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Chetham Societp,

ESTABLISHED M.DCCC.XLIII.

FOR THE PUBLICATION OF

HISTORICAL AND LITERARY REMAINS

CONNKCTED WITH THE PALATINE COUNTIES OF

LANCASTER AND CHESTER.
Council for the year 1871-72.

Pregient.
JAMES CROSSLEY, Esq., F.8.A.
. Yice-Pregivent.
Tue Rev. F. R. RAINES, M.A,, F.S.A., Hon. Canon of Manchester, Vicar of
Milnrow, and Rural Dean.

Couneil,
WILLIAM BEAMONT, Esq.
THe VErY REv. GKORGE HULL BOWERS, D.D., Dean of Manchester.
RICHARD COPLEY CHRISTIE, Esq., M.A., Chancellor of the Diocese of Manchester.
Tue Rev. THOMAS CORSER, M.A., F.S.A, Rector of Stand.
WILLIAM ADAM HULTON, Esq.
THOMAS JONES, Esq.,, B.A,, F.S.A.
WILLIAM LANGTON, Esq.
COLONEL EGERTON LEIGH.
Tue Rev. JOHN HOWARD MARSDEN, B.D,, F.R.G.8., Canon of Manchester.
Tae Rev. JAMES RAINE, M.A., Canon of York, Fellow of Durham University.

Treagurer.
ARTHUR H. HEYWOOD, Esq.
Fonararp Secretary.

R. HENRY WOOD, Esq., F.8.A.,, F.R.GS,
Mem. Corr. Soc. Antiq. de Normandie.

RULES OF THE CHETHAM SOCIETY.

1. That the Society shall be limited to three hundred and fifty members.

2. That the Society shall consist of members being subscribers of one pound annually, such subscrip-
tion to be paid in advance, on or before the day of general meeting in each year. The first general meeting
to be held on the 23rd day of March, 1843, and the general meeting in eacl{ year afterwards on the 1st day
of March, unless it should fall on a éundny, when some other day is to be named by the Council.

3. That the affairs of the Socioty be conducted by a Council, consisting of a permanent President and
Vice-President, and twelve other members, including a Treasurer and Eicretary, all of whom shall be
elected, the first two at the general meeting next after a vacancy shall occur, and the twelve other
members at the general meeting annuallg.

4. That any member may compound for his future subscriptions by the payment of ten pounds.

5. That the accounts of the receipts and expenditure of the Society be audited annually, by three
auditors, to be elected at the general meeting; and that any member who shall be one year in arrear of
his subscription, shall no longer be considered as belonging to the Society.

6. That every member not in arrear of his annual subscription, be entitled to a copy of each of the
works published by the Society.

7. That twenty copies of each work shall be allowed to the editor of the same, in addition to the
one to which he may be entitled as a member.

. Applications and communications to be addressed to the PRESIDENT, 2 Cavendish Place, All
Saints, Manchester, or to the HONORARY SECRETARY, Crumpsall, near Manchester.




PUBLICATIONS OF THE CHETHAM SOCIETY.

First year (1843—4).
YOL.

I. Travels in Holland, the United Provinces," England, Scotland, and Ireland, 1634 -1635. By Sir
‘William Brereton, Bart. Edited by Epwarp Hawkins, Esq., F.R.8,, F.8.A,, F.L.8. pp. viii, 206.

I1. Tracts relating to Military Proceedings in Lancashire during the Great Civili War. Edited and
Illustrated from Contemporary Documents by Groreg OrMEenop, D.C.L., F.RS, FS.A, F.GS8,
author of “The History of Cheshire.” pp. xxxii, 372.

III. Chester’s Triumph in Honor of her Prince, as it was performed upon St. George’s Day 1610, in
the foresaid Citie. Repriuted from the original edition of 1610, with an Introduction and Notes.
Edited by the Rev. THoMAS CoRsER, M.A. pp. xviii, 36.

Second year (1844—5).

IV. The Life of Adam Martindale, written by himself, and now first printed from the oriﬁnnl manu-
script in the British Museum. Edited by the Rev. RIcEARD PARKINSON, B.D., Canon of Manchester.

Ppp. xvi, 246,
V. Lancashire Memorials of the Rebellion, 1715. By SamurL HiBBerT-WaRg, M.D., F.R8.E,, &ec.
Pp. x, 66, and xxviii, 292.

VI. Potts’s Discovery of Witches in the county of Lancaster. Reprinted from the original edition of
1613; with an Introduction and Notes by JaMEs CrossLiy, Esq. pp. Ixxx, 184, 62,

Third year (1845-6).

VII. Iter Lancastrense, a Poem written a.D. 1636, by the Rev. Richard James. Edited by the Rev.
Taomas Corser, M.A. pp. exii, 86. Folding Pedigree.

VIII. Notitia Cestriensis, or Historical Notices of the Diocese of Chester, by Bishop Gastrell. Cheshire.
Edited by the Rev. F. R. Raines, M.A,, F.S.A. Vol.I. pp. xvi, 396. Plats.

IX. The Norris Papers. Edited by THoMAs HEYWoOD, Esq., F.8.A. pp. xxxiv, 190.

Fourth year (1846—7).

X. The Coucher Book or Chartulary of Whalley Abbey. Edited by W. A. HuvrtoN, Esq. Vol. 1.
pp. x1,338. Plate.

XI. The Coucher Book or Chartulary of Whalley Abbey. Vol. II. pp.339-636.
XII. The Moore Rental. Edited by TromMas Heywoop, Esq., F.S.A. pp. Ixx, 168.

Fifth year (1847-8).

XIII. '{l_xoalgsiary and Correspondence of Dr.John Worthington. Edited by Jas. CrossLey, Esq. Vol. I.
pp. viii, 398.

XIV. The Journal of Nicholas Assheton. Edited by the Rev. F. R.Ramnes M.A.,F.S.A. pp.xxx, 164,

XV. The Holy Lyfe and History of Saynt Werburge, very frutefull for all Christen People to rede.
Edited by EpwArD HawKiNs, Esq. pp. xxviii, 10, 242,
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Sixth year (1848-9).

XVI. The Coucher Book or Chartulary of Whalley Abbey. Vol. II1. pp. xli-liv, 637-936.
XVII. Warrington in 1465. Edited by WiLL1AM BEAMONT, Esq. pp. Ixxviii, 152.

XVIII. The Diary of the Rev. Hemi! Newcome, from September 30, 1661, to September 29, 1663.
Edited by Taomas HEywoop, Esq., F.8.A. pp.xl, 242,

Seventh year (1849—50).

XIX. Notitia Cestriensis. Vol. II.Part I. Lancashire, Part 1. pp.iv, 160, xxviii. v
an. ;I‘ho Coucher Book or Chartulary of Whalley Abbey. Vol.IV. (Conclusion). pp.lv-Ixiii, 937-
1314.

XXI. Notitis Cestriensis. Vol. II. Part II. Lancashire, Part II. pp.lxxvii, 161-352. Plate.

Eghth year (1850-1).

XXII. Notitia Cestriensis. Vol. II. Part II1. Lancashire, Part I11. (Conclusion). pp. 353-621,

XXIII. A Golden Mirrour; conteininge certaine pithie and figurative visions prognosticating good
fortune to England, &c. By Richard Robinson of Alton. Reprinted from the only known copy of
the original edition of 1589 in the British Museum, with an Introduction and Notes by the Rev.
Taomas Corser, M.A,, F.8.A. pp. xxii, 10, 96. :

XXIV. Chetham Miscellanies. Vol. I. Edited by WiLLiaM LaneTox, Esq, : containing
P ‘1:apers connected with the affairs of Milton and his Family. Edited by J. F. Marsn, Esq. pp 46,

te.

Epistolary Reliques of Lancashire and Cheshire Antiquaries, 1653-73. Communicated by GEoras
OrMEROD, D.C.L., F.R.S, F.S.A, and F.G.S. pp.16.

Calendars of the Names of Families which entered their several Pedigrees in the successive
Heraldic Visitations of the County Palatine of Lancaster. Communicated by GEORGE ORMEROD, -
D.C.L, F.R8, F.8.A, and F.G.S. “;m. 26.

- A Fragment, illustrative of Sir . Dugdale’s Visitation of Lancashire. From MSS. in the
possession of the Rev. F. R. Raines, M.A, F8.A. pp. 8.

Autobiographical Tracts of Dr. John Dee, Warden of the College of Manchester. Edited by
JaMrs CrossLRY, Eslc} . iv, 84,

Visitation temp. Hen. VII1, The Abbaye of Whatley (for insertion in Whalley Coucher Book).

Ninth year (1851-2).

XXYV. Cardinal Allen’s Defence of Sir William Stanley’s Surrender of Deventer. Edited by THoMAs
Heywoop, Esq., F.8.A. pp.c, 38.

XXVI. Tble Szzutobiognphy of Henry Newcome, M.A. Edited by Rp. PArkinsox, D.D.,FS.A. Vol.I.
pp. xxV, 184.
XXVII. The Autobiography of Henry Newcome, M.A. Vol.II. (Conclusion). pp.185-390 .

Tenth year (1852-3).

XXVIII. The Jacobite Trials at Manchester in 1694. Edited by WiLLIAM BEAMoNT, Esq. pp.xe, 132.

XXIX. The Stanley Papers, Part I. The Earls of Derby and the Verse Writers and Poets of the six-
teenth and seventeenth centuries. By Tromas HEYwoob, Esq., F.8.A. pp. 64.

XXX. Documents relating to the Priory of Penwortham, and other Possessionsin Lancashire of the
Abbey of Evesham. Edited by W. A Hurton, Esq. pp. Ixxviii, 136.
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Eleventh year (1853—4).

XXXI. The Stanley Papers, Part II. The Derby Household Books, comprising an account of the
Household Regulati and Expenses of Edward and Heunry, third and fourth Earls of Derby ;
together with a Diary, containing the names of the guests who visited the latter Earl at his houses
in Lancashire : by William Farrington, Esq., the Comptroller. Edited by the Rev. F. R. RaInEs,
MA.,F8.A. pp. xeviii, 247. Five Plates.

XXXII. The Private Journal and Literary Remains of John Byrom. Edited by RICHARD PARKINSON,
D.D,FS.A. Vol.I. Part I. pp. x,320. Portrait.

XXXIII. Lancashire and Cheshire Wills and Inventories from the Ecclesiastical Court, Chester.
The First Portion. Edited by the Rev. G. J. Prccopg, M.A. pp. vi, 196.

Twelfth year (1854—75).

XXXIV. The Private Journal and Literary Remains of John Byrom. Vol. I. Part II. pp.321-639.

XXXV. The House and Farm Accounts of the Shuttleworths of Gawthorpe Hall. Edited by Jon~
HaRrLAND, Esq., F.S.A. Part I. pp.232. Frontispiece. -

XXXVI. The Diary and Correspondence of Dr. John Worthington. Vol. IL Part I. pp.248.

Thirteenth year (1855—6).

XXXVII. Chetham Miscellanies. Vol. II. Edited by WiLLIaAM LANGTON, Esg : containin

The Rights and Jurisdiction of the County Palatine of Chester, the Earls Palatine, the slnmber-
lain, and other Officers. Edited by JoserH Brooks Yartes, F.A.8, G.8,, and P.S. pp. 37.

The Scottish Field. (A Poem on the Battle of Flodden% Edited by JonN Rosson, icq. Pp. xV,28.

Examynatyons towcheynge Cokeye More, Temp. Hen. VIII. in a dispute between the Lords of the
Manors of Middleton and Radclyffe. Communicated by the Rev. F. R. RaiNes, M.A,, F.8.A. pp.30.

A Histo:x of the Ancient Chapel of Denton, in Manchester Parish. By the Rev. Joun BoOKER,
M.A,FS.A. pp.viii, 148. Thres Plates.

A Letter from John Bradshawe of Gray’s Inn to Sir Peter Legh of Lyme. Edited by WiLLram
LanaTton, Esq. pp. 6.

Facsimile of a £ud of Richard Bussel to Church of Evesham (for insertion in vol. xxx ).

XXXVIII. Bibliographical Notices of the Church Libraries of Turton and Gorton bequeathed by
Humphrey Chetham. Edited by GILBERT J. FriNcH, Esq. pp.199. Illustrated Titls.

XXXIX. The Farington Papers. Edited by Miss FFARINGTON. pp. xvi, 179. Five plates of Signatures.

Fourteenth year (1856-7).

XIi;udThe Private Journal and Literary Remains of John Byrom. Vol. II. Part I. pp. 326 and two
exes.

X%I. The House and Farm Accounts of the Shuttleworths of Gawthorpe Hall. Part I1. pp.233-472.
ortrait.

XLII. A Histor* of the Ancient Chapels of Didsbury and Chorlton, in Manchester Parish, including
Sketches of the Townships of Didsbury, Withington, Burnage, Heaton Norris, Reddish, Levenshulme,
and Chorlton-cum-Hardy: together with Notices of the more Ancient Local Faumilies, and Particulars
relating to the Descent of their Estates. By the Rev. Jou~n Bookger, M.A., F.8.A. pp. viii, 337;
Seven Ilustrations.
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Fifteenth year (1857-8).

XLIII. The House and Farm Accounts of the Shuttleworths of Gawthorpe Hall. Part III. pp.x,
473-776.

XLIV. The Private Journal and Lite: Remains of John Byrom. Vol. II. Part II. pp. 327-654.
Byrom Pedigrees, pp. 41 and three folding sheets; Indez, pp.v.

XLV. Miscellanies: being a selection from the Poems and Correspondence of the Rev. Thos. Wilson,
B.D, ozf CliItJtlx:roo. ‘With Memoirs of his Life. By the Rev. CanoN Raings, M.A., F.8.A. pp. xc,
230. Two tes. .

Sixteenth year (1858-9).

XLVI. The House and Farm Accounts of the Shuttleworths of Gawthorpe Hall. Part IV. (Con-
clusion). pp.T77-1171.

XLVII. A History of the Ancient Chapel of Birch, in Manchester Parish, including a Sketch of the
Township of Rusholme : together with Notices of the more Ancient Local Families, and Particulars
rFo;lat.in h:.o the Descent of their Estates. By the Rev. JouNn Booxker, M.A., F.8.A. pp. viii, 255.

our tes.

XLVIII. A Catalogue of the Collection of Tracts for and against Poper{ (published in or about the
reign of James II.) in the Manchester Library founded by Humphrey Chetham; in which is
incorporated, with large Additions and Bibliographical Notes, the whole of Peck’s List of the
Tracts i& that Controversy, with his References. Edited by THoMas Jones, Esq. B.A. Part I.
pp. xii, 256.

Seventeenth year (1859—60).

XLIX. The Lancashire Lieutenancy under the Tudors and Stuarts. The Civil and Military Govern-
ment of the County, as illustrated by a series of Royal and other Letters; Orders of the Privy Council,
the Lord Lieutenant, and other Authorities, &c., &c. Chiefly derived from the Shuttleworth MSS.
Aagl; Gaw;ll‘l‘orpe Hall, Lancashire. Edited by JorN HARrLAND, Esq., F.8.A. Part I. pp. cxx, 96.

ven tes.

L. The Lancashire Lieutenancy under the Tudors and Stuarts. Part II. (Conclusion). pp.97-333.

LI. Lancashire and Chesbhire Wills and Inventories from the Ecclesiastical Court, Chester. The Second
Portion. pp. vi, 283.

Eighteenth year (1860-1).

LII. Collectanea Anglo-Poetica: or, A Bibliographical and Descriptive Catalogue of a portion of a Col-
lection of Early English Poet?, with occasional Extracts and Remarks Biographical and Critical.
B‘y the Rev. THoMAS CorsERr, M.A., F.8.A,, Rural Dean; Rector of Stand, Lancashire; and Vicar
of Norton, Northamptonshire. Part I. pp. xi, 208.

LIII. Mamecestre: being Chag.tors from the early recorded History of the Barony, the Lordship or
Manor, the Vill Borough or Town, of Manchester. Edited by Joax HarLaND, Esq., F.S.A. Vol. I.
Pp. 207. Frontispiece.

LIV. Lancashire and Cheshire Wills and Inventories from the Ecclesiastical Court, Chester. The Third
Portion. (Conclusion). pp.v, 272.
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Nineteenth year (1861-2).

LV. Collectanea Anglo-Poetica. Part II. pp. vi, 209-456.
LVI. Mamecestre. Vol. II. pp.209-431.

LVII. Chetham Miscellanies. Vol. III. Edited by WiLLiAM LANGTON, EuqCo containing
On the South Lancashire Dialect, with Biographical Notices of John llier, the author of Tim
Bobbin. By Tros. HEYW0OD, Esq. pp. 84
Rentale de Cokersand : being the Bursar’s Rent Roll of the Abbey of Cokersand, in the Count;
Palatine of Lancaster, for the year 1501. Printed from the Original. Edited by the Rev. F. K.
Raines, M.A,, F.S.A. pp. xviii, 46.
The Names of all the gentlemen of the best callinhfe wttin the countye of Lancastre, whereof choyse
8 to be made of a c’ten number to lend vnto her Ma*’* moneye vpon Erivie seals in Janvarye 1588.
rom a manuscript in the possession of the Rev. F. R. RaIines, M.A., F.S.A. .9.
Some Instruction given by William Booth Esquire to his stewards John C}s?:m on and William
Rowcrofte, upon the purchase of Warrington by Sir George Booth Baronet and William Booth his

A.D. MDCXVIII, mmunicated b 1LLIAM BEaMONT, Esq. fp. 8.
P iter froni5Sir John Seton, Manchester y* 25 M’ch, 1643. Edited by TroMAs HEYWOOD, Esq.,
S.A. pp.15.

The Names of eight hundred inhabitants of Manchester who took the oath of allegiance to Charles
IL in April, 1679. Communicated by JoHN HarLaAND, F.S.A. % 8.

The Pole Booke of Manchester, May y° 22¢ 1690. Edited by WiLLIAM LaNaTON, Esq. pp. 43.
Map and folding Tabls.

Twentieth year (1862-3).

LVIII. Mamecestre. Vol. III. (Conclusion.) pp.x],433-627.

LIX. A History of the Chantries within the County Pslatine of Lancaster : being the Reports of the
Royal Commissioners of Henry VIII., Edward VI., and Queen Mary. Edited by the Rev. F. R.
Raines, M.A,, F.S.A. Vol.1. pp. xxxix, 168.

LX. A History of the Chantries within the County Palatiue of Lancaster, &c. Vol. II. (Conclusion).
pp. 169-323.

Twenty-first year (1863—4).

Genenl"!n;l;g to the Remains Historical and Literary published by the Chetham Society, vols. I-XXX.

pp. viii, 168,

LXI. I. Abbott’s Journal. II. An Account of the Tryalls &c. in Manchester in 1694, Kdited by the
Rt. Rev. ALERXANDER Goss, D.D. pp.xix, 32; xxi, 42; 5.

LXII. Discoursc of the Warr in Lancashire. Edited by WiLLiax BraMonT, Esq. pp. xxxiv, 164
Two Plates.

Twenty-second year (1864—5).

LXIII. A Volume of Court Leet Records of the Manor of Manchester in the Sixteenth Century.
Compiled and edited by JorN HarranD, F.8.A. pp. xix, 208. Frontispiece.

LXIV. A Catalogue of the Collection of Tracts for and against Popery, PartII. To which are added
an Index to the Tracts in both editions of Gibson’s Preservative, and a reprint of Dodd’s Certamen,
Utriusque Ecclesim. Edited by TroMas Jongs, Esq. B.A. pp. x, 269, 17.

LXYV. Continuation of the Court Leet Records of the Manor of Manchester, A.p. 1586-1602. By JoHN
HarLaND, Esq. pp. viii, 128.
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Twenty-third year (1865—6).

LXVI. The Stanley Papers. Part II1. Private Devotions and Miscellanies of James seventh earl of
Derby, K.G., with a Prefatory Memoir and Ap;'endix of Documents. Edited by the Rev. Caxon
Raines, MLA, F8.A. Vol.1. pp. i-ceviii. Four Plates.

LXVII. The Stanley Papers. Part III. Vol.2. pp. ccix-cccxev. Four Plates.

LXVIII. Collectanea relating to Manchester and its Neighbourhood, at various periods. Compiled
arranged and edited by JoaN Harranp, F.8.A. Vol. I. pp. viii, 258,

Twenty-fourth year (1866—7).

LXIX. The Admission Register of the Manchester School, with some Notices of the more distinguished
Scholars. Edited by the Rev. JkrEMiAH Finca 8uirn, M.A., Rector of Aldridge, Staffordshire,
and Rural Dean. Vol. I, from a.p. 1730 to A.p. 1775. pp. viii, 253.

LXX. The Stanley Papers. Part III. Vol.3. (Conclusion.) pp.112and 65. Frontispisce.
LXXI. Collectanea Anglo-Poetica. Part III. pp.x, 282,

Twenty-fifth year (1867-8).

LXXII. Collectanea relating to Manchester and its Neighbourhood. Vol. II. pp. viii, 252.

LXXIII. The Admission Register of the Manchester School, with some Notices of the more dis-
tinguished Scholars. Edited by the Rev. JErReMiAH Fixcn Smira, M.A., Rector of Aldridge,
Staffordshire, and Rural Dean. Vol. II., from A.D. 1776 to a.D. 1807. pp. v, 302.

LXXIV. Three Lancashire Documents of the Fourteenth and. Fifteenth Centuries, namely : I. The
Great De Lacy Inquisition, Feb. 16, 1311. II. Survey of 1320-1346. III. Custom Roll and Rental
of the Manor of Ashton-under-Lyne, 1421. Edited by JoaN HarLAND, Esq., F.8.A. pp. xiii, 140.

Twenty-sixth year (1868-g).

LXXYV. Lancashire Funeral Certificates. Edited by THoMAs WiLLIAM KiINg, Esq., F.S.A., York
Heorald. With additions by the Rev. F. R. Raines, M.A., F.B.A.,'Vioo-Presi(ient of the Chetham
Bociety. pp. viii, 102.

