h |w 'nn""n

. \\"'“\'\'\N ’
quIH [\\ﬂ"""”

NOTTINGHAM

M. W. Barley, M.A, Vice-President, F.S.A., FRHists, and I. F. Straw, M.

Copyright text

Gl



CONTENTS

The Site and Situation of the Town
The Anglian Burh

The Post-Conquest Borough

The Early Middle Ages

The Later Middle Ages

The Post-Medieval Town

The Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries . .

Maps and Plans

The Situation of Nottingham

The Site

Nottingham 9th-12th Century

Nottingham c. 1800, with major features in late medieval times
Medieval Street Names

Borough, Parishes, and Wards in the 18th Century

Nottingham c. 1800, with major features in late medieval times

Copyright text

Page

2-3

3-4

4-5

5-6

6-8

Scale

2 250,000

[ :5,000

1:5,000

/:2,500

[:5,000

[ :5,000

[ :5,000



NOTTINGHAM

Any journey north and south through the eastern half of England involves crossing either the Trent or the Humber.
Two factors determined the siting of Nottingham : the attraction of a ford across the Trent, and the fact that the river
was navigable. These factors operated first within a limited local setting, but had their influence in historic times within
a larger context. Several rock formations converge upon the position occupied by the town; of these, the Bunter
Sandstone, coinciding broadly with what became Sherwood Forest, terminates abruptly in a river-cut cliff, about two
miles long, overlooking the Trent flood plain from the north. The earliest settlement stood on the highest point of
this cliff, a spur naturally defended to some extent on three sides— on the south by the steep cliff and the low-lying
ground north of the River Leen (later Narrow Marsh); on the east and west by the spur sides, in parts sloping steeply
to the two valley-ways. The valley on the east was occupied by the Beck, in early times a somewhat marshy area, but
also a source of water. The spur offered a larger area of level ground than the sandstone crag, 550 yards further west,
on which the Norman castle was eventually placed, and it commanded effectively the site of the Trent crossing. The
wide expanse of meadow land between the Leen and the Trent naturally fell to the settlers.'

The river Trent was certainly navigable in prehistoric times, and has continued so. The gravel terraces through
which its middle section flows are known to have carried a considerable density of settlement at least from the Bronze
Age onward.? These settlements were linked both by the waterway and by a prehistoric trackway along one and
perhaps each bank of the river.® There was a concentration of small Iron Age hill-forts immediately north-east of
Nottingham, linked by local trackways, and there may indeed have been such a hill-fort on the crag later occupied
by the castle. Trackways older in origin than the Roman period can ke discerned on the modern map, striking north-
west from the Jurassic escarpment in Rutland, making for crossings of the Trent at Newark, at Hazelford, and at
Nottingham. They also served to link the valley of the Welland, equally dense with prehistoric settlements, with the
Trent. The first named track (Sewstern Lane) became, from the 13th century onwards, part of the principal road from
London to York, once the Trent was bridged at Newark, but a crossing at Nottingham seems to have been favoured
in the early Middle Ages.* The castle crag is visually so striking that it must have served as a magnet for travellers
approaching from the south.

Much north-south traffic in prehistoric times followed the Jurassic escarpment through Lincolnshire to the Humber.
Roman military engineers made a road (Ermine Street) following the same line, with a branch crossing the lower
Trent at Littleborough. Political conditions in the Roman period led to the growth of small urban communities to
the south-east of Nottingham, strung along the Fosse Way between Leicester (Ratae Coritanorum) and Lincoln (Lindum
Coloniae). The Fosse Way passed within six miles of Nottingham, and although bridges carried minor roads from
two or three of these towns across the Trent down stream from Nottingham, there is no evidence of a crossing at or
close to the site, or of settlement of Roman date.

