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SUMMARY

rhis article uses the iron purchases o f  
Durham Cathedral Priory, as recorded in 
the bursars' account rolls fo r 1464 to 1520, to 

shed light on the location, extent and personnel 
o f  iron production and trade in the north-east 
o f  England towards therend o f  the middle ages. 
For a region rich in industrial history this is a 
subject on which surprisingly little is known . 
The evidence which the Durham bursars' 
accounts afford o f  a consumer's view o f  the 
market is thus o f  great importance.

The type o f  evidence contained in the 
accounts is summarised, and the bursars' pur
chases o f  iron are analysed. It is found that 
locally-produced iron took over from  imported 
iron in the mid-1480s, and explanations fo r  this 
change are discussed. It is suggested that the 
local iron industry was in expansion earlier 
than has previously been thought The location 
o f the industry is then discussed, and the suppli
ers names are listed. There are found to be sev
eral important differences between the suppliers 
o f  imported and local iron.

This article uses the iron purchases of Durham 
Cathedral Priory, as recorded in the bursars’ 
account rolls for 1464 to 1520, to shed light on 
the location, extent and personnel of iron pro
duction and trade in the north-east of England 
towards the end of the middle ages. For a region 
rich in industrial history this is a subject on 
which surprisingly little is known.1 Several histo
ries of the local iron and steel industry exist, but 
with few exceptions these concentrate on the 
post-blast furnace era, from the late sixteenth 
century onwards.2 In addition, little detailed 
archaeological work on late medieval iron- 
smelting sites or bloomeries has been carried

out, although several sites have been identified.3 
The evidence which the Durham bursars’ 
accounts afford of a consumer’s view of the mar
ket -  with prices, types of iron, suppliers and 
sometimes locations being listed for a series of 
years -  is thus of great importance.

The records of Durham Cathedral Priory 
have long been recognised as one of the most 
important medieval monastic archives in 
Europe, with the bursars’ accounts being par
ticularly notable. These annual records of the 
majority of the priory’s income and expendi
ture have survived in exceptionally good con
dition and are represented in the archive from 
as early as 1278; important series have sur
vived from the fourteenth, fifteenth and early 
sixteenth centuries. Particularly complete 
records exist for the years 1464 to 1520, the 
bursars’ accounts having survived for 47 of 
these 56 years. Apart from a very few of these 
which are only partially legible due to damage, 
they are in near-perfect condition and are 
clearly legible. In addition, parallel series of 
varying degrees of completeness exist for all 
the other obedientiaries who were responsible 
for rendering annual accounts to the priory 
chapter: the hostiller, sacrist, chamberlain, 
communar, almoner, cellarer, terrar, feretrar, 
infirmarer and granator.

These accounts all follow the same format. 
They consist of several membranes of parch
ment (or occasionally paper) stitched end to 
end to form a long roll. The longest, the bur
sars’ accounts, consist of either five or six 
membranes typically measuring around 
300mm wide by 750mm long each; a typical 
bursar’s roll is thus four to four and a half 
metres long when fully extended. The extent 
to which the writing of the account continues 
over from the foot of the front side onto the



reverse side of the parchment varies a great 
deal from year to year, depending on the size 
of writing and the number of membranes used, 
since the number and length of entries varies 
very little from year to year. Most commonly 
both sides of the bottom two or three mem
branes are used: but several instances of less 
overlap occur, whilst both sides of the 1494/5 
account are fully covered. The accounts of the 
other obedientiaries are made up of lesser 
numbers of similarly sized membranes, the 
total size of the accounts varying greatly 
between the different offices. These lesser 
accounts frequently cover only one or both 
sides of a single membrane.

