gomersall,
in order to establish your market there, and we
recommend you to go on and complete your design
with all possible expedition, being clearly of
opinion that it will be of the greatest advantage
to the industrious manufacturers and also to the
white cloth trade in general. Therefore we are
determined to give all possible encouragement to
so laudable an undertaking.

Signed: Sir George Armitage.
Sir Thomas Wentworth.
R. k. Beaumont.
E. E. Savile,
Sir James Ibbetson. "
These names are those of landed and manufacturing leaders
of the West Riding. Supported by this encouragement the

Gomersal project was completed and the hall established

in spite of the threats of Leeds. In 1793 the "British
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