Fanshawe vs Others (Dronfield 1609)
Introduction

The transcription below follows the order of thélwma-pages bound together and kept at
the National Archives (Kew) with the reference-namk 134/7Jas1/Mich35, relating to
an accusation brought by Sir Henry Fanshawe agaisst of defendants, including the
vicar of Dronfield, Robert Topham, the presumed.§randfather of the transcriber, and
his uncle William Topham. Various witnesses areedsko give their depositions in
answer to a selection of questions (or interroge$drwhich are listed at the end. There
are two such lists, one being the questions onlbeh#he plaintiff, the other being on
behalf of the defendants. The charges includertiegular appointing of churchwardens
by Robert Topham and the breaking open of a chaslifg documents relating to the
Free School of Dronfield. The margin notes whetmeh deponent is answering to the
plaintiff's or the defendants’ interrogatories, Budid not try to include these marginal
notes when photographing the text. As Robert Tophemmained vicar in Dronfield until
1614, it seems unlikely that the charges were upHRBlobert Topham was transferred to
North Wingfield in 1614, ending his clerical semias vicar of Wirksworth from 1630
(probably to his death in 1649), in which post hesvgucceeded by his son Martin, his
oldest son, Francis, serving as vicar of ThorpeAblibourne for two decades from 1633
to his death in 1655.] Each page carries the sigeatat the bottom of John Bullock and
Robert Waterhous(e). No attempt is made to presehee original spellings or
punctuation.

Text

Depositions of witnesses taken at Dronfield in¢banty of Derby the XX (?xx®) day of
September in thgear of the reign of our Sovereign Lord James,heygrace of God, of
England, Scotland, France and Ireland King, Defendi¢he Faith, etc., that is to say, of
England, France and Ireland the"Viand of Scotland the xIifi , by virtue of a
commission out His Highness’ court of ?Exchequedobn Bullock, ?Esg., William
Routh, Robert Waterhouse, ?Esq., and Richard D&emt., to four or three or two of
them directed for the examination of witnesses upertain interrogatories in a suit
depending in the said court between Sir Henry Famsh Knight, complainant, and
Thomas Middleton, William Topham, Robert Tophampittas Cooke, Richard Cooke,
Richard Thorpe and Stephen Haslam, defendants.

George Staynrode of Dronfield in the county of Beneeoman, aged forty eight years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined.

To the first interrogatory he deposeth and saytht the knoweth the parties, the
complainant and defendants and doth know the fob®d of Dronfield, in the bill
mentioned, and all the lands and tenements therdaglbnging, in the bill as specified,
except one parcel of meadow, which (as he thinKgtth in the parish of Eckington in
the county of Derby.



To the second interrogatory he sayth that he dottkmow or hath heard that one of these
defendants, Thomas Middleton, did break open tlestcbtanding in Dronfield church’s
chancel, wherein the evidences and seal of thess&idol were kept. But he hath heard
that the said Middleton did report that he knew wvaid break the said chest. And this
deponent further sayth that there were six feudekd and keys unto the said chest,
whereof four of the said keys were kept by the foourchwardens for the time being
(each one one), the fifth by the vicar, and théhsby Robert Fanshawe, gent. But what
deeds or writings were taken out of the chest wherchest was broken or by whom, this
deponent cannot depose but sayth that Mr. Middletiohtell this deponent that the
morning after the chest was broken where the santemces were kept, all the said
evidences, being scattered in the church, weredfdoy the clerk, who apparently
thereupon sent for the said Mr. Middleton, beingnttschoolmaster and vicar, so as he
thinketh, who thence took the said evidences imgachstody, saying that they did most
properly belong unto him who kept the same a langetand that of late he hath
delivered the same over unto some of the said lf&@i@ners), as this deponent hath
heard.

To the sixth interrogatory the deponent sayth beatloth know that Thomas Cooke, one
of the said defendants and churchwardens, dothlivewfrom [= apart from] his wife,
being an honest woman, as he heareth, and thataitdeCooke hath and doth lead an
adulterous life with one Elizabeth Bates and hatti two (?or) several bastards, by one
Anne Straforth, for which and other great misdenoeas exhibited against him at York,
as this deponent hath been credibly informed byMne?Suttan, minister of Pomfrett [=
Pontefract] in the county of York, within which jp&r the said Cooke did dwell, the said
Cooke did ?become excommunicated in the said d2ooésrork, and so doth he still
continue, for anything this deponent knoweth todbetrary, and, to avoid punishment of
law there, did fly thence to Dronfield, where h#l sbntinueth. All which this deponent
made known to Robert Topham, vicar, before the Séhdmas Cooke was made
churchwarden. And this deponent further sayth tieahath credibly heard by the wife of
George Oldfield [Margaret Renshaw, married 24 A6§11lin Dronfield] that Richard
Thorpe [married Marie Topham on 24 July 1604 in ridkedd], another of the
churchwardens and defendants, did admit to haveatknowledge of her body. And this
deponent further sayth that he, the said Thomak&and Richard Cooke were chosen
by the said Robert Topham, being vicar, as he ha#éind the said Robert Topham report
and verily thinketh the same to be so, becausa@uobtice was not given thereof in the
church according to ancient custom.

To the ninth interrogatory this deponent sayth tietannot clearly tell what rewards or
promises were made unto the said defendants oofathem for making or granting of
the last leases or any other estate, but this depi@ayth that a year or more before the
making of the said leases or before the said Thdbmake was churchwarden, the said
Thomas Cooke came to this deponent and told himRiedert Topham and William
Topham, two of the said defendants, meant to makechurchwarden and said to this
deponent that he would be contented to let him laadele of land in the ?Dame ?Flat,
being parcel of the school-land, that then, whemvae churchwarden, the said deponent
should have a new lease of the whole farm whichetone was in his grandfather’s



occupation and now belonging to the said schoolgchvthis deponent would not yield
unto, which was the cause, as he verily thinkdtht he went without the same. And
further this deponent sayth that the like offer @anoimise was made unto him by the said
Robert Topham, vicar, another of the defendantgetdhe same dole of land for his said
uncle William Topham, another of the defendants.

Thomas Gibson of Chesterfield in the county of Dedzhoolmaster, aged sixty years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined.

To the X" interrogatory he sayth that he doth not certaiipw any of the ancient
tenants of the said school-land as tenants theremépt one William Newsom dwelling
in Chesterfield [he married Agnes Evans in Cheigtieirbn 01 DEC 1589], whom he hath
long known to be a tenant of the said school-lgmgl about Chesterfield, for which the
said Newsom hath anciently paid xi pounds by yaarhe hath credibly heard, and that
the said William Newsom offered to give to Williaffopham, one of the defendants
(who had taken a lease of the same lands fromitiae &nd churchwardens of Dronfield)
a rent newly imposed thereupon, which, in this aembd's remembrance, did amount to
fourteen pounds yearly, which the said Topham e=fusalleging that other friends must
be pleasured, and to the rest of the interrogdtergannot depose. To the rest of the suit
he cannot depose [the words ‘cannot depose’ wearesed out and possibly replaced by
the words ‘is not examined’].