In each account, income is listed first fol
lowed by expenditure. The number of sub-sec
tions into which the expenditure is divided 
varies a great deal between the different obe
dientiaries, but for each obedientiary these 
headings are almost entirely consistent from 
year to year over this period. The bursars’ 
accounts contained a grand total of twenty- 
three expenditure sub-sections each year, 
always in the same order: wardrobe, wine, 
horses, wheat, barley, oats, peas and beans, 
iron, gifts and presents, the expenses of the 
prior’s ludi, the bursar’s expenses, customary 
alms, the prior’s expenses, necessary expenses 
(a miscellaneous, and lengthy, category), 
repairs to buildings, fuel, soulsilver, pensions 
and stipends, payments for land rented under 
certain agreements, other rents paid, contribu
tions and allowances. The other accounts con
tained many fewer sub-sections, or none at all 
in the case of the most minor.

The level of detail recorded in each entry 
similarly varies between the different obedien
tiaries, and this also differs for different com
modities, from year to year, and even between 
individual entries in the same sub-section of 
the same account. The most comprehensive 
entries include a great deal of useful detail, 
such as the exact commodity type and variety, 
the unit price and total amount spent, the 
quantity purchased from each merchant, the 
names of the merchants, a location and details 
of the carriage charges involved in bringing the 
purchases to the priory.4 Most entries give only

a selection of such information, and the details 
given are rarely consistently the same through
out an account. Sparse entries giving only the 
type of commodity purchased and a total price 
are common, and occasionally different com
modities are even bundled together in an 
entry, defying analysis.5

This article focuses on the iron purchases 
recorded in the iron section of the bursars’ 
accounts, which tend to give the type of iron 
(Spanish or Weardale), the suppliers name and 
very occasionally a location, the cost per stone 
and the total amount spent. The bursars’ aver
age expenditure per year on the bulk pur
chases of iron and on iron-working accounted 
for in this section was £19.0s.ld., with which 
they purchased an average of 678.5 stones of 
iron each year. In addition, it was usual for 
small sums to be spent on such miscellaneous 
iron purchases as horseshoes, which were 
recorded in the necessary expenses category of 
the account. The bursars’ iron purchases 
account for the majority of the iron purchased 
by the priory, with other obedientiaries mak
ing only relatively minor, ad hoc purchases for 
the use of their respective offices.

Iron had a wide variety of uses on the 
estates and around the household of the pri
ory, especially in connection with building and 
maintenance work and for agricultural equip
ment. It is unfortunate that no information as 
to the intended use of the iron purchased is 
given in the iron sections of the bursars’ 
accounts. However, several examples of such 
uses are specified in the accounts of the other 
obedientiaries. For example, in 1472/3 the 
almoner spent 7d. on the working of iron into 
a new window for his office, and in 1480/-1 he 
paid lOd. for a stone of Spanish iron and the 
working of it “into a hoop for the fulling 
mill”.6 Another reference to milling apparatus 
comes in 1528/9, when the hostillar’s expenses 
included the cost of “making one mill-spindle 
with iron and steel”.7 Iron was also needed for 
strengthening cartwheels; in 1454, the hostil
lar’s purchases for Elvethall manor included 
“two long wagons with iron-bound wheels and 
all other appurtenances” and “one cart with 
iron-bound wheels”.8 Kitchen equipment is



also to be found; in 1480/1 the cellarer spent 
£1.3s.ld. on iron and paid a further lls.4d. to a 
smith “for working the same into a pair of 
racks for roasting meat”, and in 1463/4 the ter- 
rar bought 40 stones of iron “for the brew- 
house”.9

Other items were purchased from the smith 
ready-made, especially building materials such 
as hinges, locks and keys, staples and nails. 
The latter were bought by the priory in their 
thousands, and in a wide variety of forms, 
including stavebrods, planknails, lednails, 
longstakyng and shotnails (perhaps short 
nails).10 Another continual source of demand 
for iron items shaped by a smith was for farri
ery, which is mentioned in the accounts of sev
eral of the obedientiaries. In 1480/1 the 
chamberlain paid 3s.4d. and the almoner 7s.6d. 
“for horseshoes and farriery in the time of this 
account”, whilst in 1485/6 the sacrist paid 
2s.4d. for horseshoes and farriery and a further 
3s.0d. for shoeing oxen.11 Farriery is accounted 
for separately from the bulk iron purchases in 
the bursars’ accounts, and was a regular and 
not insignificant item of expenditure. For 
example, in 1478/9 the bursar paid 3s. 3d. for 
shoeing carthorses, 5s.5d. for the prior’s and 
bursar’s horses, and 16s.8d. for oxen.12

