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and acquittance, and a royal conveyance whereby his goods and, arguably, he
himself were granted to the Queen. The Exchequer enforced the law “accord-
ing to the customs of the Jewry” for nearly a century until the expulsion in
1290. Over time, the alien ways of the Jews had become the subject of every-
day litigation in the King’s courts.

V. ConcrusionN: THE Exopus aND WHAT THE JEws LEFT BEHIND

Ruling during an era of socio-economic change
(1272-1307), Edward was wont to legislate accord-
ingly. And Edward was weary of the Jews.!%® Thus he
issued laws forbidding the Jews from holding real
property, denying them usurious practice, and order-
ing them to wear distinctive dress and identifying
badges.!’

Even as he restricted Jewish moneylenders, Edward
expanded the universe of non-Jewish moneylending.
. L He had before him a model of secured debt contracts,
Interdicia est fudeis .
licentia usurandi - enforced for centuries by the royal courts for the royal

musgaﬁﬂﬁ of jewdwgariﬂg usurers. In the Statute of Merchants of 1285,1¢8 Ed-
adge required by ; i -
1275 Statute forbidding ward extended to creditors the forms of registry, rem

Jews the practice of usury. €dy, and enforcement that had previously been the

(MS British Museun)  substance of the Exchequer of the Jews.!%® Under the
Statute, a debtor acknowledged the existence of his debt before the Mayor and
one of the recording clerks. The clerks recorded the debt in two rolls, one to
remain with the Mayor, one with the clerks. In his own recognizable hand-
writing, the clerk prepared a debt instrument, to which the debtor affixed his
seal and the officials affixed the King’s seal. This instrument was given to the

creditor, who would present it to the Mayor and the clerks to prove his rights if
the debtor defaulted.!’®

More than the enrollment procedures paralleled the structures of the Ex-
chequer of the Jews. The remedies also extended to Christian creditors the
relief formerly available only to Jews.!7! No longer was a Christian creditor’s
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was enacted two years before the Statute of Merchants, had been intended to establish a speedy remedy
for merchant creditors. Because the sheriffs had failed to apply the statute correctly, the Statute of
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