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this merely a top-down process. The steady intensification of interactions between
local society and royal government was reflected in increased concern on the part
of a broad variety of social groups with the activities of the royal government, first
becoming visible in the sources in the political crises of the thirteenth century and
then moving more clearly into focus in the late fourteenth and fifteenth centuries.?
Peasants and townspeople, as well as gentry and nobility, were aware of what the
royal government, the king, and the nobility had done in the past; they were
informed about what they were doing in the present; and they were increasingly
willing to act at moments of political crisis.* Finally, starting in the later fourteenth
century but gaining momentum in the crises of the mid-fifteenth century, political
actors became aware of the importance of popular opinion and increasingly pub-
lished manifestos and open letters in the hope of mobilizing it, just as the royal gov-
ernment became increasingly concerned with policing seditious speech.® Late
medieval political culture was thus increasingly diverse and changed significantly
over time as different groups with different perceptions of what was most important
in the nature of government became more or less influential within national politics.

When historians first began to explore late medieval political culture some thirty
years ago, what interested them most of all were the beliefs and expectations with
regard to government of the nobility and gentry.® The concern of these groups to
protect and expand their landed resources and the king’s role in policing competition
over land lie behind the most forthright theorizations of an English “constitution”

# On peasant experiences of and reactions to royal government, see David Carpenter, “English Peasants
in Politics, 1258-67,> Past and Present 136, no. 1 (August 1992): 3—42; and John R. Maddicott, “The
English Peasantry and the Demands of the Crown, 12941341, Past and Pyesent, Supplement no. 1
(1975). On the growing importance of popular politics from the late fourteenth century, see John
L. Wates, “The Pressure of the Public on Later Medieval Politics,” in Political Cultire i Late Medieral
Britain, The Fifteenth Century IV, ed. Linda Clark and Christine Carpenter (Woodbridge, 2004}, 159~
80; and idem, “Popular Voices in England’s Wars of the Roses, c. 1445—c. 1485, in The Voices of the
People in Late Medieral Europe: Conmunication and. Poprelar Politics, ed. Jan Dumolyn et al. (Turnhout,
2014), 107-22.

* For similar stress on social knowledge and memory in popular political mobilization, see Jan Dumolyn
and Jelle Haemers, “Patterns of Urban Rebellion in Medieval Flanders,” forrnal of Medicval History 31, no.
4 (December 2005): 369-93.

5 On appeals to popular opinion, sce W. Mark Orm rod, “An Archbishop in Revolt: Richard Scrope and
the Yorkshire Rising of 1405,” in Richard Scrope: Archbishop, Rebel and Martyr, ed. 2] P. Goldberg
(Donington, 2007}, 28-44; Watrs, “Pressurc of the Public™; idem, “Polemic and Politics in the 1450s,”
in The Politics of Fifteestth-Century England: John Vale’s Book, ¢d. Margaret Lucille Kekewich et al.
(Stroud, 1995), 3—42, and the documents published in that volume; and Theron Westervelt, “Manifestoces
for Rebellion in Late-Fifteenth Century England,” in Political Socicty in Later Medieval England: A Fest-
sebwift for Chistine Carpenter, ed. Benjamin Thompson and John L. Wats (Woodbridge, 2015), 184
98. On attempts to police public speech, see Simon Walker, “Rumour, Sedition and Popular Protest in
the Reign of Henry IN,” Past and Present 166, no. 1 (February 2000): 31-65; Helen Wicker, “The Politics
of Vernacular Speech: Cases of Treasonable Language, ¢ 1440-1453," in Vernacularity in England and
Whtles, c. 1300-1550, cd. Elisabeth Salter and Helen Wicker (Tarnhout, 2011), 171-97; and Watts,
“Popular Voices.”

* Christine Carpenter, “Law, Justice and Landowners in Late Medieval England,” Law and History

Review 1, no. 2 (October 1983): 205-37; eadem, The Wars of the Roses: Politics and the Constitution in
England, ¢. 1437-1509 (Cambridge, 1997), 27-66.
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that determined the limits of acceptable monarchy.” More recently, the field of
inquiry has expanded considerably, with renewed inerest in the agenda of rebels,
both rural and urban, in the internal polirical nrganizan’nn of towns and villages
and the relationship of these communities with central institutions, and in the
broad variety of royal subjects who took recourse to different forms of petitioning.®

This explosion of work on different forms of political culture has transformed the
field. In the case of the peasantry, although historians still argue for the comparative
lack of success of peasant interventions with the royal government, whether through
litigation or outright revolt, they underline the extent of the victories on a local level
of at least the most powerful part of the peasant p(.)pulation." It seems clear that the
fear of revolt or, perhaps more tellingly, the appeal to the possibility of revolt if good
government was not maintained exercised a distinct pressure on politics at the level of
the kingdom from the revolt of 1381 until the end of the fifteenth century.!? In an
urban context, meanwhile, while it has long been clear that mercantile interests
exerted a powerful influence on royal politics from an carly stage, historians are
now moving beyond this insight to argue for the influence, for example, of urban
ideas of citizenship, of the correct role of the better sort n defending the common

7 For a cringue, se¢ Christopher Flercher, “Are there ‘Constitutional’ Ideas in the Rolls of the English
Parliament;, €. 134014222, in Des Chartes dtx Constitutions: Asnetonr de Uidée constitutionnelle e Envape
(XITe=XVIle sicele), ed. Frangois Foronda and Jean-Philippe Genet (Paris, forthcoming).

| and urban, see Steven Justice, Wiiting and Rebellion: England in 1381 (Berkeley,

% On rebels, rura
The Peasants’ Revolt in Essex and

1994); Herbert Eiden, “Joint Action against Bad’ Lordship:
Nooll” History 83, no. 269 (January 1998): 5-30; Miriam Miiller, “The Aims and Organisation of a
Peasant Revolt in Early Fourteenth-Century Wiltshire,” Rural History 14, no, 1 (April 2003): 1-20;
Samuel K. Cohn, “Revolts of the Late Middle Ages and the Peculiarities of the Eng!ish," in Survival
and Discord in Medieral Society: Essays in Hononr of Chyistopher Dyet, ed, Richard Goddard, john
Langdon, and Miriam Miiller {Turnhout, 2010), 269-85; and Samuel K. Cohn with Douglas Adton,
Popular Protest in Late Medieval English Towns (Cambridge. 2013). On the relationship berween urban
Lorraine Attreed, The King's Towns: Identity and Swrvival i Late Medieval
. Christian Liddy, Wi Politics and Finanee in Late M edieval Englisl
Tonws: Bristol, York and the Crown, 1350-1400 LW()mll)rldgc. 2005); and Elbza Hartrich, “Town,
Crown, and Urban System: The Position of Towns n the English Polity, 1413-14717 (PhD diss.,
Oxford University, 2014). On politics and government in the rural context, see Phillip R. Schofield, “Peas-
ants and Politics,” in Peasant and Community i Medicval England (Basingstoke, 2003), 157-85; and
Christopher Dyer, “The Political Life of the Fifteenth-Century English Village,” in Clark and Carpentcer,
Political Culrure, 135-58. On petitioning, see Guwilym Dodd, Justice and Grace: Private Petitioning and the
Enalish Parlinment in the Late Middle Anes (Oxford, 2007); W, Mark Ormrod, Gwilym Dodd, and
Anthony Musson, eds.. Medieral Petitions: Grace and Grievance (Woodbridge, 2009); nd Wendy Scase,
Literatuye and Complaint in England, 1272-1553 (Oxford, 2007).

¢ Christopher Dyer, “Memories of Freedom: Artitudes owards Serfdom, 1200-1350,” n Serfilom and
Stavery: Studies in Leaal Bondage, cd. Michael L. Bush (London, 1996), 277-05: idem, “The Ineffectve-
ness of Lordship in England, 1200-1400," Past and Present, Supplement no. 2, Rodney Hilton’s Middle
of Historical Themiés, ed. Christopher Dyer, Peter Coss, and Chris Wickham
(2007); 69-86; Bruce M. 5. Campbell, “The Land,” in A Social History of England, 1200-1500, ed. Rose-
mary Horrox and W. Mark Ormrod (Cambridge, 2006), 22333 idem, “The Agrarian Problem in the
Farly Fourteenth Century,” Past and Present 188, no. 1 (August 2005}: 3_70. ar 7-9, 23-24, 43, 69.

10 Anthony Tk, “Nobles, Commons and the Grear Revolt of 138 1.7 in The English Ristng of 1381, ed.
Rodney Hilton and T H. Aston (Cambridge, 1984), 194-212, at 203-6; Christopher Fletcher, “Morality
and Office in Late Medieval England and Erance. in Fourteenth Contury England 1, ¢d. N igel Saul (Wood-
bridge, 2008), 178-90; Watts, “Pressure of the Public.”
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to be institutions for the mobilization of legitimate violence. In short, they had to
negotiate and they had to work harder to convince their fellow townspeople.
Often they failed to do so, and often the “commons” reacted in opposition to the
course of action chosen by their betters.