When purchasing iron, the monks had a 
choice between imported and home-produced 
varieties. The imported Spanish iron was more 
expensive than the local Weardale product, 
but was of better quality as the original ore 
contained less phosphor and the iron was thus 
less brittle.13 This may well have been an 
important consideration for certain applica
tions, especially since very little steel was 
bought by the priory in this period.14

All the iron bought in bulk by the prior is 
defined in the accounts as being either Spanish 
or Weardale. These terms clearly differentiate 
between the local and imported products, but 
it is not clear whether they can be taken to be 
strictly accurate descriptions of the geographic 
origins in either case. It seems probable that 
the use of the term Weardale simply denotes 
that the iron referred to was locally produced. 
Much of the Weardale iron recorded in the 
accounts is specified to have come from Mug-

gleswick, which is in Derwentdale. It seems 
less likely that specifically Weardale iron 
should have been taken there to be sold than 
that this was a generic term.15

It is an interesting question whether Spanish 
iron was an accurate description or a generic 
term for imported iron. The vast majority of 
the iron imported into Newcastle -  an average 
of three tons per month -  was of unspecified 
origin, although small quantities of Osmund 
iron (a high quality iron in bar form from Swe
den) were recorded in the customs accounts on 
a regular basis, and a shipment of four tons of 
Liege iron was landed in 1494/5.16 It might well 
be surmised that the remainder was Spanish; in 
general, England’s iron imports were over
whelmingly dominated by Spanish supplies.17 
However, the east-coast ports are known to 
have landed significant quantities of iron from 
other areas -  central European, French, Flem
ish and Swedish. For example, half of all the 
iron landed at Hull in the fifteenth century was 
Osmund, and there were also several ship
ments of Botolf and Land iron from central 
Europe.18

Nevertheless, the fact that Osmund and 
Liege iron are both on occasion specified in 
the accounts, whilst Spanish iron is nowhere 
mentioned, suggests that it is reasonable to 
make the working assumption that the unspec
ified iron was indeed Spanish, the absence of 
the adjective perhaps indicating that this was 
the norm. In this article, the terms Spanish and 
Weardale have been used as they appear in the 
accounts, without further comment.

The percentage of the iron bought by the 
bursar that was imported rather than locally 
produced decreased suddenly and dramatically 
in the mid-1480s (see fig. I).19 The resulting 
shortfall was made up by increased purchases 
of Weardale iron, which assumed the domi
nant position in the bursars’ supplies that had 
previously been occupied by the Spanish prod
uct. Underlining this change, at the same time 
purchases of Weardale iron began to be listed 
first in the bursars’ iron account sections, fol
lowed by Spanish iron, again a reversal of their 
previous positions. Given the highly standard
ised format of the accounts this change in
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Fig. 1 Spanish and Weardale iron as a % o f the bursar's purchases each year.

accounting order seems highly significant, indi
cating that the change in primacy of supply 
was recognised from the beginning as impor
tant enough to justify a change in the account
ing order.20

Potential explanations for this shift to local 
supplies are changes in the price structure of 
the industry or a sudden expansion of mining 
activity in the area.21 It is interesting to note 
that the change in emphasis was roughly coin
cidental with the passing of a protective Act of 
Parliament in 1483 banning the importation of 
manufactured iron goods such as knives, 
shears, keys, hinges, spurs and buckles.22 It is 
unlikely that this was the direct cause of the 
priory’s changing purchasing pattern, as the 
impression given by the accounts is that the 
bulk of the iron purchased by the bursar was 
bought in its rough, unworked state. However, 
the fact that the Act was petitioned for and

passed does suggest that the domestic iron 
industry was productive enough to feel the 
pinch of competition from imported goods. 
The issue of prices will be dealt with at a later 
stage; the question of whether mining activity 
in the region was in expansion is particularly 
interesting due to a combination of three other 
trends within the bursars’ iron purchases from 
this period which may have some relevance to 
this change of emphasis.