In the Anglian migration period, although Roman roads continued in use, natural factors resumed importance,
and there is both archaeological and place-name evidence for the use of the Trent Valley by new settlers.® The pattern
of movement of the invading Viking armies in the years 867 onwards, when an army is said to have wintered at
Nottingham (867-8), Torksey (872-3), and Repton (873-4) offers further evidence of the significance of the river.®
From the 6th century however, when Anglian settlement was being consolidated and new land colonized, links began
to develop within what became the Mercian kingdom, which created a through route joining Northampton, Leicester,
and Nottingham. The formation of a road from Nottingham northwards to Doncaster and beyond probably received
most impetus during the 10th century, when Nottingham and York were important centres of Scandinavian influence.
Certainly the road came into existence early enough to have determined the pattern of parish boundaries in central
Nottinghamshire, and in the post-Conquest period it formed the eastern boundary of Sherwood Forest.” This was
the line of the great north road, from London to York and beyond, at the time of Domesday Book (1086), and it
was facilitated by a bridge over the Trent on the approach to Nottingham (West Bridgford), constructed in 920.*

The Anglian Burh

By this date, what had started as a small rural settlement on the margin of the Trent Valley had become a fortified
burh and been taken over as one of the five headquarters of the Danish armies, the Five Boroughs, in the years
following the Scandinavian settlement in 873.° The original settlement cannot be dated closely. It was a twin to
Sneinton, a village swallowed up by the city in modern times, and both were originally settled by the kinsmen of
Snot (Snotingeham, 'SNotintone, Domesday Book), but the older view that place names in -ing and -ingham belong
to the earliest phases of Anglo-Saxon settlement is now under suspicion."

The authors are much indebted to the following for commenting on or correcting the plan and the text: Protessor K. C. Edwards, Mr. A. ]. M. Henstock, Mr. K. S. S.
Train, and Miss V. W. Walker.

The following special abbreviations have been used:

Bor. Rec.  Records of the Borough of Nottingham (1155-1835), vols. i-viii, ed. W. H. Stevenson and others.

Deering C. Deering, Nottinghamia Vetus et Nova (1751).

Rel. Inst.  W. Stevenson and A. Stapleton, Religious Institutions of Old Nottingham, series i-iii.
T.T.S. Transactions of the Thoroton Society.
! For a more detailed treatment of the geographical aspects, see K. C. Edwards in Nottingham and its Region (Brit. Association Handbook, ed. K. C. Edwards), 363 sqq.,

East Midland Geographer, no. 5, Great Britain: Geographical Essays, ed. J. Mitchell, ch. 16.

2 C. W. Phillips, Antiquaries Journal, 1941, 133-43; Hist. Mon. Comm., A Matter of Time (1900), figs. 1, 37, etc.

3 Nottingham and its Region, ed. Edwards, fig. 33.

4 Although a bridge at Newark was licensed in 1129-33 (Registrum Antiquissimuen (Lincoln Rec. Soc.), ed. C. W. Foster, i, 38) it had not been builc by 1140 (Wm. of
Malmesbury, Gesta Regum (R. S.), ed. Stubbs, ii. 571), and work was being carried out on it in 1168-9: Pipe R., 1169 (P.R.S. xiii), 45. Presumably trathc began to
transfer from the Nottingham route (‘the road towards York’: Domesday Bk. i. 280) only after that date.

5 Nottingham and its Region, ed. Edwards, 195.

6 Two Saxon Chrons. ed. Plummer, sub annis.

7 R. White, Dukery Records, 396-400.

8 Two Saxon Chrons. ed. Plummer, 104; V.C.H. Notts. i. 248.

$ F. M. Stenton, Anglo-Saxon England, 503, etc.