Richard Caskyn of Dunston [It's near Chesterfialdas this the Richard baptised 17
April 1586 in Dronfield?] in the county of Derbyusbandman, aged xxv years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined.

To the third interrogatory this deponent sayth ttet said Thomas Middleton, in the

interrogatory mentioned, told this deponent amongsér teachers that he did not break
the church of Dronfield, wherein the school evidem@s kept, nor chest, which stood in
the said church chancel, but it might be that hewkwho did the same and at what time
to find the evidence there. And more to this irdgatory he cannot depose.

To the rest of the interrogatories is not examined.

Henry Hanco(c)k of Stubley in the parish of Drofdi@and county of Derby, yeoman,
aged three score and seven years or thereabowts) and examined.

To the first interrogatory he sayth that he dotlownthe parties, complainant(s) and
defendants, and doth also know the free school ranfi2ld and all the lands and
tenements thereunto belonging, except one parceleafdow lying at Eckington in the
county of Derby, for which he knoweth there hatkerbanciently given four ?marks of
yearly rent to the same School of Dronfield.

To the fourth interrogatory this deponent saytht tha inhabitants and parishioners of
Dronfield have during the time of his remembrangbich hath been three score years,
and, as he hath credibly heard by h[is?] ancestnds by ?their ancient of the parish
during the time whereof the memory of man is nothe contrary, from time to time



yearly somewhat after Easter used to choose fdwabitants of the sai[d] parish to be
churchwardens for the year following, and that akeweek before warning hath been
usf[ually?] given by the vicar and the curate urite said parish of the visitation then
following to make choice of the churchwardens agfathe said time. And further this
deponent sayth that by the custom the churchwardaves been used to be chosen out of
four feudal quarters of the said parish, viz. dueevery quarter [WORN END OF LINE,
where the words might have been ‘one, and’] in samhehe said quarters the said
churchwardens are chosen by lot and in othersomigobge ?row, the [INK IS HERE
VERY WORN, maybe the word is ‘cause’ or ‘basis’] which custom hath been by
reason of the feudal manners of their lays [= relig laws], for in some of these quarters
the said parishioners are laid [= taxed] by the@ods, some by the acres of their land,
and othersome by their plough lands, and thataitechurchwardens have and do use to
make an accompte (= account) only for their owrtipaar quarter for which they be
chosen.

To the V' interrogatory this deponent sayth that he hatlibhe heard that the said
Robert Topham, in the interrogatory mentioned, cbdtrary to ancient custom in the
year of our Lord God 1607, when churchwardens waasen for the said year without
any notice thereof given to the parishioners indierch, as before time was accustomed,
elect and consent two churchwardens for the saad, y&eing his brother-in-laws [sic],
namely Richard Thorpe and Richard Cooke [Cookefe'winame is unknown], and, as
he hath heard, that Thomas Cooke, another of tieletvardens, was likewise chosen by
the said vicar and not according to custom.

To the vi" interrogatory this deponent sayth that he takdth#@&d Cooke and Richard
Thorpe, in the said interrogatories mentioned, @chbnest men and of good behaviour,
and that Thomas Cook, another of the churchwardem@sstranger at Dronfield and hath
not [Maybe this word is imperfectly erased] inhallihot above four or 5 years there but,
as this deponent hath heard, lives from [= aparhfrhis ?wed(ded) wife and hath left his
ancient dwelling in Yorkshire because he was excamoated there, and, to the rest of
the interrogatory, he cannot depose further thalnatie deposed to thd"interrogatory.

To the vif" interrogatory this deponent sayth that v or virgeago ## there came a
prohibition from Sir Henry Fanshawe, Knight, compént, directed to the vicar and
churchwardens of Dronfield then being, which wadivdeed unto them by John
Fanshawe, Gent., in the chancel there prohibitiegntto make leases on any estates on
any of the school lands or any charge out of thraesantil the said complainant by
advice of his counsel should make and remove sudér® and statutes concerning the
same as should be for the profit and commodityefdaid school and for the maintaining
of the true intent of the said founder and untilnhight survey the said lands and tenants
of the said school to let them at a reasonableav@uthe benefit of the said school.

To the viif" interrogatory this deponent sayth that he hatidishe heard and verily
believeth that Robert Topham, vicar, Thomas CodRiehard Thorpe and Richard
Cooke, four of the defendants in the said interayamentioned, have made a lease unto
one William Topham, another of the said defendantke said interrogatory mentioned,



of the most part of the lands belonging to the salbol of Dronfield. And this deponent

further sayth that one Stephen Haslam hath a lefaaeother small part of the said lands
but whether there be any more leases of the sadt$ lae knoweth not, and that the whole
yearly rent of the said school lands (as he hasind)as now brought to twenty and ?nine
pounds, and that the said lands are yet worth atheevsaid rent six pounds by year.

To the ¥ interrogatory this defendant sayth that he knovasttthe persons who were

tenants or occupiers of the school lands beforarthking of the new leases of the said
school lands, which were five in number, and thoatr fof them were of the blood or

kindred of the said founder of the said school, famther to this interrogatory he cannot
depose.

William Steinrod in the county of Derby, yeoman,edgforty and ?nine years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined.

To the first interrogatory he sayth that he knowétle parties, complainant and
defendants, and the free school in Dronfield anel ldnds and tenements thereunto
belonging, saving one meadow in the occupationetéPStephen and Henry Roger.

To the iV"interrogatory this examinate sayth that he dothwkiod his own knowledge
that the inhabitants and parishioners of Dronfigdde, since he could remember, until
about four years now past, used yearly at the érelery ?year [At the time the year
changed on Lady Day = 25 March] to chose four iitaabs of the said town and parish
to be churchwardens of the same for the year r@xrtrg and hath heard by the report of
the ancient inhabitants of the said parish thatsémme order hath been observed in the
choice of them time out of mind, and that they waseslected and chosen out of the four
guarters of the said parish, viz. out of every tpraone. And, as he hath heard, this
ancient custom of having of every quarter one dnvarden had his [sic] first beginning
because that all lays and tests imposed upon themnahfeudal kind of testing for
payments thereof, for two of the same quartersgested by ploughs, half ploughs and
cottages, the third by acres of land, and the folytother goods.

To the V' interrogatory this examinate sayth that RoberthEop, in the interrogatory
mentioned, and some two other with him one yeauttioee years past, contrary to the
ancient custom, chose three churchwardens forahe arish, and for two years since,
after either year one, and gave no knowledge tanthabitants of the parish for ?election
of any of them, as hath been usually used thetigeifike case.

To the vI" interrogatory this examinate sayth that Richarék&oand Richard Thorpe, in

the interrogatory mentioned, are, for anything tiég deponent knoweth, men of good
and honest behaviour, and he hath heard that Th@oake, therein also mentioned, is
reported to keep in concubinage one Elizabeth Bgteffe of one John Bate(s), late of
Wentbridge in the county of York [A John Bates nedran Elizabeth Swayne on 03 Feb
1600 in Halifax], and is now, or lately was, excoomtated in this diocese of York for

the same.