Firstly, the amount of Weardale iron bought 
each year was boosted by the addition of a 
quantity of Weardale iron described as “wood- 
hire”. The first appearance of this category 
comes in the 1488/9 account and thereafter 
woodhire iron appears in each year for which 
records survive. A  consistent quantity, 80 
stones, was purchased in each year (except for 
1492/3 and 1493/4, when twice this amount -  
160 stones -  is recorded). The price associated



with this woodhire iron remained steady 
throughout this period, at 4d. per stone. The 
consistency of this price -  which was often 
lower than the price paid for other Weardale 
iron in the same year -  together with the fact 
that a standard amount was recorded each 
year, suggests that some fixed agreement lay 
behind its acquisition.

It seems likely that this iron was a rent paid 
in kind for the right to gather fuel on the lands 
belonging to the bursars’ office. Fuel supplies 
were crucial to the medieval iron industry, 
being the main limiting factor on production 
due to the inefficiency of the process used 
before the introduction of the blast furnace in 
the mid sixteenth century, and so fuel rights 
could be extremely valuable commodities.23 
The bishop of Durham is known to have regu
lated and to have collected dues from charcoal 
burners on his estates, and in 1430 he farmed 
the rights exclusively to one man, who was 
specified to be an iron smelter planning to use 
the fuel for forges.24 It is not made clear 
whether the bishop received cash or iron in 
payment for this grant, but rents in kind were 
certainly not unheard of, as an earlier inden
ture from St. Mary’s Abbey in York makes 
clear. In this document, the abbot of St.Mary’s 
grants permission to a certain John to mine 
and smelt the iron from an area of land in 
Rosedale, and to take fuel for smelting from 
the abbots’ wood, in return for delivering six
teen stones of iron to a representative of the 
abbot each week.25

The appearance of the prior or his agents as 
significant suppliers of iron to the bursar is the 
second development that the accounts record 
as coinciding with the increase in the propor
tion of Weardale iron purchased by the bursar. 
After 1492/3, the woodhire iron is frequently 
described as being “from the prior” or “from 
the prior’s instaurer”, and large amounts of 
other locally-produced iron are also regularly 
acquired in this way.26 One potential explana
tion, although the lack of corroborative evi
dence makes it unlikely, is that the priory was 
directly involved in exploiting the iron 
resources on its lands, as Rievaulx Abbey was 
in the twelfth century and Guisborough Priory

from the early thirteenth century.27 Some mine 
accounts do remain in the priory archives, but 
these are exclusively concerned with the min
ing of coal, and there is no evidence to suggest 
that the prior or bursar were involved in trad
ing iron outside the priory. In particular, no 
income from such sales is recorded in the bur
sar’s accounts, although income from the sale 
of other goods regularly appears.28 It seems 
more likely that this iron was due to the prior, 
(and technically by him to the bishop, as 
owner of the mineral rights in the Palatinate), 
as a percentage of all that mined on the pri
ory’s demesne.29 Were this the case, such a 
sudden rise to visibility of this levy in the 
accounts, coupled with the sudden appearance 
of woodhire iron presumably paid as a rent in 
kind for fuel rights, would suggest a sudden 
and major expansion of the local iron industry.

The third development which may be rele
vant to this discussion was that the total 
amount of iron bought by the bursar in each 
year roughly doubled over this period. In large 
measure, this may be attributed to the addition 
of the woodhire iron and the iron supplied by 
the prior or his instaurer to that purchased 
from the variety of suppliers used in each year.

