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Instead of introduction

S
pecialized literature has advanced several discussions and opinions on the 
appearance of noble judges, as well as hypotheses about their institutional conti
nuity. As with most political-administrative bothies specific to the 14th century, these 
officials were not the innovation of the Angevin dynasty,1 because their activity had 
also been known in the previous century. According to the older historiography, the judices 

nobilium represented a transformed version of the royal servitors1 institution, men
tioned in the famous document from the year 1232 concerning the setdement of a dis
pute from Zala County.2

Recently there have appeared a series of hypotheses contesting this. Tringli István con
tends that one can talk about the noble judges only beginning from the second half of 
the 13th century7 or, more precisely, from 1273, when they were first mentioned in Orbász 
Zupa of Lower Slavonia.3 Even if he contests an earlier dadng, the researcher admits that 
the judges appeared against the background of the decay registered by the institution 
of the royal judges, who functioned in the counties.

However, it was precisely this fact that was recorded by the royal servitors in Zala, 
who complained to the king that the distance between the counties and the heart of 
the kingdom had slowed down the course of the judicial proceedings and delayed the 
presence of the delegate judges and, on that ground, they requested and received the priv
ilege of hearing and deciding on disputes and wrongdoings in their own county.4 A 
location was therefore chosen, in this case Kehida, as was the number of judges who 
would preside over the trials. No doubt their sittings and judgments had the aspect of 
comital assemblies because the aforementioned document speaks of vniuersis sermentes... 
citra et ultra Zetland We do not have access to evidence showing that these assemblies 
were attended by the comes or his subordinates, which is why we consider that the sermentes 
regis in Zala County formed an institution that preceded the one of the noble judges.

This hypothesis is linked not so much to the terminological references, because 
their name in Hungarian recommended them as servants of the judges, a meaning that 
their Latin denomination also came close to, but to the political-administrativç trans
formations occurring in the 13th century7.
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In this case, the absence of the comes and his representatives was motivated by the fact 
that he himself was involved in a dispute that the servientes régis wanted to judge,6 a sit
uation that was exceptional even in the 15th century, when other legal authorities were 
responsible for handling such cases.7

The strongest argument in favor of our opinion is the lack of elected representa
tives of the servitors, which indirectly certifies the absence of another institution, name
ly the county court of assize. Still, there are sufficient testimonies demonstrating that 
the sessions of the king’s subjects in Zala had the characteristics of comital or provin
cial assemblies, attesting therefore a process whose results led to the emergence of new 
administrative institutions.

The situation inside the administrative unit

U
NLIKE IN Transylvania, where the noble judges acted in twos, there were four 
such judges in the seats of justice from the Banatian counties, as required by the 
laws and decrees for the rest of Hungary. Unfortunately most of their names 
remained unknown to history; because very’ little documentary information has been pre

served about their activity and identity. Thus, in the case of Timiș County, we only 
know the names of eleven noblemen who had the appellative judex nobilium* over the 
course of wo centuries, but in one case, the assignment of the title remains uncertain.9 

The first document preserved from the sitting of a county assize court goes back to 
15 December 1321, and attests the participation of three noble judges.10 We do not know 
for what reason the fourth was absent and which of the families Ștefan, Grigore and Mihai 
came from, but we may assume that they were provincial nobles. The sitting took 
place in Timișoara, in the presence of Comes Nicolae Treutul and proves that this set
tlement hosted the seat of justice at the beginning of the 14th century;11

In chronological order, the following judge mentioned in the sources is Benedict, son 
of Dumitru. Besides the fact that he took part in the investigations carried out in the law
suit between Moyus of Oziar and Nicolae Orrus, debated in the assize of 8 July 1343,12 
we have no further information about this character.