LXXVI. Observations and Inatructions divine and morall. In Verse. By Robert Heywood of Hey-
wood, Lancashire. Edited by James CrossLEY, Esq., F.8.A. pp. xxiv, 108.

LXXVII. Collectanea Anglo-Poetica. Part IV. pp. vi, 260.

Twenty-seventh year (1869—70).

LXXVIII. Tracts written in the Controversy respecting the Le%i;imwy of Amicia, daughter of
Hugh Cyveliok, earl of Chester. A.n. 1673-1679. By sir Peter cester, bart., and sir Thomas
Mainwaring, bart. Reprinted from the Collection at Peover. Edited, with an Introduction, by
‘WiiLiam Beaxont, Esq. Part I. pp. xev, 94. Portrait of sir Peter Leycester.

LXXIX. Tracts written in the Controversy respecting the Legitimacy of Amicia. Part II. pp. 95-322.
Portrait of sir Thomas Mainwaring.

LXXX. Tracts written in the Controversy respecting the Legitimacy of Amicis. Part III. pp. 323-550.
With frontispiecs of Stall at Peover. y respecting v PP
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Twenty-eighth year (1870-1).
VOL.
LXXXI. The Visitation of the County Palatine of Laucaster, made in the year 1567, by William
+ Flower, Esq., Norroy king of arms. Edited by the Rev. F. R. RaiNes, M.A,, F.8.A,, Vicar of
Milnrow, and Hon. Canon of Manchester. pp. xvi, 141.

LXXXII. The Visitation of the County Palatine of Lancaster, made in the xeu 1613, by Richard St.
George, ., Norroy king of arms. Edited by the Rev. F. R. Raings, M.A,, F.8.A,, Vicar of Miln-
row, Hon. Canon of Manchester, and Rural Dean. pp. xx, 142.

LXXXIII. Chetham Miscellanies, Vol. IV., containing:
Some Account of General Robert Venables, of Antrobus and Wincham, Cheshire ; with an engrav-
i‘g&' from his Portrait at Wincham, together with the Autobiographical Memoranda or Diary of his
idow, Elizabeth Venables. From the original MS. in the &osseuion of Lkg P. TowNsHEND, Esq.
pp. iv, 28. Pedigree 1. Portrait of General Robert Venables.

A Forme of Confession grounded vpon the Ancient Catholique and Apostoliqne Faith. Made and
composed by the honorable ladie The Lady Bridget Egerton. 4.p. 1636. From the original MS. in
tll’lle possession of Stk PHILIP DE MaLPAS GREY EGERTON, Bart.,, M.P. pp. vi,23. Psdigrees 2.

ate.

A Kalender conteyning the Names of all such Gent. and others as upon her Maty’s P o Seales
have paid there Money to the handes of Sir Hugh Cholmondley Knyghte Collectr of Her Hyghnes
Loane with'® the Countie of Chester, together w': the severall Somes and Daies of Receipt. A.D. 1597.
From the original MS. in the possession of R. H. Woop, Esq., F.8.A. pp.iv, 4.

History of Warrington Friary. Edited by WiLLiaM BEAMONT, Esq. pp. vii, 76. Indez 4.
Four Plates, being Effigies and Arms, Tombstones, and Fragments.

Twenty-ninth year (1871-2).

LXXXIV. The Visitation of the County Palatine of Lancaster, made in the year 1664-5, by Sir Wil-
liam Dugdale, Knight, Norroy king of arms. Edited by the Rev. F. R. Raings, M.A,, F.8.A,, Vicar
of Milnrow, Hon. Canon of Manchester, and Rural Dean. Part I. pp. xiv, 104,

LXXXYV. The Visitation of the County Palatine of Lancaster, made in the year 1664-5, by Sir Wil-
liam Dugdale, Knight. Part II. pp. 105-224.
LXXXVI. Annals of the Lords of Warrington for the first five centuries after the conquest. With

historical notices of the place and neighbourhood. Edited by WiLLiaM BraMoNT, Esq. Part 1.
pp. xxvi, 262. Three Plates.

Charles Simms and Co., Printers, Manchester.
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Nineteenth year (1861-2).
YOL,
LV. Collectanea Anglo-Poetica. Part II. pp. vi, 209-456.
LVI. Mamecestre. Vol.II. pp.209-431.
LVII. Chetham Miscellanies. Vol. III. Edited by WiLLIAM LaNeToN, Esq. : containing

On the South Lancashire Dialect, with Biographical Notices of John Collier, the author of Tim
Bobbin. By Tros. HRYwooD, Esq. pp. 84

Rentale de Cokersand : being the Bursar’s Rent Roll of the Abbey of Cokersand, in the County
Palatine of Lancaster, for the year 1501. Printed from the Original. Edited by the Rev. F. R.
Raines, M.A,, F.S.A. pp. xviii, 46.

The Names of all the gontlemen of the best callilife wtbin the countye of Lancastre, whereof choyse

8 to be made of a c’ten number to lend vnto her Ma’* moneye vpon Erivie seals in Janvarye 1588.

rom a manuscript in the possession of the Rev. F. R. Raines, M.A,, F.S.A. .9.
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INTRODUCTION.

‘¢ All monuments of antiquity are so speedily passing away, all traces of those bygone
generations on which the mind loves to linger, and which in their dim and indis-
tinct memories exercise a spell —often a holy and a purifying spell on the
imagination, are so fleeting, and when irrevocably gone will be so lamented, that
all testimonies which throw certain light on the habits and manners of the past,
how slight soever the testimonies they afford, how slight soever the characteristics .
they display, are of the highest possible value to an enlightened people who apply
the experience of the past to its legitimate and noblest use —the guidance and
improvement of the present.”

O many of the events and circumstances of human
life are common tp all, that from the life of any
individual, if faithfully written, it has been said we may
derive profit and instruction. All have struggles to
make, difficulties to meet, and cares and trials to bear :

“To each his sufferings all are men!”

And when we read how bravely any one has borne his
lot, we gird up our loins to follow his example, and seem-
ing to hear this voice whispering behind us,

“Tu ne cede malis sed contra audentior ito,”

we buckle on our harness again, and prepare to fight our
own battle with new vigour. On the other hand, while
unavoidable misfortunes move our sympathy, the neglect
or desertion of duty which we see excites our regret or
anger, and stands like a pillar of warning to confront us.
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Trials are confined to no one period of life; no season
is exempt from them. Neither that time in which “the
boy is father to the man,” nor manhood in its vigour, nor
middle life with its graver aims and objects, nor old age
with its infirmities, nor even the last closing scene of all,
is without its peculiar lessons which whoso wills may
read, and, if he so will, may read to profit.

But if a single life thus yields its lessons, how much
richer a harvest ought we to derive from that which is a
cluster of lives, the life of an old family like that which
these A nnals relate, which, having been rooted in the soil
for generations, has attained a measure of years to which
that of a single life is but as a span; or as that motion of
“the dial’s point still ending at the arrival of an hour” is,
when compared with that of the short hand of the same
dial, which takes in its measured march many hours to
accomplish what the other accomplishes in one.

A life of this kind passed in times very different from
our own, and which has numbered nearly twice the years
of Nestor; which saw our fathers acting busy parts in

“bright embattled fields
Of trophied helmets, spears and shields,”

must possess a store of striking incidents of a nature to
call up thought and kindle the imagination. In twenty
reigns it must have witnessed and perhaps taken part
in many of the remarkable events of English history.
It saw kings either set aside or unroyally dealt with;
Curthose set aside by Rufus and Matilda by Stephen,
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Cceur de Lion treacherously betrayed and put to ransom,
Arthur set aside by John, Richard of Bourdeaux by
Bolingbroke, Edward V. by his uncle Gloucester, Richard
Crouchback by Richmond, and Jane Gray — “queen
Jane” for a day — displacing Mary. It saw the country
wrung by the intestine wars of Stephen, the great char-
ter extorted from John, and the insurrections of Wat
Tyler and Jack Cade threatening the country at different
times. It saw the rise, growth, full age, plethora, decay
and final downfall of the monastic houses, the reformation
of religion, and as the family lamp was feebly flickering
and about to expire it saw England delivered from the
dangers of the great Armada.

But if we call in reason and strip away the enchantment
which distance either of time or space always lends in
such a case, we shall find that in many respects those
times which seem so much more picturesque were not so
happy as our own. It was not every one #%en who could
take up the apostle’s words and say “I was free born;”
for there were in those days serfs and bondsmen, whe
were not only not masters of themselves but were either
attached to the soil and capable of being transferred with
it, or of being separated from it and sold like the cattle
upon it. This race of people was not extinct even so
lately as the reign of queen Elizabeth, for in the year
1574 she issued a commission to enquire “what if any
lands and goods her bondmen and bondwomen had, in
order that they might compound for their manumission or
freedom and might enjoy such lands and goods as free-
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men!” Boast as they would of their freedom, even the
great and wealthy were only free after a sort, for they
were not only subject to the feudal exactions of aids,
wardships, marriages, reliefs and the like, the very names
of which sound strange in our ears, but they were very
far indeed from having even such a share of personal
liberty as they had secured to them by the safeguards
which are now thrown around even the meanest of the
queen’s subjects.

The rise of a family like that to which these Annals
relate may generally be traced back to some ancestor in a
remote age whose actions made him famous, and led to
his career and that of his family attracting notice after-
wards. For five hundred years, a limit which few fami-
lies have passed, this family bore a part not only in the
- wars, conquests and other public affairs of their time, but
were active also in discharging those less public but
equally necessary duties of their rank and station in their
own neighbourhood. In their life therefore, reflected as in
a mirror, we have a moving panorama of the various cha-
racters, events and circumstances of their time, and by it
we are enabled to realise more vividly both the highways
and byeways of the history of times long since departed.
The course of such a life resembles that of some great
river which, small as a silver thread at first, runs spark-
‘ling on through bare and barren tracts, until having
received large accessions from other streams it rushes
headlong through some deep cleft or chasm into the plain
below, and there, after traversing leagues of country,
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bare at first and then fertile, gains at last its home and
dies in the sea. Life and the river have both their falls,
but in one respect their fate is reversed ; the river has its
fall in the impetuosity of youth, but the fall of the other
is not only not at its outset, but generally precedes its
decline and final extinction.

-If the changes which occur in any single life are great,
how much greater and more numerous must be those
which happen in the course of a family life such as that
to which we have referred. But there is one period
which awaits both, and until that time arrives a poet de-
nies that either can be called happy :

“Ultima semper
Expectanda dies homini dicique beatus
Ante obitum nemo supremaque funera debet.”

The first mention of our Botelers or Pincernas occurs
in that great repository of early names, the Domesday
Survey, where we find Richard Pincerna mentioned as
holding lands under Hugh Lupus earl of Chester, whom
he served in the office of butler, a circumstance to which
he owes his name.

If it be true, as it has been said, that religion, politics
and literature—the three great-subjects which occupy all
educated minds — are the levers which move mankind,
which of them and to what extent and for what benefit,
we may ask, exerted its influence on the English mind in
the days of Richard Pincerna and his more immediate
descendants ?

Under its mixed form of piety and superstition religion



viii Introduction.

even then was not without its effect in softening the man-
ners of an iron age when war was society’s normal state,
and what was called peace was in reality only a short or
occasional suspension from war, and little more than an
armed truce. One of the earliest lords of Warrington
showed that while he acknowledged the value of religion
and owned its power by bestowing on the Church a sub-
stantial portion of his substance, in which he set an ex-
ample to his successors which several of them did not
fail to imitate, he was himself only following the general
fashion of the age, which had a strong passion for erecting
and endowing monasteries and religious houses. With
this stimulus these institutions and their inmates after-
wards grew and increased so fast that at a time when the
country was comparatively thinly peopled, there were
more than thirty thousand friars, and we know not how
many monks, priests, parochial clergy, templars, hospi-
tallers, lay brothers and the like, with their servants; so
that churchmen had then so large a share in society that
the good old motto “ora” et “labora” broke into two
parts, of which the churchmen took the former and the
rest of society the latter.

In the struggle between Henry II. and his refractory
prelate Beckett the great power of the Church was shown
by the prelate being able to withstand the crown so long.
If Beckett was, as has been supposed, a connexion of
Theobald Walter,* our great Lancashire noble, who

* Collins' Peerage, vol. ix. p. 58, and notes.
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acknowledged his kinship with the house of Bewsey
by giving Richard Boteler lands in Hout Rawcliff,* we
may imagine that in the struggle between him and the
king the Botelers would take the side of the Church, and
would consequently rejoice with Theobald Walter when
the contest was over on the great power and territory
which he had gained by his kinship with the prelate.

In the early part of the Boteler career politics con-
sisted of little else than a blind adherence of the vassal
to his master to whom he had pledged the sword with
which he had carved his fortune. At the Conquest and
for some time after, the warrior when he went into battle
was careful to encase his person in steel, about which and
in preparing it as much care was then used as is now em-
ployed in perfecting destructive weapons of offence. As
if he was to be ever ready for battle the knight was
always to be prepared with a hauberk, a steel shirt, an
iron breast-plate, a sword, a knife and a horse; and the
pains taken to describe his steel dress when it was put on
shows that it was required to be made by a skilled work-
man, a “ Milaner” probably of the time; *induitur,” it is
said, “loricA incomparibili qua maculis duplicibus intexta
nullius lancez ictibus transforabilis haberetur.” King
James had not then uttered his wise saying, that mail
armour was a good thing, since it prevented the wearer
from hurting others or being hurt himself. As time

* Dodsworth’s MS.S., in which Theobald calls Richard “consan-
guineus meus.”

b
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rolled on cedant arma toge was admitted, and as parlia-
ments came into being the first faint gleam of freedom
dawned. The mailed warriors thus learned to choose
their side in debate, and to use in it those weapons which
are sharper than a two-edged sword. They had to advise
how best to defend the country from invasion, to win it
new additions of territory either within or beyond the
four seas, and to settle whether a subsidy was necessary,
and if so what should be its extent or amount. But
although knights and burgesses were summoned to par-
liament by Simon de Montfort as early as 49 Henry 111,
and though the lords of Warrington were of the number
of his partizans, we have no evidence that they were ever
called to any of the early parliaments; but this may be
owing to the singular circumstance that no summonses to
parliament of any knights or burgesses from Lancashire
can be found of an earlier date than 23 Edward 1.*

At a time when books were scarce and a library, “that
medicine of the mind,” still scarcer, when writing was an
art wholly confined to ecclesiastics, and when even the
nobles and great men veiled their ignorance of letters by
authenticating their charters with their seals, literature
was confined in a narrow channel, and was followed only
by very few. In that age a great man, one of those who
boasted

“Their sword their ancestor and themselves their law,”

being asked to show by what title he held his lands,

* Hist. Lan., vol. i. p. 292.



Introduction. xi

grasped his sword hilt to signify that by that he had
gained and by that he meant to retain them. Another
great man, to intimate his contempt for a parchment title,
assumed for his motto “documenta nocumenta,” mean-
ing that charters were either unnecessary or that they
were a nuisance. But the ara of the Botelers touches
both limits of the golden chain of English literature, —
its dawn when it was faint and feeble, and its meridian,
— when, after the discovery of that conduit of books and
learning, the art of printing, there was ushered in an age
of literature the rising beams of which were seen by the
first sir Thomas Boteler, but the full splendour of which
was reserved for his successors in the Augustan reign
of Elizabeth.

But though the office of the Botelers, as their name
implies, was to serve at the wine cup, that was far from
being their only service, for the sword was as often in
their hand as the goblet; and so constantly did they use
it in the wars of their time that they had their full share
of

“disastrous chances
Of moving accidents by flood and field,
Of hair-breadth scapes i’ th’ imminent deadly breach
Of being taken by the insolent foe!”

They were engaged in the subjugation of Ireland,
where they happily escaped seeing prince John’s esca-
pade, who, when a young man and his father’s lieutenant,
insulted and incensed the friendly Irish chiefs by pulling
their beards.
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In the barons’ wars under Henry III., when the Bo-
telers espoused the cause of Simon de Montfort, they
would have lost by it life and fortune had not both
these been saved by a timely repentance and submission.
How popular by espousing it they had made the hero’s
cause at Warrington appears by the blind faith which their
tenants placed in the miracles wrought over his remains
after his death. Not less than nine persons, and those
not of the poorer sort, were among those who sought and
it is said obtained a cure of their sick ailments by apply-
ing the hero’s fillet or some of the earth on which he fell.* -

Having assisted to subdue the Irish the Botelers next
assisted to conquer a people nearer home,

“ An old and haughty nation, proud in arms.”

Policy and ambition, outweighing with king Edward the
sense of justice, induced him to desire to reduce Wales
under his sway, and the gallant little kingdom proving
too weak for resistance was obliged to succumb to his
arms. William le Boteler the baron of Warrington served
in the conquering host, and afterwards helped to garrison
one of the strong castles which were to secure the con-
quest. During the war he may have been present and
have heard the king, in presenting his infant son Edward
of Carnarvon to the Welsh chieftains, tell them that he
was fulfilling Merlin’s prophecy in thus giving them a
prince born in their country and who could speak no
other language; after which he pronounced the Welsh

* Rishanger’s Chronicle, pp. 74, 75, 80, 90, 94.
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words “eich dyn” (here is your man), which words being
corrupted into “ich dien” have since become the motto
of the prince of Wales.

Having absorbed Wales king Edward next turned his
eyes with the same object towards Scotland, and William
le Boteler, then old and feeble but a veteran in arms,
marched with him on that enterprise also; but scarcely
had he reached the borders of that kingdom before he
was seized and carried off by age or disease. His suc-
cessor, who like himself held his lands by military ser-
vice, marched and served in the same cause; but though
armament after armament was sent against Scotland, all
of them met with a repulse from her brave and patriotic
defenders. |

The services of the Botelers being next required by
Edward III. in his French wars, one of them was there
made prisoner, and if he had not been rescued by the
gallantry of sir Walter Manny would have died inglo-
riously.

John of Gaunt duke of Lancaster having required the
aid of his feudal retainers to assist him in his attempt on
the crown of Castille, the head of the house of Boteler
marched with him, and under his standard shared in the
glories of the great victory of Navarete.

A little later, when the same Boteler sailed upon the
crusade to Morocco, he fell into the enemy’s hands, and
would have long remained their captive had not the king
interfered and found means to ransom him.

Sir William le Boteler, who had engaged with a retinue
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of men-at-arms and archers to serve Henry V. in his
French wars, sailed with the gallant king to France, and
while serving before the walls of Harfleur was seized
and carried off by an attack of dysentery, which was then
raging with great virulence in the camp, and sir William
thus became the third member of his house who had died
in harness!

As the war in Scotland had failed to seat an English
king on the Scottish throne, so this French war, except
for a short interval, failed to place an English sovereign
on the throne of France. The success of the Normans
in winning for their prince the crown of England was
not to be reversed by the achievements of the English on
the ‘soil of France. :

When the French war was over and their attention
was no longer distracted by foreign strife, the English
turned their arms upon one another, and the war of the
Roses began to divide the kingdom.

In Cheshire, where great numbers of the knights and
gentry were proud to wear the badge of the silver swan
which his queen had distributed, Henry VI. had a strong
party; and when he had founded his great college in
Cambridge and bestowed on it the tithes of the Lanca-
shire parish of Prescot, the queen was incited to follow
his example and to found Queen’s college in the same
university; ‘“whether,” says Fuller, “as Miltiades’ trophy
in Athens would not suffer Themistocles to sleep, so this
queen, beholding her husband’s bounty in building King’s
college, was restless in herself with holy emulation until
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she had produced something of the like nature; a strife
wherein wives without breach of duty may contend with
their husbands which should exceed in pious perform-
ances.”

The king and queen, who are believed to have rallied
their Cheshire and Lancashire adherents by making at
least one visit to the neighbourhood, found there no more
faithful adherents of the Red Rose than their old tenants
and retainers the Botelers; and when the two parties met
in civil strife at Blore, one of the earliest battles of the
rival houses, sir John Boteler, fighting for the Red Rose,
after a narrow escape from being made prisoner with his
friends the Haryngtons, and from the sadder fate of some
of his other friends who fell on the field, returned home
after the battle in safety, and not long after married the
widow of a comrade who had been slain at his side.

Still holding fast by the house of Lancaster and his
family traditions sir William, his son and successor, buck-
ling on his armour marched with queen Margaret to
Tewksbury, and was there engaged in what was nearly
the last battle of the two houses; but less fortunate than
his father had been at Blore, he either died on that
revengeful field or fell under the headsman’s axe imme-
diately afterwards.

Loyal however to his Lancastrian principles and un-
awed by his brother’s fate, when Henry of Richmond
unfurled his standard sir Thomas Boteler ranged himself
under it, and having marched with him to Bosworth there
shared the glories of the last battle and final triumph of
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the Red Rose. As he was of the Stanley host he may
have seen Henry of Richmond transmuted from an earl
to a king upon the field.

But grim-visaged war had not yet *“ smoothed his wrin-
kled front,” for the old feud with Scotland having broken
out again sir Thomas once more buckled on his harness
and was present and bore his part in the bloody battle
of Flodden. As a Stanley who commanded his division
led the fatal charge he may have heard the cry of “On,
Stanley, on,” which has since been made so famous in
Marmion.