However, the evidence suggests that, even if 
the increase in the bursars’ supplies was a fac
tor of increased mining activity in the area 
leading to increased dues received, the priory 
did actually use all the iron that it received. 
The amount of iron that the bursar paid a 
smith to work into goods increased in propor
tion to the increase in iron received, as the 
graph (fig. 2) illustrates. Furthermore, Spanish 
iron and additional Weardale iron continued 
to be purchased from other suppliers through
out this period, suggesting that the quantity (or 
perhaps the quality in the case of the Spanish 
iron) of the iron received by the priory from 
such dues was not such as to fulfil all the pri
ory’s needs.

It is unclear why the amount of iron 
required by the bursar should have increased 
by these amounts. The applications to which 
iron was commonly put, as outlined above, are 
unlikely to have doubled in their requirements 
so suddenly. Nor can the increase by explained
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Fig. 2 Iron purchased and iron worked in each year.

by the requirements of building works, since 
no major projects that would account for such 
a rise in demand occurred in these years. It is 
possible that the excess was sold, although this 
is unlikely as has been discussed above. Per
haps shortage of supply was the limiting factor 
on consumption, in which case new applica
tions, or more widespread practice of old 
applications, might have been developed to 
match the increasing availability of the mater
ial as mining activity expanded. However, this 
does not explain the timing of the switch to 
local supplies and the mining expansion that 
this article suggests this switch implies. For 
this, it will be necessary for us to look at the 
pricing of local and imported irons.

The fluctuations in the prices paid by the 
bursar for Spanish and Weardale iron over this 
period are shown in fig. 3. Spanish iron was 
consistently more expensive than the locally-

produced product, although the differential 
between the two varied a great deal from year 
to year. The price of Weardale iron fluctuated 
around an average of c.5d. per stone for the 
first half of this period (from 1464-5 to c.1488- 
9), remained fairly steady at c.4d. per stone 
until 1510-11, and was between 4d. and 5d. per 
stone from then on. The price of Spanish iron 
varied rather more, especially after 1485-6. 
Until then, it was steadily around 7d. per 
stone, but after that date it fluctuated between 
as little as 5d. and as much as 9d. per stone.

These figures are extremely important as 
pre-dating the evidence available to Blanchard 
for his analysis of the effect on the Weardale 
iron industry of decreasing Spanish supplies in 
the second and third decades of the sixteenth 
century. Blanchard has argued that decreasing 
alien imports from c. 1508-18 (due to lack of 
shipping space out of the Scheldt, and supply
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Fig. 3 Price paid by the bursar for Weardale and Spanish iron.

difficulties) led to an acute shortage of foreign 
iron on the Northern market. This in turn led 
to rising prices -  by 40% at the onset of the 
crisis then by another 14% -  and created a big 
market opportunity for the Weardale produc
ers, allowing the 100 tons a year industry of 
1508 to grow to the 500 tons a year industry of 
the 1530s onwards.30 Whilst the prices paid by 
the priory in the sixteenth century were 
broadly in line with the figures that Blanchard 
quotes -  Spanish iron at c.6d. per stone until 
1508, when it increased to c.9d., and Weardale 
iron at c.4 or 5d. per stone -  the evidence of 
the Durham Cathedral priory records does not 
bear out his theory about the chronology of 
Weardale’s expansion. Primarily the difference 
is that Blanchard puts the start of the growth 
of the Weardale iron industry as late as 1511 
onwards, whereas the evidence of these 
accounts, as discussed above, suggests that

production was expanding from as early as the 
mid-1480s.

Blanchard’s theory of the causality of this 
expansion may well still be true at this earlier 
period, however. At the point at which the pri
ory’s ratio of Spanish to Weardale iron was so 
abruptly reversed, around 1485, Spanish iron 
was at a particularly high price where it stayed 
for three or four years, at as much as 9d. per 
stone, higher than at any point until the culmi
nation of the crises which Blanchard describes 
in the 1520s and 30s. This sudden rise may well 
have stimulated local demand and production; 
and the priory may have remained loyal to the 
local product even when imported iron prices 
fell again, if local production had expanded 
sufficiently in the mean time to make it clear 
that it could supply all that was necessary, and 
if such expansion had resulted in the priory 
receiving ever increasing amounts in levies.