Until the year 1409, when Valentine Panik was mentioned, there was no further 
documentary evidence relating to the noble judges’ activity. What we know about this 
noble is that he participated in investigating a case, but his name was not mentioned 
by any other historical source. For this reason, we do not know if Valentin was a rela
tive of Petru Pany’s, ennobled by Governor Iancu of Hunedoara, a few years later, 
with the villages Palyn and Zachachyi™ or whether he came from Cluj Countv, where 
there was an estate called Panik14 As regards Timiș County; we do not know of any 
locality7 that might have had this name.15

The first known representative of the Muron16 family who bore the title judex was 
apparently Ioan, who held this office in 1467.17 Of course, there is no question that 
this was not the noble bearing the same name and having similar duties in 1346,18 but 
a descendant of his, from the same family. Even if the document does not specifically' refer 
to him as magistrate of the nobility, there are indications that his loan’s predecessor 
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had held this position, but these clues are not beyond dispute. Judging from the infor
mation we have, we may ascertain that at least five noblemen from this family held the 
offices of noble judges or officers of the assize court.

What is unclear is the quality of Peter Kwre, whose name was added later, after the 
mention judex nobilium above it and the name of Ioan Muron.19 We do not know why 
his name was initially omitted. We may take into consideration an error of the notary’s 
or subsequent decisions of the assize court, but we cannot deny his self-understood qual
ity as a magistrate. However, we also cannot exclude the possibility that he was an 
officer of the assize court or of the county who accompanied Ioan Muron in conduct
ing the investigation.

In the same document, before the two names, one can detect the existence of an anthro
ponym which was subsequently written off, probably because his task was assigned to 
Ioan Muron and Petru Kwre. His first name was Andrei (Andreám) and his mention after 
the syntagm unum ex nobis gives us every reason to consider that he was one of four mag
istrates of the county in 1467.

While we know he was one of the judges in 1481, neither the locality' nor the family 
of origin is known in the case of Paul the literate.20 According to the decree issued in 1435, 
a magistrate’s activity lasted at least one year, after which time he could retire, but the 
law suggests that judges could remain in office even after the expiration of their term.21

Perhaps Paul was in office for 12 months because the one who conducted the inves
tigations during the next year was Valentin Moruny.22 As we could see, the participation 
of the nobles of Muron in the legal activities from Timiș was well known, especially 
since the members of this family had repeatedly' held the offices of: noble judges, the king’s 
men or procurators. However, we do not know how the judges’ commissions were divid
ed in the seat of justice, and whether they conducted on-site investigations byr each of 
the four judges in turn, over a certain period, which is why we cannot categorically 
state that Paul was replaced by Valentin of Muron. The last judex nobilium mentioned in 
the 15th century sources is Francisc of Dóci. Of course, this was not the homonymous 
comes of the camera, but a noble from Timiș, who came from the village Doc. We do 
not know if the medieval village hearth corresponded to that of present-day Dolaț, situ
ated about 20 km southwest of Ciacova, but the toponymy suggests a continuity of 
habitation in the old settlement. This is a more credible hypothesis than considering Francis 
to be a member of the Dóczy family, which originated in Bratislava County, but had gained 
roots in the Banat following the relation of familiarity with Iancu of Hunedoara.23

Among the same officials may be included Mihai dictus Poztos, son of Benedict, 
about whom the documents say that he was a magistrate of Timișoara in 1390.24 There 
is no information to the effect that he was one of the judges of the Timiș assize court, 
either that year or before; on the other hand, the title of judex could represent another 
function or quality. In the absence of other information, we cannot identify another seat 
of justice in Timișoara aside from the comital one. The uncertainties related to its activ
ité’ persist also because the documents present him both as a plaintiff and the owner of vil
lages in Hațeg County25 and as an accused party’ in a matter pertaining to one of these 
properties.26 We also learn that Mihai was cives de Tbemeswar, a situation that gave him 
the opportunity to be a member of the assize court, which was convened precisely in 
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this borough, but most of the noble judges known in Timiș, whose origins can be 
traced, belonged to the provincial gentry, with manors and courts located in villages. 
The activity of this character has been shed light upon by István Petrovics, who claims that 
Mihai Postos was master of the borough of Timișoara for more than a decade, from 
1390 until 1402, as the documents attest, which is why a longer activity is not exclud
ed. According to the Hungarian historian, on Saint George’s Day, that is on 24 April, those 
who were to lead the destinies of the kingdom’s boroughs were elected in all these set
tlements. In the case of wealthier families from other parts of Hungary, the tendency 
was to inherit this office or hold it for more than a decade. Insofar as Mihai Postos is 
concerned, the historian is puzzled by the fact that he was the leader of the borough for 
more than a decade, given that Timișoara was not a town with royal entitlements and 
he was a cloth merchant who did not come from a well-established family.27