In the early part of these Annals the law was marked
by some features which may well excite our wonder.
Questions which should have been decided by testimony
were then often left to be tried by the ordeal of fire or
water ; a sort of superstitious appeal to divine providence
to work a miracle in proof of the guilt or innocence of an
offender. The practice however seems not to have been
confined to England, for we read that ““the emperor Las-
caris being sick, and thinking that his sickness was caused
by magic, directed all those whom he suspected of being
concerned in it to prove their innocence by handling a
hot iron with impunity ; thus joining to the most dubious
crime in the world the most dubious proof of innocence.” ¥
No instance of the use of the ordeal of fire or water is to
be found in these Annals ; nor is there found in them any
such trial as that referred to in this entry from the C/e-

* Blackstone’s Commentaries, vol. iv. p. 343.
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shive Records, where an approver, as an accessory in a
felony was called, and who had confessed his offence and
accused his accomplices, is set to fight with them as a
means of proving by prowess and the strength of his arm
their guilt and his own innocence. The entry runs thus :

“ Paid John Burbache, an appellant approver against David
Martyn and others of theft, for his wages while confined in the
prison of our lord the king in his castle of Chester, xvii® vid,
And paid for divers articles bought for the array of the said ap-
prover and of John Halywell the defendant when they fought
before the justice at Chester, upon the Rodeea at Chester, xxivs
vid ob. And paid for divers articles bought for the array of the
aforesaid approver and of John de Ins the defendant, appealed
by the said approver of felony, when they fought before the said
justice at the place aforesaid, v& xid ob.” *

The array spoken of in this strange scene was the
setting up of an enclosed space of sixty yards square, in
which the accuser and the accused were to fight out their
battle. On one side of it there was erected a tribunal for
the justice of Chester, his counsel at the bar and the court.
A crowd of spectators stood round the enclosure watch-
ing the proceedings with exciting interest. ~The fight
was to commence at sunrise, and unless one of the com-
batants was either vanquished or cried “craven” (that is
admitted himself vanquished) it was to continue until sun-
down, and truth was supposed to declare herself on his
side who vanquished his opponent. But if we have no
mention in these Annals of either a trial by ordeal or by

* Chester Chamberlain’s Accounts, 20 and 21 Richard II
c
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appeal we have certainly more than one notice of a trial
almost as strange, the trial by wager of dattel, to decide a
disputed title to land. In a trial of this kind the cham-
pions of the two parties were to meet and fight together
until one of them was vanquished, when the right to the
land was supposed to be his whose champion had been
the victor. Dugdale has given a record of such a trial in
Norman-French, which, as such records are rare, is here
given in a translation :

“ At a session, before the justices in eyre, at Northampton, in
the year 1330, Thomas fitz Hugh de Stanton demanded against
the prior of our Lady of Lenton the advowson of the church of
Herleston, as heir to his ancestor William, who had presented
his clerk, William de Grendon, to the living in the time of the
king's grandfather, and thereupon he offered to defend his right
by the body of his freeman William fitz John. Upon producing
the champion for Thomas, the serjeant-at-law, who was his
counsel, took the champion’s arm, and then the latter, ungirt,
barefooted and barelegged, with the sleeves of his tunic turned
back, and his arms bare, held up a gauntlet in his right hand
with a penny in each finger. The prior then denied the de-
mandant’s right, and his ancestor’s seisin, and offered to defend
his own right by his freeman William fitz Thomas, then present
and ready to defend it by his body, and then the serjeant-at-law,
who was his counsel, took his champion’s arm as he stood at the
bar, and did with it in likewise as had been done with the other
champion’s arm. Afterwards both the champions were ordered
to come within the bar, and to come up towards the bench, and
to stand one at one end of the table and the other at the other,
while the justices examined their feet to see that they were with-
out shoes. The Chief-justice (who was probably Henry le
Scrope) now demanded of the parties whether they knew of any



Introduction. Xix

misprision on the part of either champion, or if they had any
objection to make to the person of either of them, and they
answered ‘No.” And then the Chief-justice, addressing the
tenant’s champion, said to him, ‘Give me thy gauntlet,” whereupon
the champion knelt down and gave it him, and the same was
done with the other champion and his gauntlet. Then he shook
_the five pennies out of the.two gauntlets, and put those of the
demandant into the tenant’s gauntlet, and those of the tenant
into the demandant’s gauntlet. Afterwards he demanded of the
champions whether they were ready to do battle according as
the parties had offered for them, and they answered that they
were. The Chief-justice then commanded each champion to
offer the other his gauntlet, which was done, and each champion
took the other’s gauntlet, after which he bade them deliver the
gauntlets to him, and then he restored to each champion his
own. This was done not only that the court, but also each
champion might be satisfied that the gauntlets were fair and
lawful.  Chief-justice Scrope then demanded of the parties
whether they knew any reason why the court should not make
an award of battle, and upon their answering ‘No,” he informed
them that they must find pledges to abide the battle, and they
found such pledges, two for each party. Then said the Chief-
justice, ‘ The court hath heard how you have waged battle on one
side and the other, and how you have declared that you know
no cause why the battle should not be awarded, and this court
doth therefore award it. Be you therefore before us in the
second Monday of Lent, and have with you at the same day
your champions arrayed for war ready to do battle according as
you have offered it” It was then ordered that no man of either
party should have access to either of the champions in the mean-
time, and he charged each party to watch over his own cham-
pion, and to see that no one had access to him on pain of such
punishment as belonged thereto. The Chief-justice then ordered
the tenant to lead his champion to some church, and the de-
mandant to lead his to some other church, and that each in their
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respective churches should offer the five pennies which were in
their gauntlets in honour of the five wounds of Christ, in order
that God might give the victory to him who had the right. The
parties were then commanded to come at the appointed day
prepared to take an oath at the bar, and another in the lists.
Upon Saturday before the appointed Monday, the Chief-justice
commanded the parties to bring their champions each separately
into a private place to shew their apparel; and first, he caused
the prior to come before him with his champion, and finding on
examination that the latter’s apparel was of leather, he ordered
it to be removed. Then he measured his baton and found it five
quarters long, and pronounced it to be of the right length. He
then examined the shield and found it an ell long and three
quarters of an ell broad, which he adjudged to be not greater
than the assize, although a man might use a shield of less di-
mensions if he wished it; and having afterwards in like manner
examined the demandant’s champion, he commanded both
tenant and demandant to have their champions present on the
appointed day. And upon such day the parties and their cham-
pions came to the bar with their shields borne before them,
which were placed between them as they stood at the bar. Their
two batons, which had been borne before them in like manner,
were delivered to the court, and then the tenant, by his counsel
Shareshull, thus spake: ‘ My masters, you have here the prior
of Lenton, with his man William fitz John by name, arrayed for
battle, and ready by heaven’s grace to do and perform all that
the court of our Lord the King doth or shall award, and this he
proffers against Thomas fitz Hugh de Stanton with his man
William fitz Thomas;’ and the demandant did the like, repeating
the same words wmutatis mutandis. Then Chief-justice Scrope
made the tenant’s champion stand towards the north, and the
demandant’s towards the south, and commanded the former to
take the right hand of the latter in his left, and grasping it gently
without hurting or straining it, to place his own right hand upon
the book, and to say as follows: ‘Hear this, O man, whom I
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hold by the hand, William by name of baptism, that Thomas de
Stanton hath not any right to the advowson of the church of
Herleston, and that his ancestor never was seised thereof, but
that the same was and is the right of the prior, and hereto I
swear. So help me God and his saints” After which the de-
mandant’s champion took the same oath in the same form. The
demandant’s champion was then commanded to take the right
hand of the tenant’s champion in his left, and to put his own
-right hand on the book, and to say as follows: ‘ Hear this, O
man, whom I hold by the hand, William by name of baptism,
that thou art perjured, and this is thy perjury, that the advowson
of Herleston is the right of Thomas fitz Hugh de Stanton, and
was the right of his ancestor. So help me God and his saints.’
The court now having chosen one of the batons delivered it to
the tenant’s champion, and the other to the demandant’s. After-
wards the Chief-justice demanded of the prior whom he wished
to bear his champion’s shield to the field, to which he answered :
‘“He who bears it now.” In like manner he asked him who should
bear the baton, and the prior named for that purpose sir Richard
de Maundeville knight, who undertook to bear it, and to him it
was forthwith delivered. Afterwards he was asked in whose ward
he wished his champion to be while they proceeded to the place,
and he named a knight who undertook it, and the champion was
given into his charge. And the like form in all respects was
observed towards the demandant and his champion. Then the
Chief-justice charged the champions that if after they had en-
tered into the battle one of them should strike the other down,
and have it in his power to slay him at the next blow, and then
either tenant or demandant were minded to speak of peace, and
should elevate his wand, and the court should thereupon order
the champion to stay, he would at once stay and proceed no fur-
ther without leave of the court upon pain to forfeit life and mem-
bers. And then straightway the knights who had charge of the
~ champions had orders to conduct them safely to the place of
combat. But when they were come to the field the tenant and
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demandant came to an agreement, and coming before the jus-
tices, prayed for leave to be allowed to end the cause, and the
prior paid a fine to the king, and thereupon leave was granted as
prayed. Whereupon the Chief-justice addressing the demandant
said : ‘Thomas fitz Hugh de Stanton, the court of our Lord the
King having laboured very much in this cause of yours, now asks
as a right that the champions do make display of their prowess
with shield and batons;’ ¢but without dealing real blows,” said
Croke interposing, ‘and that they do afterwards entertain us
with a few falls of wrestling’ And then the tenant’s champion
being placed towards the north, and the demandant’s towards
the south, they made an onset with shields and batons until the
court cried out ‘enough.’ After which they had two bouts of
wrestling, and then they parted and took their leave, carrying
with them the batons delivered to them by the court; after
which the justices rose, the court broke up, and the business
ended.”

The wheels of justice moved so slowly in our fore-
fathers’ time, that “the law’s delay” might then very
properly be classed with “the oppressor’s wrong” and
“the proud man's contumely,” as among the great pro-
verbial sufferings of the age. But “in the piping times
of peace” the knights of old found occasional relief in the
excitement of a law-suit, just as the gout is sometimes said
to afford a respite from an attack of exnui or a fit of the.
spleen. But a suit like that between the Botelers and
the Leshs, which as these 4#nals show dragged its weary
length not through half a dozen terms but through as
many reigns, must have severely tried both the family
purse and the family endurance. The tedious suit of
Hutchinson against Mackitchinson, mentioned in the
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Antiqguary, gives but a feeble idea of the protracted
nature of this Boteler suit: “I have ane suit mysell,”
it is Mackitchinson who speaks, “a ganging plea that
my father left me, and his father afore left him. It’s
about our back yard. Ye'll may be hae heard of it in
the parliament house, ¢ Hutchinson against Mackitchin-
son; it's a well kenned plea. It's been four times in
afore the fifteen, and deil anything the wisest o’ them
could make o't but just to send it out again to the outer
house. O it’s a beautiful thing to see how long and how
carefully justice is considered in this country.” *

All the amusements of our ancestors however were not
like a law-suit, in which the excitement was all on one side,
for there were others which were social. Besides the
polite sports of hawking, fishing, fowling and hunting,
they had also out of doors the coarse and cruel amuse-
ments of cock-fighting, bear-baiting and bull-baiting.
Robert Geffeson is immortalised as their bearward in the
rent roll of the lord of Warrington in the reign of Ed-
ward III., and we have in these A#nals painful evidence
that cock-fighting was long in favour here in high places.
As to bull-baiting however, though it undoubtedly pre-
vailed, we find no express mention either of the sport or
of him who played the part of showmaster in it. In the
last century, and probably even in this, Liverpool always
celebrated the election of her mayor by a bull-bait, which,
prok pudor! was witnessed by ladies as well as gentlemen,

* The Antiguary, vol. i. p. 16.
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who when the sport was over walked in a state proces-
sion to church. After the bull-bait which had celebrated
the mayor’s election in 1782, not yet a century ago, the
bull was deemed to have behaved so well that a wreath of
honour was thrown round his neck and he was taken in
triumph into the box circle of the royal theatre. Blushes
must then have been scarce, or they were not then a sign
of shame! Our ancestors had their fool in motley in
the house to make merry with his spoken wit and cre-
ate laughter for their guests in the hall; and William
Silche, the wearer of the cap and bells at Bewsey in the
49 Henry III., was rewarded by his grateful master,
William le Boteler, with a grant of seven acres of land
in Sankey, which has immortalised his name in these
Annals. Besides these they had mummings in the hall
at Whitsuntide, carols and wassail at Christmas, some-
times a “mystery” or a play performed by a party of
those strolling actors who began to travel in the reign
of Henry VI, while a wedding or a christening was al-
ways the occasion of a family revel.

The study of heraldry, which attained its meridian
under Richard II., had also charms for the knights and
gentry in the times to which these 4nnals refer, and the
many suits which arose out of the assumption of arms
belonging to others are sufficient to show the importance
our ancestors attached to it. =~ Some of these led to com-
bats with shields and arms of another kind, which did not
always end so picturesquely as that suit in the court of
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chivalry against Robert de Morleys, who when his arms
had been challenged and judgment had gone against him
at Calais in 1346, and he had afterwards received his
challenger’s permission to continue to use the disputed
arms for his life, folded his banner on his death-bed and
sent it with a chivalrous message to the challenger.

After giving this insight into the contents of his
work, the editor may perhaps be allowed to state shortly
his reasons for undertaking it. The Botelers, to whom
Warrington belonged and to whom it owes not only its
free grammar school but most if not all its other public
foundations, whether religious or secular, which date be-
fore the Reformation, deserved some such recognition of
their good works as he has here attempted to give, and
as the history of any place adds somewhat to its impor-
~ tance, he was desirous to put on record such few materials
as he possessed of the ancient history of his native place.

It only remains for him to acknowledge the great cour-
tesy and kindness he has received in the course of his
work from the noblemen and gentlemen whose charters
he has been permitted to see. Amongst these he has the
pleasure to enumerate more particularly the most honour-
able the marquis of WesTtmiNsTER K.G.; the right hon-
ourable lord LiLrorp; sir HENRY DE HoGHTON baronet ;
sir RICHARD BROOKE baronet ; sir HARRY MAINWARING
baronet; RowLAND EvLES EGERTON WARBURTON esquire,
of Arley hall; WiLLiam JonN LEGH esquire, M.P., of
Lyme park; JoHN IRELAND BLACKBURNE esquire, of Hale

d
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hall; and THomas ELLaMEs WITHINGTON esquire, of Cul-
cheth.

To these noblemen and gentlemen the editor tenders
his grateful thanks for their courtesy in lending their
charters, which has not only given him great assistance
in his work, but has enriched it with much of the original
matter it possesses.

W. B.

OrRFORD HaALL,
November 25th, 1872.
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ANNALS OF THE LORDS OF
WARRINGTOMN.

CHAPTER L

INTRODUCTORY.

LL of us feel a natural desire to learn something of the

history of the place in which our lot is cast, an instinctive
" curiosity to know who lived in the same place before us, how
and when the place first took its name, what the name means,
and why it was first applied. The successive people who have
occupied the place before us are in some sort related to us, and
between us and them there exists a sympathy of origin. In the
case of many ancient places their first foundation is lost in a
remote antiquity, and we neither know who were their founders,
nor when they were founded. Of their founders we may occa-
sionally form a guess from some traces of a former language
which the names retain, but after all it is only a guess, for many
names of ancient places have had successive owners of different
races, each of whom has left its mark upon it, and either altered
it in part, or has added a word to it to explain its meaning.
Tor-Pen-How-Hill, the name of one of our northern places,

where each of its four divisions means the same thing, is a
B
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notable example of this last. In Warrington itself, with which
and its manorial possessors these notices have principally to do,
though its present name has a Saxon sound which may be
thought to indicate an anti-peaceful character, it will perhaps be
found that the name since it was first bestowed has undergone
various transformations. The historian of Manchester was of
opinion that Warrington was the Varatin or ford town of the
Britons and the Varatinum of the Romans, and that the modern
name, as pronounced by a vulgar tongue, easily recals the old
one (Whitaker's Hist. Manchester, vol. i. pp. 214, 215); and a
modern antiquary, without quoting Mr. Whitaker, inferentially
gives countenance to his opinion. These are his words:

“Three important rivers flowing from east to west intersect Lan-
cashire and empty themselves into the Irish sea. At the precise point
on each of these rivers, where the first available ford is found, a local
name is discovered, into the composition of which the term Werid
enters. Two of these places retain the word with a Saxon suffix
denoting the progress of civilisation, and the Britannico-Saxon names
Werid-ton and Pen-Werid have come down to our times slightly
changed into Warrington and Penwortham. While Caer Werid, or
the Camp, on the Lune suffered but a slight change in the hands of
its Norman possessors, when it was afterwards translated into the
Camp of the Lune and became Lancaster.” (Priory of Penwortham,
p. iv., Chetham soc.)

We may here stop to notice that the Warrington mentioned as
given by Warin Bussel to Penwortham is merely a mistake for
Farington. (Dugdale’s Monasticon.) On the other hand, we have
a great Saxon scholar who would incline us to find another origin
of the name of Warrington, and, assigning the foundation of the
place to the Varingjar, would derive its name from the Varan-
gians, an early Norman people. (Kemble’s Saxons in England,
vol. i. pp. 63, 476.) We are told that Chester was destroyed
by Egfrid the Northumbrian, and afterwards, in 892, by the
Danes. (Hist. Chesh., vol. i. pp. 192, 193.) Now, if the irruption of
the latter people extended to this immediate neighbourhood, the
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author last named might have supposed that to be the occasion,
and they the people, from whom Warrington received its name.
Referring to the name of Warwick, Camden, the great father of
British antiquaries, says this place was called by the Britons
Caer Guaric and Caer Leon, words which seemed to be derived
from the British word Gwarth, a garrison; but he adds that
Warwick has the first syllable of its name from Waring, agger,
a mound or wall. (Camden’s Brit, ed. 1695, p. 501.) In another
place however, when referring to Wallingford, he says Ptolemy
the geographer calls the place Galleva, which, in the Greek, he
thinks was written I'a\\yva (Galena) equivalent to Gwall ken (or
the old fort in the British tongue), which the Saxons corrupted
into Gwalleng, and added to it the word “ford,” in allusion to
the ford which exists there across the Thames. (/4id. p. 139.)
The Norman scribe who penned the account of Warrington for
the Domesday Survey has called it “ Walintune,” as thinking
perhaps that it was named from its wall. (Fac-simile of Domesday
Survey of Land between Ribble and Mersey, p. xv.) Upon the
whole, however, with respect to the name of Warrington, we in-
cline to the opinion of the learned editor of Penwortham Priory,
that the British word “werid,” a jford, is at the root of the first
two syllables of the present name of Warrington, and that the
word meaning Ford town, originating with the Britons, has only
assumed its present form in the process of transfusion through
the Saxon tongue. There is a place in Northumberland called
Warneton, which for a town has the singular distinction of an
alias, being called indifferently either Warrington or Warneton ;
but this may be called from the river which is near it,and so will
afford no aid to our inquiry. (Lewis’ Togpog. Dict.)

On the river Lys in Flanders, however, there is another
Warneton, the derivation of which may be like ours. Besides
our Warrington, which was once the head of a hundred, there
are others in different parts of England, and at least one which,
like ours, was also the head of a hundred, as we know from
an action on the statute of hue and cry which was brought
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against it in the reign of queen Elizabeth. (Cro. Eliz, p. 270.)
The Warrington mentioned in the Monasticon, amongst queen
Elfleda’s gifts to Glastonbury, is clearly a mistake for Wrington
in Somersetshire. There is however a Warrington on the bor-
ders of Buckinghamshire, and another near Launceston in Corn-
wall ; and the existence of these places goes to negative the idea
of the name being derived from the Varangians, who could hardly
have had settlements in so many different places.

In America there are at least two places called Warrington,
which probably owe their name to some unknown emigrants
from our Lancashire Warrington. One of these is the navy
yard and fort in Pensacola, and the other is the honoured burial
place of general Lee’s daughter.

This varying conflict of derivations however is sufficient to
make us enter into the feeling of the learned antiquary Camden,
who somewhere says: “I confess myself rather a sceptic than a
critic in the matter of etymologies.” But we now turn to our
more immediate object, and after giving such few particulars as
we have of Warrington at the time of the Conquest, we shall pro-
ceed to trace it into the hands of the lords and proprietors who
succeeded to it on that event, and through the long series of its
subsequent owners of whom we are to treat. The particulars of
Warrington, as given in the Domesday Survey of 1086 under
Walintune, by which name it occurs for the first time in history,
are as follows:

“In Walintune Hundred, King Edward held Walintune with three bere-
wicks. There is i. hide. To the same manor there belonged xxxiv.
Drenghes, who had that number of manors, in which there were xlii. caru-
cates of land and one hide and a half. St. Elfin held i. carucate of land free
of all custom except the gelt. The whole manor with the hundred, ren-
dered to the king a farm rent of xv. pounds, less ii. shillings. There are
now in the demesne ii. carucates and vii. men with i carucate. These
men hold land there ; Roger i. carucate of land, Tetbald i. carucate and
a half, Warin i. carucate, Radulf v. carucates, William ii. hides and four
carucates of land.  Adelard i. hide and half a carucate, and Osmund i.
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carucate of land. The whole is worth iv. pounds and x. shillings. The
demesne is worth iii. pounds and x. shillings.”