10 ], M. Dodgson, Medieval Archaeology, x. 1-29.
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NOTTINGHAM

It is assumed, no doubt safely, that what can later be identified as the pre-Conquest burh was the Danish army’s
headquarters. The Bunter pebble beds on which the old town stands offered a dry site for buildings. The ease with
which the sandstone can be dug to make defences, cellars, storage and rubbish pits, and even to get sand for mortar,
has marked the whole course of its history. The earliest evidence of this aspect of the site is Asser’s statement that
the British name for Nottingham was Tigguocobauc, ‘dwelling of caves’." The burh was surrounded, on three sides
if not completely, by a rampart and ditch, and the defences were certainly in existence by 921, when Edward the
Elder captured it in the course of his reconquest of the Danelaw and repaired them. In 923 he further strengthened
his hold on this strategic river-crossing by constructing another fortification on the south side of the river, opposite
Nottingham (i.e. presumably in what is now West Bridgford), and by building a bridge across the Trent to link the
two, on or close to the line of the existing ford.

The line of the burh defences on the west is indicated by the parallel streets, Bridlesmith Gate and Fletcher Gate,
which developed respectively along the inside and the outside of the line."” On the north the line ran between Warser
Gate and Woolpack Lane (inside) and Chandler’s Lane, Carlton Street, Goose Gate and possibly Hockley (outside).
The exact position of the earthen rampart, and the drop towards the ditch, can be inferred on the west side from the
flight of steps in several of the passages between Fletcher Gate and Bridlesmith Gate, accommodating a ten-foot
change in level. Excavation has not revealed the line on the east, facing the Beck, kut to judge from the street pattern
it ran between Count Street and Carter Gate (inside) and Sneinton Street and Water Lane (outside). On the south
side, the top of the cliff south of High Pavement, rising sheer for fifty feet or more, no doubt served as a natural defence;
whether it was strengthened by man is not known. Only one gate is clearly suggested, that to the north, for roads
to the north and the north-east (Broad Lane and Beck Lane) forked outside the ramparts. Stoney Street was thus
the main north-south street in the early borough. Several steep ways enter the town from the south of which Malin
Hill is probably the oldest. The main east-west street probably followed the line of a prehistoric trackway, following
the high ground along the north side of the Trent Valley." Its line is represented by Old Glasshouse Lane, and Barker
Gate, then along Pilcher Gate, Byard Lane, Pepper Street, St. Peter’s Church Side and along the west side of the
Market Place to Derby Road. The difhiculty in the way of this explanation is the disappearance, without trace, of the
central section between Stoney Street and St. Mary’s Gate. It has been suggested'® that here, to the north of St.
Mary’s church, lay the original market place. The Weekday Market (Weekday Cross), in the south-west corner of
the old borough, is somewhat out-of-the-way for the original Anglian market. It is possible that after the establishment
of the Norman borough, with its very large market place, the former general one was abandoned, and trading
activities in the English borough relegated to a corner of the area. Though nothing remains of pre-Conquest date in
St. Mary’s, its endowments of borough land, recorded in Domesday Book, support the inference that it ranked as an
Old English minster church."”

There are indications that the Anglian burh was a centre of administration and trade. Since the late 9th century
it had been the head of its shire, and had possessed a mint since at least the reign of Athelstan (924-39). Membership of
the loose confederation of the Five Boroughs meant that Scandinavian influence with its mercantile bias was strong.'®
The Domesday account provides unusual evidence of mercantile development, with its emphasis on the passage of
ships on the Trent, and on the road from London to York through the town. On the other hand, the burghal popu-
lation (182 in 1065) was small compared with Lincoln’s, and pre-Conquest coins provide names of only a seventh
of the moneyers working at Lincoln or a quarter of those at Stamford."

The Post-Conquest Borough

Revolutionary changes followed the Norman Conquest. Among the castles raised by William I at strategic points
in his new kingdom—fortifications of a type comparatively new to England—was one placed in 1068 on the sandstone
crag to the west of the burh. Between the castle and the old borough, a new Norman borough came into existence,
for the followers of William Peverel, its governor. The distinction between ‘new’ and ‘old’, between ‘French’ and
‘English’, remained in use down to the middle of the 15th century, mainly because in the French borough, inheritance
was by primogeniture, while ‘Borough English’ (descent to the youngest) prevailed in the English borough, and
indeed seems to have given rise to the term. The double origin of post-Conquest Nottingham was also reflected in
the medieval practice of appointing two bailiffs and later two sheriffs."