Still, the results of our research, based on the assumption that the judges’ identity is 
discerned only by the presence of the tide judex nobilium remains modest, especially since 
the period under scrutiny spans over two centuries. There have been certified several sit
uations in which the judges commissioned to carry out inquests no longer had their 
position mentioned when the documents were drafted. For example, in Szabolcs County, 
Ramocsaházi Egyed had, on 6 September 1413, the quality of a magistrate, while three 
months later he was merely an envoy of the seat of justice. Similar situations were encoun
tered in the years 1418 and 1421, when the judges were Megyeri Adorján and, respectively, 
Ladislau Magyi. Moreover, the judges in 1425 have been identified based on the list of those 
who were mandated by the seat of justice to undertake various missions.28 For the other 
39 people,29 who did not have the regular title, but were mandated by the seat of Timiș, 
we should therefore follow any clue that might prove they were members of the assize court.

One of the judges’ first duties was testimony, which the first known decree, issued 
by Charles Robert, refers to. According to this document from the beginning of the third 
decade, one or two of the four judges participated with the comes' man in the inquests 
and on-site investigations.30

Like the kings’ decrees, all the documentary information we have had access to proves 
that the noble judges attended and conducted the investigations ordered by the seats 
of justice. In Szabolcs County; of the 39 commissions received by the judges, 27 referred 
to investigations at the scene of the place.31 The situation in Transylvania was slightly 
more different, since here one of the two judges had to conduct the inquiries.32

Given that some documents omitted to mention their titulature, it is difficult to iden
tify the position of those mandated in the absence of further information. Still, we 
consider that one clue that reveals their relationship with the court of assize is the expres
sion ex nobis, often used by notaries. In fact, this attribute emphasized the status of 
those mandated as members of the assize court.

The formula is more convincing when complemented by the mentions vnum or 
duos ex nobisy and the number or those commissioned to investigate case was higher. Given 
that only vice-comites, juror assessors and judges constituted the court of justice, it becomes 
quite clear that the identification of other officials, in such cases, is out of the question.

For example, the Timiș assize court mandated Ștefan dictus Genge and Dominic, 
son of Benché to investigate the complaint filed by Petru of Baty, but it is only about 
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the former that we learn he was unum ex nobis*3 that is, one of the members of the 
county assize court. Besides, it should not surprise us that the same Ștefan Genge was 
commissioned to conduct inquiries the following year too,’4 which demonstrates that 
he was a constant member of the assize court. Therefore we consider that in this case 
it was not a mistake of the scribe, who may have omitted Dominic: it simply shows 
that Ștefan was a full member of the institution, even without the documents record
ing his title as judex nobilium.

We can prove this hypothesis much more clearly in the case of Benedict, son of Dumitru, 
who was commissioned to conduct inquiries together with Nicolae, son of Benedict de 
Sancto Martino (Sânmartinu Maghiar). Of the two, only the former was referred to as 
ex nobis and judicem nobelium-, rendered like this, these formulas demonstrate that not 
all those who participated in investigations or received various assignments were mem
bers of the seats of justice. In this context, Nicolae did not have the position of a mag
istrate, but was merely a representative of the institution, as a man of the county or of 
the vice-comes.