It appears that before the Conquest the whole of the land be-
tween the rivers Ribble and Mersey, which included Warrington,
was held by king Edward the Confessor, who, as descended from
Edward the elder, the builder of Thelwall, must at least have
known something of this neighbourhood. The Conquest, as we
have seen from the Survey, had reduced the value of Warrington
hundred from 14/. 18s. to 8/ a year, or nearly one half. There
had been a “wasting and destruction” and a dispersion of the
inhabitants within its borders, which were more than sufficient to
account for the change. The larger of the above sums however
only represents in our present money about 230/, which is but a
small sum for the rental of a district which included the parishes
of Warrington and Leigh and an area of many thousand acres
of land. But our northern parts were then but thinly peopled,
and much of the land was uncultivated and waste. Reduced
and impoverished as it was however, the Conqueror found
amongst his followers one Roger of Poictou, who was willing to
receive it, and on him he accordingly bestowed it with other
large possessions, on condition that he should defend them and
support the Conqueror’s rule. Although a great Norman ear],
Roger could not fulfil this condition without having feudatories
under him, and on one of these, Paganus de Vilars a brother
Norman, he conferred the manor and hundred of Warrington, to
hold upon the condition on which he had himself received it.
Paganus de Vilars was of the family of Vilars, lords of I'Isle
Adam in Normandy, a family who afterwards made themselves
a name in history. Messire John de Vilars de I'Isle Adam, who
was one of the nobles present at the institution of the order of
the Golden Fleece in 1429, bore for his arms or a chief azure
charged with a right arm vested ermine, with a mantle of the
same fringed with silver — arms very different from those arms
argent, six lioncels rampant gwles, now borne by the borough of
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Warrington, which are derived from that branch of the Vilars’
family who were the first lords of Warrington after the Conquest.
Of the same family of Vilars of I'Isle Adam was the celebrated
Vilars, grand master of the knights of Rhodes, who in 1522 so
valiantly defended that island against Suleiman, and whose
valour, when he was at last obliged to succumb to overwhelming
numbers, extorted a testimony of admiration even from his
Moslem conqueror, who exclaimed to his vizier: “It grieves me
to turn this aged Christian out of his home.” Vilars retired with
honour to Malta, taking with him those strong keys which shut
in Rhodes, and shut ox and sent away Demetrius, when he be-
sieged the place with 40,000 men ; and those still more precious
silver keys which, while the Frank kingdom endured, opened
and shut in Jerusalem. He died full of honours, and was buried
in the great church of St. John at Valetta in Malta. The name
of Vilars seems to have been common in old times both to per-
sons and places in Normandy. The nuns of Vilars, just outside
Falaise, are remembered by a legacy in the will of our Henry II.
(Lib. Nig. Scacc., vol. i. p. §), and we find many persons of the
name in various parts of England during that monarch’s reign.
Thus there was a Roger de Vilars, a great landowner in Glou-
cestershire (/64d. vol. i. p. 163); and either the same or a different
person of his name, but probably the same, is a witness to
Richard Pincerna’s charter to Calk abbey, which will be men-
tioned hereafter ; and the same, or another Roger, gave lands in
Essex to St. John’s church in Colchester. (Morant’s Essex, vol. i.
p. 142.)

The Lancashire branch of the family must have settled there
not very long after the Conquest. In 1094 Paganus de Vilars
was witness to the grant made by his patron, Roger of Poictou,
of the church of Lancaster and other possessions, among which
was the church of Crophill in Nottinghamshire, to the abbey of
Seis in Normandy. As Crophill afterwards became and con-
tinued a possession of the Vilars' family, we may perhaps infer
that they acquired it after this grant of the church to Seis abbey,
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(Whitaker's Hist. Richmondsk., vol. ii. p. 236, and an inspeximus
of the charter me penes) About the year 1156, when Paganus
de Vilars, “primus feodatus” as he is called, was become an old
man, he, with other great men, was called in to witness the
charter of William earl of Lincoln confirming the gift of queen
Adelaide, William’s consort, of land in Eston to Reading abbey.
(Deeds of Reading Abbey, in the Archawological Fournal, vol.
xii.)
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CHAPTER 11

PAGANUS DE VILARS, PRIMUS FEODATUS, FIRST BARON
OF WARRINGTON.

N the time of William Rufus, not very long after the Con-
quest, Paganus de Vilars received from his patron, Roger
of Poictou, a grant of Crosby in Lancashire (Collins'’ Peerage,
vol. iii. p. 762); and Warrington, Walton and Halsall were probably
granted to him at the same time. Roger of Poictou’s very early
connection with Warrington is proved by his grant of the great
tithes of Poulton and Woolston, two townships of that parish,
to the abbey of St. Peter and St. Paul at Shrewsbury, which
tithes the abbey and its successors continue to hold to this
day. (Chartulary of the above abbey) But the land, as well
as the great tithes of those townships, seems to have been
alienated by Roger, for it passed in some way to the earls of
Chester, and then ceased to be a part of the fee of Warrington.
(Baines’ Hist. Liverpool, p. 102, and a confirmation charter of
Henry III. cited in Dodsworth’s M SS.) Paganus de Vilars,
almost contemporaneously with his Lancashire possessions,
acquired the manor of Newbold in Nottinghamshire, which
his descendants continued to hold to the time of Edward III
(Thoroton’s Hist. Notts., vol. i. pp. 152, 153, 154.)

We are enabled to approximate the date of the first settle-
ment here of Paganus de Vilars by the inquest of the Lancashire
knights taken in 1212, when it was found that Paganus had
enfeoffed his son William of certain lands which at the time
of the inquest were found to be in the hands of his great grand-
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son, William fitz Pagan. (7esta de Nevil, p. 402, and Dr. Orme-
rod’s Genealogical Essays, p. 4.)

We assume that Paganus de Vilars held Warrington with
its three berewicks or hamlets of Little Sankey, Orford and
either Howley or Arpley in his demesne, and that he also had
the paramount lordship of all the remainder of the hundred,
Poulton-with-Fearnhead and Woolston-with-Martinscroft ex-
_ cepted.

His manor or fee however was more extensive than popu-
lous, for it has been computed that the population of Warring-
ton itself did not then exceed 120 persons, or of the hundred
340, most of whom were dependent upon agriculture for their
living. Paganus, who had probably had his attention directed
to the ford at Warrington as the key of his position, fixed upon
a site near the church which was well calculated to command
the approach to the ford, and dwelling in a moated grange
close by, having the successors of St. Elfin for his near neigh-
bours, he there built his castellet and placed his retainers near it.

The success which had attended their descent upon England,
and the great power and large possessions they had acquired
by it, inflamed some of the Normans with a desire for more,
and indisposed them to a life of peace and quiet. Among the
ambitious nobles who, on the death of the Conqueror in 1087,
joined in a conspiracy to deprive William Rufus of the throne,
was Roger of Poictou earl of Lancaster. Those who aim at
too much often lose what they have, and so it happened to
Roger and his fellow-conspirators, for, the king having obtained
the mastery, they were all seized, their possessions confiscated,
and they themselves were sent into banishment. Before the
year 1094, however, Roger having made his peace had been
restored to all his honours and possessions. Had he remained
a little longer abroad he might have been drawn into the vortex
of the first crusade, and in the company of another Lancashire
man Paganus Peveril, “signifer” or standard bearer to Robert
Curthose, might have gone to the distant East under the

C
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leadership of “Walter the Moneyless.” Untaught by his ex-
perience of the past, Roger, on the death of William Rufus,
arrayed himself against Henry I, and in 1102, having again
fallen into the royal power, his estates were seized and himself
banished the kingdom. His two brothers, Robert earl of
Shrewsbury and Arnulf earl of Montgomery, were involved in
his ruin, which however does not seem to have affected his
feudatory, Paganus de Vilars. Wiser than his lord, and perhaps
warned by the past, the liegeman having seen the danger of
treason had wisely kept aloof from it. (Hume’s Hist. Eng., vol. i.
p. 300.) Loyal to his patron, while he could be loyal to his
sovereign also, Paganus was glad to follow him in an act
which, at that time, was considered very meritorious, the be-
stowing of some of his substance on a religious house. Roger’s
father had founded the abbey of St. Peter and St. Paul at
Shrewsbury, and Roger himself had given it the tithes of
Poulton and Woolston in Warrington parish and, it is thought,
the whole of those townships also; and Paganus was forward
to imitate his example by giving it the tithes of Warbreck.
About 20 Henry 1. (1120) a new religious body, half military
and half ecclesiastical, the knights hospitallers of St. John of
Jerusalem, sprang into notice; and upon that

“ Hospital which night and day
Received the pilgrims of the west!”

Paganus de Vilars piously bestowed a carucate of his land
at Becconsal in Lancashire. It is said a good man’s memory
is long if it outlive his life half a year, but the memory of a
good act is much longer lived. The gift of Paganus was long re-
membered, and in the second year of John of Gaunt’s regality
(1379) we find this entry : “Beconsawe. Paganus de Vilars dedit
I. car. terre ibidem scto Joh. Jerusalem.” (Dodsworth’s M/SS.)
A little later William de Vilars, one of his sons, influenced by
piety and filial affection, further enriched the hospital by con-
ferring upon it his lands at Newsham. Besides the broad lands
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in Lancashire which he held under Roger of Poictou, Paganus
de Vilars held the four manors of Aston-by-Budworth, Great
Budworth, Cogshall, and Whitley in Cheshire, under William
fitz Nigel baron of Halton. The Domesday Survey, which
gives us this information, only calls him Paganus, without add-
ing his surname; but a charter of the baron, made a few years
after, is witnessed by “ Thomas fitz Pagan Vilars,” which
seems to show that he was the person meant, and makes it
probable that he had some official connection with the barony.
(Hist. Ches., vol. i. p. 5071.)

Once firmly established in his Lancashire possessions, Paganus
took measures to have near him liegemen and feudatories, who
should hold their lands under him on the same conditions of
service as he held them under his superior lord. To one of
these, Roger de Stainesby, he gave Ince, to hold by knight’s
service; to Robert de Mulas he gave a carucate of land in
Thornton, to hold by the same service; to Elwin (a name
which has in it a Saxon ring) he gave another carucate in
the same place, to be held by the same service; to William
Gernet he gave six bovates of land in Lydiate, to be held by
the same service; to Gerald de Sanchi the carpenter he gave
one carucate in Sankey, to be held by the same service; and
to Reginaldus he gave four carucates, to be held by the same
service. (7esta de Nevil, p. 402.)

No second name is given to Reginaldus, nor is the place of
his holding specified, but it is singular that a Reginaldus de
Windesor occurs as a co-witness with Paganus to the before
mentioned confirmation charter of William earl of Lincoln.

All the places named in the above grants continued long after
parts of the Boteler fee, and it is probable that the land given to
Reginald, the particulars of which we may possibly discover, was
so also. The knight’s service by which these lands were held
made the holders liable to serve a certain number of days in war
when called upon by their superior, and made the lands liable to
reliefs, wardships, marriages, aids and many other feudal services.
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In the History of Craven it is said that the feudatories holding
under the family of Romilly were of two different periods: first,
those “de veteri feoffamento,” or the grants made at the marriage
of Matilda daughter of Henry I, and secondly, those made at
the end of the time of Henry II. It is probable that the same
thing occurred in other places, but it appears that all the above
infeudations were of the time of Henry I. (Lzb. Nig. Scacc. and
Hist. Craven.)

At the time of the Conquest and for a century or more after-
wards all lands in England, according to lord Holt, were
partible, and upon the death of the ancestor were divided among
all the children or heirs, male or female, without any primo-
geniture or other preference. This custom, doubtless, had its
origin among the old Normans, who had their tenure “in
parage,” by which younger brothers shared the inheritance par:
conditione with the elder. But in England, after a while, when-
ever there were male heirs it came to pass that females were
excluded from the inheritance, yet the male heirs still continued
to share the inheritance of lands among them equally; nor
was it until the reign of king John that the right of primogeni-
ture was fully established. (Reeves' Hist. of the English Law,
vol. i. p. 412.)

The alliances of ancient families are often as difficult to find
as the origin of old towns. History in this respect has been
unjust to the ladies, and our natural curiosity to know who was
some great man’s wife is often baffled by it. This difficulty
meets us as to the consort of Paganus de Vilars; the chroni-
clers being as silent as to her name as they are as to the name of
his patron Roger’s wife, of whom all they tell us is that she was
from Poictou, and that it was from her that her husband obtained
his name of Pictaviensis.

The date of Paganus de Vilars’ death has not been ascertained.
It is probable however that he did not long survive the year
1156, about which time, as we have seen, he was witness to the
earl of Lincoln's confirmation charter to Reading abbey. We
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are equally at a loss to know when his wife died. The Zesta de
Nevil (p. 402), however, has fortunately preserved the names of
all his children except Mathew; and we shall now proceed to
give some account of them and their families, leaving to the last
a more particular account of Mathew, the eldest, to whose
share Warrington seems to have fallen. From the authority
just cited it seems that Paganus, with a view of giving each
child a particular estate, distributed his possessions in his life-
time, and thus prevented their devolving 7z parage, which would
have given them all an equal share of the whole, and deprived
each of them of the pleasure of saying of any part of it, “This is
my own.” '

(1) Mathew de Vilars was not named in the distribution,
probably because he was the eldest son and was to take what
was left of the property when the other shares had been dis-
posed of. We shall return to Mathew when we have given
some account of the others.

(2.) Alan, the second son, received from his father five caru-
cates of land (it is not said where the land was situated), to hold
in knight’s service; and he received also the township of Traf-
ford, by which was probably meant a Lancashire place of that
name which has been since absorbed in some other township.
Two of the Cheshire Traffords were in the earl of Chester’s
possession at the Domesday survey, while the third belonged
to St. Werburgh's church. This church was in favour with
Alan, and to it, between the years 1125 and 1152, he gave
in free alms the vill of Litegade (Liscard) with all things
appertaining to it. (Chester Archaological Fournal, pt. iii. p. 297.)
Calling himself Alan fitz Pagan de Vilars, he also in the time of
king Stephen, which perhaps was the date of his gift of
Liscard, gave Boshild in like alms to the abbey of Waverley
in Surrey. (Dugdale's Monasticon under Waverley and Man-
ning's History of Surrey.) Alan could hardly be the same as that
Alan who was sheriff of Lancashire in 1185, although Gregson
assigns to him the Vilars’ arms. (H#st. Lan., vol. i. p. 202; Greg-
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son's Fragments, p. 299.) His son, sir Robert de Vilars, who
married Mary daughter of Ralph fitz Simon, was a great
benefactor to the religious house at Thurgatton. Sir Robert
and Robert Dapifer witnessed the grant or confirmation by
Stephen earl of Mortaigne and Boulogne to Robert de Molines.
(Hist. Lan., vol. iv. p. 219 in notis) He also released to Simon
fitz Alan a rent of xiiis. in Halsall, on condition that he should
yearly receive a pound of pepper instead. (Dodsworth’s 47SS.)
He also acquired a third part of Heshevet (Hesketh?) from
Stephen fitz Adam de Ditton, subject to a yearly rent of viiid.
(76¢d.) 1In the time of Richard Vernon’s shrievalty (1202-3-4)
he witnessed Hugh Bushell’s grant of North Meols to Richard
fitz Hutred (/6id), and he died in 16 Henry IIL (1232)
(Kuerden's M SS.) This sir Robert was succeeded by a son of
the same name, who is mentioned in 40 Henry III. (1255.)
(Thoroton’s Hist. Notts., vol.i. p. 158) One or other of these
Roberts was probably lord of Hole Magna in Lancashire, and
gave it to an ancestor of the Leghs, for in the second’year of
John of Gaunt’s regality (1379), this entry occurs respecting it:
“ Hole Magna Radulfus Radcliffe et Petrus Legh ten. ibid. p. s.
mil. de diio Rob. Vilars.” (Dodsworth’s #/SS.) It was probably
one or other of these Roberts who in 1281-82 was present with
Edward I. at Rhuddllan. ’

(3.) William de Vilars, the third son, received from his father,
Paganus, Newbold to hold in knight’s service. He was a con-
temporary of Roger archbishop of York who died in 1181, and
his wife, Petronilla, is supposed to have been a Garnet. The
canons of Thurgatton bought from him, for thirty marks, four
bovates of land in Owthorpe (Thoroton’s Hisz. Notts., vol. i. p.
158), from which we may suppose either that he was poor, or that
he had no fondness for enriching that religious house. He did
not however withhold his bounty from another religious house,
for in the reign of Henry II. he gave Newsham, in the parish of
Whitkirk in Yorkshire, to the knights Templars. (Loidis et
Elmete, p. 137.) He also joined his son Paganus in giving two
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and a half carucates and two and a half bovates of land in New-
bold to the monks of Swineshead in Lincolnshire, which gift
Henry II in the fourteenth year of his reign (1167) confirmed.
(Mem. Man. Phil. Soc., new series, vol. iv. p. 480.) Paganus, this
William’s son, held Upton in Lincolnshire under the earl of
Moreton (Léb. Nig. Scacc., vol. ii. p. 406), and he gave the living
of Kinalstowe (Kinalton) and other possessions to the archbishop
of York in the time of Henry II. (Thoroton’s No#ss., vol. i. p. 158.)
One of his descendants of his own name accounted for eleven
marks on the marriage of the king's sister in 1236. (7esta de
Nevil, pp. 20, 21.) Another of his descendants of the same name,
describing himself as of Kinalton, in 15 Edward II. (1321) gave
a bond for 40/, a large sum at that time, to Ralph Basset of
Drayton. (MSS. Queen's Coll. Oxford, ff. 376) On the 3oth
September 1327 he received a command to raise men, and march
with them on the king’s service to Scotland. (Roz. Scot, 222a,
et passim) In 2 Edward IIL (1328) he witnessed William
Boteler’s settlement of Crophill on his son Mathew, and in 1330
he was one of the jurors at Thurgatton. (See the Priory Register.)
On the 22nd January 1335 he and the other Nottinghamshire
men received a sharp rebuke in a letter, written in French, for
not hastening with men and arms to the king’s aid in Scotland.
(Rot. Scot, 3135.) '

William appears to have had several other sons besides Paga-
nus ; as Alexander, who had possessions in Brocklesby, acquired
probably by his marriage with Cicely the daughter of William
Seis about the beginning of the reign of Henry I1I. (7esta de
Nevil, p.91.) He bore for his arms argent six lions rampant gu/es,
and was buried at Kinalton in 1245. (Nichols' Leicesters., vol. ii.
P- 255, where his tomb is given.) The lions in his arms are
rightly given as Jioncels in Annesley church. (Thoroton’s Notts.,
vol. i. p. 16¢.) William, another son, in 1208 paid half a mark
for scutage (Dodsworth’s A/SS.), and the same year, having
joined the king’s enemies, who were at the same time the friends
of freedom, his lands in Newbolt and Owthorpe were seized by
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the king for that cause, and forthwith granted to William Pin-
cerna. John, another son, is mentioned as holding lands in
Kalv'ton, Newbold and Owthorp, of the honour of Lancaster
(Zesta de Nevil, pp. 3, 7), and he is also mentioned again in 1262.
(Thoroton’s Hist. Notts., vol. i. pp. 92, 154.) It was probably
the same John de Vilars knight who in 1281 witnessed the
agreement between William Boteler and Robert de Stanton.
(Bold Deceds.) One of the descendants of his name was kiright
of the shire for Lancashire in 1306, and for Lincolnshire in the
following year. He must have been in great request as a senator,
if he was also the same person who, on another occasion, received
wages as knight of the shire for the county of Nottingham. (Rot.
Parl. 84, Parl. Writs, vol. i. p. 24.) A John de Vilars held one
virgate of land in Brocklesby in Leicestershire in 15 Richard II.
(1391), and a John, son and heir of Richard, proved his age in
3 Henry IV. (1402.) (Inquisitiones p.m., pp. 139,283.) In 1236
Radulf de Vilars of Nottinghamshire was one of the collectors
of the aid for marrying the king’s sister. (7esta de Nevil, p. 21.)
A William de Vilars held Odiam in Hants in 38 Henry IIL
(Inquisitiones p.m., p. 13), and Francis de Vilars served under
Edward L. in Palestine. (Rot. Parl, vol. ii. p. 381.)

A pedigree of the family is given in Thoroton’s Nottingham-
shire, vol. i. p. 152, and they are alluded to in his work passim,
and particularly in vol. iii. p. 42.

(4.) Thomas, the fourth son, received from his father, Paganus,
one-half of Owthorpe and the lands of Hole and Calverton.
About the year 1130 he was witness to a charter of William
fitz Nigel baron of Halton. (Hist. Ches., vol. i. p. 507) He
joined with others in granting to the abbot of Dieu la cresse a
licence to wash his sheep in Bispham mere. He married Ada
de Tarlton.

(5.) Adam, the fifth son, received from his father a carucate of
land, to hold by knight’s service.

(6.) Emma, the sixth child, received from her father one caru-
cate of land in Wydehull (Windle) and one carucate in Halsall,
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both which continued long after to be parts of the Boteler fee.
Emma became the wife of William Garnet.

(7.) Richard, the only other son, does not seem to have
received any gift of land from his father, and the words of his
brother Mathew's charter to Thurgatton indicate that he pro-
fessed religion and became a canon of that house. By that
charter Mathew gave to the canons of Thurgatton, “with his
brother Richard, all his land in Lound,” by which he meant not
Lund or Lunt in Kirkham, but the small township of Lunt
near Sefton in Lancashire, which last occurs amongst the
Boteler homages down to a late period. (Hist. Lan., vol. iv.
pp- 213, 388, 405.) The word lawnd, from which the place took
its name, means a small park within a forest, enclosed in order
to take the deer more readily, or to produce fatter venison by
confining them for a time. (Whitaker's Hist. Whalley, p. 176.)
The word occurs in this verse of the old ballad of “ Adam Bell,”
referring to Adam and his two companions :

“Then went they down into a lawnde,
These noble archers thre ;
Each of them slew a hart of greece,
The best that they could se.”
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CHAPTER IIL

MATHEW DE VILARS, SECOND BARON.

E now return to Mathew de Vilars, the eldest son of
Paganus, and, after him, the lord of Warrington. He
appears at an early period as a benefactor of Fiskerton or Thur-
gatton, a religious house in Nottinghamshire, founded by Ralph
Daincourt about the year 1136 according to Camden, or in the
year 1144 according to Tanner; and it was probably a few years
after the latter date that Mathew de Vilars made it the fol-
lowing charter :

“To all the sons of holy mother church Mathew de Vilars sendeth
greeting in the Lord. The deeds of good men done heretofore are
commended to the memory of posterity by their writings and charters,
in order that what they have done may not fall into oblivion, but
rather may be preserved firm and unquestioned. Be it known, there-
fore, to all who may come after me, that I have given to the canons
and brethren serving God and St Peter at Fiskarton-upon-Trent
(another name for Thurgatton) the carucate of land in Crophill which
I have assigned them out of my demesne, with common of pasture and
all free commodities within the same vill, 7z free a/ms for ever, acquitted
of all secular service and demand, with the consent of my heirs, Rober¢
JSfitz Helgod, and Bealrix my daughter, and my brothers Thomas and
William de Vilars. After this donation, the aforesaid canons gave me
the habit of a canon, that I who had been their benefactor might at the
consummation of all good be one of the brethren. These being
witnesses of the gift,” &c. (Translated from a copy in the original
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register, at Southwell, in the handwriting of the early part of the thir-
teenth century.)