By “provincial towns,” I mean specifically to exclude London, whose unique

position in England as a major international trading center, its population of
perhaps thirty to forty thousand, and its central role in politics of the kingdom
set it apart from its nearest domestic rivals.!® In such a city, so close to the institu-
tions of royal government at Westminster, the circulation of news and the mobili-
zation of the community could not function in quite the same manner. One might
also speculate, for example, that London craft guilds would be able to dispose of
resources in terms of manpower that bear comparison with those to be found in
European cities of similar size, such as Ghent or Rouen, but that were not at the
disposal of the residents of Nottingham or Leicester. This would have changed
the nature of mobilization in these towns, even when the issues in question were
similar. Yet the balance of different social mechanisms through which conflict was
expressed was not the same in each instance. These arc differences of degree
rather than kind, and we will have cause to consider one town, Norwich, whose
presence alongside York and Bristol in the “second division” of English towns
with around ten thousand inhabitants qualified it for the European league of
grandes villes.2° Concentrating on “third division” towns makes it easier to isolate
phenomena that cut across craft affiliations or structures such as parish, street,
and neighborhood while denying neither their existence nor their importance.
Future research could usefully consider how far forms of sociopolitical organization
in “second division” towns were similar to or different from those found in smaller
ones. Again, the aim is not to provide a total explanation of political culture in
English towns but rather to consider how exploring certain social and political insti-
tutions in certain towns might improve our understanding of late medieval political
culture as a whole.

The circulation of news created a socially diverse, informed public in provincial
towns, with knowledge of earlier as well as contemporary political events. This
public was not, however, homogenous but was divided by economic interests, by rel-
ative standing in formal governmental structures, or simply by the prejudices and dif-
fering life histories of individuals. Together with the importance of news and rumor,
the continuing strength of mechanisms for communal mobilization such as the hue
and cry, which historians have tended to see as declining in the fourteenth century,
forms an essential and neglected background for the more thoroughly investigated
popular politics of the fifteenth century. This article approaches these issues by focus-

ing on the town of Leicester, with comparative material from Nottingham, Coventry,
Colchester, and Norwich.

' For the population of London, see Gwyn Alfred Williams, Medicral London: Fromt Comnnnie to
Capital (London, 1963), 315~17. For a recent account of London’s links with the crown, its economy,
and its governmental institutions, see Cavoline M. Barron, London in the Later Middle Ages: Govermment
and People, 1200~-1500 (Oxford, 2004).

20 See Léopold Genicot, “Les grandes villes d'Occident en 1300, in Econonies et Socictes au Moyen /f_/]c:
Meélanges offerts a Edounard Perroy (Paris, 1973), 199-205, at 200.
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NEWS, NOISE AND POLITICAL CULTURE IN FOURTEENTH-CENTURY
LEICESTER

When the rebels entered London on 13 June 1381, one of their first targets was the
Savoy palace, the residence of the most powerful man in the kingdom, John of
Gaunt, duke of Lancaster.2! This event had special importance for Leicester, since
the duke was also the lord of the town and since one of his favored residences was
Ieicester castle. Soon after the sack of the Savoy, a messenger reached the mayor
of Leicester, Richard Gamston, telling him that the rebels were approaching
Market Harborough, some fifteen miles to the southeast, and that they intended
to sack the castle.2? It scemed that they would arrive at dawn. According to the
chronicler Henry Knighton, a canon of the abbey of St. Mary, Leicester, Gamston
hesitated. He was afraid that, if he resisted the rebels, his force would be too weak
and he would be defeated but that, if he received them in peace, he could be con-
demned as a traitor. What should he do? In the event, the mayor called together
the ruling clite of the town, “his neighbors, the jurats and other experienced towns-
men.”2? He then made 2 proclamation in the king’s name that everyonc, masters and
servants, should assemble the next morning just outside the town at Gartree Hill, the
rraditional assembly point of Gartree Hundred, ready to defend himself and his
neighbors. As dawn broke, says the chronicler, they made a good muster “both of
the better sort and others™ and awaited events.”*

Two things are worth pointing out here. The first is that the mayor and senior
rownsmen of Leicester assembled troops on their own initiative, on receipt of
news, without any royal mandate. In a later period, it has been observed that,
although towns normally reacted positively, if modestly, to demands for troops
issued in the king’s name, they might also refuse requests to raise men made by indi-
vidual noblemen.?® In 1 381, however, the mayor and senior officers of 1 cicester took
it upon themselves to call the town to arms. The second point is that, even once the
rownsmen had assembled, it was not clear what they would do. Knighton says that
the townsmen sent out sCouts, not only to tell them where the rebels might be but
also to help them decide “how they should receive them, whether in peace or in
war.”26 There is no reason to disbelieve the chronicler when he says that they still
had not decided whether to resist the rebels or to join them. It appears that the
duke of Lancaster’s steward was far from convinced of the loyalty of the town,
since he loaded carts with his master’s goods from the castle and attempted,
without success, to have them admitted into the sanctuary of Leicester abbey.>”
How the population of Leicester would act was unknowable in the abstract. It
was 2 communal decision that had yet to be taken, on the basis not only of recent

21 For the chronology of the revolt in the southeast, sce R. Barrie Dobson, The Peasants’ Revolt of 1381,
Ind ed. (Basingstoke, 1983), 3841

22 por the dates of Gamston’s mayoralry, see Mary Bateson, ed., Records of the Borongh of Leicester, 7 vols.
(London, 1901), 2:447, For cvents in 1381, see Geoffrey Haward Martin, ed., Knighron's Clonicle
(Osford, 1995), 226-29.

24 Martin, Knighton’s Chvaniele, 228-29.

24 Ibid.

25 Artreed, King’s Tivns, 186-87.

26 Martin, Knighton’s Chronicle, 228-29.

27 Ibid., 228-31.
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 For example, BR/ITI/A40, LCA, in Bateson, Records, 2:75 (1s. 4. of wine was consumed in-‘rhc tavern
of John Cook “quando venerunt de Abbathia post quod locuti Fu(:r.ml: cum H.ug; dc; }'.ct'q\'}-l;: )- -

i John R. Maddicott, “The County Community and the Making of Public Opmm: m% our’:;;.nz ; :
Century England,” Transactions of the Royal Histovical Soctety, St‘h ser., 28 “.97}'}:. 2747 ,“-.\;_I 333 ]r
James A Dzig, “Political Propaganda and Royal Proclamations in Late Medicval England,” Historica
Reseaveh 71, no. 176 (October 1998): 253-80. . . N

"; I(Lichmtl A, McKinley, ed., Victorin Conenty History: ercc.rrm!ﬂrr', \ft:nl. 4.‘01} of Leicester FLo‘rllfk?ln:
1958), 31-54. On m:u-kcf centers as locations for the circulagon of informanon, see ]arqcqu.x:st. 1-.!; :’:,
“Ti'tc i’lelic Space of the Marketplace in Medieval England,” Spectdwm 77, no. 2 (April 2002): 385-
421, ar 390-99 (on proclmations). .

2 Cohn and Aiton, Popular Protest, 141-43 (tor 1347).

» BRV/1/41, LCA, printed in full in Bateson, Records, 2:30.

40 Bateson, Records, 2:43.
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order to rob him.”#! The insistence on “falseness” not only suggests the idea that
what was said was not “true” in the sense of being correct but also demonstrates a
dispute over who was “true” in the sense of being faithful and honorable.*? The
town authorities hoped to assert that the officers were the “true” men and that
those who contested them were “false”; their opponents argued the opposite.

The mayor and senior officers of Leicester had recurrent problems asserting their
authority in the mid-fourteenth century. Individuals, even senior members of the
town community, took it upon themselves to contest the actions of officials in
public, and the officers employed various means to counter this. One of these was
to interpret resistance as an unjust raising of the hue and cry. Thus, in 1355, when
Mayor John de Petlyng went in person to the tavern of John Cook to accuse him
of selling wine contrary to the proclamation and ordinance of the mayor and
jurats, Cook said that he would not be judged by Petlyng “but raised the hue
(lewanit hutesitom) many times on the mayor himself unjustly in the hearing of all
those who came with him.™3 Another method was to make use of the machinery
of policing, as in the town “Portmanmoot.” In Leicester, as in other towns such as
Colchester, the Portmanmoot combined two forms of procedure that in other
towns, such as Nottingham or Norwich, operated separately. ** On the one hand
the Portmanmoot received trespass pleas from individuals who alleged either that
they had been assaulted, insulted, threatened, or otherwise trespassed against (includ-
ing but not exclusively by unlawful entry onto their property) or that they were owed
money or suffered from illegitimate retention of goods.** If contested, such trespass
pleas could lead ultimately to juries being empancled to determine whether the
defendants were guilty and, if appropriate, to award damages, although in practice
such cases were often settled out of court. On the other hand, in Leicester, the
same court that received trespass pleas also received presentments that in other
towns were assigned to a separate “leet,” or frankpledge, court.*¢ This type of pre-
sentment built on the ancient institution of the frankpledge, by which males from

1 BR V/1/51, LCA, printed in Bateson, Records, 2:92 (“verbis [contu]-meliosis eos maledicendo ct
imponendo eis falso quod venerunt causa cum depredandi”). This document was already in bad condition
in Bateson’s time, and I have not been able to consult the original.