The locality Andyckfalva is among the vanished and geographically unidentified 
settlements in the county, and the only assumption related to it has been proposed by the 
historian Milleker, who considers the toponym was close to that of the village Andocsfalva, 
located somewhere near the Timiș River and Ictar-Budinț.’5 From this place came Nicolae, 
son Dominic, who in 1372 was empowered to investigate the complaint of an official 
from Sas war.36 We do not have further information about this character who had the qual
ity" of unum ex nobis and the comes appellative. This attribute or title that Nicolae had 
was found amongst the wealthy gentry, the reference being, in this case, not to the 
office itself, but to his social status. Obviously, the comes'' responsibilities did not entail 
executing the tasks ordered by the assize court, the rapport being in fact quite reversed, 
given that the function was held by the barons. Things become much clearer if we 
consider that the same title was found with Ștefan Genge and Benedict, judges of the 
nobles. Therefore this function made it possible to include Nicolae among the mem
bers of the assize court, giving him a social status that was in some way better than 
that of the county men.

The last envoy about whom we learn that he was among those who formed the 
seat of justice was Petru of Chuban, even though the reference to him was not late, 
but came from 1389, towards the end of the 14th century. ’7 In addition to the location, 
an obscure fact remains the absence of the ex nobis expression and its semantic variants 
from the subsequent documents. In the 15th century; there were no more mentions attest
ing that the envoys were members of the seat of justice; instead, other formulas appeared, 
betraying the existence of patterns used by notaries or by those who drafted the docu
ments of the institution. Starting from 1406, we learn that envoys were per nos deputa
to™ and from the third decade on the following expression became customary: testimo
nio sigilli nostri et per nos jur ar e faciendo dixit et est confessus comodo.™

In other words, starting from the first decade of the 15th century; mention was made 
just of their being commissioned by the authorities, without further examples, but 
from 1429 up until the turn of the century; all the documents issued by the seat.of jus
tice, which certified the investigations conducted, mentioned the fact that the reports had
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been made respecting the protocol. Those mandated returned to the seat of the assize 
court presenting the seal of the authorities, and then swore an oath. The seal belonged 
to one of the members of the assize court, a magistrate perhaps, thus ensuring greater 
credibility for the mission. According to some views, any noble could conduct inquiries 
bearing the seal of the authorities, so in situations when this formulation appeared, the 
noble judges could be excluded from among the delegates/'

We may include Gheorghe of Chechtelek41 among the judges and nobles: he was a 
character whose delegation by the comital seat was not attested by the documents, but 
one of the reasons that convinced us to propose this hypothesis was his participation 
in three inquiries over a period of approximately four years. From 1410 until 1414, he 
alone carried out the inquiries ordered by the institution, which proves that he was 
one of its constant members and possibly even one of the judges. The historian C. 
Tóth Norbert has confirmed what the decrees of Kings Sigismund and Matthias sug
gested, namely a longer activity of these officials, demonstrating that the judges from 
Szabolcs County7 carried out their activity for a period between 1 and 23 years.42 Another 
argument which supports our opinion is the fact that he belonged to the Chechtelek fam
ily, whose members, we find, actively participated in the administrative life of the 
county.

Without relativizing the hypothesis presented and maintaining some confusion, we 
shall admit that when their titulature is absent, the identification of the noble judges 
can hardly be discerned by the presence of a diplomatic formula preferred by the notaries. 
Not even the mention ex nobis is a guarantee of this, as some sources suggest. For instance, 
in 1471, the seat of justice from Bodrog County sent four nobles to conduct inquiries, 
mentioning that they were quatuor ex nobis, of which only one had the title of judex nobil- 
lum, although he was listed among the judges in the intitulation of the document.43 
Undoubtedly, not all the four judges of the county could be responsible for executing the 
command, but only one, as we can see from the those recounted; notwithstanding all 
this, we are told that the other three nobles were also part of the assize court. Of 
course, their quality was that of men of the county in the service of the judges, but 
they were not confounded with the latter.

In conclusion, we may say that the ex nobis formula did not always expose the noble
men’s status as judges, but it did so to a high degree, and especially where one or two 
nobles were referred to in the company of several envoys, their administrative position 
was certain.