This charter, which the donor’s brother A/an shortly after-
wards confirmed, was followed by another charter in the third
person, which is as follows:

“Be it known unto all persons, both present and to come, that
Mathew de Vylars and his brothers, William and Alan and Thomas,
have granted and by this present charter have confirmed to God and
the church of St. Peter at Thurgatton, with Richard their brother, all
their land in Lound, in wood and in plain, with the service of Radulf de
Sanchi, and their church at Warrington [the context shows that the
church was Mathew's], and the church of Tytheby and the chapel of
Crophill; and Z%omas his brother hath granted the church of
Owthorp ; and the lord Matkew hath granted them the skins of the
lambs of his house. These being witnesses,” &c. (/5id.)

To this succeeded the following confirmation charter :

“To all the faithful sons of holy church, both French and English,
present and to come, A/an de Vylars sendeth greeting. Be it known to
you, that for the health of my soul, the souls of my friends, and the
souls of my father and ancestors, I have granted to God and my breth-
ren the canons of St. Peter of Thurgatton, all that grant which my
brother Mathew de Vylars has made to the same canons, of lands, of
churches, and of tithes, and particularly of one carucate of land, neither
the best nor the worst (de meliori et pejori), in his demesne of Crophill,
as his charter witnesseth. These being witnesses,” &c. (/bid.)

In the fourteenth year of his reign (1167) king Henry II. con-
firmed all the foregoing gifts, and his charter of confirmation
especially ascribes to Mathew de Vilars the gift of Warrington
church. (Thoroton’s Hist. Notts., vol. iii. p. 56.)

The chronicles are again silent as to almost all Mathew’s
domestic circumstances; and we are at a loss to know the name
of his wife, who she was, when she died, or whether or not she
survived him. We must presume from his bargaining for the
canon’s habit that he was buried at the priory at Thurgatton.
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We know from the terms of his gift to Fiskerton, that Beatrix
the wife of Robert fitz Helgod was his daughter and heir, and
as his great possessions passed through her to a long line of
descendants we may discard the Lancashire pedigrees which
give him two sons as well as this daughter. We may discard
also the pedigree which gives him another daughter, Albreda,
and marries her to Walter de Staunton. 4

The name Mathew seems to have been long a favourite name
with other branches of the Vilars’ family ;— possibly for some
honour he had brought on it, or because he had been a great
benefactor of the church, and had died in the canon’s robe. It
would cease, however, to be any longer popular after what is
recorded of one of this name in 4 Edward I. (1276), of whom,
under the heading of “Sheriffs who have taken gifts to conceal
felonies,” we read thus: “ William Morteyn fined c* for receiving
xx® from Mathew de Vylers, indicted for horse stealing.” (Roz.
Hund, vol. i. p. 238.)
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CHAPTER 1V.

BEATRIX DE VILARS, THIRD POSSESSOR
OF THE BARONY.

EATRIX DE VILARS, the daughter and heir of Mathew

de Vilars, was the third Norman possessor of the manor

and fee of Warrington. This name also seems to have been in
favour with the Vilars’ family, for besides Mathew’s daughter
there was a Beatrix, daughter of Robert Vilars, who married
Robert Molineux and carried Crosby into that house; and so
late as the time of Edward III. there was a Beatrix, daughter
and heir of John de Vilars of Brocklesby, ancestor of Viliers
duke of Buckingham and of the earls of Jersey and Claren-
don, who married sir John Bagot and carried her large estates
into that family. (Erdswick’s Szaffords., by Harwood, p. 264.)
Notwithstanding the express allusion to her and her husband
in her father’s charter, many difficulties have been raised re-
specting the alliance of Beatrix, the daughter of Mathew. In
former times there seems to have been a most arbitrary pri-
vilege taken with the christian names of ladies. Gundreda,
the daughter of William the Conqueror, was called indifferently
by that name or by that of Matilda. (Notes and Queries, 3
April 1858, p. 269.) Maud, the daughter of Adela countess
of Blois, was sometimes called Lucia. (/4:d. 27 April 1861, p.
239.) Scarcely any of the chroniclers who mention king John’s
divorce from his wife give her the same name. (A4wmicia Tracts,
p. 500, Chetham soc) In one of the Devon pedigrees,
Dionysia, the wife of one of the early earls of Devon, was
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called indifferently Mabilia, Hawisia, Dionysia, or Beatrix.
(Archaological Fournal, December 1853.) Still earlier, in a char-
ter of 694, the wife of the king of Kent is called Werberga, and
another charter calls her Ethelburth, while her real name was
Cynegyth. (Thorpe’s Diplom. Anglicanum, p. 11, and notes.)
Notwithstanding the express mention of the alliance of Bea-
trix with Robert fitz Helgot, some of the pedigrees have mar-
ried her to Almeric Pincerna and others to William Pincerna.
But we adhere to the charter, believing that she was first mar-
ried to Robert Helgot of Fentone in Shropshire, and that on
his death she married Pincerna, an ancestor of the Botelers of
Bewsey and Warrington.

The family of PINCERNA, who ultimately acquired Warring-
ton by an intermarriage with the heiress of the house of Vilars,
took the name of Pincerna from the office of Butler, which they
held under the earls of Chester. They appear in history for the
first time in the year 1086, at the time of the Domesday survey;
and though the marriage by which they acquired Warrington
did not occur until some time afterwards, we deem it best to be-
gin their history with the first of their name of whom we have
mention in the Survey. PINCERNA, as a name of office, seems
to have been one of much honour, and to have been held in
medizval times, as it was in Egypt long before, by persons of
some consequence. William de Albini earl of Lincoln, as we
have before seen, was pincerna or butler to Henry I, for which
he received the manor of Buckenham, to hold in grand serjeanty.
Although he had married a queen he did not scruple in witness-
ing his master’s charters to add after his name his title of “Le
Buteler.” (Wace’s Chronicle of the Norman Conguest, Taylor's
edition, p. 220 in notis) The frequency with which in those
times the title of pincerna was assumed in different parts of the
kingdom shows how popular it was. There was a Hugo Pin-
cerna in Herefordshire (L#b. Nig. Scacc., pp. 91, 97, 152), an
Aluredus Pincerna in Cornwall in 1269 ; and at a much earlier
period there was a Hamo Pincerna in Lancashire, from whom
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the great family of de Hoghton are sprung. (Hist. Lan,
vol. iii. p. 457.) To none of these, however, are we able to
trace any connection with the Warrington Pincernas, who seem
to have sprung from some other branch of the same numerous
stock. The first of these, with whom we shall begin the pedigree
of the Warrington family, is Richard Pincerna, of whom an ac-
count will be found in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER V.

THE FAMILY OF PINCERNA, OR BOTELER.

ICHARD PINCERNA appears in the Domesday Survey

as holding the manor of Pulton near Pulford in Cheshire.

In that age, when money was scarcer than broad acres, a great
man often recompensed his follower’s services by a grant of land.
For this cause Richard received the manor of Pulton; but the .
earl’s cook was still better remembered, for his services were
rewarded with two manors; while his huntsman, as his reward,
had still three or more manors. Thus it often happens that the
ministers of pleasure are better paid than those employed on
more solid and useful services. The entry respecting Richard
Pincerna in the Survey is as follows: “Richard Pincerna holds
of the earl Poytone. Edwin held it, and was a free man.”
(Translation of the Cheshire portion of the Domesday Survey,
p- 31.) By some oversight of the compilers of the Swurvey, this
entry occurs out of its proper place, and instead of being placed
in Broxton (or Dudestan) hundred, it has slipped in between two
of the manors of Richard Vernon in Nantwich (or Warmun-
destrou) hundred. This error of the compilers did not escape the
notice of the learned author of the History of Cheskire, who saw
it and remarked upon it (Hisz. Ches., vol. iii. p. 261); but he
omitted to notice a second mistake in the Swurvey, to which
the first has led, that is the giving of Calvintone (Calveley), the
next manor, to Richard Pincerna instead of to Richard Vernon,
to whom and not to Pincerna it undoubtedly belongs. The
second mistake has arisen from the christian names of both
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owners being the same. In the time of Hugh Lupus earl of
Chester, in one of whose charters he is styled not Pincerna but
“Pincernarius,” he witnessed William Malbedeng’s gift to St.
Werburgh's (Hist. Ches., vol. i. p. 162); and in the year 1119
he himself gave to St. Werburgh’s the church of St. Olave in
Chester, and two houses in the market-place of that city. (/ééd.
vol. i. p. 17, and Chester Archaological Fournal, pt. iii. p. 295.)
This was but a small offering from the earl’s butler, but it was
large in proportion to his means, and it showed at all events his
good will to the church. Our knowledge of this first ancestor
of the Warrington Botelers is but scanty. We do not know
when he died, but we know that he left two sons — Robert the
eldest, who succeeded him, and William, who was witness to a
charter of earl Hugh Lupus in 1093 and to another charter of
earl Randle Meschines to the city of Chester. (Hist. Ches., vol. i.
p- 172) He was also witness to a charter of earl Randle
Meschines’ countess. (Dugdale’s Monasticon under St. Wer-
burgh’s.)

ROBERT PINCERNA, who succeeded his father, and like him
was the earl’s butler, married Ivetta, the daughter of William
Helgot. (Kuerden's #/SS.) This William was probably de-
scended from the owners of Holegate or Helgot in Corvedale
in Shropshire (Blakeway’s Hist. Shrewsbury, vol. i. p. 37 ; vol. ii.
PP. 17 to 24), between whom and the Lancashire Garnets there
seems to have been an early connection. (Rot. de Oblatis et
Finibus, p. 403) Some genealogists have thought that the
Robert fitz Helgot mentioned in Mathew Vilars’ charter was
the son of Robert Pincerna and Ivetta Helgot. The sons
of Zeruiah, we know, were called after their mother and not
after their father; and in medizval times there are abundant
instances of children taking their gentilitial names from their
maternal and not from their paternal ancestor. John fitz
Rimnild was so called from his mother and not from his father.
(Rot. Curie Regis, pref. p. vi) But the usage as to names in
old times seems to have often been very arbitrary. Matilda de

E
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Stokeport sometimes called herself by the name of her late
husband and sometimes by her maiden name. (Ormerod’s
Genealogical Essays, p. 109.) We all remember how our great
dramatist makes king John, when addressing the madcap Faul-
conbridge, change both his names:

“ Kneel thou down Philip, but arise more great,
Arise sir Richard and Plantagenet.”

It does not appear, however, that Ivetta Helgot brought with
her any estate to her husband, or that there was any reason
why her son should change his good family name to bear one
which was not better; in fact, we find that he was called by
his fathers name, with the addition only of de Engelby, and
that he never bore the questionable name of Helgot. There
seems, in Robert Pincerna’s time, to have been some connexion
between the families of Pincerna and the earls of Devonshire, for
Robert Pincerna occurs at this time as a witness to a charter of
William Vernon earl of that place to Quarr abbey. (Dugdale’s
Monasticon under Quarr) About the year 1147 he occurs also
as witness to a charter of Henry de Lacy. (Whalley Coucher
Book, p. 76.) He gave Roger de Gondeville his son-in-law
a garden near the bridge at Chester. Early in the reign of
Henry II, in whose reign he is said to have been a baron by
tenure (Haydn’s Book of Dignities, p. 517), he held the twelfth
part of a knight's fee in Lincolnshire among the knights en-
feoffed by Simon St. Liz earl of Northampton, after the death
of king Henry 1. (Léb. Nig. Scacc., vol. i. p. 270.) But his name
has been strangely used and abused in a forged charter of
William the Conqueror, which was exemplified by an inspeximus
in the time of Edward III. (Blakeway's Hist. Shrewsbury,
vol. ii. pp. 15, 16) Randle Gernons earl of Chester, Robert
Pincerna’s master, passed his whole life in war and unrest.
With alternate success he opposed king Stephen, and levied
war against him during a great part of his reign. -In 1141 the
king coming suddenly upon him surprised him in Lincoln castle,
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but he escaped by the outer postern, and hastened to muster a
sufficient force to attack the king in return, and, although he at
first succeeded and made the king his prisoner, he was unfortu-
nate soon after, and being himself taken prisoner by the king
about the year 1145 he was shut up in close confinement in the
castle of Lincoln. (Hist. Lincoln) As the earl’s loyal liege-
man, Robert Pincerna was probably with his master in his
several battles ; on the last occasion however he escaped being
taken prisoner with him, and, that he might use his liberty for
his master’s good, he resolved to found a religious house where
continual prayer should be made for the earl’s safety, and he
accordingly gave to God, the Virgin Mary, and William first
abbot of Combermere, a moiety of his township of Pulton (per-
haps he had only a moiety, the other half having passed to his
brother William), to found there a convent of Cistercian monks
to pray for the health and safety of his master the earl Randle
Gernons (then a prisoner of king Stephen) and of the earls
Hugh and Randle his predecessors, and of his own wife Ivetta,
his son and heir Robert, and the souls of his ancestors. (Hist.
Ches., vol. ii. p. 464.) This charter was sealed by the grantor
and Ivetta his wife, and by Robert their son and heir apparent ;
. and, which is rare, the grantor and his wife are set down among
the witnesses of the gift, and, which is still stranger, another of
the witnesses calls himself “ Willielmus spuens mendacium,” or,
according to the Monasticon, “ Spernens mendacium.” (/bid.)
In or about the year 1151 Robert Pincerna became a benefactor
of the priory of Stoke near Clare, a cell of the abbey of Bec in
Normandy. (Taylor’s index to the Monasticon) Earl Randle
soon afterwards was set at liberty, so that the prayers his butler
had instituted for him, one may hope, had not been in vain. His
misfortunes however were not ended, for in 1153 he died of
poison, administered to him by William Peverel. After the
death of earl Randle Gernons, Hugh Kyveliok, his son and
successor, by this charter confirmed Robert Pincerna’s gift :
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“ Hugh, earl of Chester, to his constable, steward, justice, sheriff,
barons, knights, ministers, and all his [liege] men, as well French as
English, present and to come, greeting. Know ye that I have granted,
and by this my charter have for ever confirmed, to the monks of Pulton
~ all the moiety of Pulton, with all its appurtenances, which they hold in
fee farm from Robert Pincerna, and whence any service ariseth to me.
And know ye that I claim for the said monks freedom and quiet from
every service belonging to me from the same land, and henceforth I
will look to Robert Pincerna for the same service; wherefore I will
that no one by any means destrain the same monks for such service,
and I enjoin that no one in any wise presume to molest them on that
account. Witnesses: the abbot of Chester, John constable of Chester,
William Patric, Alured de Cumbrai, Radulf fitz Warin, Richard de
Pulford, William the chaplain, with many others. Dated at Chester.”
(Translated from the original in the possession of the marquis of
Westminster.)

This charter is sealed with the earl’s seal, an armed knight on
horseback in full career, and with a head in front face as a secre-
tum. This seal without the secretum is engraved in the History
" of Cheshire (vol. i. p. 32). The deed has no date, but as John was
not constable until 1172, it is probable that Robert Pincerna the
founder had then been dead some years. The situation of the
abbey was too near to the Welsh, and its limits proved too nar-
row for the monks, who ultimately removed to the neighbourhood
of Leek, where they built a new home and called it Dieu la cresse
—“may God increase it.” (Hist. Ches., vol, ii. p. 463) Upon
this house and others similarly founded, and upon the prayers
that went up from them at midnight, Randle Blundeville is
said to have placed his reliance in distress. Being overtaken
by a storm at sea as he was returning from the East, he re-
fused for a time to give any help towards righting the ship,
though she was in momentary danger of sinking; but at mid-
night, when he said the united prayers of an army of monks
would be supplicating heaven for him, he would then lend a
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willing hand, for it was his duty to remember the motto, “labour
and pray ” —ora et labora. (Hist. Ches., vol. i. p. 34.)

In the second, third and fourth years of Henry II. (1155 to
1157) Robert Pincerna occurs as holding the lands of Budiford in
Warwickshire ; after that time the entries cease, and it is pro-
bable that he died. (Pipe Rolls, pp. 44, 86, 186.)

Robert Pincerna seems to have had a house at Engleby in
Derbyshire, and his son and heir Robert was called de Engleby,
probably from having been born there. Robert was a loyal
servant to the earl, and gave proof of his affection for him by
founding an abbey for his safety.

The issue of Robert and Ivetta appear to have been as
follows :

(1) Robert* de Engelbi, who in the foundation charter of
Pulton is called the founder’s heir-at-law.

(2.) Richard, who ultimately succeeded to the Pincerna es-
tates, after the death of his brother Robert without issue.

(3) William Pincerna, witness to a charter made about 1153.
(Chester Archeological Fournal, pt. iii. p. 295.)

(4) Gilbert* Pincerna. (Proceedings of the Liverp. Hist. Soc. -
Sor 1851, p. 92.)

(5.) Hugh, who in 1171 was witness to his brother Richard's
charter to Calk abbey, and was possibly a clerk.

(6.) Ranulphus or Randulphus Clericus, who was witness to
the same charter to Calk abbey. He may be the “Radulf. fil.
Robert Pincernz” who held lands in Budiford in Warwickshire
in 1 Richard I. (Pipe Rolls, p. 117.) He may also be the same
Radulf who is mentioned in g Edward II. (1316) as having long
before held a house in Bridge-street, Chester. (Hist. Ches., vol. ii.
p- 302.)

(7.) Matilda, who married Roger de Gondeville, and who, for
the health of her soul and the souls of Roger her husband and

# Gilbert and Robert are called brothers in Kyveliok’s charter to Prestbury ; sir
P. Leycester's Cheshire, p. 131.
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Roger her son, released to the monks of Pulton a rent of 15s.
a year which she used to receive from them. She seems
also to have given 5s. a year to Pulton, and §s. a year to the
nuns of Polesworth for the repose of her husband’s soul, whom
she calls de Summerville. (Hist. Leek, pp. 43, 44.)

(8) Edelina, who married Roger de Somerville and gave
lands to the nunnery of Polesworth, which was founded before
the time of Stephen, to pray for the repose of herself, her hus-
band and others. Dugdale, who says she was living in 28 Henry
IL, gives a pedigree of her family. (Hist. Warwickshire, pp. 216,
226, 238, 799. See also Dugdale’s Morasticon under Poles-
worth.) Her husband made the following gift to Pulton of the
garden which his father-in-law had given him :

“To all the sons of holy mother church both present and to come,
Roger de Summervill sendeth greeting. Know ye that I have given and
confirmed to God and Saint Mary and .the monks of Pulton for the
health and safety of me, and my wife and children, and all my friends, a
certain garden near the bridge at Chester, which I hold of the gift of
Robert Pincerna, so that they shall have and hold it in free alms for
ever from me and my heirs freely and honourably without any earthly
service. These being witnesses: Robert the chaplain, Richard the
clerk, and William de Rideware.” (Translated from the original in
the possession of the marquis of Westminster.)

Roger seems to have been a common name in the family.
A Roger de Somery was fined for not taking up his knighthood
in 17 Henry IIl. (Rot. Fin, 3m.) On the 1st May, 12 Ed-
ward III. (1338), in pursuance of the surplus caution often
observed in times past, sir John Summerville released to the
abbot of Dieu la cresse the services the abbot was wont to
render for the manor of Pulton. (From the original in the mar-
quis of Westminster’'s possession.) After all, it seems very prob-
able that Roger de Gondeville and Roger de Summerville were
one and the same person, and that Matilda and Edelina, their
respective wives, were one and the same person. If so, we have
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in it another instance of the confusion of names in ancient
times.

ROBERT PINCERNA de Engelby succeeded his father as the
earl’s butler. (/ist. Ches., vol. i. p. 486, and Dugdale’s Warwick-
shire, passim.) He gave to Pulton in free alms a garden, which
he held of the fee of Simon fitz Osbert, by the following charter:

“Know all men by these presents, as well present as the future, that
I Robert Pincerna de Engelbi have given and granted, with the consent
of my heirs, a garden in Chester, at the head of the bridge there, which
I hold of the fee of Simon fitz Osbert, to God and Saint Mary of my
abbey at Pulton, in perpetual free alms for ever, for the safety of myself
and my ancestors. These being witnesses, Hugh de Boidele, Simon de
Stants, Robert de Stantd, and many others.” (Translated from the
original in the possession of the marquis of Westminster.)

He or his father was witness to earl Hugh Kyveliok’s con-
firmation of his mother Maud’s foundation of Calk abbey, which
was afterwards removed to Ripponden. (Dugdale’s Monasticon
under Calk.)

We do not find that Robert Pincerna de Engelby was ever
married, but as he certainly left no issue he was succeeded by
his brother Richard Pincerna.
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CHAPTER VI.

RICHARD FITZ ROBERT PINCERNA IN RIGHT OF HIS WIFE
BEATRIX, FOURTH BARON.