Fig. 4 Map showing the named places from which local iron was bought by the bursar.

The trade in local iron was dominated by the 
Muggleswick area. Although the location of 
the majority of the Weardale iron merchants 
named in the accounts is not stated, the few 
place names that are given are largely concen
trated in this area (see map, fig. 4) and, as has 
been seen, much of the local iron received 
came from the prior’s instaurer there. Mug
gleswick itself is mentioned explicitly on 13 
occasions in these accounts, but it seems prob
able that the woodhire iron and other iron 
bought “from the prior” or “from the prior’s 
instaurer” was from here too.31 The other nine 
place-names mentioned in the bursars’ iron 
accounts each occur only once in this period.32 
All are between the Derwent and the Wear, 
and most are concentrated along a line stretch
ing roughly north-west from Durham to Esper- 
shields, following the Browney and then

cutting across the Derwent. The only excep
tions to this concentration are the general 
“Weardale” and one of the two possible loca
tions for Unthank. All of these places are 
alongside rivers, which probably provided 
power -  via water wheels -  to the bellows 
which were necessary to make the furnaces 
reach a high enough temperature to melt the 
ore.33 In fact, the whole Tyne to Wear region 
was exceptionally well-endowed with the nat
ural resources for iron-making, being provided 
with iron ore of lower than average phospho
rus content, plentiful fuel in the form of both 
wood and coal, and water power.34

The locations mentioned iii the bursars’ 
accounts in connection with suppliers of 
imported iron, on the other hand, form a strik
ing contrast with the strong regional pattern 
seen for local iron. Many of the imported iron



suppliers were Newcastle merchants, the other 
places referred to being Gateshead, Pipwel- 
gate (which was a street in Gateshead), Hull 
and Durham -  a much more metropolitan col
lection than those listed above. Only in the 
case of Durham did the locations of the local 
and imported iron trades meet. It is worth not
ing in passing the absence of Corbridge, the 
centre of the Tyneside iron trade in the four
teenth century, from either of these lists.35 This 
may indicate that the Durham bursars pre
ferred to deal directly with the producers of 
the iron, or merely that the Durham and Cor
bridge catchment areas did not overlap.

A clear distinction between dealers in 
imported versus home-produced goods 
amongst the merchants active in the Newcastle 
area at this period is also indicated by the 
notable degree of overlap between the suppli
ers of imported iron and of other imported 
goods to the priory, combined with the fact 
that the dealers in Weardale iron were an 
almost entirely separate group (Tables 1, 2). 
Only two of the fifty-four merchants who sold 
local iron to the priory also sold imported iron. 
These were Robert Stroder, who supplied 
small amounts of both in 1514/5 only; and 
Richard Dixon, who supplied 40 stones of 
Spanish iron in 1478/9 and 20 and 40 stones of 
Weardale iron in the following two years. 
None of the merchants who sold Weardale 
iron to the bursar supplied the priory with 
either spices or wine. In contrast, just under a 
quarter of the merchants who supplied 
imported iron are recorded in the bursars’ and 
hostillars’ accounts as selling wine to the pri
ory in this period, (with several others sharing 
a surname with other wine suppliers), and 
three of these seventeen also supplied some 
dried fruit. Even more to the point, only one 
of all the fifty-four names recorded here as 
dealing in local iron also appears in the New
castle customs accounts, that of William Kirk- 
lay. He sold Weardale iron to the priory on 
one occasion only, in 1496/7, along with sev
eral other merchants. The name may or may 
not refer to the same man, but it seems reason
ably likely that it did, since the only transac
tions recorded for him in the customs accounts

are two small exports of wool in 1471, and the 
import of 2, 240 lb. of Osmund iron in 1472.36 
Apart from this, none of the suppliers of 
Weardale iron to the priory are recorded as 
having engaged in the import or export trades.