To the X’ interrogatory this deponent sayth that Henry Fawghwas tenant to one ?farm
parcel of school land of Dronfield and the heiroooé Philipp Eyre also to another, both
which tenants are situate in Dronfield. Also, Véith Newsom was tenant to divers lands
in Chesterfield, and Peter Stephen and Henry Rtmger meadow lying in Eckington
before the making of any lease by the defendantangr of them, and that Henry
Fanshawe, Peter Stephen and the first wife of H&wygers were of the blood and
kindred of the founder of the said school. To tkstrof the interrogatory he cannot
further depose.

To the xI" interrogatory this deponent sayth that Mr. Middfet sometime vicar at
Dronfield, and Mr. Topham, now vicar there, havbefk divers ashes growing in and
upon some parts of the complainant’s and have ?edribem to their own private uses.

To the rest of the interrogatories not examined.

William Mawer of ?Beauchieff in the county of Derbyeoman, aged 70 years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined.

To the first interrogatory he sayth that he knowétle parties, complainant and

defendants, and the free school in Dronfield anel lands and tenements thereunto
belonging, saving one meadow lying in the parisiEokington in the said county of

Derby.

To the second interrogatory he sayth that aboutekwer thereabouts before the chest, in
the said interrogatory mentioned, which stood & ¢hancel of the church of Dronfield,
wherein the evidence, writings and seals of thel sahool was [sic] kept, the said
Thomas Middleton, in the said interrogatory mergidntold this deponent that, although
Mr. Robert Fanshawe and others that had the cusibthe said deeds, evidence(s) and
seal would not suffer him, the said Thomas Middieto see them, yet he said he would
see them shortly, whatsoe're cause of it. And deiponent further sayth that there was
[six] feudal locks and keys to the said chest, whEMr. Robert Fanshawe kept one, the
vicar another, and the four churchwardens, eactiheim, one, and further to this
interrogatory he cannot depose.

To the third interrogatory he cannot otherwise depithan he hath ?surely/soundly done
to the second interrogatory.

To the fourth interrogatory this deponent sayth theer since he could remember, which
is fifty years and more (and he hath credibly hdarchis ancestors and others that the
same hath been used time out of mind) that thebitdres of the said parish of Dronfield
have yearly used, when the old churchwardens gotouwhose four churchwardens for
the same parish for the year next following, arat thy a custom used amongst them the
same churchwardens have been and ought to be cbosehfour feudal quarters of the
said parish, viz. out of every quarter one, whishtom hath been kept and observed until
about two years past, at Easter last it was brdkerone of the defendants, Robert
Topham, vicar, who brought in, contrary to the saigtom, Richard Thorpe, Richard



Cooke and Thomas Cook, three of the defendantse tohurchwardens, and further to
this interrogatory he cannot depose.

To the V' interrogatory this deponent cannot depose otherttian he hath deposed to
the fourth.

James Barlow of Dronfield Woodhouse in the couritiperby, ?Esquire, aged three and
forty years or thereabouts, sworn and examined.

To the first interrogatory he sayth that he knowétle parties, complainant and
defendants, and the free school in Dronfield aredl#mds and tenements to the same
belonging, except one parcel of meadow, or meadourgl, lying within the parish of
Eckington in the said county.

To the i interrogatory he sayth that he was one of theatiwardens that received the
said school evidences and seal, in the said irgatooy mentioned, from Mr. Benett, then
vicar of Dronfield, and laid them first in a cheéstthe chancel of Dronfield church and
some six feudal locks upon the said chest by daectrom Mr. Thomas Fanshawe,
esquire, for the more safer keeping of the saidexdes, and delivered the six feudal
keys thereof to those whom the said Mr. Fanshaweiafed, viz. to the then vicar one,
to Mr. Robert Fanshawe one, and to three churcremarceach of them one, and the sixth
this deponent kept himself as the fourth churchemard\nd further this deponent sayth
that the said chest was broken about eight yearsaad the evidences taken out and the
seal lost, and further to this interrogatory hentardepose.

To the third interrogatory this deponent sayth titaiut a week before the said chest was
broken Thomas Middleton, one of the defendantsthed vicar, gave general warning to
all those that had the keeping of the locks ofdhest, wherein the said school evidences
and seal lay, to bring the said keys to the sagbichnd to see the said evidences, which
they did accordingly, and, the chest being opetiexisaid Middleton offered to take out
some of the said evidences to peruse, which Mr.eRdbanshawe, standing by him,
would not suffer him to do, saying that there weome there that had skill to judge of
them and that they should not be stirred till MullBck of Darley, deceased, who was of
their counsel, did come over and see them, by wikosesel they would be directed,
whereunto the said Middleton replied: ‘Who but llvgee them?’, whereupon the chest
was shut and locked, with all the said locks andl& keys; and this deponent did then
deliver his key to Robert Cooke, one of the chumtdens, and, within ten days next
after, the said chest was broken and the said selvatences taken out and the said seal
gone. And this examinate sayth that also, as hellieareof, he made enquiry in the said
town whether the said vicar had made any searclhfise that should break the said
chest and what care was taken for the said evidemacel it was answered unto him that
no search was made by him, but that he had gdtiee\tidences into his hands and set
his scholars to copy them out.

To the vil" interrogatory this deponent sayth that about foive years ago, as he doth
well remember, Mr. John Fanshawe, gent., was sewhdo Dronfield with a writing



under the hand and seal of Sir. Henry Fanshawehkndirected to the vicar and
churchwardens of the said church of Dronfield eSaré, who were governors of the said
school there, by which the said vicar and churckheas were prohibited to make any
lease or estate of the premises until the saiti&mry by the advice of his counsel should
make or declare such orders and statutes as weng fand for the benefit of the said
school and for the maintaining of the intent of thender, and until such time as the said
school lands were viewed and considered of for thedue, which writing was delivered
by the said Mr. John Fanshawe to the said vicarciichwardens before divers of the
best of the parish who willingly took knowledge rithef and shewed themselves willing
to perform the same.

William Blyth(e) of Co(u)ldaston [= Coal Aston] ithhe county of Derby, yeoman, aged
thirty eight years or thereabouts, sworn and exatiirjfWas this the William Blyth
baptised 29 June 1570 in Norton, who died in 16317?]

To the V" interrogatory this examinate sayth that the sae@ that Richard Cooke, one
of the defendants, was made one of the churchwarftenColdaston, being one of the
four quarters of Dronfield parish, this examinadagth that it fell to his mother’s house by
the ancient course of their custom to serve ascbinarden there for that year, who sent
this deponent, her son, to be sworn churchwardearding to their said custom in her
stead, who, meeting their vicar there, told the satar wherefore he was come, to whom
the vicar answered: ‘You may go home again’, ashad made his bill and had
kirkmasters there enough to serve. And this depohether sayth that there was no
warning given in the church by the said vicar te pgarishioners, as was usual before
time, when the churchwardens were to be choseretlesithis examinate heard of.

To the rest not examined.

