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took place tft ibafc datejto «tni»:^ethdr &r rwofjdtotfr tfodetriowiat
of the king, or any after petera, if Jei»i. ;de( P«rton, tnigljt, onolose4
a certain road, leading* from theWiUagev^f Pattingbam,! undera the
manor house of the said John to theiirillof -Ifotlfcefifeillj,foi* j&epurpose ,«# -eii-
lagging las said manor house* The ;enquiry -was held, a£ .Perton,- on the
Friday after the feast ofsaint Clement the Pope 1364> on.tbd oath of Thomas
Bnfiary, Adam Warings,: John de Wightwick and others, w&o say, that the
new road willbe more <sonveaietit.for travellers.; and-ihe road to be enclosed 1

c<mtai»ed 106 perches Holland w.length, and 26 inbreadth. >. In the oiiginaUa
of1365* -under the head <qfgfofitoe fincs> itstates that Jphn de Perton, knight,
paid halfa mark for a'Hflensfe to-enclose, this road.- In1367 John de Perton
clti'Yaleo,.i&named intheKinver Forest proceedings as averderer of the forest,
and Leo de Perton hols cousin as a regarderer of the saidforest, and in the
same year the former sned William son ofP«ter Tandy and Joan his Fife
for four aorea of- land in Seisdon, which he claimed by writ-of quare uaaxit
per biennium ;the defendants did'not appear, and the Sheriff -was ordered
to tafcejbhe tenements into the king's hand; and to summon them for a month
fromMichaelmas. Inthe following court. Sir John de Perton recovered
the foor. acres from William son tofj Peter Tatody, and Joad his wife through
the defendants making default* Itx 1&68 me find a remarkable record
-where «< prisoner surrendered to a charge preferred agftjiist him thirty-two
years after the commission of the orime and which General Wfottesley
considers to be an' -evidence of the general corruption andxsnjnst extortion
connected 'with-the administration of justice &t this,period. William.Bufiary,
son of Hugh Buffary of Perm, had ;a very serious charge preferred against
him in 1336, ,and> which was no lees than the «M^c^ion.of M*rgaiejb the
wifeof John (deTresel, together with goods and chattels belonging-fa -the
said. John .Talaed .at twenty shillings;, whioh latter probably/jrepresentedthe:
wearing apparel and jewelry upon her person at the time. This occurred ;iQQ
Monday .after the feast tof AllSain ta, and was followed«n Monday after the
feast of saint Michael, (tenmonths /later, ?by the poisoning; of J<^in de Tresel,
the husband himself^ probably in order to obtain, for the :«ri4.Margaret, iier-
dower of,one^t&ird of the husband's property. For these . crimes, alter a.
protracted trial and repeated adjournments; without 5the arjestloftfteiacpußed,.
a- ,process of outlawry was!,eventually promulgated against Mm, by, the
hundred of Seisdon in1365, or twentyrnine years after ,iieQoromissio^ipf
the jfirstTorimei and things; .wene :the*eby made so unpleasant -for fcim lhat:
in ,thip year of 136.8 he surrendered ihimself at Micnaebnas lepn,;and /was
admitted to bail.. 'General Wrotteslay remarks,, that!this lenienoy is prphably
explained <>by *eoit thatfQlloiws, when William.Btnfiwy wfts-flpponed to
JohndePiexton, the .grand nephew of the victim, and as we We seen, £fc
son-in-lawiof the ilord tehief justice. A.writ was produced which .ajjatgfl Jtifeat
theking^hfta^beeninfrotoed that wiroreas William son of Ru#h Buffaryj of,
Perm; >was, bound: &?¦ astatute merchant, at (Shrewsbury, to^hti de/P^rijoii1
kaight, ina sumof £26-13-0, to be repaid at &certain ,date. na^ied, an 4!th^
same John de Perton under the name of John son of Wittiana de P^rton^.
chivaler, ihad afterwards byian.indenture vmade ibetween. the said Jo]m.;Bjpn.of•

William^ and William.BonofiHu^h, granted that ifthe said WUHaw Bnfiary
\wuld stand to the>award of William de Shar^shull, and John; de jSewenham-
reap(ec4ingcertainid*bat«s(whichrhadbeen moved between -theisaiji (John -4«.Pjeiton and William son! of,Hugh BnJOGary,]thatthen (the,wid of-
£2frl.&6houldb«held amnß .iAnd.whew&s^the said :WWmimif#mßk
fr<MttiU^il»to^ii»4«ntuje,tamd ieen alw^B prepe^ Vi