42 For a broader enquiry into the polysemy of “truth,” see Richard Firth Green, A Crisis of Tiuth: Lit-
erature and Law in Ricardian England (Philadelphia, 1999).

4 BRV/1/52, LCA, in Bateson, Records, 2:104.

# See Richard H. Britnell, “Colchester Courts and Court Records, 1310-1525,” Essex Archacology and
History, 3rd ser., 17 (1986): 133-40; Richard Goddard, “Nottingham Borough Court Rolls: A User’s
Guide,” https://www.nottingham.ac.uk/uen/onlinesources/index.aspx, 3. On Norwich, see notes 46 and
99 below.

45 8. E C. Milsom, “Trespass from Henry III to Edward IIL,” part 1, “General Writs,” part 2, “Special
Writs,” part 3, “More Special Writs and Conclusions,” Lt Onarterly Review 74 (April, July, and October
1958): 195-224, 407-36, 561-90; Alan Harding, ed., introduction to The Roll of the Shropshire Eyre of
1256 (London, 1981). For a recent study of trespass litigation in the rural context, see Phillip
R. Schoficld, “Trespass Litigation in the Manor Court in the Late Thirtcenth and Early Fourteenth Cen-
turies,” in Goddard, Langdon, and Miiller, eds., Survival and Discord, 145-60.

40 This was the case in Norwich, for example. See William Hudson, ed., Lect Jurisdiction in the City of
Norwich during the XIIIth and XIVts Centuries (London, 1892); Philippa Maddern, “Order and Disor-
der,” in Medicval Norwich, ed. Carole Rawcliffe and Richard Wilson (London, 2004), 189-212; and

Samantha Sagui, “The Hue and Cry in Mecdieval English Towns,” Histovical Researely 87, no. 236 (May
2014): 179-93, at 181-82.
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adolescence onward were to be sworn into groups of about a dozen who mutually
guaranteed each other’s good behavior.*” The Portmanmoot thus received regular
presentments from the chief pledges of cach of these groups, who were bound to
report instances of assault, blood-letting, hamsoken (unauthorized entry), and
raising of the hue.*# I return to this type of procedure below, especially the obligation
to report assault and hue raising. For the time being, however, it is useful to note that
the records of this court provide evidence both of the concern of the merchant and
prominent artisan masters who ran the town with countering contestation and assert-
ing their authority and of the limited and negotiated nature of that authority.

Only one full roll of the Portmanmoot, covering the year from 29 September
1378, survives for Leicester in contrast with far fuller records for Colchester and
Norwich, for example.#” Most sessions of this court, thirty-four of which took
place over that year, also took advantage of the presence of the town worthies and
of sworn jurors to deal with pressing matters that came under the remit of neither
leet nor trespass jurisdiction. In 1378-79, the bailiff of this court was Richard
Gamston, who would later be mayor during the Peasants’ Revolt. Twvice, Gamston
appears to have made use of the court to counter threats to his authority and personal
honor that involved public speech, In the first, it was reported by jurors on oath that,
on 23 March 1379, after one William Draycote had drawn his knife and assaulted
Roger Veizy (an offense for which he was fined 64.), he turned to Thomas, a
servant of Gamston, who was standing nearby in his master’s door, and said, “Care-
awey, what did you say to that Thomas:™5? His exact meaning is not easy to grasp,
but Thomas clearly took this as a threat, an insult, or a call to violence, for he replied,
“Now is a better time than any"’ﬁ‘ "This indeed was how the court interpreted it, or
rather as a threat specifically against Thomas’s master, for it reacted by securing guar-
antors that Draycote would keep the peace toward Gamston and his servants and
tenants rather than toward Thomas specifically. It was Gamston, too, who had to
secure pledges to keep the peace toward Draycote. The second case occurred some
months later, toward the end of August.5? This nme it was alleged that John de

47 For a still-useful source, sec William Alfred Morris, The Frankpledge System (London, 1910). For
mote recent views, see Elizabeth Rurledge, “Immigration and Population Growth in Eatly Fourteenth-
Century Norwich: Evidence from the Tithing Roll,” Urban History Yearbook 15 (May 1988): 15-30;
Phillip R. Schofield, “The Late Medicval View of Frankpledge and the Tithing System: An Essex Case
Study,” in Medieval Society andt the Manor Conrt, ed. Zvi Razi and Richard M. Smith (Oxford, 1996),
408-49; and Schoficld, Peasant anit Commumity, 167.

% Compare ], S, Beckerman, “The Articles of Presentment of a Court Leet and Court Baron in English,
¢ 1400, Bullezin of the Institute of Histovical Reseavel 47, no. 116 (November 1974): 230-34.

@ This roll is now BR TV/8/5, LCA. Extracts are printed in Bateson, Records, 2:171-85. For the Col-
chester evidenee, see Britnell, “Colchester Courts”; for Norwich, see Sagui, “Hue and Cry." 181-82. Good
records also survive for Chester, Exeter, and Winchester. Sec Goddard, “User’s Guide,” Inl.

0 RR IV/8/5, mem. 9, LCA, in Bateson, Records, 2:180, renders his words in a mixture of English and
Latin: “Carcawey de hoe Thomas quod dixisti.”

51 For carenivey, see Middle Englisl Dictionary Online (hereafter MEDO), s.v., *eare™ (n 1)), (5¢) (car-
liest ex. from 1440 in the Promptovitin Parpulorns, which transhates “Careaway” as “Tristitia procul”),
https:/,-’qund.Ii'l1.umich.cdu{n1,frrw;if, last updated 24 April 2013, Thontas’s reply is rendered in Latin:
“Gam instat tempus nunguam melius.”

52 BR IV/8/5, mem. 15, LCA, in Bateson, Records, 2:183.
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Langham and Robert Porter spoke “with litigious words and threatening words” to
Gamston on the market day.53 On this occasion, however, Gamston and his associ-
ates seem to have been more magnanimous for the offence was pardoned without
further comment.

Leicester, then, was a town in which the authority of officials could not be taken
for. granted but rested instead on constant negotiation in which their actions could
casily be contested by words, by making a scene, or even by small acts of violence
The people of Leicester had the confidence to question the position of their ofﬁcials.
'fmd to decide on such critical matters as how to react to the approach of a rebel army
n part becausc they possessed the information to decide on issues of local and
national %mportance and in part because the town government did not have access
to any significant stock of independent physical force. Their knowledge of the
affairs of the town and of the kingdom was not only determined by short-term
rumores but also followed on from years of residence at the hub of a regional news
network, as in many English provincial towns. Their opinion was all the more impor-
tant because little could be achicved without their active cooperation. This applied as
much to the king’s or their lord’s demands for troops or taxes as to a national rcvoltl

RUMOR, CLAMOR, AND POPULAR MOBILIZATION IN LATE MEDIEVAL
PROVINCIAL TOWNS

Leicester’s reaction to the events of 1381 was typical of the way that many provincial
towns dealt with news of political upheaval in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries:
not just by reacting to isolated events but also by discussion and negotiation, finally
taking or not taking action on the basis of the balance of public opi]ﬂun, iﬁiuff based
on past-cxpericng. Yet this was not how late medieval commentators preferred to
think of the relationship among news, popular opinion, and collective action, espe-
c1z_llly revolt. Instead, contemporary writers viewed collective action in towns as a
mixture of news and noise swelling into the clamor of the crowd and finally into
violence.5* This model was encoded in a number of terms in latc medieval
Midd.lc English and also in medieval Latin and Anglo-Norman, drawing on the
111.hcr1t;n‘1cc of L‘m:in language and culture. In this semantic structure, popular
filﬁC(}:l'rcnt. was imagined as beginning with a disgruntled “murmur,”55 which
if not disciplined or answered would swell into an audible “clamor,50