The new borough made redundant the western and northern lengths of the defences of the old borough, and they
were deliberately filled in. The work may have begun before 1086, for Domesday Book records 23 houses in the
borough ditch (fossatum burgi)." The new settlement acquired its own defences, perhaps in the first half of the 12th
century rather than later.”” They consisted of an earthen bank and ditch; their line ran from the castle along the east
side of Park Row and the length of Parliament Street, to link up with the eastern defences of the old borough. What-
ever defences there were to the south side of the English borough were no doubt retained. No good evidence is
available for defences across the low ground fronting on Broad Marsh, or between Lister Gate and St. Nicholas’s
church. Badder and Peat’s map of 1740 shows the scarp south of St. Mary’s continued westward as a minor feature
as far as Lister Gate, about 30-40 yards north of Broad Marsh. Whether it was entirely natural or whether it was

W Agser’s Life of King Alfred, ed. W. H. Stevenson, 24; written well before the Conquest if not soon atter Alfred’s death in 899.
12 R, H. Wildgoose, T.T.S. 1961, 19-26 and fig. 1. )

13\ . Stevenson, T.T.S. 1918, 51-74; his work was the basis of the map in C. Stephenson, Borough and Town, 196.

14 By Prof. M. R. G. Conzen.

15 Domesday Bk. i. 280.

16 G. C. Brooke, English Coins, 57, 60; Stenton, Anglo-Suxon England, 251.

17 G. C. Brooke, English Coins, 72-76.

13 Domesday Bk. i, 280; Bor. Rec. i. 124, 168, 377; W. Holdsworth, History of English Law (ed. 1966), iii. 271.

19 Domesday Bk. i. 280; Wildgoose, loc. cit.

2 J, G. Hurst, T.T.S. 1965, 62.
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NOTTINGHAM

improved in the 12th century is at present unknown.?” The area of the English borough had been about 32 acres;
the two together totalled 120 acres. The large size of the Norman borough was due mainly to the clear desirability
of incorporating the castle effectively in its perimeter.

The life of Nottingham, as of other provincial towns, was dislocated by the Norman Conquest.? Flight or death
reduced the number of burgesses from 173 to 120. Yet there can be little doubt about the impetus given to trade by
the Conquest. William Peverel’s forty-eight merchants’ houses are specifically mentioned,” and one house formerly
occupied by a fighting man had been transferred to a merchant. By 1086 the payment exacted from the town had
been raised from £18 to £30, and the value of the mint from £2 to £10; some part of the increase may be put
down to greater harshness, but hardly all of it.

The castle occupied a site of great natural strength, with a sheer cliff of about 133 feet on the south, and quickly
gained a reputation of being virtually impregnable. The primary defences of earth and timber were replaced by stone
and the building elaborated, between the 11th century and the 1230s. It appears that the outer bailey, added by John,
was never walled. The strength of the site made it unnecessary to construct anything now recognizable as an artificial
motte.”* The deep valley to the west had by 1177 been taken over as a park, either to serve as a stock of game to be
consumed at the castle, or as an alternative to hunting in Sherwood, the royal forest to the north of the town.” The
river Leen had two channels in the Middle Ages between Lenton and Leen Bridge. It has been suggested that the
channel close to the castle rock represents a Norman diversion, to strengthen the castle defences and to drive the
castle corn mills.”