ICHARD PINCERNA, on the death of his brother Robert

de Engelby, succeeded to the Pincerna estates and to

their office of hereditary butler to the earls of Chester. (Pedigree
of Boteler in Thoroton’s Hist. Notts., vol. i. p. 190.) In the year
1141 Randle Gernons earl of Chester having risen against king
Stephen and taken him prisoner extorted from him not only a
grant of the castle and city of Lincoln which he was to hold
until he should restore to the earl all his lands and castles in
Normandy, but also the king’s leave to fortify and have the
command of one of the towers of Lincoln castle until he should
deliver up to him the castle of Tickhill in Yorkshire, when he
was to restore to the king all the city and castle of Lincoln ex-
cept the tower which his mother had fortified and which was his
own, and except the constableship of the castle and county which
was also his inheritance. (Dugdale’s Baronage) As the earl’s
butler, his duties do not seem to have confined Richard Pincerna
to the earl’s household at home. Like the old justices in Eyre,
he itinerated with the earl besides attending him at Chester. In
his short intervals of peace, as well as in the wars in which he
was almost constantly engaged, he was ever with him. He
attended and was a witness on the earl’s part to the charter
just mentioned, and we find him repeatedly acting in the same
capacity at other times. Thus he witnessed the earl’s charter
confirming to Eustace fitz John baron of Halton the office of
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constable of Cheshire (Hist. Ches., vol. i. p. 487) ; his charter of
Howick to Evesham abbey (Dugdale’s Monasticon, vol. i. p. 361);
his several gifts of lands in Whitley to Henry Tuschet and Alured
de Combr' (Leycester's Historical Antiquities, p. 387, corrected
by the Amicia Tracts, p. 142, Chetham soc.); his gifts of Eastham
to St. Werburgh's about the year 1152 (Hiést. Ces., vol.i. p. 225) ;
his gift to St. Mary’s nunnery at Chester (/4id. vol. i. p. 273) ;
his gift of Kersall cell near Manchester to Lenton abbey (Hib-
bert Ware's Ancient Par. of Manchester, p. 18, and Dugdale’s
Monasticon under Lenten) ; his charter for refounding Trentham
priory, to which Robert prior of Calk, of which the earl was
patron, was also a witness (Dugdale’s Monasticon, vol. ii. p. 250) ;
and when the earl became one of the joint founders of Rouces-
ter abbey in Staffordshire, his butler Richard Pincerna was again
one of the witnesses (/6:d. under Roucester). He also witnessed
Henry Plantagenet’s grant to the earl in 1152 of all the honours
of Roger of Poictou. (Rymer’s Fadera, vol. i. p. 16.)

Like the doughty Lancashire soldier Miles Standish, who,
when in command of the small army of the pilgrim fathers, is
said at times to have dyed his sword in a, liquor more innocent
than blood :

“'Twas on a dreary winter eve, the night was closing dim,
When old Miles Standish took the bowl, and filled it to the brim;
The little captain stood and stirred the posset with his sword,
And all his sturdy men-at-arms were ranged about the board !”

So it is evident that the goblet and the wine cup frequently gave
way to the sword in Richard Pincerna’s hands.

Shortly after earl Randle Gernons had been cut off by the
execrable crime of poison, which occurred in the year 1153, his
widow the countess Maude founded at Calk in Derbyshire a priory
of canons of the order of St. Augustine, with the pious and duti-
ful object of procuring by their prayers ease for the soul of her
husband, who having died under the Church’s sentence of excom-
munication was thought to have more need of such prayers.

° F
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Richard Pincerna, out of affection for his master, a regard to
his memory, and a deep regret over his fate, determined to aid
the countess in her pious work, and accordingly, before the death
of Walter Durdent bishop of Chester, which took place in 1161,
he addressed to him the following charter :

“To W. [alter], by the grace of God bishop of Chester, and to all the
subjects of holy church, as well laymen as prelates, Richard Pincerna
sendeth greeting. Be it known to your charity that for the health of my
soul, the soul of my wife, the souls of my father and mother, and of all
my relations, I have given and granted in free alms for ever to God and
Saint Mary, and Saint Giles of Calch, and the canons there serving God
viil. virgates of land of my demesne, in Durandesthorp, as free, discharged,
and acquitted from all services, pleas, complaints, and customs as any
frank almoign can or may be given. These being witnesses: Beatrix
my wife, Randle the clerk and Hugh my brothers, Henry fitz Serlo,
Roger de Vilars, Wulfrid de Pach[i]nt[on], Randulf his son, William
his nephew, Siward his son-in-law, and many others.” (Translated from
the original charter late in the possession of the late rev. W. Massie of
Chester.)

A large round seal two-and-a-half inches in diameter, with the
butler in his robes, holding a cup in his right hand and with his
name running round the margin, is attached to the charter, not as
usual at the bottom, but at the side, and on the attaching label
is the mark of a cross. The style of address in this charter, al-
though singular, is not unique, for other instances of it occur in
Randle Gernons' charter to St. Werburgh’s (Hist. Ches., vol. ii.
p. 225); in a charter in Blakeway’s History of Shrewsbury (vol. ii.
p. 108); and in another charter referred to in the Fourth Report
on Public Records (p. 142). The priory at Calk was removed in
1172 to Repindon (Repton) in the same county, and to the con-
vent of that place Calk afterwards continued a cell until the Dis-
solution. (Tanner’s Notitia, p. 79.) Remote as Calk is from
Warrington, we have evidence that there existed some connec-
tion between the two places in the time of Henry III. which
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probably had its origin in some gift to the same house by a later
Pincerna, for we have then a charter of Roger the son of Henry
the clerk of Sankey, in which he describes his burgage in War-
rington as being held of God and the blessed Giles of Kalch.
(Hale Deeds.)) Durandes-Thorp, now Donisthorp, which was cal-
led part of the honour of Chester, is on the verge of Derbyshire
and Leicestershire adjoining to Pakinton, and it was doubtless
part of the hereditary possessions of the’house of Pincerna. Of
Calk, or rather of Repingdon its successor, Fuller tells us

“That one Thacker, who owned the site in Queen Mary’s days,
alarmed at the report of the Queen’s intention to set up abbeys again,
which came to him on a Sunday, called together the carpenters and
masons of the neighbourhood and plucked down the buildings in one
day [church work is a cripple in going up, but rides post in coming
down), saying he ‘ would destroy the nest in fear the birds should come
and build there again.’”

A Richard Pincerna, calling himself le Butiller, in the reign of
Henry II. held a bovate of land and two tofts in Ribstan near
Knaresborough. (Plumpton Papers by the Camden soc.) Richard
Pincerna married Beatrix the daughter and heir of Mathew
Vilars. We do not know the exact time when the marriage
took place, and as yet we have seen no traces of the possession
by Richard Pineerna of any part of the Vilars estate, that great
property which afterwards constituted the Boteler fee; but in
the dealings of Richard Pincerna with the Vilars property we
shall now see the effect of the union of the two houses. Hither-
to he had made no mention of any Lancashire property, but he
now gave to Mathew de Waleton ii. bovates of land, whereof
ten made a knight's fee, in Egergarth (afterwards a well known
part of the Boteler fee) to hold by knight's service (7esta de
Nevil, p. 402), which lands in the time of king John were held
by Henry fitz Gilbert.

In 11 Henry II. (1164) when Geoffrey de Valoniis the sheriff of
Lancashire made his return to the treasury, in which he gave an



36 Annals of the [CHaAP. VL

account of the whole fee-farm of the county as 200/ per annum,
he rendered also an account of 53/ 16s. 44. for the army in Wales
(de exéitu Walie), towards which sum he paid into the treasury
341 35. 4d.  And under a writ from the crown for that purpose
he excused ten knights of the county who had been present with
the king in his host, one of whom was our Richard Pincerna, who
was excused the payment of eight marks. (Hist. Lan., vol. i
p- 224.) From this short notice of Richard Pincerna we may infer
that he had been in arms for the king, whose favour he had pro-
bably gained when he was only Henry Plantagenet, and Rich-
ard witnessed the charter of accommodation between him and
king Stephen. If, as is probable, he was excused a mark for
each knight’s fee, he must have held eight knights’ fees, the ex-
act number of which the great Boteler holding afterwards con-
sisted.

Richard appears to have died in 23 Henry II. (1176), for in that
year the sheriff of Nottinghamshire accounted to the treasury for
2/. 11s. 84. of the farm of Crophill (once a Vilars and now a
Boteler possession) which had been his. (Thoroton’s Hist. Notts.,
vol. i. p. 192)

The issue of Richard and Beatrix appear to have been:

(1.) William, who succeeded his father in the estates of the
united families of Vilars and Pincerna.

(2) John, who had an interest in Owthorp as part of the Lan-
caster fee which the Vilars family held under Pincerna. In the
Calendar of Patent Rolls (fol. 10) we have this entry : “ Pro Joh.
Pincerna de terrd Wolveri de Wodehous et Hermesthorp in com.
Nott. regnante Johanne;” and in 6 John the sheriff of Notting-
hamshire was commanded, without delay, to restore to this John
such seisin as he had of the land of Wulmer de Wudhous in
Hole, Woodhouse and Huverthorpe, when they became forfeited
to king Henry II,, and such seisin as he had when he was disseised
for his service to John earl of Moreton before he became king,
and from which William fitz Gobion (a descendant probably of
that William fitz Corbucion who held Exhale at the Domes-



CHar. VL] Lords of Warrington. 37

day survey, or of that Robert fitz Corbutio who held Havering
in Essex) had deforced him. (Thoroton’s Hist. Notts., vol. i. p-
158.)

(3.) Galfridus, witness to a charter of Roger constable of
Chester, who died in 1211.

(4) Albreda, who is supposed to have first married a Vilars
and afterwards Walter de Stanton, and who is mentioned in this
charter:

“Know all men, both present and future, by this charter, that I, -
Gregory the chaplain of Crophill, have given and granted, and by this
my present charter have confirmed, to Luke my messenger iv. bovates
of land which 1 hold in Crophill, and which the predecessor of the lady
Albreda, daughter of Richard Pincerna, and Albreda herself granted me
power to give to whomsoever I would for ever to hold to the said Luke
and his heirs, freely, quietly, and in honour, both in meadows, in pas-
tures, in ways and in paths, and in arable land, and in all places and
easements, both in and out of the said vill, rendering yearly to the lords
of Crophill and their heirs ix* for all secular service except foreign ser-
vice, that is to say iv* vi* at Michaelmas, and iv* vi* at Easter,” &c.
(Translated from the original copy in the Thurgatton Register at South-
well.)

Of Walter de Stanton, Albreda’s husband, we have several
notices. In 17 and 18 John (1216) he paid xx. marks, and gave
his son Walter as a hostage for his fidelity, whereupon the
sheriff of Nottinghamshire was ordered to give him seisin of his
lands in Crophill of which he had been disseised. (Roz. de Obla-
tis et Finibus.) Are we to infer from this that Walter's inclina-
tions had been with the friends of freedom and not with the
king? In 12 John (1210) he was serving with the king in Ireland,
and we have the following entries of his grestz money :

¢ Prestita facta militibus apud Pratum
subtus Trim, die Veneris in festo S’cti Swithini,
coram W. com. Sar et R. Gerna et R. de
Mariscis Waltero de Stanton xx*.”
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And at Dublin, in the same year:

“ Waltero de Staunton ii. marc.”
(Prestita Roll, 187, 222.)

These prestita were sums of money issued out of the royal
treasury by way of imprest, advance or accommodation. Boling-
broke charged the duke of Norfolk with having made an ill use
of these rolls, when he told king Richard I1: “ Mowbray hath
received eight thousand nobles, in name of lendings for your
- highness’ soldiers, the which he hath detained for vile employ-
ment.” It does not appear whether Albreda died before her
husband, but he made a grant “ pro salute Albrede Vilars uxoris
mea et pro animabus,” &c. (Thurgatton Register.)

Walter was probably an ancestor of that Henry de Stanton
the chief justice so highly extolled by lord Campbell (Clkief Fus-
tices, vol. i. p. 86), and of that sir William de Stanton whose
tomb may be seen in the church of that place (Bloxham's Mon.
Architect., pp. 172, 173) ; and he was possibly one of the Stantons
whose unique pedigree is given in rhyme by Thoroton. (Hist.
Notts., vol. i. p. 310)
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CHAPTER VIIL

WILLIAM LE BOTELER DICTUS ‘‘ PINCERNA,” FIFTH BARON.

ILLIELMUS LE BOTELER  aliter dictus PINCERNA,”
who was born about the year 1160, seems to have suc-
ceeded his father Richard Pincerna about the year 1176. His
father having acquired the Vilars estates, William’s official con-
" nection with the earls of Chester became in consequence some-
what relaxed ; he appeared less prominently as a witness to their
charters, became more essentially a Lancashire man, and called
himself at times “le Boteler,” and not Pincerna the old official
title. Being under age when his father died, Radulf fitz Barnard
sheriff of Lancashire between the years 1172 and 1183 claimed
his wardship for the king. (Hist. Lan., vol. i. p. 202) While he
was in wardship, and probably in the last mentioned year, Radulf
bestowed the town of Crophill with its appurtenances upon a
certain young man in marriage with William’s sister. (7esta de
Nevil, p. 402a.) The sister we presume was Albreda, and the
young man Thurstan Vilars the first husband of Albreda, who
afterwards became the wife of Walter de Stanton.

During the few years in which he was a minor we hear little of
William Pincerna, who however had not long been in possession of
his estates before the celebrated statute of Winchester was passed
(27 Henry II. 1181), which, on the principle of making all per-
sons take part in defending the country, required every man
between the ages of 15 and 60 to have armour and arms accord-
ing to his rank and estate. William, who no doubt had lands to
the value of 15/ a year, was required to have a hauberk (an iron
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shirt of mail), a breast plate of iron, a sword, a knife and a horse ;
each one of his retainers who had 40s. a year in land was required
to have a sword, a bow and arrow and a knife, while the very
poorest among them were to have bows and arrows or bows and
bolts, with which a wand could be hit at three-hundred-and-thirty
yards, and which, when rifles and gunpowder were unknown,
were very effective weapons. We see what these weapons could
do from the old ballad :

“I am wilfulle of my waye, quo’ the Yeman,
And of my morning tyde.
I'le leade thee through the wood, sayd Robin :
Good fellow, I'le be thy guide.

First let us some masterye make,
Among the woods so even,

We may chance to meet with Robin Hood,
Here at some unset steven.

They cut them down two summer shroggs,
That grew both under a breere,

And set them three score rood in twaine,
To shoot the prickes y-fere.

The first time Robin shot at the pricke,
He mist but an inch it fro’,
The yeoman he was an archer good,
But he col'd never do soe.”
(Ballad of Robin Hood and Guy of Gisburne.)

And that the arms requested by the statute might not rust or
decay they were to be shown twice a year to the officers of the
franchise at a great public gathering, such as the Swiss still have
for acquiring skill in rifle shooting.

In 6 Richard I. (1194) when Theobald Walter paid into the
exchequer a c® for a half-year’s fee-farm rent of the county of
Lancaster, he paid in also xxx. marks which he had received
from William le Boteler for having the king’s benevolence among
the men of the king’s brother, the earl “p. habendd benevolentid
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tnter hoies coitis.” (Dodsworth’'s M/ SS.) The king had just re-
turned home from the long and base confinement he had under-
gone in Austria, but William le Boteler’s xxx. marks were not to
go towards making up the 50,000 marks still remaining unpaid
of his generous monarch’s ransom. Their purpose was rather to
buy forgiveness of the faults of the king’s wngenerous brother,
John Lackland, -who was earl of Lancaster. In the same year
we again read of William le Boteler in an entry in the records
of a court of law: “Be it remembered that a day is given to
William le Boteler and his sister Albreia.” (Rot. Curie Regis, vol.
i. p. 14) The wheels of law moved slowly in those days, and on
the 27th October in that year, when the cause was called on
again, we have this entry which is rather more full : “Pleas at
Westminster. From the feast of St. Michael in one month at
Nottingham, a day is given to William le Boteler and Albreia
his sister, in a plea of chattels, to the octaves of St. Hilary at West-
minster, and they have leave to make an agreement out of court.”
(Zbid. vol. 1. p. 14.) It is evident that there had been a suit between
William and his sister respecting some goods or money, but most
probably the former, as money was then scarce in a great man’s
coffers. Hearing no more of the case afterwards, we may pre-
sume that the parties took advantage of the leave the court had
given them to émpar/, and that they settled their difference out
of doors. In 8 Richard I. (1196) the late war in France had
produced its usual consequences,— a drain on the king’s ex-
chequer,— and it became necessary to replenish it. Towards
this object William Pincerna, like others, was called to contribute,
and we find his contribution thus entered :

“ From William Pincerna, knight, holding of the honour of Lancaster,
twelve marks, to be excused crossing the seas with the third army into
Normandy since the king returned from Germany, and for scutage on
his fees six marks.” (Dodsworth’s MSS.)

In the first year of king John, William Pincerna again appears
as a defendant in a suit at law, of which we have this record :
G
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“ Nottingham [to wit]. Walter de Stanton was summoned to show by
whose gift he had in marriage Albreda, who was the wife of Thurstan
[Vilars), with the profits of her marriage in Crophill, whereupon he came
and said that William Pincerna, the lord of the aforesaid fee and
brother of the said Albreda, gave her to him in marriage, with the pro-
fits of her marriage, for which he paid him x. marks in silver; and Al-
maric Dispenser, on the part of the same William, came and denied that
he either had the aforesaid Albreda from the said William or that he
ever gave her to him, or that William had received the said money from
him, but on the contrary, he averred that he had had her against the
will of the said William, and he complained that the said Walter had
entered on the said fee (of Crophill) without the said William's consent.”
(Rot. Curie Regis.)

Walter Dispenser, who here appears as William’s attorney, was
the ancestor of the present earl Spenser. The law was to him,
as it has been to numbers since, the highway to fortune. He ap-
pears amongst the benefactors of Eynsham in Oxfordshire (Dug-
dale’s Monasticon), and is mentioned in the Pipe Rolls, p. 129
(Richard 1.); and again in the 7esta de Nevil, passim. Walter de
Stanton flatly denied all William Pincerna’s pleas, asserted that
the gift took place in the reign of Henry II., which, as the statute
of limitations at that time only went back to the return of Richard
I. from the Holy Land, gave him the benefit of a prescription; and
finally, as the custom then was, and a strange custom it seems to
us, he offered one Utting as his champion to do battle for him
and it. Almeric, who on his part was equally ready to fight for
his client’s right, produced in court one Wigan as willing to do
battle for him. Our curiosity to know what reward a champion
expected for this non-military but yet fighting service may be
gratified, for we find that to such a champion, fighting for him
against Peter de Fawconberg, Peter de Arches gave half a caru-
cate of land, so that if the risk was great the reward was not
small (Hist. Craven, p. 171) ; and Stephen de Nerbon gave Ralph
de Fillingham for his homage and for being his champion in such
a combat two virgates of land. (Blunt's Law Dictionary under
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Duel) Dugdale has given a succint and circumstantial account,
which however is too long to be quoted here, of such a trial by
battle in 3 Edward III. (1330), in which, singularly enough, an-
other Stanton was also the claimant. Wigan, William Pincerna’s
champion, is met with again in the Liberate Rolls, pp. 76, 211
(5 and 12 John); and it is quite probable that a tribe of these
fighting men then hung about the courts of law, as bailiffs do
now, ready to offer their services to whoever would hire them.
But the parties, plaintiff and defendant, came to an accommoda-
. tion, and the two fighting men were discharged without letting
blood, and perhaps were not disappointed. But although William
Pincerna retired from the contest, Walter de Stanton thought
Crophill too valuable a possession to allow it to escape without
a struggle, and accordingly in 10 John a suit on a writ of Mort
d’Ancestor, between Almaric fitz Thurstan (Vilars) plaintiff, and
Walter de Stanton defendant, came before the court again, touch-
ing the same vill, when Walter again advanced his claim, stat-
ing that he had married Almaric’s mother, whose inheritance
the land was, that he had several children by her, and that for
himself he claimed no interest in the land except in her right,
and for the term [of his life]. (Rot. Curie Regis, vol. i. p. 432.)
How the suit ended we may see by a memorandum made on the
8th November (1 John 1199), in which Hugh Bardolph (who is
mentioned by Mr. Foss in his Lives of the Fudges), touching the
question of Albreda’s marriage, reported that in a recent eyre at
Nottingham it had been pleaded before him, and then agreed that
Walter for a certain time should give Almeric, Albreda’s heir,
five marks a year for his expenses, which agreement he stated
had been allowed and recorded by the court. (Rot. Curie Regis,
vol. ii. p. 125.) King John, in the second year of his reign, hav-
ing planned an expedition to Guienne, of course required money
for it. His father Henry II, on the occasion of his expedition
to Toulouse in the fifth year of his reign (1158), yielding to the
growing disposition of his nobles to avoid personal service in war,
and to compound for it by a money payment which should
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enable him to hire substitutes, had assessed and levied a tax
called a scutage upon every knight’s fee, and this mode of
levying money his son now imitated. William Pincerna was as-
sessed to this tax on eight knights’ fees, and his assessment,
which he seems to have paid, amounted to xxx. marks (or xxl)
which does not correspond with the tax of either one, two or
three marks a knight’s fee, at which the tax was ordinarily as-
sessed. The same tax was levied also in 3 and 13 John, and on
each occasion William Pincerna was again charged. On the
latter occasion however the tax, which was to defray the ex-
penses of the war, was only two marks for a knight's fee. (Dods-
worth’s MSS) This levying of scutages by royal authority
only, without the consent of the nation, and the arbitrary rate at
which they were assessed, was one of the grievances which the
king by the great charter subsequently promised to redress.
(Blackstone’s Comm., vol. i. p. 310.)

Between the years 1205 and 1209, while Gilbert fitz Reinfried
was sheriff of Lancashire, but most probably in 1205, William
Pincerna, called for this once William Butilarius, was a witness
with Roger de Montbegon and others to Hugh Bussel’s charter
of release to Roger Lacy of the barony of Penwortham. (Sir P.
Leycester, liber C. 65a., and Penwortham Priory, pref. p. xxxi.,
Chetham soc.)

In or shortly before the year 1207, by an inquest, which,
though expressed to be of Lancashire tenures, included others
also, it was found that William Pincerna held viii. fees in capite
of our lord the king, and that while William was in ward to
Radulf fitz Bernard for our lord the king the same Radulf gave
the vill of Crophill to a certain young man with William’s sister,
which vill Walter de Stanton then held. That Paganus Vilars
“primus feodatus” gave three carucates in Ince to Roger Staines-
by and four bovates in Barton, which William Blundel then held
of William Pincerna by knight's service ; that the same Paganus
gave a carucate in Thornton to Elwin by the same service, which
Gilbert his son then held of William Pincerna ; that the same Paga-
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nus gave William Gerneth six bovates of land in Lydyate by the
same service, which Benedict fitz Simon and Alan his brother
then held of William Pincerna; that Reginald formerly held
four carucates of land of Pagan de Vylers by knight's service,
and that Hugh fitz Gilbert then held those lands of William
Pincerna at four marks and by the same service; that Alan de
Rixton a long time back held from William Pincerna a carucate
of land in Rixton at one mark and by the same service; that
Henry fitz William held of the same William from old time a
carucate at Alderton (Atherton) at one mark and by the same
service ; that Hugh fitz Henry held from old time from the said
William Pincerna a carucate by the same service; that the
same Paganus gave a carucate of land in Sankey to Gerard de
Sanki the carpenter to hold by knight's service; that Robert
fitz Thomas then held it by the same service; that Richard
Pincerna gave ii. bovates of land in Egargarth to Mathew de
Waleton to hold by knight's service ; and that Henry fitz Gil-
bert then held the same land ; that William Pincerna held iii. of
the aforesaid viii. knights’ fees in Lindesham (Lincolnshire); and
that in all the above lands ten carucates made one knight's fee.
(Testa de Nevil, p. 402 ; Dugdale’s Baronage, p. 653 ; Harland’s
Three Lancashire Documents, pref. p. vi, Chetham soc.)