3 Ibid. (“verbis litigiosis et verbis minaram?).

S Cla}ldc Gauvard, “Rumeur ¢t stéréotypes 2 la fin du Moyen Age,” in La Circulation des nonvelles au
Moven /i/yc, 154-77, at 161, 165, 169, 171; W. Mark Ormrod, “Murmur, Clamour and Noise: Voicin,
Comphint and Remedy in Petitions to the English Crown, ¢, 1300—. 1460,” in Ormrod D.odd m%
ME:SOH, eds., Medieral Petitions, 135-55; Fletcher, “Rumour, Clamour, Murm,ur.” ) B

g AMIEDO, s.v., “murmur”: (a) “a continuous noise; rumbling, buzzing, murmuring”; (b) “grumblin,
muttering, complaining, complaint, esp. an indistiner expression of popular dissent or di.':conn:nt“' see f{g};
:.'x-.urfplc, Geoffrey Chaucet, The Parsons Tale, in The Riverside Chaucer, ed. Larry Dean Bcnson1 '%rd\ ed
(Oxtgrd, 1987), 288-328, 1. 506, “Murmure ... is ofte amonges seruauntz that gﬁlcchcn whan hi‘mj ‘&(lucl':
eyns idden hem to doon leueful thynges.” . I

. 6 MEDO, s.v., “clamour”: (1a) “A loud call, a shout ; loud shouting uproar™; (2a) ‘A noisy expression of
dlsapprlm-':ll, loud outcry against something; noisy unfavourable opinion,” L’g John Gowlcr C;mftr.rio
Amantis, in The Complete Wirks of John Gower, vol. 2, The Englisly Warks, ed. GC(;rgc Cnmpbcll,MacaL{lay
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“cry?7 or “noise.”5® Like most of these terms, the term “rumor” u:‘ogld }rch.r t;:atl;;
noise and tumule of a crowd.5? to a riot or rcbelhun,_l or to mou_e ;l)_r cse re 1“11311c
news, as it did in the Leicester m;}yor‘s accounts.f‘_ If kcp_t. \im: u; 1?;2};1;'“-1
limits, “clamor” and “noise™ could give rise to 2 lc-g}nmatc- Pl{_)Cth’ 0‘ p;, e mng:
or “appeal” (literally, calling out), but it could also Sglli over 1r:;0 .un.ai:;clp al a7
testation of legitimate authority.®* The “great rumor” of 1377 oy t){tg g : iy
Rosamond Faith is but one relatively [atc cxat.nplc of the perccptlo-n oi a 1'f e trlltx(:zfl’l ft
between popular talk and sedition.%% In this context, the p(‘)rtlaiyal G ‘1;.: 135‘;1
Revolt, or “rumor,” of 1381 by contemporary literary writers and ¢ uupmf;sl i
kind of animalistic brouhaha would have seemed more plausible at the time than n;
does now to historians, since commonplace ideas prr:scrvcd_ in the langmgct_ 0{
murmur, clamor, ¢ry, noise, and rumor suggestct_i a progression fl:()l‘l:rdlhf\‘z'?l&’lt;{.f
murmuring, to tumultuous crowd noise, to the final almost organic expression o
- o4
w\i?}l‘li% conception of rumor and revolt was Fcr;ainly simplistic, as the comm}cralblc
work of historians on the aims and organization of rural and urban revolts has

{Oxford _1901), prologuc, | §14: “The comun clamour is / In cvery lond ... / And cche in his com-
Sleienete telleth / How thar the world is al miswent, ' i . o _ »
Pl‘:}ﬂ'}_{;j)o s, “erie™ (1a) A shout call. ery ; outery, noise, tmult’; (4a) “Tublic Lomplmnii‘;utu( \)
; + (12 : L call, ery 4 Y, noise, wmu i "
against a wrong,” €.g., Richard Morris, ed., Crysor Mundi, EETS 57 (London, 18:4).,.12 . 2;’:; 1. ;| o
:.'Odt yme haue Ibherd the eri ... the word es wers than man mai neuen ... Als es the en if it be sua, the

*sal 1 ta wenganee strang.” . . -
o ;*1 ":I}i};:’;] ? V. "noisc“g (1) “A sound, esp. 4 loud or unpleasant sound, din "I}‘fr- (2a) » ‘j‘ud lhﬂ"‘f:"“““}'
ebation; - qu oublemaking,” €. lli: wiry Black, ed., The Life and Maviyraom
serturbation; quarrel troublemaking,™ €&, William Henry 5 A o
%;:mm: Beket [.11:1 (London, 1845), 5: “Tunge childerne and wyld:: boyes e :.u‘de. hire .1r?d scor ?;;lc
hire ... mid noyse and eri”; (3a) “Report, FUMOr, scandal; accusation,” €.&., Higden’s Fﬂ{wbmm;l‘au, in l:\'—
:;bmr;;}‘:nu Rnn{u‘ph:’ Higden, trans. John Trevisa, ed. Churchill Babington and Joseph R—.m:‘mn Lumby
(London, 1872) 4:287: “By the ... cry sprang out tithynges and noyse of ﬂ.‘f" Lyng::s dt,Lh: ”

£ M_Fbo s.v,1 “rumour;”’ examples under (<) ¢.&- John Capgrave, T bf' Life uf. St. Katherine r;{ A nﬂ:;
drin, ed. (an{ Horstmann, EETS os 100 (London, 1893), 411244 \cm is the Citee for to ;,;,L Z .m r::_[;
/ G.\llt:i‘cd in-feere with noyseand rumor™; and (d) e.g., John Lydgan_f, Troy Book, ed. T lmrl_\ : .L.T'?Ll'l. "1‘11;.;
¢s 103 (London, 1906) 3:3267: “Her harmys grete, in murmur & in rage, the losse, the costis ... . This

! g el Thorugh- he hoste.”

15 the noyse & rumur cke that ran Thorugh-oute t . - nr
\m:“ MEDO ;\',, “rumour”™ (¢} e.g., John Lydgate, Fall of Princes, ed. Henry Bergen, EETS cs Li
(London, 1924), 3:4284: “She [Awvarice] ... Caused ... Gruchchyng of comouns ... Rumour 11

wimys, unwar subuersiouns.” . . - )
“‘: 'ﬂj"?;}‘:.’g() :,\: “eumout™ (a) and (b) e.g., The Holy Bible ... by John Wheliffe and Hl{ F({Ilmmx, ed. Josiah
Forshall 'I.I'!d.‘Fl'L‘(.‘]lll"IC Madden, (Oxfdrd, 1850, 2 Mac. 5.6: “When fals rumour, or tithing, wente out ...

ason sodeynly assailide the citee.” o .
]18‘?]0“111::)3E“Murmur Clamour and Noisc”; Flercher, «Rumour, Clamour, Murmui. For the blolad
semantic 1‘atn;§u of “nppc:ll,” see Anglo-Norman Dictionary Online, 8.V, “apeler, http:ffwwiw.anglo-

yannet/, o ‘ N
nn:],‘ 1{0:1‘;150;11.1 J. Faith, “The ‘Great Rumotir’ of 1377 and Peasant I.dcol(?gy,. in Hilton and {Xstcf;l), clds >
English ..;.lisirm, 43-73. For carlier examples and the post-rcvolt posterity of this use of rumor, sce Fletcher,
Rl mour, (Elammur, Murmur.” o o .

":I For “rumour” as term for revolt of 1381 in the Rolls of Parliament, sc::‘Hchhu:, R‘umum.‘CIIan('lﬂour.
Murmue,” 197. For portrayals of the revolt as a bestial cacophony, see }ohrf Gower, liox (Jnmm:frst;n. o=
plete I-I-in-‘kx, vol. 4, The Latin Warks, ed. George Campbell M-.lcaul-.\y‘( Oxford, ]9{.}1)' bh: 1., tr::;mn. (.:tll:;;‘l ;n
The Major Latin Works of Jobn Gower, trans. Eric W. Stockton (Seartle, 1962), 51-95; and (eOIe)
Chaucer, The Nun's Priest’s Thle, in Benson, ed., Riverside Chaneer, 253-61, at 256.
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amply demonstrated.®5 But it was not simply patronizing fantasy. On the contrary, in
certain instances, this conceptual structure can provide a useful model of the nature of
popular mobilization in late medieval towns. To explore this further, I focus on two
examples that suggest how this model of “rumor” was not so inaccurate in describing
the development of certain forms of popular mobilization: one from Coventry in
1424 and another from Nottingham in 1471. These examples are relatively late in
our period, but they were probably not so dissimilar from many ecarlier happenings
for which we have less complete information. In a final section, we will consider their
background in forms of noise making and popular action usually dealt with under the
heading of the “hue and cry.”