It is difficult to pronounce ourselves on the function of all those about whom the doc
uments provided no clue and designate them as noble judges. From among the 50 
people mentioned as being in the sendee of the assize court, about 1244 we do not 
have any information specifying their quality, which is why we believe they were the coun
ts men. Thus, only 15 people, a small number of the total, were identified as noble 
judges, a reality which shows that three quarters of the investigations ordered bv the 
comital seat were carried out by the county’s men.

□
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The noble judges and the men empowered by the seat of justice 
to carry out investigations in Timiș County

No Judges Other mentions Date References
Family
Locality

1 Stephanus - judex nobilium

2 Gregorius - judex nobilium
Anjoukori oklevéltár 6, 
3533 Michael - judex nobilium 15.12.1321

4 comitem 
Stephanus 
dictum Genge

- vnum ex nobis 02.04.1337

DL. 51.054
[ = Pesty, Ternes, 44-
45]

- vnum ex nobis 27.10.1338 DL 40789

5 Dominicus, 
filium Benché 02.04.1337

DL51054
[=Pesty, Ternes, 44- 
45]

6
comitem 
Benedictum 
filium Demetri » DL. 40914

[= Pesty, Ternes, 73- 
74; Anjoukori 
oklevéltár 27, 470, 
599]

7
Nicolaus filium 
Benedicti de 
Sancto Martino

- vnum ex nobis 
- judex nobilium 08.07.1343 Sânmartin

8 loan Folz 
dictus Hog of 
Nijmty

- duos ex nobis
- ydoneos ac 
fidedignos
- nobiles homines 
nostris 12.12.1346 DL91376 Nemeti

9
loan, son of Ilie 
of Murun

- duos ex nobis
- ydoneos ac 
fidedignos
- nobiles homines 
nostris 12.12.1346 DL91376 Muron

10

lacov, son of 
Petre dictus 
Wadum of 
Peterlaka - homines nostris 02.08.1351 DL41167 Peterlaka

11

comitem 
Nicolaum
filium Dominici 
of Andyckfalua - vnum ex nobis 12.10.1372 Pesty, Ternes, 122 Andyckfalua

12 loan of
Adrianfalva - homines nostris 01.07.1376

DL 42011
[ = Documenta 
Romániáé Historica 
15, 50) Adrianfalva

13
Laurențiu of 
Chechtelech 20.08.1387

DL 52557
[= Pesty, Ternes, 152] Chechtelek
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14 Petru of 
Chubon - vnum ex nobis 11.05.1389 DL 42421 Chuban

15 Mychael dictus
Poztos - judex de Temessuar

24.02, 21.09, 
28, 

31.10.1390
Pesty, Ternes, 185, 
188, 195-196

16 Toma of 
Rauazd - homines nostris 12.09.1392

Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, 1, 2622 Ravazd

17 Gall of Numpti - homines nostris 09.11.1400 DL 42753 Nemeti

18 Blasiu of
Muron 23.06.1405 Pesty, Ternes, 367 Muron

19
Georgius filius
Ladislai of
Balasfalua 21.07.1405

DL.53.251
[=Pesty, Ternes, 356- 
357, 367]

Balasfalua 
(Blajova)

20
lohanes, son of 
Petru of
Tosalas 23.03.1406 DL 92260 Tószalas

21
Ladislau, son 
of Mihai of 
Calaka - per nobis deputato 06.04.1406

DL 92262 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, ll/l, 
4611]

Calaka 
(Cálacea)

22
loan literatus 
of Mondola - per nobis deputato 25.01.1407

DL 53369
[=Pesty, Ternes, 387) Mondola

23 Petru, son of 
loan of Karol 20.09.1407

DL 92296 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, 11/2, 
5739] Karol

24
Gallus Parvus 
of Kenez 15.05.1408

DL 92310 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, 11/2, 
6103]

Kenez 
(Satchinez)

25
15.05.1408

DL 92311 
[ = Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, 11/2, 
6102]