Henry II came to Nottingham frequently, and over £1,800 was spent on the castle in his reign. Expenditure on the
castle contributes to the picture of the town’s economic development during the 12th century, in which royal influence
was noticeable. The two new churches were apparently royal foundations; the moneyers with their minting-house
and tofts were semi-royal officials. Henry I's charter greatly encouraged the town by recognizing the right to attract
immigrants, by granting freedom of toll on the river Trent and in the market, and by giving the right to levy toll of
others. The charter also obliged the men of the two shires of Nottingham and Derby to come to the Nottingham
market on Friday and Saturday. The weavers’ guild—one of the few such guilds recorded at this period—was given a
monopoly of working dyed cloth within ten leucae of Nottingham, and the guild paid for the privilege as much as one
third of the amount paid by similar guilds at Lincoln and Winchester. Before the end of the 12th century the town
had acquired rights of self-government and such urban privileges as a guild merchant and freedom from toll
throughout the land.”” These factors, combined with the near neighbourhood of wealthy monasteries, especially
Lenton, and frequent royal residence, contributed greatly to the growth of trade.

Economic growth during the years 1066-1200, under strong royal encouragement, make it most likely that the
internal layout of the Norman borough belongs to that period, and early in it rather than later. The most striking
feature is the great triangular market place, filling the largest area of level ground, its west side determined by the line
of an existing trackway leading towards Derby. New streets fanning out from the castle linked the new borough with
the old, and two new churches, St. Peter’s and St. Nicholas’s, served the new borough. The fact that local merchants,
unlike those of Lincoln or Stamford, built and endowed no other churches,® limits this tale of economic growth,
but also underlines the importance of royal or official responsibility. In two areas, and two only in the 130 acres of
the borough, can a number of regular burgage plots be discerned. One is the group extending from the north side
of the Market Square up the slope to the defences of the new borough (Parliament Street). The other extends south
from Narrow Marsh, one of the more important thoroughfares in the medieval town, down to the river Leen. Here
the tanners are found, as soon as documentary evidence is available (13th century), making use of the waters of the
Leen. It is tempting to regard the lay-out of these areas as another element in the official planning of the early Norman

period.”

The Early Middle Ages

Between 1267 and 1334 grants of murage were obtained for building or completing a stone wall to strengthen the
existing earthen defences. The thickness varied between 5 feet and 7% feet, owing no doubt to the long duration of
the campaign, and it is possible that the gates or bars were built first.*” The appearance of Chapel Bar, which lasted
until 1743, is recorded in a drawing by Thomas Sandby;* nothing is known of the form of any of the others. The
stone wall has not been observed east of Swine Bar, last mentioned in 1477, and St. John’s Bar is not recorded after
1528.%* A postern gate on Drury Hill guarded the entrance to the town from the south. Deering, writing in 1740-44,
claimed that the wall ran on the south side from Vault Lane (Drury Hill) to a bar at Lister Gate and thence south of
Castle Gate to include St. Nicholas’s churchyard.” His claim is impossible to accept in the absence of any modern
observations, and a wall on that line has left no trace on the street plan. There is no evidence of any secular settlement
outside the walls, but, in common with other medieval cities, Nottingham had extra-mural hospitals for the sick
and needy. The Hospitals of St. John Baptist and of Holy Sepulchre, both founded in the third quarter of the 12th

21 Observations made in 1936 west of Lister Gate showed a marked change in the level of the sandstone and a depth of dark soil at its southern toot: Thoroton Soc.
Excavation Section, 1st Annual Report (1936), 23-4.

22 The difficulty of interpreting Domesday figures is well illustrated by the fact that at least 227 houses are recorded in 1086, but only 120 burgesses. Possibly only the
king’s burgesses in the old borough were recorded, and the new settlers in the French borough (except for 13) omitted: Domesday Bk. i. 280.

23 That Peverel’s tenants were in the new borough is contirmed by the rent of 9d. a house - very high compared with most ancient roval boroughs.