The local disturbance in Coventry in 1424 is portrayed in the mayor’s register or
“Leet Book” as being the result of the disturbing accrual of successive waves of infor-
mation, each of which has an effect on what is commonly “said” and on the growing
restlessness of the townsfolk.%6 It begins with the arrival of the hermit John Grace,
who said that he was licensed to preach. In its account of these events, the Leet
Book attempts to establish the good faith of the people of Coventry. It insists that
the townsfolk had no reason to doubt John Grace’s credentials, since he had preached
elsewhere in the region, and that he was “at that tyme a famous man,” that is, aman of
good reputation, “among the peopull ther.” Grace preached for five days to crowds in
Little Park. Yet, as slowly emerged, the confidence of the townspeople was misplaced,
and the ham-fisted interventions of the local clergy made matters worse. On St
Andrew’s day, “hit was said,” apparently for the first time, that Grace was not in
fact licensed to preach, On the same day, “as comen voise was then,” Richard
Croseby, the prior of St Mary’s, Coventry, intended “to haue denouncyd acursyd all
thos that herd the sermon of the said John Grace.” As a result, by Croseby’s “gouer-
nance” and the actions of Master John Bredon, friar of Grey Friars, Coventry, who
cast “ouerthwart wordes amonges the people,” there was “grett seyng among the
people that the priour and frer Bredon wold haue cursid all tho that herdon the said
John Grace preche.” The result was a riot. With the angry crowd at the door,
Croseby and Bredon refused to leave St Mary’s church untl the mayor came to
them, and a “grett noise rose in the Contre that the comens of Coucentre were rysen.”%”

In some ways these events seem distant from the perty disruptions of fourteenth-
century Leicester. Certainly there are differences; for example, in Leicester contesta-
tion died down, was headed off, or never fully took form in 1381, as at other times.
But there are also common clements that bring together these different forms of
popular mobilization. In both of these examples, information and talk led to
forms of mobilization that, from the outside, from the perspective of chroniclers,

o See, for example, Nicholas Brooks, “The Organization and Achievements of the Peasants of Kent and
Essex in 1381,” in Studies in Medieral History Presented to R. H. C. Davis, ¢d. Henry Mayr-Harting and
R. I. Moore (London, 1985), 247-70; Justice, Wiitiyr and Rebellion, 56-65; Rodney Hilton, Boud
Men Made Free: Medicval Peasant Movements and. the English Rising of 1381 (London, 1973), 214-17;
and Miiller, “Aims and Organisation.”

o BAJE/F/37/1/1, fol. 24, Coventry History Centre, Coventry, printed in Mary Dormer Hauris, ed.,
Coventry Leet Book or Mayor’s Register (London, 1907), 96-97. A possibly broader context of religions
dissent in the rown iy suggested in Maureen Jurkowski, “Lollardy in Coventry and the Revolt of 1431,7
in Tdentity and Iisigency in the Late Middle Ages, The Fifteenth Century VI, ed. Linda Clark (Wood-
bridge, 2006), 145-64.

“ BA/E/E/37/1/1, fol. 24; Harris, ed., Coventry Lect Book, 97.
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royal justices, or poets, might look like spontaneity but that were in reality grounded
in the long-established reflexes of more settled times. What we see is a phenomenon
by which oral transmission of information led the population to come together
(noisily, we might imagine) in public places, to form a crowd that served to
protect the community against an emerging threat: in other words, a phenomenon
not so very different from murmur, noise, and clamor as they were implicitly
modeled in the late medieval language of rumor. In this case, also, the communal
mobilization seems to be cffective in mobilizing a substantial proportion of the
town population. This was scen from outside as the “comens” of Coventry rising,
but their actions were justified by the towr’s ruling elite in their description of
events in the mayor’s register.

The second example comes from the town of Nottingham during a more overtly
political context, namely the fast-changing political events of the Readeption Crisis of
1469 to 1471.98 The town of Nottingham was uncomfortably close to the events of
this central crisis of Edward IV’s reign. A modestly sized town with perhaps two
thousand inhabitants, Nottingham was also a county town with a roval castle.®?
Edward TV was staying there when his allies were defeated ar the battle of Edgecote
in July 1469, and it was there, too, that he made the decision to flee the country in
mid-September 1470.70 Nottingham provided a natural stopping place close to both
Yorkshire and Lincolnshire, where revolts broke out in 1469 and 1470 respectively.
One consequence of this proximity to cvents scems to have been a particular attach-
ment of Nottingham’s rulers to the Yorkist king. Although they kept their heads
down during the brief restoration of the Lancastrian monarch Henry VI, it took
only two weeks after Edward’s landing at Ravenspur on 14 March 1471 for Notting-
ham to muster troops and to raise in a single day £26 to support him.”! Yet this
enthusiasm for the Yorkist cause on the part of Mayor Robert English and the
senior officers of the town does not seem to have been universally shared.”
Indeed, two months after the earl of Warwick had died at the battle of Barnet, and
a4 month after the Lancastrian Prince Edward had met his end at Tewkesbury, an
antiYorkist revolt broke out, led by Thomas White, a Nottingham butcher.

Thomas White’s activities began on Saturday 15 June, the feast of Corpus Christi,
when he assaulted Robert Osteler, a servant of William Conington, a fishmonger.”?

& For detailed accounts of these events, see Charles Ross, Edward IV (New Haven, 1974), 126-77; and
Michael Hicks, Warwick the Kingmaker (Oxford, 1998), 271-313.

“ For Nottingham's size, see Artreed, Kinr's Tomns, 3.

™ For July 1469, see Ross, Edward 17, 132; and Colin Richmond and Margaret Lucille Xekewich,
“Search for Stabilicy 1461-83. in Kekewich et al., Politics of Fifteentl-Centwry England, 43-72, at 46.
For Edward’s location when he decided ro flee, see Harris, cd., Coventry Leet Book, 358-59; Richmond
and Kekewich, “Search for Stability,” 49 and Ross, Fdward 11, 152.
7V For the landing, sce Ross, Edward IV, 162. For the muster and fund-raising, sec Attreed, King’s Towns,
200. ;

72 English was mayor from 29 September 1470 to 29 September 1471, See William Henry Stevenson
and James Raine, eds., Records of the Borough of Noettinghani, 9 vols. (London, 1882-1951), 2:431, 1:422.

73 “Ihese events are related in a Nottingham jury presentment dated 22 July 1471, which now survives in
2 document that also records White’s pardon, dated 8 March 1472, CA/4501, Nottinghamshire Archives,
Nottingham (hereafter NA), printed in part in Stevenson and Raine, eds., Records, 2:281-85. For Coning-
ton, see Stevenson and Raine, eds., Records, 2:467. For the importance of this feast as an occasion for rebel-
lion, see Margarer Astor, “Corpus Chnisti and Corpus Regni: Heresy and the Peasants’ Revolr,” Past and
Present 143, no. 1 (May 1994): 3-47.
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Early the next day, he and “many other evil-doers” attacked John, servant of William
Broksop. They then went through the streets of the town until they reached the
mayor’s front door, crying out and shouting “Where are the traitors that will resist
us? Let them come now, and we will kill them!™”# It was at this point that one
Thqmas Shoemaker, a servant of Thomas Staunton, was killed, aithough not by
XVhlte. The assem})l-cd mob not only protected the killers but also shot arrows at

the mayor, sheriffs and also atr divers other persons, keepers of the king’s
pce.lcc.”"’!‘ Once the riot had died down, Thomas White went to ground. Summoned
fwice to appear in the borough court, he did not appear. When he finally did present
hlmsc.lf'in April 1472, he came armed with a royal pardon. Indeed, thc'king and his
cpuncrl were not very supportive of the Nottingham civic authorities, despite expen-
sive efforts to curry favor at court over the summer of 1471.7¢ On 13 November
1471, thf: king’s council dismissed the demands of the town authorities to allow
them to imprison a number of men, including one of the killers of Thomas Shoe-
maker.”” The council instead instructed the mayor and his fellow justices simply to
ensure that the accused found surety for their “good bering” toward the mayor. alder-
men, and commonalty.”8 ’

At first, these events seem more closely linked to national events and the passions
that they aroused than those at Coventry or at Leicester. That an apparently. anti-
Y{.).rkist disturbance broke out so long after the deaths of the earl of Warwick and
Prmce. Edwar.d might suggest either die-hard Lancastrianism or enduring pro-
Warwick sentiment among one part of the population. Yet this is perhaps not the
whole story. White’s activities began the day before with an attack on a single indi-
Vlc‘iual, the servant of a fishmonger. Whereas it is possible that this was the result
of a political argument, it seems equally likely that what began as a personal or
trade dispute only later acquired antiYorkist credentials as the disturbance gathered
momentum. Intimate knowledge of recent “high political” events providcd‘— a legiti-
mating framework for opposition with different origins. The commitment of Not-
tingham’s most prominent office holders to the Yorkist cause paradoxically opened
up belated Lancastrian or Neville allegiance as a legitimate cover for violent action
with different motivations, in the hopeful cxpcztatiun of the clemency which
Edward IV had offered to his opponents in carlier crises.”” In the event, the
Yorkist king was indeed happy to protect and pardon the rioters, despite the town
gf)\!trﬂﬂimt‘&; complaints. English provincial towns were divided by wealth inequal-
itics and differences of cconomic interest that high political events could thicken and
accentuate. The relatively narrow elite that dominated the most senior offices could

74 Q A e - . . 4 o H B H S
. Stevenson and Raine, eds., Records, 2:282: “vbi sunt proditores, qui nobis resistere velint? Ad presens
7 « T4 .o 1 H H H
\tl eniant et nos [recte: cos) occlxdcmus.” For this cry in revolts elscwhere in Europe, and the suggestion that
‘:ey should be m.kcn as a scribal summary of the crowd’s agenda rather than any precisc cry, see Challet,
Moyran, los traidors, moyran,” 87.
75 Stevenson and Raine, eds., Records, 2:282.
76 e : S
. “CA/731,§’ NA, accounts for sums paid in July 1471, totaling 23/ 10s. 74. for trips to London includ-
ing “rewards to various clerks :m?l to the king’s attorney, and to a man who delivered a letter to the Lord
Cllr;mberlmn, William Lord Hastings, via his wife.
’m CA/4499, NA, printed in Stevenson and Raine, eds., Records, 2:384-87.
Stevenson and Raine, eds., Records, 2:385.