William Newsome of Chesterfield in the county of rbg carrier, aged 54 years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined. [A William Newsasarried an Agnes Evans in
Chesterfield on 1 Dec 1589]

To the viii" interrogatory he sayth that he heard that Robegh@im, vicar, Thomas
Cooke, Richard Cooke and Richard Thorpe, all dedatg] have made three feudal leases
of the school lands, that is to say, of that whignry Fanshawe held, that which George
Steynrod held, that which Peter Stephen and HemgeR held, and that which this
deponent William Newsom held, which is all the larzelonging to the said school in
effect. And this deponent sayth that there is rembiyearly upon that land which Henry
Fanshawe held seven pound, upon that which Gedega®d and this deponent held
seventeen pounds, and of that which Peter Stepiebidanry Rogers held three pounds
ten shillings, and that he thinketh that there rhaymade of all the said lands above
mentioned over and above the rents rated and egtéiereupon twenty nobles yearly.

To the iX" interrogatory this deponent sayth he doth not kwavat bonds, promises,
rewards or agreements have been made or giveretdetendants, to any of them, for
making and granting of the said leases to the Wélllam Topham, but he sayth that,



when one Richard Thorpe, one of the defendants, ckaschwarden and before the
making of the said leases, one Philip Thorpe, leotto the said Richard Thorpe,
laboured and persuaded this deponent to let hira hapart of his farm belonging to the
said school, and then he ?durst undertake thatetkasninate should ?envy the rest
quietly and have thereof a new lease from the \acarchurchwardens.

To the X' interrogatory this deponent sayth that this depbmémself, Peter Stephen,
Henry Rogers, Henry Fanshawe, George Steynrodgyh&te Haslam and Godfrey
Mawer [IGI gives the name as Mower] were tenant® uhe school lands in the said
interrogatory mentioned before the making of thd &sst leases in the said interrogatory
likewise mentioned, which are all the tenants thatknoweth who have any lands
belonging unto the said school, and that all of sh&l tenants, save the said George
Steynrod, Stephen Haslam and Godfrey Mawer arédefkindred or blood of the said
founder of the said school. And this deponent frrigayth for himself that he did offer
unto the said vicar, before the making of the s&w leases, the rent newly imposed and
rated upon his farm which he so held and to talease thereof, and that he hath heard
that the rest of the said tenants before mentioliek¢h like manner make offer to the said
vicar to pay the new imposed rent of their feudahfs which they so held and to take
new leases of them, save that Staynrod desire@wue the whole farm whereof he had
but part.

To the rest not examined.

Robert Bamforth of Muggington in the country of Bgr clerk and official under the
Archdeacon of Derby, aged fifty seven years ordgakouts, sworn and examined

To the first interrogatory he sayth that he knowid most of the persons, defendants,
but not the plaintiff.

To the second interrogatory he sayth that he dothwkthat the defendants Thomas
Cooke, Richard Thorpe and Richard Cook were lat¥Hyrchwardens of the parish

church of Dronfield in the county of Derby, andstréexaminate sayth that they were
sworn and took their oaths as churchwardens th& wa#er Low Sunday, being in the

year of our Lord ?1607, as this deponent now remetnpand they are men of good
reputation, substance and credit, for anything thigt deponent knoweth, and chosen in
due and lawful manner, for any thing this deporkeweth.

To the x¥' interrogatory this examinate sayth that he savillandented which made
mention of which evidences as were delivered by Middleton to Robert Topham,
being two of the defendants, concerning the schndlthe school lands, which evidences
was [sic] taken out of a chest in the school andtiperein again, as he verily thinketh,
but this deponent did not ?peruse them all overphut of them and did perceive thereby
that they concerned the school and school lands,farther to this interrogatory he
cannot depose.

To the rest of the interrogatories not examined.



Thomas Newton of Dronfield in the county of Derblerk, aged five and twenty years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined. [A Thomas Newtas baptised in Dronfield on 1
May 1584 to father Richard]

To the first interrogatory he sayth that he knowttd parties, defendants, but not the
plaintiff.

To the second interrogatory he sayth that he kriowedt the defendants Thomas Cook,
Richard Thorpe, and Richard Cooke were lately dinvecdens of the parish church of
Dronfield in the county of Derby, and he sayth tthety were chosen churchwardens of
the said parish in the year of our Lord 1607, asidve remembreth. And this examinate
sayth that they are men of good reputation, substand credit and fit for the office of
churchwardens, for anything that he knoweth, amy there allowed before the official.
And this deponent sayth that Richard Thorpe andhid®Cook was [sic] chosen by the
vicar as he supposeth, and Richard Cook fell tohuechwarden of the nether quarter of
the said parish, as it was reported unto the oldatiwarden, and so had summons to
appear and was allowed before the official, asseipposeth.

To the X' interrogatory this deponent deposeth and sayththieavicar of Dronfield sent
him to George Steinrod to certify him that he mightve a lease of such school lands as
did belong to his part so as the said SteynerodoMo@ contented and pay for the same
lands according as it was rated by the raters, artswvered he would have all or none.
And this examinate thinketh this offer was madeokefsuch time as any demise was
made thereof to any other. And further to thisnmgatory he cannot depose.

To the rest of the interrogatories not examined.

Edward Drable of Dronfield in the county of Derbyeoman, agen x| years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined. [An Edward Dralbes baptised in Dronfield on 10
Oct 1568 to father Edward]

To the 18 interrogatory this deponent sayth that Thomas lita, in the interrogatory
mentioned, during the time that he was vicar ofridiedd did carry and order himself
orderly and civilly to the good liking of all theapshioners, for anything that this
deponent knoweth.

To the xiX" interrogatory he sayth that he hath heard th#tértime that the said Mr. T.
Middleton was vicar of Dronfield, as he verily tketh, the evidence and seal belonging
to the school lands was kept in a chest standinfpenchancel of the parish church of
Dronfield, locked with six locks, and sayth thatthanketh the chest was broken open in
the night time, but by whom he knoweth not. And bheaking thereof was first found by
one John Hallam [A John Hallome married a Helenwéyte in Dronfield on 03 AUG
1585], who came into the church with this deponant] ?sayth that the evidence which
was found thrown out of the chest was taken uphiz/deponent, then being one of the
churchwardens, and delivered to Mr. Middleton, amdlat became of the seal this



deponent knoweth not. And this examinate thinkétat the said chest was broken
without the consent or ?privity of the said Mr. Midton. And further to this
interrogatory he cannot depose.

Henry Cox of Dronfield in the county of Derby, mercaged xxvi years or thereabouts,
sworn and examined.

To the first interrogatory he sayth that he knowathdefendants but not the plaintiff.

To the xiii" interrogatory he sayth that he was witness ofasdemade to William
Topham of divers of the school lands of Dronfieldthe vicar and churchwardens of
Dronfield and that there was 17 pounds [Or is thigreviation an ‘s’ for ‘shillings’?] rent
yearly received upon the said lands, which was raaeg to the rent rated by the twelve
men who did survey the same lands, as he verihkétin.

To the xvi" interrogatory this deponent sayth that he knovistithe report of Henry
Fanshawe that the said William Topham, since tasdanade unto him of the said school
lands, made offer to the said Henry to let him h#we feudal lands in his holding
according to the rents proportionably, which thed s&/illiam Topham, by the lease
thereof to him made, is bound to pay for the safmal he, the said Henry Fanshawe,
said to this deponent that he would not accephefdffer to pay after the same rate for
the said lands.