4 The King’s Works, ed. H. M. Colvin, ii. 755 squq.

2 Pipe R. 1178 (P.R.S. xxvii), 86; Cul. Lib. 1240-45, 255; Cat. Anc. Deeds, ii. A3175.

26 \X/, Stevenson, T.T.S. 1918, 73. For a similar diversion at Newark see J. T. Evans, Notes on the History of the Navigation of the River Trent, 9. Neither change can be
dated exactly. )

7 Confirmatory charter of Henry II: Royal Charters granted to the Burgesses of Nottingham, 1155-1712, ed. W. H. Stevenson, p. 2.

28 ], W. F. Hill, Medieval Lincoln, 147. There were 43 churches in Lincoln by 1150.

2 Domesday Book states that the Sheriff, Hugh son of Baldric, ‘himself built 13 houses on the earl’s land in the new borough’: V.C.H. Notts. i. 247.

30 Cal, Pat. passim; M. W. Barley, T.T.S. 1965, 50-65.
31 Now in the Nottingham Citv Library.

32 Bor. Rec., ii. +18; iii. 442.

33 Deering, 5.
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NOTTINGHAM

century, stood outside the town ditch—a position which helps to confirm that the Norman borough already had its
defences—as do the leper Hospital of St. Leonard, outside the defences ‘on the north side of the town’, and the leper
Hospital of St. Mary at West Bar (Chapel Bar). Except for the first named, the exact position of these institutions,
founded by citizens and supported by casual alms, is unknown.** The approach to the city over the low ground to
the south traversed two long bridges: the Trent Bridge, known in the Middle Ages as the Hethbeth Bridge, and the
Leen Bridge nearer the town. The former was rebuilt by the citizens early in the 14th century, in stone, with a chapel
on the east side of the north end, endowed as a chantry for two priests. Plumptre Hospital, endowed about 1390 for
thirteen poor widows, stood on the east side of the north end of Leen Bridge.* These hospitals and bridge chapels,
sited outside town gates or on the approaches, all signalize a sense of the Christian obligations of the citizen and
traveller common throughout the western world. The only other institution outside the walls was the Cluniac Priory
at Lenton, one mile away to the south-west. It was founded ¢.1109-14 and became the wealthiest monastic house in
Nottinghamshire. All the three city churches were given to the priory at its foundation. Its Martinmas fair, extended to
twelve days by 1232, was of national importance and brought considerable business to Nottingham, although it was
regarded by the town as a rival to its own autumn fair.*

Between the Leen and the Trent lay the common meadows of the town, and the two common arable fields lay to
the north. In the 14th century they were known as Lingdale Field and Wood Field, but later as Sand Field and Clay
Field respectively. Beyond them, on the margin of the parish, lay small areas of common pasture, except at the
north-east extremity of the parish, where an area of common woodland survived under the name of the Coppice—cut
periodically as its name implies. In the valley overlooked by the Coppice was the source of the Beck, a spring eventually
known as St. Ann’s Well, but first appearing in records in 1500 as ‘Robin Hood’s Well’. There was a chapel there in
1543.%

The administration of the town was conducted from the Guildhall in Weekday Cross.*® Friar Lane is referred to
as Moothall Gate in 1304, and there are many later references to it, but nothing is known of the ownership or function
of this Moot Hall in the Middle Ages.* Charters of the mid-12th century and onwards make no reference to two
boroughs, and unification can also be inferred from King Richard’s grant of the right to tallage all living in the borough,
of whatever fee they were.* Government of the shire was centred on the King’s Hall or County Hall (now Shire Hall)
in High Pavement, from 1449 onwards formally an enclave of the county within the city.” The borough was large
enough for both the Carmelite and the Franciscan friars to acquire sites within it which had not yet been intensively
developed. The Carmelites or White Friars, before 1272, established themselves between St. James’s Street and Friar
Lane, and eventually acquired the whole block bounded by the south side of the market place (Beastmarket Hill),
Friar Lane—Park Street, the Hollows and St. James’s Street. The Franciscans or Grey Friars were established at the
south-west corner of Broad Marsh as early as about 1230; their precinct wall extended south to the river Leen, where
they had a quay. Nothing is known of their buildings or their exact position.*