79 3 : . . .
st Compare the tactics of later rebels who invoked the survival of Richard II. See Walker, “Rumour.
edition.” ’
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never be sure that the political consensus of the urban p.opulation WL?LIld‘ hdml‘lim‘v the
line that they dictated. On the contrary, th.c fact of choc)_?mg a camp .c,\solsc :L(.}]_“.I:F ;z
opposition which was not purely pt)_htlcai in the sense of pcrtam,mg tot [;L ';tﬂltut,cs en
when they supported a now VICtorious Yorkist lung, the pl)W(,l: of ur 111. c : : 1"
constantly subject to negotiation with the multivocal and contradictory public
opinion that characterized urban society.

NOISE, POLICING, POPULAR MOBILIZATION, AND THE HUE AND CRY

Moments when public talk and noise :11:ﬂ$i‘ng led to communal molv)lhzat:‘xm? .mdl
potentially violence would have been familiar to the people _of _E}}ghs_h pl'ovu}f.m
towns from even more commonplace features of everyday sogal life. Mgdm n hmt{_)—
rians have followed Geoffrey Chaucer’s lead in drawing attention to rhn.: lm}c erWan
late medieval popular politics and such thnc-honprcd cnm111L1n3181t:}1st1§1nf111s as ‘u.
raising of the hue and cry, although so far only in rur.al context.” It is Lasg[l‘lto see
why: all of our examples above have elements of it. In Nottmgham, 1om_as
White and his fellows went shouting through the streets, gathering support Ias
they did so. In Coventry, waves of news '.mt:l rumor led Eo the asscfmbly. c?t mf
angry crowd, ready to defend the community ag;t}mat the “ouerthwart wor sH n(;l
its resident clergy. In Leicester, the movement in 1381 was more k::0111:1‘0 ‘u,%
working through the town officers and public declaration rather Fhan by, word o
mouth alone, yet how the crowd acted once assembled was determined by an inher-
itance of small-scale communal action and public knowledge that could C()rll:(‘.]'s.iiz
authority as casily as support it. In each of these cases, news, rumor, -.mfj P;;.h.“'
talk led to communal mobilization that could follow the lead c_)f the town s‘o ice-
holding elite, resist it, or persuade office holders of the best action t.oll Pursuu. -
RBefore we draw the link between the hue and cry and the political culture o
English towns, however, we first need to look more closely at what exactly 1t' w:llcs;
and how it evolved over time. Indeed, research on Fl}c h.uc and cry to dare wou
scem to suggest that this form of communal mobilization was dying out ]E]St,;lt
the moment that historians of English political c_ulmrc have argued for the gu)\‘tj 1
of forms of popular political action that resemble it. I..cmg seenasa .let?m‘“? li)nrg E‘l:
anism of self-policing that was gradually replaced in the later n‘lldd‘t ag[el.\, }f t*’lt;
expansion of royal justice and by private forms of prosecution, the sn11} o kt*n%
hue and cry has recently enjoyed something of a renaissance thanks to the worl md
Miriam Miiller, Sandy Bardsley, Sherri Olson and, in an.urban context, A R. an
E. B. DeWindt, Samantha Sagui, and Janka Rodziewicz.#! These writers have

80 Justice, Wiiting and Rebellion, 655 Miiller, “Aims and Organisation,” 10; Rodney HlltUI'l:/!_. AI‘_#"?‘];.R‘
Socierv: The Wist Midlands at the End of the Thivteenth (.‘:.'HN."J“.&' (London, lgfabj‘ }51.—54‘.‘ ]\I/;m x; ,“(131 tl ;1:
nrgu;m:nr in continental context, see Challet, ‘“M"Y"“”} los traidors, moyran”™; H-.\clrln:r.u__. 1 c-cN\l - ‘U,\r.ﬂ
muniy?™; Jan Dumolyn, “Cricrs and Shouters™ 'lll‘hzai-)h)éscnlulric ;2 Radical Urban Rebels in Late Medievs

! et Sacial History 42, no, 1 (Fa ) -35. ‘ . ‘
: lii‘.lt;\‘;lri};',t;éf’l:/ir}i{if;{f “;;ocin} Control and the Hue and Cry in Tvo Fnurtccntl!r-‘CA.'nmlyy illages, ;’r‘mr:.:r.! f’f
Medicral History 31, no. 1 (March 2005): 20-53; Sandy Bardsley, t-énmmfm Tongues: .Sfcmrdf':.rmf er:r } ;mr
Late Medieval i:‘:y:fmid (Philadelphia, 2006), 69-89, csp. ?O-?.?E Sherri Olson, rj (J}m:vni :;fil o {:f_l
Happens: Voices fiom the Villme Court in Medieval b'nﬁir:fld ([f)r{1|1tf). 1.996,’1’ )1—10: 5 n}l:.o (}_11(_. 5
DeWindt and Edwin Brezette DeWindt, Ramsey: The Lives of an English Fenland Town, 1=
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taken a positive view of the hue and cry as a traditional institution that was more
readily available to the poor and, in particular, to women, arguing that its apparent
decline was the sign of a weakening in ties of community evident after the Black
Death. Following Pollock and Maitland, who even suggested an established form
of words for raising the hue (“Out! Out!”), these writers scc the hue as a well-
defined ritual process.82 The hue could be raised, for instance, when an individual
felt threatened by another party, for example in fear of assault or rape, or when a
person illegitimately entered the home of another, a trespass that is referenced in
several jurisdictions as “hamsoken.” The purpose of this cry was to bring the sur-
rounding community to aid. In the king’s legislation, this community solidarity
was supposed to be compulsory. Royal declarations from the time of Cnut to the
statute of Winchester (1285) stressed the obligation to raise the hue and cry on
the discovery of a felony and to respond once it was raised.®? Nonetheless, it is
clear that urban authorities in the late thirtcenth and fourteenth centuries had a
very different attitude to that of kingly legislators. Indeed, town officials seem to
have been far more concerned with policing occasions when somebody “leuauit hute-
sium” than they were with ensuring that the community properly reacted to the
raising of alarm.

Without denying that the raising of the hue and cry was an important social insti-
tution in late-medieval towns and villages, it is useful to shift the perspective from the
raising of the hue to the policing of it. Some conclusions can be reached already
thanks to the thorough study of the Norwich Jeet courts undertaken by Samantha
Sagui. In the six earliest court rolls that survive between 1288 and 1300, it is imme-
diately striking that only #njust raising of the hue is recorded. This makes sensc in
terms of the operation of the leet court, which involved senior men in each neighbor-
hood reporting obligatorily on a fixed range of offences that had been committed
since the last court and fining those responsible.8* For these early Norwich rolls, a
total of 127 cases of hue raising are reported, all of them “injuste.”® In the same
period, some 524 “criminal” cases are reported—assault, bloodshed, and hamsoken,
for example—for the vast majority of which no hue was recorded.®¢ Still, given that
no instances of just hue raising are reported in these documents, we must suspect that
in a substantial proportion of these cases the hue pas raised but that this was simply
not recorded. There was no need, since it did not result in a fine for the hue raiser. In
fact, only the three latest rolls from Norwich, those for 1313, 1375, and 1391, record
both just and unjust hue. In these rolls, 70 out of 111 cases (63 percent) in which the
hue was raised were recorded as unjustified, but the proportion declines markedly

(Washington, DC, 2006), 72-76, 236-38; Sagui, “Hue and Cry”; Janka Rodziewicz, “Women and the
Hue and Cry in Late Fourteenth-Century Great Yarmouth,” in Women, Agency and the Law, 1300-
1700, ed. Bronach Kane and Fiona Williamson (London, 2013), 87-97, 184-87.

82 Frederic Pollock and Frederic William Maitland, The History of English Law before the Time of Edward 1
(Cambridge, 1895), 578-79, cited, ¢.g., by Miiller, “Social Control,” 33; Rodziewicz, “Women,” 88;
DeWindt and DeWindt, Ranmisey, 331n66.

%% For a compact discussion with references, see Sagui, “Hue and Cry,” 179-80.