To the xvil" interrogatory this deponent sayth that the ledsleeosaid school lands to the
said William Topham by the vicar and churchwardemas madeiona fide without any
corruption and, as he hath heard, with the likind aonsent of divers of the said parish,
as namely Francis Cuttlowe and Robert Moore. Andunther sayth that it is to the
benefit of the said school in regard that the remcreased.

Isabell Topham, wife of Robert Topham of Dronfidlthey married in Egmanton,
Nottinghamshire, on 10 June 1606], one of the difets, aged 27 years or thereabouts,
sworn and examined.

To the xith interrogatory this examinate sayth ttieg said vicar and churchwardens
made offer to Henry Fanshawe to make him a leaseeo$chool lands in his occupation
according to the rent rated by the raters of thd kand before such time as they did
demise the said lands to any others, who made artkaehe would do as the rest did
and, being urged two or three times to take the lsaids, answered he would not give a
?penny so as he could fare no worse than the rest.

To the rest of the interrogatories not examined.
Robert Mawer of Mullthorpe in the county of Derbyeoman, aged forty-five or

thereabouts, sworn and examined. [A Robert MoweDuddnfield married an Anne
Hardron there in 1585]



To the vil" interrogatory this examinate sayth that Georggrtel was offered to have
lease of two parts of the said farm, which his reotiad, but he refused to take the same,
saying that he would have all that belonged to thah or none. And this examinate
further sayth that he hath heard say that he had speeches that it had cost him xx
pounds [Or is the abbreviation an ‘s’ for ‘shillgij and further to this interrogatory he
cannot depose.

To the viil" interrogatory he sayth that George Steynrod saidthe vicar and
churchwardens: ‘Will you make me a lease of allt tteam which | have part of?’,
meaning the farm which came from the abbey. Andahswered he would not, and
thereupon he served some of them with subpoenasfdhée chancery, as this deponent
thinketh.

To the iX" interrogatory this examinate sayth that the sahbsl lands were surveyed
and valued by xii men of the said parish or by thest of them, and that they were
indifferently chosen, for everything this deponé&nbweth. And this deponent further
saith that Mr. Barlowe, Mr. Bullock, Thomas FanskawMr. Selyoke, Adam
Hawksworth, Francis Cuttlowe, Ralph Weldon, ThorfBsirton, Gilbert Cooke and this
deponent were there, and, as he thinketh, Henrycétke and Mr. Barker were then
there also to view and value the said lands, agth shat Francis Needham esquire was
with them at the said [Maybe this word is crossed] éarm which George Steynrod
would have had, and that the said Needham said &= appointed by Sir Henry
Fanshawe, complainant, to be about that businesb,ha saith that the most of the
persons aforesaid viewed the most of the said $clamals, except the meadow in
Eckington.

To the X" interrogatory he cannot certainly depose.

To the xil” interrogatory this examinate sayth that eitherige@teinrod or some of the
?occupiers of the said house and buildings theodogionging have suffered the house to
decay and some of the buildings to fall down in tefault of the occupiers, as this
deponent thinketh, as namely one barn being foys,lms he verily thinketh, and that he
hath heard that George Steynrod hath taken sortte dimber and store of the said barn,
and further to this interrogatory he cannot depose.

To the xiif" interrogatory he sayth that the said George Stelymould have paid a mark
a year for the said farm, which was the old renthef same farm, and, as this examinate
thinketh, he paid to one ?miller/Meller after thare rate for his part of the said farm
after the end of the old lease, as this deponeamité¢th. But this examinate sayth that he
knoweth not of any that was paid William Topham twmthe vicar and churchwardens,
but that he hath paid some to the exchequer, aathesaid.

To the xiii" interrogatory this examinate sayth that he hatn stivers leases made of
divers parcels of the school lands by the saidrvarad three churchwardens, being
defendants, to William Topham, another of the defens, and sayth that the rent
reserved to be paid to the said school by the Seames is twenty eight pounds or



thereabouts which is the rent according to the aate value set down by the said raters
or the most of them, which did survey the said fand

To the x¥" interrogatory he sayth that the lands in everylétenant’s occupation were
indifferently and alike ?improved by the said p&savhich surveyed the said lands or
the most of them, and sayth that the said leaseke nathe said William Topham was
[sic] made at the feudal rate rated by the saidqres or most of them and that they were
worth so much yearly as they were letten to thd ¥diliam Topham. But whether they
were offered by the said William to be letten fbe tsame rent to the said tenants or not
he knoweth not.

To the xvi" interrogatory he sayth that William Topham didesgto make lease to one
Stephen Haslam in the presence of this deponentliaeds others of the fourth part of
that farm which George Steynrodd would have hagingatherefore xvi shillings viii
pence yearly, where the whole farm was rated byrdkers but to three pounds for the
term of xviii years and knoweth not of any otheatthe offered any of the said school
lands unto.

To the xvif" interrogatory he sayth that he knoweth not whetherleases were made
bona fide or by ?connivance or corruption or whether anyhef said parish did consent
thereunto. But for this deponent himself he newaregany consent and sayth in respect
of the improvement of the rent of the said leagg¢spy be a benefit to the said school.

To the xviii" interrogatory this deponent sayth that the moshefparish did like of the
carriage and behaviour of Mr. Thomas Middleton, ohehe defendants, for anything
that this deponent hath heard, and further say#t ke hath heard him accounted
(accompted) a good minister of upright and horiessehd carriage.

To the xiX" interrogatory this deponent sayth that he hatichereat the evidence and seal
belonging to the said school was kept in a chest aik locks standing in the church or
chancel locked with six locks, as he thinketh, #imak the same was broken and the
evidence taken forth and found dispersed, and dagtthinketh Mr. Middleton had the
said evidence for a time, and to the rest of theringatory he cannot certainly depose.

To the x{" interrogatory he sayth that such evidences as wefivered by Mr.
Middleton by bill indented to Robert Topham ar¢hé$ present forthcoming in a chest in
the school for this examinate saw them the dayrbefi® was examined and the bill
indented, and they was [sic] there placed withdbesent of divers honest men of the
said parish.

Francis Cuttlowe of Stubley in the county of Derlggpoman, aged forty-eight years or
thereabouts, sworn and examined.

To the second interrogatory this deponent saythhtbaknoweth the defendants Thomas
Cook, Richard Thorpe and Richard Cook were lateratiwardens of the parish of
Dronfield in the county of Derby, but he doth nettainly remember the time when they



were chosen churchwardens, and sayth that thegnareof good reputation, substance
and credit and fit for the office of churchwardeasd he sayth that they were not chosen
according to the ancient order and ?course ashéey been usually chosen, but how and
in what manner they were chosen he knoweth not.