This differentiation between the suppliers of 
local and of imported goods is maintained in 
the differing profiles of the two groups. In the 
first place, family groupings are both larger 
and more common amongst the suppliers of 
Weardale iron than amongst the suppliers of 
imported iron or wines. Thirty-two of the fifty- 
four merchants named as supplying the bursar 
with Weardale iron -  59% -  share a surname 
with at least one other in the same list. Eigh
teen of these, or 33% of the total, form five 
family groupings of three or more. This con
trasts with the merchants who sold imported 
iron to the priory, only 30% of whom fall into 
surname groups, and only 10% into groupings 
of three or more; and even more so with the 
suppliers of wine, of whom 25% share sur
names but only 4% do so with more than one 
other person. Furthermore, there are two 
instances in 1475/6 of merchants with the same 
surname selling Weardale iron together,^sug
gesting that they were trading as a family part
nership, a form of trading organisation which 
does not occur among the sellers of wine, 
spices or imported iron. It is generally thought 
to have been the case that medieval merchant 
families rarely engaged in trade for more than 
two or exceptionally three generations,38 and 
the evidence of these accounts supports this 
conclusion for the Newcastle merchants; how
ever, it would appear not to have been the case 
for the local iron-dealers. This is unsurprising, 
since they were unlikely to have made the high 
profits which were possible for the import- 
dealers, and so the tendency of merchant fami
lies made good to transfer their capital into 
land would be less likely to appear.39

Another notable point of difference 
between the records of purchases of local iron 
and of imported goods is the occurrence of 
multiple merchants’ names grouped together. 
Spanish iron is recorded as having been 
bought from two men named together in the 
accounts on only seven occasions (in 1473/4,



Table 1 Suppliers of imported iron to the priory.

10 mentions:
Roland Sotheron N +

5 mentions:
John Esyngton N + Robert Stokall N +

4 mentions:
William Clerk N + Thomas Saunderson N
Alexander Robynson (& his widow) Thomas Swan N +

3 mentions:
Alice Byrde N John Dolphamby
Thomas Davell N + John Fame #

1 mention:
Edward Baxter N + John Forster
George Baxter N John Hanebabrew of Hull
John Baxter N Robert Harcas .
Robert Baxter + William Hardyng +
Peter Bewyk William Hayn
Robert Blunt Richard Hele
John Brandlyng N +# Robert Heley N +
Robert Brigham William Knot
William Brigham William Langton
Jacob Brikke + John Lomley
John Bronn of Pipwelgate Robert Lyle
John Brown’s widow Fernando Melot
Richard Brown ■ N William Milo
“The Captain of the Gild of Holy Trinity Thomas Orwell
at Durham” John Rand N
William Carr N + Roger Rawe N +
William Chambr Nicholas Richardson
John Cok + John Sample N +
Robert Coke + Roger Sample +
John Colt John Snaw
William Cristal Ludovic Sotheron N
Thomas Cuthbert Robert Sotheron
Richard Davell John Stevenson N
Richard Dixon* Robert Stroder*
John Dobson of Durham Thomas Warwick
Robert Duke of Gateshead William Welles
John Eland of Durham (steel) + Bertram Yong
George Elwald Bertram Yonghusband N +
Thomas Farne (steel)

* a supplier of both local and imported iron.
+, #, or +#, indicates a supplier of wine, spices or both respectively, to the priory.
N indicates that the named merchant is described as “of Newcastle” in the accounts.



Table 2 Suppliers of local iron to the priory.