% For the operation of the leet court, sec Marjorie Keniston MclIntosh, Controlling Mishchavior in
England, 1370-1600 (Cambridge, 1998), 34-40.

85 Sagui, “Hue and Cry,” 189, rable 2.

6 Tbid.




7 r —_—

268 ® FLETCHER =
, NOISE, AND THE NATURE OF POLITICS IN LATE MEDIEVAL B 269

across the three rolls: 72 percent in 1313 but 37 percent in 1375 and 27 percent in
H 3 * v b~ —_ o R g
1391. We might conclude that hue was now being more fully investigated and more B8 (|88~ 3182
punctiliously recorded, hence its presence in the record even when justified, were it L‘é % 5 é S § Qe E
not for the fact that in these rolls hues represent an cven smaller percentage of total icl | ey Bl Sy - E)“—Ea
criminal cases than between 1288 and 1300, reaching 21 percent (58 out of 272) in -§ g p
1313, 28 percent (38 out of 136) in 1375, before declining to 13 percent (15 out of - 23 ¥
112) in 139187 Hues were now specifically cited even when they were subsequently TlE&e |8 L T
found, on inquiry, to be justified, and yet still there are a large number of cases in g' - ;L § 2 é 28
which some kind of communal alarm was no doubt raised bur that did not lead to pcll =l | KN (Degingiiy | ﬁ’ k|
a record of hue raising, either just or unjust, in the court roll. g 5 g
The calendared Colchester records permit a fuller analysis of the development of = E 2
hue raising and the balance between just and unjust hues berween 1310 and 1383 Bl sg |8|ss Lé " =
(table 1). These suggest an uncven but nonetheless identifiable decline in the R @' o & S 82
number of hues recorded per year. As the number of hues declines, the proportion ‘ Sl =l = Z Ssg
of them found to be just remained high, generally hovering around 70 percent or | g £y E
80 percent. Although the proportion of hues found to be just declines markedly in " g 5w g
the 1370s, it recovers again in the rolls for 1379-80, which record far fewer hues | £ % 39 SE & 5
per year, although out of a total of six hues, four (67 percent) were found to be 28 |R|8S £ pg
just and two (33 percent) unjust. This suggests that, in Colchester, the decline in ucl (E RN | (L) g E e = %
rclpmtin_g of hues does not in fact correlate with gdeclinc in the leginmacy of hue g NS
raising itself. This corresponds both with the evidence of the later Norwich rolls B 2 d 8
' 1nd of the Leicester Portmanmoot roll of 1378-79, which reports twenty-one s |7l Eg |IRlgg | % = ™ =
hues, all but three of which are found to be just.88 That said, the evidence does S| F Lo N =% €35 E
not point straightforwardly in one direction. In Great Yarmouth evidence for _C_Ii Slocn S| we | 288
13661381, for example, out of thirty-three cases considered by Janka Rodziewicz, Q 'Eng g8
only nine were ruled just ( 27 percent) and twenty-four unjust (73 percent), which ;,f . . 2 R
suggests a similarly hawkish attitude toward hue raising to that shown in late thir- S sl 8 [B¥|-8 il =
reenth-century Norwich.®? £ % €2 Q' g3 g° i
Too many overlapping phenomena are at work for a purely statistical analysis to g2 2qS|2|cew |3 o2 5
ofter straighrfmw;u'd answers. Close reading of individual cases, however, ofters 2 = i g =
clues as to the nature of the changing interaction between social practices and the & = “‘-55 5 = 3
documentary record. In the early Norwich records, there is a strong feeling that Sl3 =g [S|g8 23 E‘%
the jurors and the court are using the hue to discipline individuals who cause noise A %I 9 E &3 £l -3
and disturbance. For example, in the 1287-88 roll, the jury reported that the ;E ® IS5 IS & o T :E S
smith, Roger de Nedham, “is wont to raise the hue on his servants night and day,” g i) g E
and that he had indeed perpetually done so since the last leet.”? Elsewhere, we are 5 283
told that, at the house of Robert de Rackeheath, “the hue and cry is raised every o ~ <39 ¥ S zm; —E’A f
night.”’! We might suspect that this was not the formal bringing out of a crime E 1IRa (4|88 £ 3 ,Ej 3
implied by royal legislation, just a lot of noise and shouting. Similar cases can be e mcw|B|=2 §50 4
] =l Eal Il el Rl 288 E
g B0 8°
2 R
57 Tbid g il P | -2 -'\E % 2
g ~ R e 9
“ BR TV/8/5, LRO. 2| 25 Tles |dg4r
¥ Rodziewicz, “Women,” 94. This excludes two cases not cited in Rodziewicz’s derailed discussion of § o™ :q’ ;;/ o 5 e %D\Z S 3
gender and hue raising, She finds a total of thirty-five cascs over twelve rolls (or an average of 2.9 a year). 3 o~ 22 'g
Tbid., 88. T S5E2
" Hudson, ed., Leet Jurisdiction, 8. —~ = P 52
1 Ihid., 10. Lat¢r, the hue was raised on Rackchcgrh by one Ricbnrd the Tnil.or, \.vho i.n turn was both % - a = . § — £ %.2 3
assaulred by Thomas de Happisburgh, baker, and raised the hue without pursuing it. Ibid., 14. E‘i i 5 é z g z * % % é
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found in the records of other towns, whici? suggest that the hue a_nd u;y cmjrcr‘cjd: 1
broad spectrum from communal po]icg action to disorderly bchm;gr, a Ou-g.;:]’ftt:n
trum of legitimate or illegitimate public fuss that local courts ;.mn 1;u‘rc.}ré‘ h()ﬁi Lo
police. For example, in Colchester on 1 Fcbr_uary 1311, Rlltfh‘-l.l;LMC ar; -1‘ d'ln‘\._
cited “per falsum clamorem” made against William, son (?t.B.;thm 5 - 1.155:,13_(‘);‘ ! "_ust
aging a pig.” We might doubt that he ?md‘ the town bells sound ;: Jbs. pr 1:1 bc ?n]w,-.
complained loudly and publicly.?® Public disputes t_iljat.lcd tovio L.I]LC ILT:)S e
preted as hue raising, as when the jury found that Clarice la BICWEI‘L.H 1.}‘1 ra 1 o
hue without cause (leuauit iniuste verhesinnt) on Iohp Whytyng, as he di l‘lt.)- i i,-
her.” In fact, it was she who had provoked the 111.adt:n_t hy‘hxmng 1}1111 r}n Lic‘zl;m
with a hen.%5 Tt seems unlikely that either party engagcd ina torm_aL 1‘1?‘;1:1].?7_1..(. call m;gi
out of the community, but it was legally plmmblc to interpret their actions as raisings
sz:('vl\::;ave seen in Leicester, resistance to ofﬁciz}ls, notabl'y tax colletitprs, coulcl
also be interpreted as unjust hue raising, slllthough it scems .hl(c¥y t.hat. 1is C\zlalst iﬁz_
how the alleged hue raisers interpreted r}m r OWn actions. .Thls’ p'xactf.ci: is m‘ B
ity with the use of hue in rural contexts, in _which unjust hue-raising utn.mn:i-‘ 0 :
the context of those who illegjtimately resist attempts to distrain them on 1::,; .P.u't (11
officers and others.?¢ The Colchester records prowdc further instances, Em i:mn;};t,
in July 1341, when Philip Rokele and H{_:nw Marchaunt, both CSt-al-jthl-w{ mf_lr'nt i]n 1r 1;
town, were scparately presented for having raised .thc hue Ol‘l't:L\ }nl f.cc_(,)r‘s :197 o Eflt
ing to seize their property in licu of the controversial royal taxes t 1at 3. oAt o -0.;_d
constituted a just or an unjust hue was a matter for negotiation covering a bros
nee of noise-making and alarm-raising practices. i
lm}lgl‘;c():)rz:st:c{: of rh% hue, whether just or unjust, in the hu_rough cou.rt‘rrzlils C..t 1
siven town, is not evidence of straightforward approval for it but on l'_hL u_mair_\
ficm()nsn‘atcs a desire to police noisy dismrb_anccs and con?mun-.g alzu'm- r;Tu_u}:lg. . ln:c.
sequently, decline in reporting need not signal the decline of rhn: I[‘n._:ujru,‘.tf)oilut
rasing, but simply that hues were going mwcport.cd as part of c.gmnj‘altk .0
least tolerated forms of collective policing. Cerrtainly, it wpuld be .l.‘l'llhtd. e:r‘tL ’t
deduce from the changing nature of the documentary cwc‘lcncc '.11.0.1..1114 ur mn
clamor and hue that the importance of these forms of collective mobﬂmano;n \rv’a..s
declining.9® After all, the private prosecutions for -.135;111!{, blucad-shcddn}g, lm tll :sr
pass that are to be found in the records of Colchester, Leicester, and Nottingham, bu