In this enumeration of William Pincerna’s possessions, in
which there is a little ‘confusion, there is no express mention of
Warrington, but as the number of his fees, as we shall find,
exactly corresponds with those of his two immediate successors,
and as these certainly included Warrington, it must be presumed
that it was also held by him.

The fees were probably distributed thus: in Lincolnshire iii ;
in Nottinghamshire ii; in Laton in [Amounderness i; in West
Derbyshire hundred (Walintune hundred being now merged in
West Derbyshire) ii.

The king’s folly and tyranny were fast hurrying him on and
involving him in fresh troubles. To add to his difficulties, the
Pope had now launched his thunders against him, and not
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knowing from what side danger might first come he thought it
prudent to put in order his castle at Lancaster, for which pur-
pose, in the ninth year of his reign (1208), he issued to William
Pincerna, with whom were associated several great nobles, the
following request to attend and assist in putting the castle in
repair and fortifying it with a ditch. (Hibbert Ware’s Parisk of
Manchester, p. 182.)

“The king to the constable of Chester, and to Roger de Montbegon,
Robert de Greidley and William Pincerna, greeting. We pray you, as for
a service to us, to give us the aid of your men in the county of Lancas-
ter to make the ditches of our castle at Lancaster, giving you to wit,
that we shall thankfully acknowledge the work, and that we do not ask
it as of custom [or right], but as of grace [and favour], and for this time
only.” (KRot. Lit. Fatent, p. 87.)

William Pincerna at this time was evidently amongst the small
number of those whom the king by his conduct had not yet
wholly estranged from his cause.

On the 20th February 1206 the king was at Carlisle ; from
thence he came to Lancaster where he stayed from Tuesday
the 21st to Sunday the 26th February, in which interval he had
leisure to see the state of the castle, and to notice how his re-
quest had been obeyed. On Tuesday the 28th he was at Ches-
ter, having probably travelled thither by way of Liverpool. Some
authorities say however that the king on that occasion did not
pass through Liverpool, and that until the year 1208 he did not
come there at all. (Proceedings of the Lanc. and Ches. Hist. Soc.
Jor 1851-52, p. 6.) But at whatever time he came his devoted
follower William Pincerna, whose house was so near, would be
likely to attend him there.

The king who had made his first essay in arms in 1177 when
he sailed in the host to Ireland, at which time he was but twelve
years old, again visited that country in 1185, and now in the
twelfth year of his reign (1210), he led an expedition there
which proved to be one of his few successful campaigns. On
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this occasion, as we find from the entry of the following ad-
vances in the Prest Roll, he was accompanied by his faithful
liegeman William Pincerna.

“ Imprests made to the knights at Dublin on Monday the eve of the
apostles Peter and Paul (28 June, 12 John 1210), before William, earl of
Salisbury, Robert de Burgat and John de Bassingbourne, to William le
Buteiler, xx*.

Imprest at Carricfergus 2oth July, St. Margaret’s Day, to William le
Boteler, ii. marks.

Imprests to the knights at Carrickfergus on St. James's Day (25th
July, 12 John r210), to William le Botell’ of Lanc., iiii. marks.

Imprests at Dublin on Tuesday, the feast of St. Lawrence (10 Au-
gust, 12 John 1210), to Will. le Botell’ of Lanc., i. mark.

Imprests at Dublin on Saturday next after the assumption of the
Blessed Virgin (21 August, 12 John 1210), before the earl de Ferrar
and Richard de Marisco, to Will. le Boteler of Lanc., iiii. marks.”
(Rot. de Liberat. de Misis. et prestitis Regnante Jok., pp. 182, 198, 204,
211, 222.)

These imprests were loans or advances paid out of the pub-
lic money to enable the persons to whom they were granted to
carry on some public service, and the persons who received
them were called Zmprest accountants. The advances made
to William Pincerna were of course to support him for the
time in his service in Ireland. So late as the year 1527 sir
John Stanley of Honford, one of these #mprest accountants,
directed by his will the repayment of xlili which he owed to
the crown for conduct and prest money. (Sir John Stanley’s
Will)

In order to ascertain more exactly the strength of his resources,
and perhaps to know on what he might more immediately depend
for his intended Welsh expedition, the king in the thirteenth year
of his reign (1211) obtained rolls from the several sheriffs of all
the holdings in their counties which he delivered to his treasurer,
upon which inquests being taken in every county in England
showed the king what fees his knights and other tenants held of
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him in capite. The return for the honour of Lancaster showed
that William Pincerna held of the king viii. knights’ fees, while
a great many held less, and of all the great landholders only two
held more. (Dodsworth’s M SS., vol. 8790, p. 7.)

On Thursday after the festival of Holy Cross (4th April,
14 John 1213), when the discontent of the nobles, then almost
at its highest, seemed to be fraught with immediate danger
to the king, William Pincerna, following perhaps the example
of his patron and suzerain the earl of Chester, still held fast by
his loyalty and was in arms for the king at Canterbury, where
on that day we find him receiving among other knights an
advance of ii. marks as imprest money. (Rozul. de Misis, 14
John.)

On the ever memorable 15th June 1215, when his subjects
wrested from the king the great charter of liberties, a sense of
loyalty to the king or of duty to his local suzerain, or perhaps
both united, kept William Pincerna absent from Runnymede,
and so he lost the glory of sharing in that great triumph of
freedom. Some of his vassals however had joined the king's
enemies, and on the 17th June 1216 the king granted William
Pincerna the lands of Newbold and Owthorp which William de
Vilars who held them under William Pincerna had forfeited by
his rebellion ; and by his writ dated at Reading the king com-
manded the sheriff of Nottingham to put the grantee in pos-
session of them. (Rot. Lit. Pat) By another writ dated at
Skelton in the same year, the king commanded the sheriff of
Nottingham to put William in possession of the lands of all those
knights in his county who had been the king’s adversaries, and
which they had held under William to whom the king thereby
granted them. (/é7d. 1476.) And by a third writ dated at Brigg
on the 16th August, the king commanded Robert de Veteripont
(the sheriff ?) to put William Pincerna in possession of the lands
of Adam de Sanser who had joined the king’s enemies, which he
was to hold during pleasure. (/éid. 2816; Thoroton’s Hist.
Notts., vol. i. p. 158; and Close Rolls there cited.)
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Crophill, which was probably among the possessions included
in the second of the above grants, seems not to have remained
long in the hands of the king’s grantee, for in the following year
Walter de Stanton paid a fine of xx. marks to have the king’s
benevolence or pardon (pro fabendd benevolentid), and delivered
his son Walter as a hostage, giving at the same time a charter for
his fidelity, whereupon Philip Mark (the sheriff ?) was comman-
ded without delay to restore him to full possession of the lands
in Crophill, of which he had been disseised.

In the seventeenth year of the king’s reign (1216) William
Pincerna seems to have paid a fine for the king's licence for
having several years before taken to wife Ada de Furneys, a
lady as we should suspect from her name of North Lancashire.
She is said to have been the widow of one Gamel de Bolton ;
and a widow in that age, if she held any lands under the king,
required to have his licence before taking a new husband. The
licence appears to have been obtained at the expence of a fine
which she had to pay over and above that of a horse which the
king required her husband to render. Ada’s lands are estimated
to be of the value of v. marks a year. (7esta de Nevil, 401a;
~ Whalley Coucker Book, p. 417, Chetham soc. ; Hist. Lan., vol. i.
p- 283 ; Dodsworth’s M/SS., where Ada is called Alicia.)

When the “Mungmin Scutage” (Scutagium de Mungmin?)
was assessed at two marks for a knight's fee, Roger Gernet
accounted for six marks received from William Pincerna for his
three fees in Werinton and Laton within the county of Lancaster.
Of these fees Laton formed one and Warrington the other two.
(Dodsworth’s MSS.) If this scutage was levied in the reign of
king John, as to which however Dodsworth leaves us in doubt, as
‘he does also as to the occasion and purpose for which it was
levied, we have the name of Warrington occurring for the first
time in history after Mathew Vilar's charter. On the 28th
August, 18 John (1216), he ordered the earl of Chester to give
seisin of the pastures in Rossall to the abbot of Dieu la cresse, and

he ordered William Pincerna and Adam de Yeland to attend
H
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him and report that it was done when he should come into those
parts. (Close Rolls, vol. i. p. 284.)

William Pincerna as we have seen adhered to the kmg through
all his troubles, and we were probably right in conjecturing that
he was influenced to this course by the example of the earl of
Chester his suzerain and patron, for after the king’s death when
the earl of Chester in the third year of the new reign (1218) fol-
lowed king John's example and granted a charter of liberties to
his palatinate barons, William Pincerna most readily came for-
ward to witness it. (Sir P. Leycester's Prologomena, p. 50.)

In the same year we read that William Tateim paid a fine of
half a mark for “foolish talking” (stultiloquio), and that William
le Buttelier paid the like fine for a licence to agree, which
probably meant some agreement in court to pass lands. (Dods-
worth’s #/SS.) If the fine for foolish talking were levied as
freely now we might be saved some part if not the whole of the
assessed taxes.

In the ninth year of Henry III. William Pincerna accounted for
four marks in respect of his two knights’ fees in Crophill and
Owthorp, and Keniton (Kinalton?) and Caverton (Calverton ?)
(Pipe Rolls ; Thoroton's Hist. Notts., vol. i. p. 192.)

The tenth year of Henry III. (1225) proved a busy time to
William Pincerna, for a fifteenth having been ordered to be
levied, he with Geofirey Balistrarius and Jordan de Cestria, clerk,
were appointed to collect the Lancashire portion of it. (Roz. Lit.
Claus., p. 147.) In the same year he with Thomas de Bethom,
Adam Banister and Geofirey Balistrarius (the last of whom seems
to have held lands from the king by the not very common render
of two bows), are said to have been the king’s justices of assize at
Lancaster; but this is probably a mistake as they then only
attended to make their accounts of the fifteenth. (Dodsworth’s
MSS.) And in the same year William Ferrars earl of Derby

~accounted for xi* x4 (a sum now equal to 8/ 17s. 64.), for sac
fee received from William Pincerna for his lands in West Derby-
shire. (Pipe Rolls, quoted in Baines' Hist, Liverp., p. 100.)
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The recreation with which the knights and gentry in the time
of William Pincerna amused their leisure were chiefly hunting,
hawking, fowling and fishing, for which the woods, wastes and
unenclosed lands around them then offered ample opportunities.
At the time of the Domesday survey, although woods abounded
almost everywhere, no mention is made of any such as existing
in Walintune hundred. In the adjoining hundred of Newton
however there was said to be a wood ten leagues (meaning per-
haps miles) long and six leagues and two furlongs broad, in
which we may suppose there was abundance of game ; and we
are expressly told that there was in it a falcon’s aerie. This
wood was considered part of the forest of West Derbyshire, for
in 12 Henry III, when the king, to carry out some of the pro-
visions of Magna carta left incomplete through his father’s
death, issued a commission to inquire and report on the forests
of Lancashire, the commissioners found that Burtonwood was
part of the forest of West Derby, and that it should not be
disafforested, but should remain a forest still, yet so that Wil-
liam Pincerna and his heirs should have common of pasture in it
for their stock of beasts of the plough, and should also have
mast for their hogs, and windfallen timber to repair his castle at
WERINGTON and to make his buildings, and should also have
from it fire bote to burn.®* (Cal. Rot. Pat., p. 137.)

This privilege of botes to be exercised in another manor or
township than that in which the grantee resided occurs in other

® The poet may give us an idea what the trees were.
¢ The vine prop elm, the poplar never dry,
The builder oak, sole king of forests all ;
The aspen good for staves. . . . . .
...... the fir that weepeth still ;
The willow worn of forlorn paramours ;
The yew obedient to the bender’s will,
The birch for shafts, the sallow for the mill ;
The warlike beach, the ash for nothing ill ;
The carved holme, the maple seldom inward sound.”
Fairy Queen, book i. cant.

-
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places (Dr. Ormerod’s Genealogical Essays, 1851, p. 22), but the
exception of it in William Pincerna’s favour and the allusion to
his castle, which stood on the mote hill at Warrington, to which
we shall have occasion to make further allusion hereafter, is
especially interesting. The wood was probably preserved from
being disafforested by the influence of William Ferrars earl of
Derby, William Pincerna’s superior lord, who, having married
Agnes one of; the sisters of Randle Blundeville earl of Chester,
had thereby obtained the lordship of West Derby hundred, and
the effect would be to give his vassal William Pincerna many a
day’s hunting, fowling and fishing in its forest recesses.

In the scutage levied in 13 Henry IIIL. (1228) William Pin-
cerna accounted for xvi. marks in respect of his viii. fees, and
two years after he again paid a like sum on the same account.
(Dodsworth’s #SS.) Do not let it be supposed that our ances-
tors, any more than ourselves, enjoyed a happy exemption from
taxation.

About this time also he was witness to a deed preserved in
the Whalley Coucher Book (p. 41), and to a grant of Richard de
Mida, supposed to have been made in 1226, both he and his son
Almeric, who must have been then a mere boy, occur as wit-
nesses. (Hale Deeds.)

To William Pincerna, rather than to any one else, may be
ascribed the rebuilding of the original parish church dedicated
to St. Elfin at Warrington. The old church which was standing
at the Conquest, and which had probably stood for one or two
centuries before, was a rude structure of wood put together with
oak timbers, rude and rough-hewn with an adze, and used with
such abundance of material as showed that

“ No want of timber then was felt or fear'd
In Albion’s happy isle.”

The picturesque framed churches of timber still in use at
Marton and Lower Peover in Cheshire may give us a good idea
of what the original church of St. Elfin was. In William Pin-
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cerna’s time this church had either outlived its date and fallen
under the hand of time, or it had failed to satisfy the advancing
taste of the age, for then a new church seems to have been erec-
ted, and it is presumed (though the prior of Thurgatton then
was its patron) at William Pincerna’s expense. No drawing,
sketch or description of this ancient church remains, but in the
year 1860, when the church was again restored, a number of
fragments of ornamental capitals and mouldings were dug up,
which, as you may tell a Hercules by his foot, showed very
clearly that they had belonged to a church built about the time
of Richard I. or John, when the Norman mode of building was
fast giving way to the lighter and more ornamental style of
Early English architecture.

By a deed without date, but made between 1227 and 1233, in
the shrievalty of Adam de Yolland, who was one of the wit-
nesses, William Pincerna, for the health of his own soul and the
soul of his wife, granted to the monks of Durham two parts of
his pasture within the Howes of Lytham, the same which Ma-
tilda de Stokeport and the lady Quenilda daughters of Richard
fitz Roger gave to the house of St. Cuthbert in Lytham. (Dur-
kam Register) The seal of this deed, like that of Richard
Pincerna, is a draped figure holding up a covered cup in the left
hand, and in the right something resembling a cross.

This religious act, which cost him but little, being only a con-
firmation of the gift of Matilda and Quenilda, came near the
close of his life, for he died very shortly afterwards in the year
1233.

The issue of William Pincerna and Ada de Furneys were :

(1.) Almeric a son, who succeeded him.

(2.) Editha a daughter, who married Richard Molineux, and
who is described as 'the daughter of William and the sister of
Almeric. Richard was living in 12 John. (Thoroton’s Hist.
Notts., vol. ii. p. 304.)
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CHAPTER VIIL

ALMERIC PINCERNA, OR BOTELER, SIXTH BARON.

LMERICUS PINCERNA, who on the death of his father
Richard succeeded to the family estates and honours,

was born about the year 1216. None of his ancestors, unless
that Aymer de Vilars who was slain by the conqueror’s soldiers
in 1076, was his ancestor on the mother’s side, had borne
the same christian name before him, and, although the name
itself was common enough in all ranks at this time, we wonder
how, and why, and where he got it. (Collins’ Peerage, vol. iii. p.
762 in notis.) In 4 Henry I (1157) as we see from the entry,
in which we note that “pincerna” is spelt without a capital, 4/.
were paid for cloth for Almeric the butler by the king’s writ
(pro panno Almerici pincerne per breve vegis), from which we
find that the king’s butler bore this name. (Pipe Rolls, p. 114.)
In the time of king John the royal treasurer was called Almeric,
and as we have seen William Pincerna’s attorney was Almeric
Dispensator. (Cal. Rot. Chart, pp. 15, 17.) Like many other
names Almeric was probably a name derived from some place.
In Roman times there was a city of Ameria, which sent a fruit-
less embassy to Sulla in favour of Sextus Roscius, who was born
there: “Legati, Ameriam re inoratd reverterunt.” (Cicero Pro.
Ros.) France had a local name of the same sort, for Robert
count of Dreux in 1282 was also count of Braine, Montford and
Amaury ; and the king of Seville, when he invited Grenada to
the Cortes, also invited the provinces of Almeric and Algarbe,
names which sound as if they had come from the East, to
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take part in it. (Southey’s Common Place Book, p. 341, third
series) We know that a district beyond the Jordan is called
Amairy. But wherever the name came from, it used to be
assumed by many important persons. Almeric was one of the
grand masters of the templars, and Aimeri viscount of Thouars
was a follower of the conqueror. Amaury de Montford took an
active part in putting down the Albigenses. Almericus con-
stabularius was one of the sureties for the earl of Flanders in his
agreement with Henry II. Americus de Vesci was one of the
captains of the famous Adam Gurdon (White’s Selborne, p. 489),
and finally it gave name to Amauri the king of Jerusalem in
1162, from which high source perhaps Almeric Pincerna derived
his name. When oncc introduced, however, it became popular,
spread far, and continued long in use. So late as 10 Richard II.
Almericus le Botiller, who had no connection with the Warring-
ton family, and Alice his wife enfeoffed John Saunders chaplain
of half the manor of Grymmesbury in Northamptonshire (Cal
Ing. p.m., p. 91), and in 19 and 20 Richard II. the same Al-
meric le Boteler, then become a clerk, was found still to hold
these and other estates in Gloucestershire. (/éid. p. 196.) When
borne by a lady the name became softened into Almeria or Al-
merica, a name borne by the wife of Adam de Gurdon the long-
lived knight before mentioned, and, thus softened and feminized,
it became the name bequeathed by the illustrious Genoese to
the whole of one continent, and to nearly half of the whole
world. .

In 1226, when he joined his father in witnessing the deed
already mentioned, Almeric Pincerna must have been still very
young, but young people were very precocious at that time.
Prince John at 12 years old sailed with the army to Ireland. At
the death of Almeric's father, the crown as usual called upon
him to pay his relief, and we have this entry respecting it :

¢ Almeric Pincerna, son and heir of William Pincerna, made fine to
the king for his relief of six knights’ fees which his father William held
of the king, and paid thirty pounds, for which earl de Ferrars and Hugh
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Dispenser became his sureties, whereupon the sheriff of Nottingham
was commanded to give the said Almeric seisin of such of the said
lands as William, Almeric’s father was seized of on the day of his death,
and as were then in the said sheriff’s bailiwick. Dated at Hereford 20
November 1233.” (XRot. Finium, p. 251 ; Pipe Rolls, 18 Henry IIL ; and
Thoroton's Hist. Notts., vol. i. p. 192.) )

This finding of sureties for payment of the young heir’s relief
seems to show that he was still a minor, and that for a time his
estates passed into the hands of his sureties. He had been mar-
ried however in his father’s lifetime, and so, though his lands
were withheld, his hand was his own and was not put up to sale
as it might otherwise have been. His wife’s name was Alina or
Alicia, and she was probably a daughter of William Garnet,
who, having survived her first husband Almeric, afterwards mar-
ried Walter de Stanton. (Zesta de Nevil, p. 398; Thoroton’s
Hist. Notts., vol. i. pp. 191, 193.)

As the incidents in the life of Almeric Pincerna are but few,
we avail ourselves of the opportunity to say something of the
Testa de Nevil, a work to which we have already had occasion to
refer, which gives an insight into the feudality of those times,
and to which we shall have occasion to refer hereafter. In his
Antiguities of Coventry Dugdale expresses an opinion that the
book was compiled either in 1236 when the king’s sister was
married, or in 1242 when the Gascon aid was levied, or in 1245
when the marriage of the king’s daughter took place; and a
writer in the Quarterly Review tells us that it was the work
either of Ralph Nevil an accountant of the exchequer in the time
of Henry IIIL, or of John de Nevil, or according to Morant of
Jollan de Nevil of Weathersfield, a justice-itinerant in 1234 and
1240, and that it contains extracts or abstracts of the records
relating to scutages and aids, to which additions have been made
by other diligent compilers. He says too, that, as giving an
account of the feudality of the thirteenth century, the work is
valuable ; though as it was intended merely as a book of gene-
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ral reference for the use of the compiler’s cotemporaries, many
notices which would have been instructive to after time were
necessarily omitted. (Quarterly Review, No. Ixxvii. p. 57 ; Mo-
rant’s Essex, vol. ii. p. 371 ; Hist. Lan., vol.i. p. 280) A part of
the work however was certainly compiled as early as the time of
king John, as the following notices (for which we are indebted
to a late antiquarian friend) will clearly show. In the book we
read thus: “Amongst the knight's fees in the county of Not-
tingham, Ranulph fitz Roger accounts for two knights’ fees in
Gamleston of the honour of Lancaster;” and then he adds:
“Received four marks for the two knights’ fees of Ranulph fitz
Roger of the honour of Lancaster.” (7esta de Nevil, pp. 20, 21.)
Now the date of this event we are able to fix by this cotempo-
rary record : :

“Leodgar Grinbert hath letters patent of our lord the king of the
presentation to the church of Mersey, now void and belonging to our
lord the king, by reason of his wardship of the lands and heir of Ranulph
fitz Roger, now in the king's hands, and as such, letters are addressed
to the official of the lord archbishop of York. Witness the king at
Windsor, 4th of April, in the seventeenth year of our reign.” (Rot. Lit.
Pat. Jok., 174.)