19 mentions:
The prior/ the prior’s “instaurer”

17 mentions:
Edward Bloomer

7 mentions:
Thomas Stobbes

6 mentions:
John Stobbes

5 mentions:
Hugh Whitfeld

4 mentions:
Henry Trippe

3 mentions:
Richard Greneswerd Robert Wren
Thomas Whitfeld

2 mentions:
Robert Batmanson Robert Smyth
Richard Dixon* Richard Stobbes of Durham
Roland Henryson John Swynburn
William Kirkley of Knitsley William Tod
John Marche Henry Walker
John Perdenaux Robert Walker

1 mention:
William Andrews of Whitehall John Lovon of Weardale
William Bloomer Thomas Marche
William Bowke William Marche
Robert Brikke Robert Olyid of Edmondbires
Robert Crawe William Palyser of Unthank
Thomas Dawson William Paton
William Dawson John Rawe
Roger Dent of Coldpike Hall Robert Stobbes
Ralph Dixon Robert Stroder*
William Grenewerd Thomas Swynburn of Espershields
Gilbert Hawthorn Thomas Warde
Antony Henryson William Warde
John Henryson Richard Whitfeld
Thomas Henryson Thomas Wren
William Henryson of Muggleswick William Wren
Galfrido Kirkhaus John Wright
Thomas Kirkhaus of Langchester

* a supplier of both local and imported iron.



1481/2, 1488/9, 1494/5, 1500/1, 1514/5 and 
1515/6), and in addition is once recorded as 
having been purchased from “John Fame and 
others” (in 1493/4). By contrast, multiple sup
pliers listed jointly occur twenty-two times in 
the records relating to the purchase of 
Weardale iron. In eleven of these cases, two 
names are recorded together; there are also 
two instances of three names, and one each of 
four, five and seven names. The remaining six 
instances involve one or more named mer
chants “and others”.40 It is unclear what 
exactly the relationship was between mer
chants listed jointly in this way. It may simply 
have been an accounting practice used for sim
plicity’s sake, in which various small amounts 
were bundled together. This is certainly sug
gested by the purchase, in 1469/70, of sixty- 
three stones of Weardale iron “from John 
Stobbes, Robert Batmanson and others at dif
ferent prices”, which implies a collection of 
miscellaneous purchases. In addition, the entry 
for 1488/9 which joins Robert Blunt and John 
Farne together in the sale of thirty-nine stones 
of Spanish iron to the bursar has an inter-lineal 
note splitting this out as twenty-two and seven
teen stones from each of them respectively. 
However, one indication that jointly, named 
merchants may have had business associations 
comes in the bursar’s iron account for 1519/20, 
which records the purchase of sixty stones of 
Weardale iron: not from “Edward Bloomer 
and others”, as is found in the 1515/6 account, 
but from “Edward Bloomer and his associ
ates” [“et sociis suis”].

Finally, a discussion of the merchants named 
in these accounts would not be complete with
out some comment on the women who are 
recorded as selling iron to the priory. These 
fall into two categories; those named as their 
husband’s widow, and one who appears to 
have been trading in her own right. Alexander 
Robynson, who sold Spanish iron to the priory 
in 1464/5 and 1465/6, left a widow who contin
ued in the same line of business for at least two 
years -  she is named in the accounts of 1467/8 
and 1469/70. She evidently became known at 
least partially in her own right over this period, 
as in the latter of these accounts she is referred

to not just as “Alexander Robynson’s widow” 
but as “Johanna, widow of Alexander Robyn
son”. The other widow mentioned, John 
Brown’s, appears only once in these accounts, 
selling Spanish iron to the bursar in 1480/1. 
Her husband may have been the John Bronn 
of Pipwelgate who sold Spanish iron to the 
bursar in 1475/6.

The other woman to be mentioned in these 
accounts, Alice Byrde, differs from these three 
in being named in her own right rather than 
being described as her husband’s widow. She 
sold Spanish iron to the bursar three times, in 
1466/7, 1467/8 and 1478/9; and indeed was a 
very significant merchant on this evidence, 
supplying the second largest amount pur
chased by the bursar in 1466/7, and being the 
largest single supplier in each of the following 
two years. In addition, she appears several 
times in the accounts of Finchale Priory as an 
important wool buyer, purchasing all of Fin- 
chale’s wool clip in 1458-61 and 1467;41 Unfor
tunately, nothing else is known about her 
career; she does not appear in the customs 
accounts, and of course did not hold civic 
office.
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