To the third interrogatory he sayth that he ha#ditly heard that the vicar and church-
wardens did make public notice to the parishiorteest they would meet at a time
appointed to confer for the letting of such landgteen were out of lease, that the same
might be letten for the best benefit of the schaad further sayth that George Steynrod
did desire a lease of such school lands as wehnesinccupation and of such other lands
as did belong to that farm which was his grandmtghdut this deponent doth not
remember that he offered to give the old rent lier $aid land but that he then offered to
double his rent and sayth that the vicar and clwactiens was [sic] willing to make him
a lease of so much of the said lands as was iawWrsoccupation for so much rent as the
said lands were then reasonably worth. But theyedeto make him a lease of the whole
lands and that he hath heard that there was a eorhpgio the officials that the
churchwardens were unduly chosen and that thesbia intent to wrong the school by
leasing the land belonging thereunto, but by whdm tomplaint was made to the
officials he knoweth not.

To the fourth interrogatory this deponent sayth the official upon such information as
was made unto him, as is afore said, appointeduat ¢c0 be holden at Dronfield to
examine the truth and was there associate withrglivenisters and there did at large hear
all pleas what they could say concerning the unldwfioosing of the church-wardens,
and notwithstanding all that could be then obsemgainst the said church-wardens he
did approve and [These two words seem to have bexssed out] allow of them. And
further to this interrogatory he cannot depose.

To the xi" interrogatory he sayth that he did hear himseif tiffer was made to George
Steynrodd by the churchwardens to have the landsisroccupation and he refused,
except he might have all. And like offer was madeWilliam Newsome of all such
school lands as were in his occupation by Thomak&achurchwarden, and other of his
fellows at a rate of £xiiii, which was the rate &se by the raters. And this offer was
made before any lease was made to Wm. Topham. Aisdexaminate sayth that
Newsom answered at such time as the offer was thatiée would give thirteen pounds
and no more, and yet he hoped to have the said.land

To the xvi" interrogatory he sayth that he hath heard Willliapham say that he did
make offer to William Newsom, George Steinrod arehty Fanshawe of all the said
school-lands as were in their occupation upon sechas he himself was to pay and as it
was rated by the raters.

To the xvil" interrogatory this deponent sayth that the lealsielwis made by the vicar
and churchwardens to William Topham was médea fide without ?connivance or
corruption and, as he verily heareth, for the biéeid good of the school, and further to
this interrogatory he cannot certainly depose.



To the rest he cannot depose.

Gilbert Cook of Cowley in the county of Derby, haskbman, aged 50 years, or
thereabouts, sworn and examined. [A Gilbert CookDwbnfield married a Helen
Hattersley there on 9 Feb 1594]

To the third interrogatory he sayth that Robert Aap, being vicar of Dronfield,
together with the churchwardens made public reqoebie parishioners of Dronfield that
they might meet altogether to confer touching #térlg and deposing of such lands as
did belong to the free school of Dronfield as tesre out of lease so as the same might
be letten to the best benefit of the school. Arid éxaminate further sayth that he hath
heard that there was complaint made to the offitial the churchwardens were not duly
chosen and that they intended to ?plunder the $adfdoronfield by letting leases and
disposing the lands thereunto belonging, but wheedhe information to the official or
by whom this examinate knoweth not.

To the fourth interrogatory he sayth that the adficupon the said information and
complaint at a time by him appointed did repairouBtronfield associated with divers
ministers and there publicly did examine and didritbe matters of the information and
complaint, that the official did reprove Staynraadaothers and said they had not dealt
well with him so to inform him for he neither sawrrfound anything but that they were
fit to serve that office.

To the rest not examined.

Adam Hawksworth of Woodthorpe in the county of Dergent., aged three score years
or thereabouts, sworn and examined. [An Adam Haw&eh was baptised in Dronfield
on 11 May 1600 to father Adam]

To the xI" interrogatory he sayth that he hath heard thatvibar and churchwardens
made offer to divers of the tenants of the schaotls to make them leases of the lands in
their feudal occupation according to the rate ay there rated by the raters before such
time as they did demise them to any others. Ansl éixaminate sayth that he did hear
George Steynrod say that he would have all theslémat did belong to the farm whereof
he had part or none. And this examinate saythitedtath heard that some of the rest of
the tenants hoped to have their lands at a lowertlhan they were rated.

To the xiiii" interrogatory he sayth that Thomas Middleton, ofihe defendants, carried

and ?goaded (= conducted) himself orderly and Igiall the time he was vicar of

Dronfield to the good liking of his parishioners, was meet and fit for his calling and
that he was then and still is accounted (accompaed) held for a grave and learned
minister and of an upright and honest carriage tdw/all men.

To the xiii" interrogatory he saith that there were leases noddtivers parcels of the
school land to William Topham, one of the defendaahd there was reserves [sic] upon



the same leases, xxviii pounds yearly or thereahaovhiich was according to the rate and
value set down by the raters or twelve men whicl/did survey the said lands.

To the xviil" interrogatory he saith that Thomas Middleton, ohthe defendants, carried
and ?goaded (= conducted) himself orderly and Igiall the time he was vicar of
Dronfield to the good liking of his parishioners, was meet and fit for his calling, and
that he was then and still is accounted and held firave and learned minister and of an
upright and honest carriage towards all men.

To the xiX" interrogatory he saith that he hath credibly hehed the evidence and seal
concerning the school lands were kept in a chet six locks placed and standing in the
chancel of the church of Dronfield, and hath hethat the said chest was broken in the
night, but by whom he cannot tell, but he thinkbthsome rogue who thought to have
found money there and saith that he heard thatlénk did first discover the breaking of

the said chest and that Mr. Middleton had and Keptvidence after the breaking of the
said chest, and saith that he hath heard that Ineedl them by bill indented to Robert

Topham, now vicar of Dronfield, and that they aosvrkept in a chest in the school. And
this examinate further saith that he thinketh thel shest was broken without the

knowledge, ?privity or consent of the said Thomaddi&ton.

To the xX" interrogatory he saith that the evidence(s) whiame to the said Robert
Topham, Thomas Cooke, Richard Thorpe and Richaak&dour of the defendants, are
now in safe keeping in a chest in the school-hafideronfield, and they were placed in
that place by the privity and consent of diversdgtrmen of the said parish.

Interrogatories to be ministered to the witnesses to be examimethe part and behalf
of Sir Henry Fanshawe, knight, complainant agaibbmas Middleton, William
Topham, Robert Topham, Thomas Cooke, Richard Cdeiahard Thorpe and Stephen
Haslam, defendants.

1. In primis Do you know the persons, complainant and defesdamd do you know
the free school of Dronfield, in the bill mentionechd the lands and tenements thereunto
belonging in the bill also specified?

2. 1tem Do you know or have you heard that the defend&woias Middleton or person
or persons by or with his privity or procurement direak open a chest standing in
Dronfield church or chancel wherein the deeds, ewés, writings and seal of the said
school were kept? How many locks were unto the slagdt, and who did keep the same
keyes? What deeds, evidences or writings werettien out of the chest, and by whom
were they so taken, and what is become of the slmgs, evidences and writings?

3. Item Have you heard the said Thomas Middleton at ame tuse any words or

speeches whereby he acknowledged, or you mighegathconceive, that he, the said
Middleton, or any other person or persons by ohwis direction or assent did break the
said chest or did take away the said deeds, evedegied writings or any of them, or had



them or any of them? Declare what these speeches amd when, where, to whom, and
upon what occasion they were spoken or used.