Francisc, son 
of Emeric of 
Muron 11.12.1408

DL 92327 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, 11/2, 
6469] Muron

26 Valentin Panik - judex nobilium 08.08.1409 Pesty, Temes, 420

27 Clementis of 
Bethlem

- homines nostris ad 
id deputati 17.06.1410

DL 85594
[ = Pesty, Temes, 428-
429] Bethlen
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18.1 1.1410

DL 53558
[ = Pesty, Ternes, 435- 
436]

28 15.1 1.1412

DL 48226 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, III, 
2954]

Gheorghe of 
Chechtelek 06.1 1.1414

DL 53805
[ = Pesty, Ternes, 491-
492]

Chechtelek

29

Petru of Dóczi
- homines nostris 03.09 -

17.09.1415

DL 43301 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, V, 
1009]
DL 43303
[=Pesty, Ternes, 517] Dócz

30 Poul of
Chechtelek 25.02.1421 *

DL 54154 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, Vili, 
221]

Chechtelek

31 Francisc of 
Kenez 06.05.1421

DL 93924 
[=Mályusz, 
Zsigmondkori, Vili, 
492] Kenez

32

Petrum filium 
Gerardi dicti 
Kozoros de 
Uyfalu 04.12.1425

DL 54482
[=Pesty, Ternes, 592] Újfalu

33

Besan of Beel

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 
and swearing an oath 05.07.1429

DL 54684
[ = Pesty, Ternes, 624-
625] Beel

34 Petru Ceh of 
Újfalu

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 16.10.1431 DL 54770 Újfalu

35 Bartolomeu of
Chechtelek

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 02.09.1432 DL 54800

Chechtelek

36 Ștefan of 
Choba

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 03.03.1433 DL 43942 Choba

37 loan of
Pordany

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 14.06.1435 Pordany

38 David of 
Wjjgerd

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 28.06.1435 DL 44038 Ujgerd
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39
Andrei 
Checheuik of 
Nempti

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 23.04.1437 DL 55082 Nemeti

40 loon Sarzay of 
Nemeti

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal DL 55083

Nemeti

41
Dominic, son 
of Ștefan of 
Peterd

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal DL 68369 Peterd

42 Andrei of 
Dolay

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal Dolay

43 Ștefan Talmadi 
of Wyfalu

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 22.09.1439 DL 44266 Újfalu

44 Emeric of
Nemeti

infrascripta 
inguisitionem.faciendo 
misimus... 05.11.1443 DL 44355 Nemeti

45

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 03.12.1443 DL 55266

Nicolae, son of 
Nexe of Beel

reinforcing the 
accounts by 
submitting the seal 19.06.1453 DL 55541 Beel

46 Andrei judex nobilium ?

47 loan Muron judex nobilium Muron

48 Petru Kwre judex nobilium 23.06.1467 DL16552

49 Paul the 
literate judex nobilium 01.05.1481 DL18477

50
Valentin 
Moruny judex nobilium 1482 DL18743 Muron

51
Franciscus
Dóczi judex nobilium 20.02.1487 DL97461 Dócz
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Abstract
The Noble Judges in Timiș County (14,h-15,h centuries)

In the Middle Ages, the noble judges’ institution represented the core mechanism of the nobiliary' coun
ty. Unlike in Transylvania, where the court assizes were chaired by onlv two judges, in Timiș four 
elected nobles were mandated to this effect. The scarcity' of the sources leaves the juridical activity of this 
county in obscurity': here only 50 nobles were mentioned in relation to the operation of the seat of 
justice, and only one-tenth of these had the title ofjudex nobilium. The documents show that through
out their lives, magistrates were the retainers or vassals of the high nobility, in whose service thev 
tried to prosper and improve their livelihood. Their activity' was generally' juridical—they' were respon
sible for carrying out on-site investigations, issuing subpoenas in court cases—but the royal conscrip
tions show' that their duties included the collection of taxes or the census of the county residents.

Keywords
County; noble judges, scat of justice, the county’s men, royal servitors.


