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to stand to the arbitrament ©f{Hb» «ed Wttlkmdeßto^hutta*£ John
ddNeweaham reßpecting> th^' said debates ;nevertheleM John d© Perton
was xmjnstly string'the said William«on of Hugh Buffitry,for eieention;of
the Tecogniza^e^to the great damage and cost of the said William ion<of
Hugh. Thfr king- therefore commanded them, after hearing the complaint
of the said' Williamion of >lEugo, and having Been the indenture, to proceed
according to right, jaw, and onstom of tie kingdom. Dated from, West-
minster 13th June 41st Edward the third. In tie same yew 1368, Lionel
de Perton sued. Thomas de Gatetcre and Alicehis wife, and' also Philip son of
said Thomas, and- Thomas 'brother of Baid Philip, for taking vietarntti, iive-
stook belonging to- him at Morffe near' Enville. At the next coart, the
adjourned case Was again toa farther date. The offence ha&.foen
committed as far back as 1357 and the «took is described as a horse, , two
boars, two ¦ bows, and six pigs* valued in allat £4Q» The case appears to
have been connected withecclesiastical affairs ;and the Sheriff had returned
that the defendants held nothing in his bailiwick,Gataore being over the
border in the Shropshire parish of Claverley. He was therefor* ordered to
arrest them and toproduce them on the quindene of Martin. Tha 1369 the
defendants were attached for the stock, when they appeared by attorney, and
denied the trespass and injury, and appealed to a jury,which was tobe
summoned for the morrow of saint John the Baptist. AtMichaelmas of this
year is the continuation of the suit of Williamson of HughBufiary of Nether
renn against Sir John de Perton respecting a bond for forty marks* John
de Perton appeared to his summons, and being shown the indenture which had
been produced by William son of Hugh, stated that itwas not his act The
indenture was handed to John Mowbray the justioe at the coming assize,
at which John son of William de Perton appeared by attorney, but William
son of Hugh did not appear, and John Mowbray handed the deed back to
Robert de Isham. John de Perton tiow claimed execution on the original
bond, which was granted. The Sheriff sent no return until Michaelmas
1371, when he returned that. William son of Hugh was dead. The Sheriff
was therefore ordered to deliver to John de Perton all the lands asd tene-
ments of the Baid William to be held by Mm, according to the atatote.
The original bond was produced incourt by Sir Jdhn de Perton and: ran
as follows :—Noverint unwtrti me Otilliehnum jfHium Hugonii Byfry de
Penne, tentri pro me et itetedibta et tMtcutoribxu vmt domino Johatmi de
Pertotij militi,heredibus et ewcuXotibu* tuts in viginti et sew libru et Urea detim
Bolidis sttrlinffdrum ex eauta miduu Solitendvm dietam peeuniam infuti$ancti
Mtehaelis arohiangeli proxvmojuturo post confectionem prevcutwn* Etnbifeaero,
(jtmeedo giiod entrant taper mesherede* etieaeeutores meos,pena et dutrieUb provisa
instatuto domini repis Sdteardi de tecognitione debitoruin mercatorum apud Acton
jhirnel, edito Datum Salop die martU proximo post festutn saneti Barmbae
apottolici 39 Edward, iy{1356)" Wrottesley thinks the bond was to save
WilMam son of:Hugh Buftary from 'the consequences of the indictment
made against him in 3-365 :there is a mysterious- element of crookedness
throughout the transaction, whichI:think,Blight possibly be the result of
dypsofflania- oa -the $art of Buffaiyiand unscrupulous over reaching on :the
pat t'of Perton; in'1365= John de Perton was -witness to the deed by which
Edmund Giffard of GhilHngton, granted his Manor df Wali<m near
Ghebbesaye to Philip deLttteley. By another 'deed the said Philip de
iLutteley afterwards granted? the Manor *oThomas de Lowe of Whittington.
iinH'PidKp de BobbingtOn ;'*ndThomas and Pmlip afterward* demised the
Maaw W^ohn^ F4tUm y km^^oWtii»m:B^ of