4. Item Do you know or have you heard that the inhabitantsarishioners of Dronfield

aforesaid have, by all the time whereof the menadrynan is not to the contrary, used
yearly at the end of every year to choose four bithats of the said parish to be
churchwardens of the said parish for the year thext following? And whether ought
not the same churchwardens to be elected and chgdte said parish out of four feudal
guarters of the same parish, viz. out of every tgmaime? Declare your full knowledge
herein and what you have heard to be the reasthresfaid custom.

5.1tem Do you know or have you heard that the defendaieR Topham hath, contrary

to the said ancient custom, of and by himself chose appointed any of the

churchwardens of the said parish? Whom and how rhattyhe so elected or appointed,
and whether did the said Robert Topham, or anyiior, give notice to the parishioners
of their election, as usually hath been accustomed?

6. Item Do you know or have you heard of what quality, wasation or behaviour the

defendants Thomas Cooke, Richard Cooke and Richaodpe, late churchwardens of
Dronfield aforesaid, and every of them, are omris] by whom were they, and every of
them, chosen or appointed to be churchwardensdfdtd parish?

7. 1tem Did the complainant require or prohibit the govemof the said school that they
should not make new leases or estates of the pgermarsany charge out of the same, until
the complainant, by the advice of his counselsukhmake or declare such orders and
statutes concerning the same as should be forrdfiié gnd commodity of the said school
and for the maintaining of the true intent and nireguof the founder thereof, and might
survey the said land and tenements to them, tthéeh at a reasonable value, and what
request or prohibition was made by the complainaro the said governors or any of
them to the effect aforesaid, or concerning theoskhor the lands thereof, and when,
where, to whom, and in what manner was the samees¢@r prohibition made?

8. 1tem What leases, estates or charges have the saitddets, or any of them, made or
procured to be made of the lands and tenementsave@taments belonging to the said
school, or any part thereof, and by whom and bysghmeans and procurement, and to
whom and to whose use were the same leases, estateharges and every of them so
made? What rents are received by or upon the ssased and estates and every of them,
and what are the lands, tenements and hereditartteersby demised or leases worth
above the rent therefore received?

9. Item What money, rewards, bonds, promises or agreenhants been made unto the
defendants, or any of them, for, or in considerati§ the making or granting of the said
leases and seals and charges or any of them oriahebmptes (= accounts), gratuity or
other consideration did the said defendants, ortlhem, or any other, before the making
of the said leases, receive or ask of any [of|Zhew tenants or occupiers of any of the



said lands for making of new leases unto them, whdt promise did they, or any of
them, make unto the said tenants for the same ol what occasion?

10.1tem What person or persons did hold or occupy the @esnand every part thereof,
before the making of the said leases or grantsyaamd the same person and persons that
so held the premises of the kindred or blood ofdaiel founder of the said school, and
what rent and rents did the same person and pemsbith so held the premises, offer to
give for the same premises by then held, as ies#ul?

11.1tem What wastes or spoils or ?discretions have themdigints and every of them or
any other person or persons claiming the premisesy part thereof, from, by, or under
the defendants, or any of them, made or commitiear iupon the premises, or any part
thereof? Declare the same at large and by whomnahd where the same wastes, spoils
and ?discretions and every of them were made onttied.

Interrogatories to be ministered to witnesses to be produced ermptht and behalf of
Mr./Messrs. Thomas Middleton, Robert Topham, WitliaTlopham, Thomas Cooke,
Richard Thorpe, Richard Cooke and Stephen Haslafgndants, against Sir Henry
Fanshawe, knight, Remembrancer of our Sovereigd tler King, ?within his Highness’
Court of Exchequer.

Item Do you know the persons, plaintiff and defendants?

2. Item Do you not know that the defendants Thomas Co&kehard Thorpe and
Richard Cooke were lately churchwardens of thespaaf Dronfield in the county of
Derby? When were the said Thomas Cooke, RichardpEhand Richard Cooke chosen
churchwardens of the said parish? Whether are tlmynow of good reputation,
substance and credit and fit for the office of chwardens, and were they not chosen
and appointed churchwardens of the said parishrohfizld in due and lawful manner,
and how and in what way were they chosen? Declave whole knowledge in all the
premises.

Item Were not the said churchwardens several timeecddh question before the
ordinary and other ecclesiastical judges or offiagfrthat diocese, and before whom what
were the matters inquested against them beforsatideordinary judges and officers, how
and by whom were the said matters suggested andseqred? THIS
INTERROGATORY HAS A CROSS THROUGH IT AND LACKS A NUBER

3. Item Whether did not the said Robert Topham, beingrnaé¢dronfield, together with
the said churchwardens shortly after their electi@ke public request to the parishioners
of Dronfield to meet together at a time appointedthat purpose to confer together and
to advise with the said vicar and churchwardenghimg the letting and disposing of
such of the lands belonging to the free school minfleld as then were out of lease so as
the same might be letten and disposed of to theé lmsefit of the said school, and
whether did not George Steynerod of Dronfield delia lease from the said vicar and
churchwardens of such of the said lands as hetlthénn his possession and divers other



lands in the possession of other men which didrzelmto the said school and to have
the same lands for the old rent thereupon ?see)tyisigrely received? What answer did
the said vicar and churchwardens make to this stgu@/ere not the said vicar and
churchwardens willing to make him a lease of so ynas then were in his own
occupation so as he would pay so much rent theredgrthey were then reasonably
worth, and whether, upon denial to let him the $andls for the old rent, did not the said
Steynerod and others make complaint to the officiaéfore whom the said
churchwardens were sworn for ?executing of theiced, that the said churchwardens
were unduly chosen and that they intended to dealptly and to ?plunder the said
school of Dronfield in leasing and disposing of ldweds thereunto belonging?

4. 1tem Whether did not the said official upon the saifbimation and complaint, at a
time by him appointed, repair to Dronfield and asast@ unto himself divers others, and
who did he associate, and did he not there keepdug and in the said court publicly
examine and hear the matters of the said informati@ complaint? How and what were
his ?proceedings touching the said churchwarderssirsaid court, and whether, upon
hearing and examining thereof, did he not allow [tie] choice of the said
churchwardens and ?undeniably approve them to lyeciosen, and whether did he not
at the same time reprove the said Steynerod aretsofbr their untrue informations and
malicious objections against the said vicar andraiwardens? Declare your whole
knowledge in all the ?premises and what you hagdilsty heard.

5. Item Whether did not the said churchwardens take theghis before you in your court
holden at Chesterfield in the county of Derby? WWeetfterwards, upon complaint made
to you of some undue or unlawful course touchirggahoice of the said churchwardens,
did you not appoint a court at Dronfield for examgithe matters of the said complaint?
What were the matters complained of and by whon@®yBu not fully examine all the
matters objected against the churchwardens in gount holden at Dronfield ?aforesaid?
Did you not find the matters of the said complaintrue? Declare your whole course of
proceedings in the premises touching the choice atidwance of the said
churchwardens.