J y sfor -cafter B anslated in Jeayes and
92 /B 5 Crl, mem. 6v, Essex Record Office, Chelmsford (hereatter ERO), translat Jeay
Benham, Comrt Rofls, 1:20. - . L |
2 Examples of “frequent” hue raising by drunkards, foreigners, and prositutes given by I]:}L\\(- 1‘nd[ 1:*:- ;
Dewindt, Ramscy, 74, should, I think, also be interpreted as excessive noISINESs, NOL 1‘|tunJ1 ‘:Ll;l:)l‘l. ‘ompare
: =t i ' fis A Elor 4Qact 4 " 36.
in o rural context, a man accused of raising the hue on his dog. Miiller, Social Cm:,:ji- 5
*“ D/B 5 Cr 2, mem 10, ERO, translated 1n Jeayes and Benham, Conrr Rolls, 1:75-706,
% Tbid.
o Miiller. Social Control,” 49-52. o .
7 DB Cr 6, mem. 8, ERO pranshated in Jeayes and Benham, Cornrt Ran., 1:183. A ]‘!‘uhp d{n la Rnljahi
had the hue justly raised against him in 1312 when he made a distrant for arrears f:f rent I;utlulg. r;-f.
through a fence when he could have come through the door. Jeayes and Bcnh;'.m"i, Court Ro si . J.f-- n
1333, Philip Rokele raised the hue, this time justly, when Nicholas le Gros tried to prevent him from
seizing sheep doing damage on the king’s demesne. Ibid., 1: 108. =
9% Compare the cautious remarks of DeWindt and DeWindr, Ramisey, 332n87.
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that were dealt with by the bailiff’s court in Norwich for which only fragmentary
records survive, also necessarily drew on the testimony of local jurors to determine
who was right and who was wrong, and these local jurors only knew as much as
had come to the attention of the neighborhood at the time of an incident.””
Common talk and alarm raising at the moment of an affray remained central to
these “private” forms of prosecution.

If we take a broader view of what the hue and cry was, regarding it more as a loose
but important set of social practices than as a rigidly defined, semilegal, ritual process,
then it becomes possible to reintegrate these practices into a broader account of the
nature of popular politics in English provincial towns. An established set of social
practices specified that, when individuals felt threatened or wronged, they made
enough noise to bring out their neighbors both to assist them if necessary and also
to bear witness to what was happening. This also meant that, when an individual
did make noise, whether consciously wishing to summon his or her neighbors or
not, the neighbors did react to this, and that this could later be interpreted (or
not) by civic officers or neighbors acting as jurors as a just or unjust raising of the
hue. As we have seen, historians have tended to interpret the reduction of reporting
of the hue in local court records in the course of the fourteenth century as a decline
in the practices that they regulated. Yet the varying levels of concern with deliberate
raising of the hue alongside other forms of excessive or disruptive noise making do
not suggest a clear decline of these phenomena but rather a varying awareness
among particular urban elites at particular times of both the usefulness and disruptive-
ness of forms of collective mobilization based around r#umor, clamor, and the hue and
cry. I would suggest that these mechanisms did not die out simply because they ccased
to be actively inquired into by the borough court but instead that they continue to
emerge in the sources in the context of the late fourteenth- and fifteenth-century
popular movements that have recently attracted the attention of historians. From
this point of view, the hue takes its place among mechanisms of collective reaction
to news and rumor, of common talk and communal mobilization, whose uniting char-
acteristic was their negotiated, multiform, and unbiddable nature.

CONCLUSION

In recent years, historians have repeatedly stressed the importance of popular opinion
in late medieval political culture. They have argued that, after the Peasants’ Revolt of
1381, the deposition of Richard I in 1399, and the collapse of Lancastrian kingship
in the 1440s and 1450s, political actors at the center came to ascribe new importance
to public opinion, both as a threat and as a resource. On the one hand, new attention
has been paid to the efforts of the royal government to police seditious words during

* For the Norwich bailiff’s court in the first half of the fourteenth century, the following records
survive: case 8, shelf a, item 6 (1330/1333), Norfolk County Record Office, Norwich (hercafter NCR)
(three cascs, disputes over property); case 8, shelf a, item 6a, NCR (1343, including four cases of
assault); case 8, shelf a, item 9, NCR (1344, including five cases “pro falso clamore” and a number of
unidentified “trespass” cases); case 8, shelf a, item 7, NCR (a property dispute strerching from 1344 to
1346); and case 8, shelf a, item 8, NCR (1350, cases concerning forestalling fish, meat quality, and the
like, which also came under Norwich leet court jurisdiction).
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moments of political instability. On the other, historians hs‘wc n.oycd an ;1P}?zlicnldy
new tendency on the part of would-be rebels to canvas pllbllt opinion by c1ru;r1:ilg
written manifestos and bills justifying their actions. Historians have thus descr e a
political culture in which news and information, and the reaction to them on the part
of a broad public, took on a new political imporrmncn?.”".’ e

In this article 1 have attempted to develop th(.: mlphcgtmns of Lhc puP t: 11‘I1ruu.. 0
Jate medieval politics through an exploration of the ‘sc}cml grmuﬂmg of m,wl.-:,lnou-s:,:
and communal mobilization in the social and political composition of English 1'1‘1.0
vincial towns. Understanding the early importance of news and ‘thc conmm‘lr}g‘:.lﬁ:
nificance of institutions for communal alarm ra}sil}g helps to put 1ntc‘> per;imcitjw.dr t%
responsiveness (or unresponsiveness) of pmvmcml'urbau cc)11?cx&: to : ?q nt_ dt])c
political rechniques that historians have seen as so important in el po! It[u;cc:m X
kingdom from the late fourteenth century onwards. Ap}:_at:ahngf fo-}' T pl: 311 Uvém‘_
risky and unpredictable business that had long been pcrccwcd,s.u-. suc 11 ‘ w t *u.-lgnm‘ ul
ing clites of English provincial towns, who spent as much t:n.ug}rdp() 1;1ng ‘L :uf i
they did responding to it. It is useful to reflect that rebels who di . 1Zna e uise 0., : ;}f
techniques, from Archbishop Scrope to Richard, duke .of York, 01“l E‘IC carl ¢ :
Warwick, ultimately failed in their endeavors. I’.chs apd noise h.ad long .m_c;j ﬂl r‘:tsgra
to the nature of politics in English towns. The mcrcasm}gly public po_llms u the ;)mi
reenth- and fiftcenth-century English kingdom provided a new mn_t(_:'xt in wmi
long-established practices of news circulation and cnmnn}nal ﬂ’lt)%:;!lfat]lol‘l 1“;?:]
expressed, lending their own note to the complex brew of late medieval polt
culture.

100 Gee works cited in notes 5 and 8-13 above.
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Protestant Unity and Anti-Catholicism: The
Irenicism and Philo-Semitism of John Dury in
Context

Jevemy Fradkin

Abstract This article examines the religious and political worldview of the Scottish min-
ister John Dury during the English Revolution of the mid-seventeenth century. It argues
that Dury’s activitics as an irenicist and philo-semite must be understood as interrelated
aspects of an expansionist Protestant cause that included Britain, Treland, continental
Europe, and the Atlantic world. Dury sought to imitate and counter what he perceived
to be the principal strengths of early modern Catholicism: confessional unity, imperial
expansion, and the coordination of global missionary efforts. The 1640s and 1650s
saw the scope of Dury’s long-standing vision grow to encompass colonial expansion
in Ireland and America, where English and continental Protestants might work together
to fortify their position against Spain and its growing Catholic empire. Both Portuguese
Jews and American Indians appear in this vision as victims of Spanish Catholicism in
desperate need of Protestant help. This article thus ofters new perspectives on several
aspects of Dury’s carcer, including his relationship with displaced Anglo-Irish Protes-
tants in London, his proposal to establish a college for the study of Jewish learning
and “Oricntal” languages, his speculation regarding the Lost Tribes of Israel in
America, and his cautious advocacy for the toleration of Jews in England.

n 1645, the Scottish minister John Dury translated a proposal from two

French Protestants, Hugh I2 Amy and Peter Le Pruvost, and redrafted it for

the consideration of the English Parliament. The proposal called for an expan-
sive, state-sponsored maritime expedition to establish and fortify a new plantation in
the West Indies. DAmy argued that it would strengthen England commercially and
militarily for the purpose of confronting Spanish power in both Europe and the
New World. Some of the profits would be directed toward “the Conversion of the
Indies unto the Christian Religion.” Dury sketched a map of the coastline for the pro-
posed plantation, situating it somewhere in present-day South Carolina. The pro-
posal drew his special praise for its “Public spirit zcalous for the Protestant
Religion as now it is in agitation to be maintained against Popery.” Dury saw this
as a chance for English and foreign Protestants to work together and strengthen
their position in a fight against Spanish Catholicism. The intended plantations,
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