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THE STAFFORD SHARE OF WYCH MALBANC 

BARONY 
 

 In 1292-3, in the Staffordshire Assize Roll of 21 Edward I (m. 34: Salt 6a 

226), the coparceners appear, possessing free warren, fair, market and waif in 

Alstonefield. 
 
 Nicholas de Audelegh, Hugh le Despencer, William de Stafford, Roger de Littleburi, 

Robert de Wymynton (Wilbraham), David de Haselwell, Margaret de Hogelegh, and Robert 

le Grant Venur (Grosvenor), were summoned to show by what warrant they claimed free 

warren, fair, market, and wayf in Alstanefeld. The defendants all appeared except Robert de 

Wymyngton, who was dead, and they stated that they held the said manor with all its liberties 

conjointly with Richard the son and heir of the said Robert de Wymyngton, who was under 

age, and without whom they cannot answer. The suit is therefore to remain.  

 

 In 1294 Nicholas de Audley produced this charter of Henry III to his 

ancestor James de Audley as evidence of free warren in Alstonefield: 

 Coram Rege Trinity 22 Edward I m. 19d: Salt vii 16-17 
 Staff. 

 In the suit of quo warranto of the king versus Nicholas de Aldithele, the claim of 

Nicholas to free warren in Endon, Aldithele, Rettele, Tunstal, Chesterton, Horton, and 

Alstanefeld, is allowed, Nicholas having produced a charter of king Henry granting free 

warren to his ancestor James de Aldithele in those manors; and he claimed view of 

frankpledge, amends of the assize of bread and beer, and infangenthef in Enedon, Aldithele, 

and Bettele by prescription, and appealed to a jury, and the jury stated that Nicholas ana his 

ancestors had held those franchises in those manors before the time of king Richard.
135

 They 

are therefore allowed; and as regards the manor of Horton, he claimed view of frankpledge, 

amends of the assize of bread and beer, and infangenthef, and stated that the manor had 

formerly been in the seisin of one Henry (sic, Hervey) de Stafford, who in his time held them, 

and that in the seventeenth year of King Henry 
136

 a fine was levied between Henry de 

Aldithele his ancestor, and the said Hervey, by which Hervey acknowledged the said manor 

to be the right of the said Henry, and for which Henry gave him certain other tenements, and 

he produced the fine, and he called to warranty Edmund son of Nicholas de Stafford, the heir 

of the said Hervey, who is under age; and Hugh de Louthre the king’s attorney objected, 

stating that the liberties in question belonged to the Crown, and did not appertain to a 

tenement, and there was no express mention of them in the fine; and he also pleaded that the 

said Hervey never possessed the franchises in that manor, and appealed to a jury; which 

found that Hervey possessed those franchises during his time. The suit is therefore to remain 

till the heir comes of age; and as regards the manor of Tunstall, Nicholas stated he claimed 

view of frankpledge, assize of bread and beer, and wayf, and that Engenulf de Grasele and 

Elena his wife, whose right the manor was formerly, gave it to one Adam de Aldithele his 
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ancestor, and Engenulph and Elena from time out of memory had held those liberties in that 

manor, and he appealed to a jury, which found in his favour. And as regards the manor of 

Bettelegh, he stated he claimed to have in it a fair and market by a charter of king Henry, 

which he produced, and which testified that the king had given to Henry de Aldithele his 

ancestor that he and his heirs should have in perpetuity a weekly market on Thursdays, and a 

fair of three days on the vigil, the feast, and the morrow of St Margaret in the manor of 

Bettelegh. These franchises are therefore allowed to him. And as regards the manor of 

Chesterton, he stated that Ela formerly wife of James de Audele held it in dower, and that he 

claimed none of the above franchises in the manors of Chesterton and Alstanesfeld; and as 

regards wayf, the king’s attorney pleaded it was a grossum de coronâ, which could not be 

separated from the Crown without a special grant from the king; and a day was given to the 

parties to hear judgment on this point on the morrow of the Ascension, and which was 

adjourned from term to term till the octaves of Trinity 
137

 in this year, when Nicholas did not 

appear, and it was adjudged to the King by his default. A postscript states that afterwards, in 

the octaves of St. Michael, 22 E. I.,
138

 the king sent a writ stating that whereas he understood 

from the said Nicholas that the king had recovered the franchise of wayf against the said 

Nicholas in his manors of Enedon, Tunstal, Alditheleie, Horton, Chesterton, Betteleie, and 

Alstanefeld, through default of appearance of Nicholas, whilst he was in the service of 

Edmund the king’s brother in Gascony, he was to be put into the same position as regards the 

question as before his default. The sheriff was therefore ordered to put Nicholas again into 

seisin of the said liberty of wayf, saving the king’s rights, etc. 
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