6. Item Whether were not the suggestions and matterseirsdid complaint as aforesaid
earnestly prosecuted against the said churchwa?d@efore what ordinary officers and
judges and in what court or courts were they pnosel; and whether upon due
examination and hearing of the said complaint, enstend objections against the said
churchwardens, were not the said complaints anectibps found to be false and untrue,
and were not the said churchwardens found and ¢uttgbe discreet, sufficient and able
men for their said offices, and was /the/ not thection judicially adjudged lawful?
Declare your whole knowledge in all the premises.

7. Item Whether hath not George Steynerod reported anehgbut speeches that he
would have certain lands, being in his own occupatbelonging to the said school and
divers other lands in other ?menes (= ?demesné&®rmaeither all or none? And whether
hath not the said Steynerod likewise reportedithed cost him £xx in making means to
obtain the said lands and that it should cost himnriore before he went without it, them



or ?more? And to the like effect, declare your wehiahowledge in all the premises and
what you have credibly heard.

8. Item Whether did not the said George Steynerod in antamding manner urge the
said vicar and churchwardens to make him leaseuoh dands as was [sic] in his
occupation and likewise of other lands in the oetigm of other men belonging to the
school for the old rent or at a very ?small ratej avhat answer did the said vicar and
churchwardens make him, and whether did not thé Seynerod, when the said vicar
and churchwardens would not condescend to satisfydw desire, upon their answer,
serve them with with writs of subpoenas to appedhé ?chancery? Declare your whole
knowledge in all the premises.

9 Item Whether were not the said school lands to be gedvand valued by twelve men

or xiii of the said parish of Dronfield, appointed named for that purpose, indifferently
chosen, as well by the vicar and churchwardenghagest of the ?Christians of the
parish? What were their names, as you rememberdithdo survey and value the same,
and were they not associated with one Francis Neadif Melbourne, esquire, and did

?not the said Francis Needham say that he was segu®r appointed by George

Fanshawe in that business? What lands did theyegwand value, and in whose several
holdings were the same? What were ?the ?sevematis??Peoundly/seem(ing)ly/securely
paid by the said several farmers ?thereof, and what[sic] the overall rents and values
thereof rated and valued by the said same ?ratepergons appointed to survey the
same? Declare your whole knowledge in all the psemi

10. Item Whether have not the vicar and churchwardensooresof them, at several
times offered to the said Steinerod to make hieaae of all of the lands belonging to the
said school as were in his own occupation, ?whetkassaid Steynerod would be
contented to pay such rents for the same accotditite rate as it was rated by the raters
before such time as they did demise them to angrpotmnd what answer hath the said
Steynerod made to their said offer?

11.1tem Whether hath not the said vicar and churchwardessme of them in the name
of all made offers to divers others of the tenafthe said school land and to make them
several leases of the lands in their several o¢mnsaaccording to the rate as was rated
by the raters before such time(s) as they did éédesnise them to any other, to whom
did they make such offers, and what answers wererbg those to whom such offers
were made? And declare your whole knowledge ithallpremises.

12. Item Whether hath not George Steinerod and his ansgsborsome of them, the

occupiers of the lands belonging to the schooheirtoccupations, suffered the buildings
thereof to go down and decay or not? If they hawewhose default were the

?farms/same? What were their several defaultsodmdhat value, and hath not the said
George Steynerod taken, or suffered to be takem the decayed buildings the timber
slate and ?whate stone, and converted the samis tnm use? If he had so devised,
what value was the same, and how know you the garbe true, and what have you
heard by credible report touching the same?



13.1tem Whether hath the said George Steynerod ever eesnd and determination of
one lease ?serenely granted of the lands now irodgspation belonging to the said
school, ?whose/which/when composition ILLEGIBLE hvitthe vicar and the
churchwardens for the time being, or any ?consiigrayielded to the school for the
same? If he have [sic] so done, how may years latbo holden the same, and of what
yearly value is the same, and hath not the saiddgeesteynerod holden the said lands by
force against the leases of the school and aghiestaid William Topham, since the said
Topham were [sic] leasee thereunto? Declare yoowladge thereon and what you have
heard.

14.1tem Whether was not a lease or leases made of diaecelp of the school lands by
the said vicar and churchwardens to William Tophang of the defendants? What rent
is reserved to be paid to the said school by theedaases, and whether is not that rent
according to the rate and value set down by the rediers or twelve men who did survey
the said lands or nearly the same? Declare youwlealye or what you have heard
credibly reported.

15. Item Whether were not the lands in every several tshaicupation indifferently
and alike improved by the said persons who survelgedsaid lands, and whether was
[sic] not the said leases made to the said Willlespham at the several rents rated and
set down by the said persons, and whether or edidld lands [?are] well worth so much
yearly rent as they were ?offered/assessed tottem l® the said several tenants, and, as
is now reserved in and by the leases made to fideVgdliam Topham? Declare your
whole knowledge in all the premises, what you thisakd what moveth you so to think,
and what you have heard reported.

16. Item Whether hath not the said William Topham seenl¢hses to him made of the
said school lands [?and] made offer to let the nen¢hereof the several lands in their
holdings according to and for the same rents ptapw@bly, which he, the said William
Topham, by the said leases thereof to him madsusd to pay for the same? To whom
hath he made such offers, and what answers hayenrthde to his said offers? Declare
your knowledge and what you have heard by credépert.

17. Item Whether was not the said lease or leases of idesshool lands made to the
said William Topham [THE REST OF THIS LINE IS CONBEED IN A CRINKLE

IN THE VELLUM] ... was done abona fide without any ?connivance or corruption and
with the liking and consent of divers of the payiahd whether is not the same for the
benefit and advancement of the school? Declare ydwle knowledge in all the
premises, what you think and what moveth you dbittk.

18. Item Whether did not Thomas Middleton, one of the deé&ens, during the time of
his being vicar of Dronfield, carry and behave hetherderly and civilly to the good
liking of his parishioners, as was meet and fitdoman of his calling, and whether was
he not then and still is accompted (= accounted)@ecognised/received/recorded for a
grave and learned minister of upright and honesiagge in all his affairs towards all



men? Declare your whole knowledge, what you haedibty heard by report, what you
think, and what moveth you so to think.

19. Item Whether do you know or have credibly heard thah&time that the said Mr.
Middleton was vicar of Dronfield, the evidence a&hl belonging unto and concerning
the school lands were boxed in a chest, with stkdglaced, and standing in the parish
church of Dronfield? Whether do you know or haveddoly heard that the said chest was
in the night-time ?set/broke open and by whom and/hat purpose? In what manner
was the breaking of the said chest first found disgovered and by whom, and what
?course was taken touching the custody of the ee&ke belonging to the said school
lands after the breaking of the said chest and bgmvWhat became of the said seal?
Where, how and in what manner are the said evidenow kept. Whether was not the
said chest broken without the knowledge, privity aonsent of the said Thomas
Middleton? Declare your knowledge and what moveth o to think.

20. Item Whether is not all or so many of the evidence@piging to the said school,

which ?ran to the hands and custody of Robert TopfAdomas Cooke, Richard Thorpe
and Richard Cooke, four of the defendants, in kaéping in a chest under lock and key
in Dronfield aforesaid, and where is the same cpksted? At whose ?pl[e]asing and
whose consent were the same so placed? Declarewmle knowledge thereon and

what have you heard by credible report touchingstrae.



