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Assize of Novel Dissension at Winchester before William Tauk’ and Henry Pernehay, the King’s Justices of assize in the county of Hampshire. The assize comes to declare whether Robert Kangevylle of Drayton, carpenter; John Southenere; John Clerk’ of Bordean; John Saundre; John, vicar of the church of East Meon; Roger Gouldyng; Thomas Willes; Nicholas Thecchere; and John Seymour; unjustly disseised the prior of Southwick of his free tenement in Drayton after the first post primam, whereon he complains that they have disseised him of a messuage, 24 acres and 2 acres of meadow with appurtenances , etc. the aforesaid Robert came in person, and the others did not come, but a certain John atte Dale spoke for them as their bailiff, and says that they have not injured or disseised the prior, and thereon they put themselves on assize.
And the prior likewise. And the aforesaid Robert says that the tenements in question are held by the bishop of Winchester, as of his manor of East Meon, which is of the ancient demesne of the English Crown, pleadable in the bishop’s court there by the king’s little writ of right close, wherefore he seeks judgment that he need not sue  out of this writ of assize at common law. And the prior says his writ ought not to be quashed in this way because the tenements in view are held of the bishop of Winchester as of his manor of Bereleigh, pleadable in the king’s court by writ of assize and disseisin at common law, and not by the king’s little writ of right close in the bishop’s court of East Meon, as Robert alleges. And he claims that the inquiry into this should be made by assize. And Robert likewise. And so the assize is taken on the agreement of the aforesaid parties who have elected for trial, and the jurors say  that the tenements in view are pleadable in the king’s court by assize writ of novel disseisin at common law, and not by the by the kings little writ of right close in the bishop’s court of East Meon.
And they say that the prior was seised of the tenements with appurtenances as a free tenement, until the aforesaid Robert, John Southner, John Clerk’, and John Saundre unjustly and unlawfully disseised him, at a loss to the prior of 60s; and they say the other defendants named in the writ were not involved in the disseisin. Concerning the prior’s right in the aforesaid tenements, they say the tenements in view belonged to the prior as of the right of his church of Southwick, and he and his predecessors were thereby seised of the tenements from time immemorial. So it was agreed that the prior should recover seisin of the tenements with appurtenances and the aforesaid damages, and Robert, John Southenere, John Clerk’ and John Saundre are in mercy; and likewise the prior is in mercy for a false claim against the others who are acquitted of the aforesaid disseisin