The early prominence of the cloth, iron, tanning, and pottery crafts is seen in such street names as Lister Gate
(Old Norse Iyta, a dyer), Barker Gate, Potter Gate, Great Smith Gate, and Pilcher Gate (makers of fur garments).
Such street names must have been formed at a relatively early period; their form, in common with those in other
towns in what had been the Danelaw, implies a substantial element of Scandinavian ancestry in the population. When
documentary evidence becomes available (c.1300 onwards), there were certainly bridlesmiths in Bridlesmith Gate and
a baker in Baxter Gate but no tanners in Barker Gate, and the latter gave no craft name to Narrow Marsh.*® A Potter
Gate recorded about 1250 cannot now be identified ; medieval kilns have been found on both sides of the line of Broad
Lane and Glasshouse Street, both within and beyond the borough defences. There were mills, either for corn or
fulling, on both channels of the Leen. Charcoal from Sherwood Forest was the basis of the iron trade. Church Gate
was known as Jew Lane, but the synagogue until 1291 stood on the south-west corner of Castle Gate and Lister
Gate. There is considerable evidence for the regional importance of Nottingham from the 11th century onwards.
In addition to the privileges conferred by borough charters, scattered evidence shows that the Trent was used for
transporting lcad from Derbyshire, coal from Cossall and Selston (from the 13th century), alabaster from south
Derbyshire, wool, timber, corn, and other supplies.** A charter of 1284 conferred a second fair of fifteen days, in
addition to the eight-day fair already held, and an agreement made about 1300 with the TFrior of Lenton reveals an
elaborate grading of merchants at the Lenton fair, with special terms for the booths let to the most important of them
—cloth merchants, apothecaries, pilchers, and mercers.*

The Later Middle Ages

Economic growth seems to have been threatened even before the Black Death, and its character changed in the
later Middle Ages. On the one hand, the town inevitably benefited from the prosperity of the wool trade in the
14th and 15th centuries.* On the other, the burgesses were in 1330 unable to find sufficient men to fill the office
of bailiff; the weavers’ guild complained of reduced membership (1348), and the burgesses of houses falling down
(1376); the fair was reduced from fifteen to five days (1378). Nottingham was listed in 1433-34 as an ‘impoverished
town’ and part of its farm remitted; the farm was cut by £20 in 1462.” Numerous complaints and commissions of

34 V.C.H. Notts. ii, 168-173; for a definitive list, D. Knowles and R. N. Hadcock, Medieval Religious Houses, passim.
35 Rel. Inst. ii. 123; V.C.H. Notts. ii. 174.

36V .C.H. Notts. ii. 93,95; A. C. Wood, T.T.S. 1956, 4-7.

37 R, M. Butler, T.T.S. 1950, 45-62; Rel. Inst. iii. 163-77.

3% Bor. Rec. i. 265.

3 P, N. Notts. (E.P.N.S.), 17.

40 Royal Chanrters, 4-19.

1 Ibid. 52-3.

42V C.H. Notts. ii. 144-7; Close R. 1234-1237, 493.

4V, W, Walker, T.T.S. 1963, 44.

4 M. W. Barley, Ass. Archaeological Soc. Reports and Papers, 1936, 10-12; Rot. Parl. i. 406a; Bor. Rec. i. 225, etc.
45 Royal Charters, 19-21; Bor. Rec. i. 60 sqq.

1 V. C.H. Notts. ii. 341.

47 Roval Charters, 33; Cal. Close, 1346-49, 448; Rot. Parl. ii. 348a; Bor. Rec. i. 193; P.R.O. E179/159/66.
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NOTTINGHAM

inquiry show that the navigation of the Trent and Nottingham’s connexions with Hull and Boston became in-
creasingly precarious during the 14th century, and the link with Boston via the Foss Dyke was probably severed.*
There is a contrast in the later Middle Ages between the image of prosperity created by the emergence of wealthy
families and this evidence of the decline of more widely based sources of wealth. Wealthy merchants played a part
in national affairs; their money helped to finance the wars of Edward III; they acted as M.P.s and collectors of taxes.
Locally, they rebuilt the parish churches, founded chantries and almshouses,” and a free grammar school in
Stoney Street was endowed in 1513 by Agnes Mellors, widow of a wealthy bellfounder.”" A freeholders’ list of 1473
demonstrates the concentration of wealth in the hands of a few capitalist entrepreneurs.”

For purposes of local government the town was divided from the mid-16th century into seven wards; the antiquity
of this arrangement is unknown.’” To judge from the subsidy roll of 1523-4, the population was concentrated between
the Market Square and the adjacent parts of what had been the English borough, along with Broad Marsh and Narrow
Marsh, rather than in the French borough, whose large area does not seem to have been filled except round the
Market Square and in Castle Gate.”® The area given earlier to the weekday market (Weekday Cross) had by the end
of the Middle Ages been much reduced by encroachment. Similarly, at the east end of the Saturday Market Place,
temporary stalls had become permanent ranges of buildings known as the Spice Chamber and the Shambles. Never-
theless, the Market Place was so large that, in contrast with many other medieval towns, it could still serve all purposes.
Increasing business was accommodated by localizing particular activities: Timber Row or Hill (1374), Hen Cross
(1416), Malt Cross (1495) near the end of Sheep Lane, Cheese or Butter Cross (1541) at the east end of the Market
Wall. This wall seems to have been only a trading facility, to separate livestock from hardware and other produce.*
The bellfounders, of whom there is evidence in the 15th century, seem to have worked in the north-east quarter of
the town, near the potters. The carvers who worked alabaster into religious ornaments, and whose products travelled
over western Europe, were scattered about the town. The ample documentary evidence which has made Nottingham
reputedly the chief centre of this craft ranges from 1367 to 1530.%

The Post-Medieval Town

By the mid-16th century, the town defences had lost their military value. From 1395 onwards there is evidence of
citizens occasionally robbing the wall. Leland stated that in his time only three survived out of the original six or seven
gates—more than can now be identified.” Houses were erected outside the northern defences, probably during the
later 16th century, for two rows are shown on Speed’s map of 1610. Over the filled ditch here a street was formed,
which was later widened to include the course of the wall and also the narrow cartway running behind the wall.
The wall itself must have been removed to ground level before 1625, when an island row of houses (later called
Parliament Row) was built on it, just east of Cow Lane Bar.’” There is no evidence that the town defences (as distinct
from the Castle) were utilized while Col. John Hutchinson held the town for Parliament from 1642 to 1646, except
that new gates were fitted at Chapel Bar and Cow Lane. A new bulwark was built somewhere to the north of the line
of Parliament Street, and two forts were erected in the meadows to the south, in addition to one originally constructed
by the Royalists from Newark.™

The Reformation and the suppression of religious houses led to a considerable shift of social and political influence
in the city and its neighbourhood. The site of the Grey Friars’ Priory went to Thomas Heneage, and that of the
White Friars eventually to the Manners family, descended from the second son of the first Earl of Rutland. John
Manners seems to have turned the Carmelite church into a private house by 1582. The fifth Earl of Rutland received
a grant of Nottingham Castle from James I. John, the fourth earl, was negotiating in 1587 for a house in Nottingham
helonging to Sir Francis Willoughby, who by then was no doubt ready to move into his new mansion at Wollaton.®
Thus, the influence of religious institutions was replaced by that of the landed classes. Only the endowments of the
Hospital of St. John and other minor chantries were retained for the town; they went to the corporation for the
maintenance of Trent Bridge, formerly a responsibility of that Hospital. The chapel on the bridge was demolished
during Elizabeth’s reign, along with other monuments of the monastic age, such as the Grey Friars’ Cross in
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