Another subject which deserves our attention is the inquiry,
what was the population of Warrington in Almeric Pincerna’s
time.

At the time of the Domesday survey the demesne of Warring-
ton consisted of two carucates of land, and there was another
carucate with eight men upon it. These we may suppose were
so many heads of families, and if we add to their number sixteen
others as occupying the other two, or twenty-four for the three
carucates, and then multiply that number by five as the number
of each family, we have 120 persons as the sum of the entire
population of Warrington in the year 1086 ; and we shall not be
wrong if we assume the population in the time of Almeric Pincerna,
after an interval of 150 years, to have been 550 persons. There

I
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was no bridge over the river, no market or fair in the town, and
probably no great building but the lord’s castle on the mote
hill in which he and his chaplain and household lived, and the
church with the rector’s moated house which adjoined it. In
the intervals of war the bulk of this population found their chief
employment in agriculture, the few exceptions being bowyers
and arrow makers, or working smiths, who could alternately fit
up a plough, forge a shirt of mail, or equip the hunters or
fishermen who catered for the lord’s table. In what, we may
ask, did the people find their amusements? The Church’s holy-
days, and more especially her greater festivals, gathered them
together in numbers, when their spirits found an outlet in wrest-
ling, leaping, running, playing at football, and other athletic
sports ; at Christmas they had the yule log, and at Whitsuntide
there would be mumming and feasting in the lord’s hall. But
hesides all these there were the two half-yearly gatherings at the
wapontake, when arms were shown and exercised before the
officers of the franchise, and which were great occasions of re-
joicing. But these inhabitants of Warrington were not all free-
men. Some of them were villeins, a sort of serf belonging to the
landowners, who were either r¢gardant, that is attached to the
land or ¢z gross, or at large annexed to the person of the land-
owner, and liable to be sold by him to whomsoever he pleased.
They could not leave their master without his permission, and if
they ran away they might be claimed and recovered like cattle.
Onesimus, in Scripture, might have been reclaimed by his mas-
ter, notwithstanding he had obtained a greater freedom than
even his master could have given him. Some of them held small
portions of land by way of sustaining themselves and their fami-
lies, but they held such lands at the will of their owner, and he
might dispossess them when he pleased. (Blackstone’s Comem.,
vol. ii. p. 92.) While the other servants received wages, they
received no money but were paid in kind. In the accounts of
a Cheshire steward in the time of Edward III., under the head of
servants’ wages we have the following entry : “They receive no
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money, because every one takes half an acre of wheat and half an
acre of oats in autumn for his year’s wages.” (Eafon Charters.)
They were however protected in their life and limbs, vitd et mem-
bris; but in many respects they did not differ in their condition
from that West Indian slave whom, shortly before the passing of
the emancipation act, her English master thus disposed of by his
will: “I leave to Mary I. my negro girl named Delia, and her
issue, for ever, and I direct the expense of her clothes to be
borne by my estate.” The sale of human beings into hereditary
bondage was a very common occurrence in Almeric Boteler’s
time, as will appear from the following and many other instances
which might be given. The abbot of Dieu la cresse especially
seems to have been covetous to acquire property of this kind.
Thus he had a grant from sir Robert Pulford of his three bond
servants, Adam, William and their sister, with all their goods
and issue.

Benedict de Midleton fitz William de Hest released to the
same abbot Adam fitz Jordan de Middleton and his issue.
William de Karleton released to him all the right he had in
Adam de Henscip; and Alicia, daughter of William de Wine-
quic, released to him Richard fitz Alan and all his issue. On
the other hand, we have Gregory abbot of Whalley and his con-
vent selling one of their bondmen his freedom for one hundred
shillings, which was a large sum in those days. The clergy how-
ever, before the Reformation, were not insensible to the danger
of thus holding their fellow men in bondage, and they so con-
vinced the laity of its sinfulness, that by degrees most of the
bondmen belonging to them were manumitted, and only those
belonging to the abbots and friars, who had scruples of impove-
rishing their churches, remained. Of these however, very few
continued in bondage at the Reformation, and the last claim of
villeinage recorded in the books occurs in 15 James I. (11 Har-
greaves' State Trials, p. 342.)

Almeric Pincerna may have joined the earl of Chester when
the barons were threatening the king, or he may have lost his
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life in some skirmish. At all events his possession of the estates
was so very brief that we have hardly any incident mentioned in
connection with him. As we have said before, he was witness
to a deed in his father's lifetime, and he accounted for his relief
after his death. This latter event occurred in November 1233,
and before the 14th September 1235 he himself was dead. Either
his name must have been popular or the record clerks were care-
less, for Dodsworth gives us two entries in his name in 26 and
35 Henry III.

The issue of Almeric and Alina were : (1) William fitz Almeric
the eldest son, who succeeded him ; and (2) Richard a younger
son, who married Alicia Carleton, who seems to have held a
fourth of a knight’s fee of the honour of Lancaster at Galfi in
Norfolk. (7esta de Nevil, p. 2go.) He was founder of the house
of Butler of Roucliffe, of which he had this grant from Theobald
Walter, “ Diio Ricardo Pincerna, dilecto consanguineo nostro, to-
tam terram quam habuimus in Houtroutclive.” This deed, which
bore date 11th January 51 Henry III. 1265 (Dodsworth), was
confirmed by Richard de Thornhill. (Wkalley Coucher Book, vol. ii.
p. 422, Chetham soc.) He was a benefactor to Cockersand, and
gave it one Seward Clericus de Renton cum sequela. (Hist. Rick-
mondsh., vol. ii. p. 331.) He occurs amongst the witnesses to an
undated charter of Robert Banastre to Robert de Samlesbury,
who were “Dinus Willielmus le Botiller, Dns Rics le Botiller,
Rics Phyton senescallus de Makyrfield, Rogerus de Sankey, Witts
de Sankey, Gilbert de Sotheworthe, Robs de Whitefield clericus.”
(Leigh MSS.) And in another undated charter made between
1270 and 1280, “Diis Willielmus le Botiller et diis RiCs le Botiller,
JSrater suus milites,” are two of the witnesses. (/6id) The lords
William and Richard le Botiller, who are again expressly called
brothers, witness the grant of Norbreck and Bispham to Dieu la
cresse abbey about 1265 (Dugdale’s Monasticon, p. 629); as they
do also Richard de Olerton’s grant of Gunolsmore about 1269 ;
and, described in the same way, they witness the gift of lands by
Ranulph fitz Michael and his wife to Cockersand. (Dodsworth’s



CHar. VIIL] Lords of Warrington. 61

MSS.) Richard le Botiller was not wholly disinterested in his
gifts to Cockersand abbey, for in one of them he expressly adds:
“In qui me et sponsam meam et pueros meos receperunt.” (Aist.
Richmondsh., vol. ii. p. 331.) He was witness to many deeds in the
shrievalty of Richard de Hoghton about 1282 or 1283, but he
was dead in 1284, and his wife was a widow. (Dodsworth.)
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CHAPTER IX.

SIR WILLIAM FITZ ALMERIC PINCERNA, OR LE BOTELER,
SEVENTH BARON.

IR WILLIAM PINCERNA or Boteler, who was born about
16 Henry III. (1231), succeeded his father Almeric about
September in 19 Henry IIIL (1235). Being under age when his
father died his marriage and wardship with that of Almeric’s
other children having devolved to the king were purchased from
him by William earl of Ferrars for the sum of 100/, which was
so considerable a price in those days as to lead us to suppose
that the estates were large and the heir very young. The
following writ on the subject, dated 4th September 19 Henry
III., occurs on the fine rolls:

“The king to the sheriff of Lincolnshire. Know ye, that for a fine
of 100/, which earl William de Ferrars hath paid us to have the ward-
ship of the lands and heir of Almeric le Boteler until their full age, with
their marriage, we command you to give the said earl seisin of all the
lands of the said Almeric in your bailiwick.” (Rof. Finium, p. 28 ; Pipe
Rolls.)

These are the particulars of the estates and their tenants :

In Eltham, Robert le Breton held one-fourth of a knight's fee
under Almeric, who held it under the earl of Chester in capite de
conquestu. (Zesta de Nevil, p. 314) In Bultham, the same
Robert held another fourth of a knight’s fee of the old feoffment
of the honour of Lancaster. (/bid. p. 326) In Caskington in
Lincolnshire Almeric held a third part of a knight’s fee. (/éid.

p. 342)
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But afterwards, on the 22nd February 20 Henry III. (1236),
when the contract of marriage of the king’s sister Isabella to the
emperor Frederic II. was signed (Rymer's Fadera, vol. i. p. 223),
the estates in Lincolnshire and Nottinghamshire in the earl’s
hands were reckoned up, and six marks instead of sixteen were
paid for the Lincolnshire portion of them, for the arrear roll
returns him ten marks in arrear (Dodsworth’s #/SS.); and of the
Lancashire portion of them we have this further notice.

In Tyldesley, Henry de Tyldesley held a tenth part of a
knight's fee of the fee of Almeric Pincerna, which he held of the
fee of earl Ferrars, and he in capite of our lord the king. In
Culcheth, Gilbert de Culcheth held a third part and also a tenth
part of a knight's fee of the same fee. In Rixton and Astley, Alan
de Rixton held one-fifth of a knight's fee of the same fee. In
Atherton, William de Atherton held one-third of a knight’s fee
of the same fee. In Sankey, Robert de Samlesbury held one-
tenth of a knight's fee of the same fee. In Penketh, Roger de
Sankey held one-twentieth of a knight’s fee of the same fee. In
Hoole, Halsall and Windhull, earl Ferrars held a third part
and also a twentieth part of a knight’s fee of the same fee. In
Lydiate and Egargarth, William de Waleton and William de
Lydiate held one-tenth of a knight's fee of the same fee. In
Ince and Barton, Richard Blundell held one-third of a knight's
fee of the same fee. In Thornton, Adam de Molyneux and
Robert fitz Robert held one-fifth of a knight’s fee of the same fee.

And we read further in another place (Zesta de Nevil, p. 396) :

In Laton, the heir of Almeric Pincerna held one knight’s fee
in his demesne in capite of our lord the king.

And again a little further on, amongst the fees of the honour
of Lancaster, we read :

In Eltham and Bultham (Lincolnshire), Robert le Breton held
one knight's fee of the fee of the heir of Almeric Pincerna, and
he of earl Ferrars, and he in capite of our lord the king. (A
charter fixes this Robert as living between 1236 and 1242 Pen-
wortham Priory, p. 11, Chetham soc.) In Hengham, Henry
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and Simon de Fillingham held one knight’s fee of the fee afore-
said. In Hengham, Richard de Croxton held half a knight's
fee of the fee aforesaid. In Hengham, Jordan de Insula held
half a knight'’s fee of the fee aforesaid. In Newbold, John de
Vilars held one knight's fee in Newbold of the fee aforesaid. In
Crophill in Nottinghamshire, Walter de Stanton and Alina, late
the wife of Almeric Pincerna, held one knight’s fee of the fee
aforesaid.

And then amongst the fees of the honour of Lancaster, within
the body of that county, we have one knight’s fee of the heir of
Almeric Pincerna (which was no doubt Laton), and two other
knights’ fees of the fee aforesaid (which were no doubt the fees in
West Derbyshire). (7Testa de Nevil, pp. 398, 400.)

On the gth September in 20 Henry III. (1236) the king
allowed William Pincerna time for the repayment of the seven
marks advanced to his [grand]father in Ireland in the time of
king John, and he was not to be required to repay the money
except at the rate of one mark a year until the whole was re-
paid, and he was to commence paying it at the ensuing Michael-
mas. (Rot. Finium, vol.i. p. 311.) . )

In 22 Henry III. (1238) William Pincerna paid six marks,
which were probably his proportion for his three Lancashire
knights’ fees towards some royal aid. (Pze Rolls; Thoroton’s
Hist. Notts,, vol. i, p. 191.)

In 26 Henry III. (1241) Almeric Pincerna (meaning of course
his heir) is returned as in arrear xx® for half a fee left unpaid of
the Gascon scutage. (Gascon Roll, quoted by Dodsworth.)

In 27 Henry II1. (1243) the heir of Almeric (or Mauricius as
Dugdale in his Warwickskire calls him by mistake) was certified
to hold half a knight'’s fee in Warwickshire. (Close Rolls, 2m.)

In 29 Henry III. (1245), on the marriage of the king’s daugh-
ter, we have the following entry :

“William le Boteler holds viii. knights’ fees in Crophill, and v.
carucates in Becunsall, Neubold, Trafford, the half of Owthorp,
Hole, Calverton, and iii. carucates in Ince, and iii. bovates in
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Barton, x. whereof make a knight’s fee, and ii. carucates in Thorn-
ton amd Halsall, x. whereof make such a fee, and i. carucate in
Rixton, i. carucate in Atherton, and i. carucate in Sankey.

“Of the aforesaid eight fees William Pincerna holds iii. in Lin-
desham; whereof Robert fitz Richard holds i. fee in Croxton and
Fillingham and Hingham, Robert Brito half a fee in Heneworth
and in Eltham and Bultham, Henry fitz Radulph i. fee in Fil-
lingham, William fitz Winnoc half a fee in Hingham.

“The heirs of the lord Almeric Pincerna hold ii. fees in Werin-
ton and Laiton, er antiguo; in Crophill and in Newbold ii. fees,
ex antiguo ; in Croxton and in Bulltham and Fillingham ii. fees
in Lincolnshire.” (7esta de Nevil, p. 408.)

In 30 Henry II1. (1245) when an aid was levied to marry the
king’s eldest daughter, William Pincerna paid viiili for his eight
fees (Dodsworth’s M SS.); and in 32 Henry III. (1247) he paid
cxviij® for another aid levied for the same purpose. (Roz xix.,
Dodsworth’s SS.) It seems probable that both these aids
were the same, and that the first payment was for William’s own
fees, and the other for money collected by him from others.

In 34 Heny IIIL. (14th November 1249) Roger de Montalt
granted to William the prior of Coventry and his convent all his
right and claim to or in the manor of Coventry, except the
homages and services of Hugh Dispensator in Loughborough,
Radulf de Bracebrig in Kynnesbury, and William le Boteler in
Exhale and Folkeshill. (Sir Peter Leycester’s liber C., p. 26.)
The castle at Cheylesmore at Coventry was inherited by the earls
of Chester from the ancient governors of Mercia (Dr. Ormerod’s
Genealogical Essays, p. 41), and Roger de Montalt derived his
interest in Coventry from the earls of Chester. (Dugdale’s War-
wickshire, p. 86) It is plain from this that our Warrington
Botelers derived from the same earls their interest in Exhale and
Folkeshill, of which the mention occurs here for the first time.

In the year 1252 William Pincerna or le Boteler came of age.
In the same year William de Newton fitz Richard de Bispham
granted to the abbot of Dieu la cresse a license to wash his sheep
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from Rossal in Little Bispham mere, for which he probably re-
quired William Pincerna’s consent ( Wihalley Coucher Book, Che-
tham soc.), and William Pincerna himself granted the same abbot
turbary in Angele moss. (Hist. Leek, p. 221.)

In 38 Henry III (1254) William le Boteler was attached (at
law) to answer Roger de Heton in a plea of trespass for breaking
his close, and entering the said Roger’s turbary in Brun (Bryn)
in Lancashire, and there throwing into a pit the turves which
Roger had cut and gathered, and also ill-treating his men. (A44-
breviatio Placitorum, p. 142.) This act of William's, which was
no doubt intended to assert a right to the turbary, was not a
dignified proceeding if he was personally concerned and took
part in it. He however denied the plaintiff’s right, but we are
not informed how the suit ended.

In 39 Henry IIL (1255), when the king levied an aid to make
his eldest son a knight, William Pincerna paid xvili or two
pounds a fee for his viii. fees towards this aid, or benevolence as it
was sometimes called. (Dodsworth’s #/SS.)

In the same year William le Boteler obtained the king’s char-
ter to hold a three days' fair yearly at his manor of Warrington,
on the eve, the day and the morrow of the translation of St.
Thomas the martyr, then a very popular saint. It is not often
that we know the price paid at that early time for such a charter,
but we do know what this cost, for we read that William le Bo-
teler paid into the king’s wardrobe half a mark of gold to have a
charter for a fair at his manor of Warenton ; that is, he paid what
was afterwards called a noble, which contained more gold than a
modern sovereign, at a time when gold was relatively of far
more value than it is now. (Abbrev. Rot. Orig., p. 16, 40 Henry
II1.) But in 9 Henry III. Richard Grelly paid a higher price
for the same privilege, for he gave the king v. marks and a pal-
frey for holding a fair at Manchester. (Ware's Foundations of
Manchester, vol. i. p. 21.)

By another charter of 39 Henry II1. William le Boteler, called
by mistake in the charter Robert le Boteler, had a grant of a
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"weekly market on Wednesday, and a yearly fair of three days on
the eve, the day and the morrow of St. Andrew at Laton. (Cal
Rot. Car., p. 86.)

On the 17th June 40 Henry III. (1256), the lords William and
Richard Pincerna, the two brothers, were witnesses to an agree-
ment made at Lancaster assizes respecting Clifton marsh; and
in the same year, when all those who had xv!i a year in land
were called upon to take upon them the order of knighthood,
William le Boteler no doubt received the knightly accolade, and
became thenceforth sir William le Boteler. (Matthew Paris.)
About this time sir William le Boteler, calling himself baron of
Warrington, acquitted the monks of Whalley from the payment
of all tolls within his manor of Warrington. (Whalley Coucher
Book, vol. i. p. 254, Chetham soc.) And about the same time he
was witness to one of the deeds printed in the same volume,
(p- 44)

Near the parish church of Warrington there formerly stood an
oval mound, flat on the top, and in its character resembling one
of those mounds called “broad barrows.” It was raised only
three yards above the surrounding field, but it appeared to stand
higher owing to the trench or watercourse which ran along the
south and west sides, on the outside of which there was an
earthen vallum. Across the top from east to west the mound
measured fifty-four yards, and from north to south forty-three
yards. Bertram of Risingham, a hero mentioned in sir Walter
Scott’s Rokeby, cites a similar mound as existing there, which
made the place remarkable. These are his words :

‘“ And near the spot which gives me name,
The moated mound of Risingham.”

The Warrington tumulus, which was called the Mount or Mote
hill, and was quite as remarkable among the local curiosities, was
obscure in its origin, and did not fail to engage the speculations
of the learned ; none of them however ascribed to it the rites
which were associated with the mound at Hawick.



68 Annals of the [CHaP. IX.

“The moated mound
Where Druids’ shades still flitted round.”

Pennant, an early traveller and an antiquary of authority in
his day, thought the mound was undoubtedly Roman, and that
it had been a speculatory mount, an opinion to which some other
earlier observers subscribed. The late venerated vicar of Ashton-
in-Makerfield, the reverend Edmund Sibson, concluded that it
was a funereal barrow, and that it had been raised over the re-
mains of the good king Oswald, who was well known to have had
a palace at Winwick, and to have fallen in defence of his territory
(Hist. Lan., vol. iii. p. 580) ; and the same idea has found favour
with an esteemed townsman of Warrington Dr. Kendrick, though
he thinks that it was Oswald’s nephew Elvin, a Northumbrian
prince who fell in battle with Ethelred king of Mercia in 679,
whom the mound was meant to honour. (Excavations at the
Mote Hill by Dr. Kendrick, p. 11.) Mr. Whitaker the learned
historian of Manchester ascribed a Saxon origin to the place,
and thought that it was called “the mote hill” from having
been the seat where the hundred court of Walintune adminis-
tered justice. Mr. Kenion an antiquary of the last age was of
opinion that it was raised by the Normans, and was the lords’
ballium. Dr. Ormerod, who erroneously supposes that a part of
the priory of Warrington stood on the spot, states his opinion
that the origin of the hill was either Norman or medizval, and
that the baron of Warrington had his seat there. (Hisz. Ches.,
vol. i. p. 447 and note ¢) Some credulous persons have very
wildly asserted that the mound was originally thrown up as a
bank from which to batter the church in Cromwell's time, and
that it had no earlier origin than those troubled days; while
others, with no more foundation for it, afirm that the church
originally stood there until like “Loretto,” though after a very
much shorter journey, it was miraculously removed thence to
its present site. We are told by a learned historian that in Nor-
man times “there were some castles of which the chief defence
was the water with which they were inclosed and which being
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placed on low grounds, which had running streams in abun-
dance, and were called motz, from which we derive the word
moats.” (Littleton’s Henry /1., vol. iii. p. 287.) There was water
enough and more than enough about the mote hill at Warrington
to deserve this title, for one part of the field was so soft and
spongy and so much like a quagmire that the credulous old
farmer who rented it used to say, apparently with a firm be-
lief in its truth, that a coach and six once sank in it and was
seen no more !

In the year 1832 an inroad was made upon the mote hill by
building “the clergy school” upon part of its site. During the
progress of the work there were found the foundations of the
four corners of a structure which had formerly stood there, and
some large balks of black oak four or five yards long and four-
teen inches square, all rough hewn and tool marked, which had
once probably formed the draw-bridge or gateway of a house.

There was also found a large quantity of ashler stones, which
might have formed the foundations of such a house as that des-
cribed by Leland the royal antiquary, and which according to him
was the character of a Lancashire house in his day. “Morley”
he says “is builded, saving the foundation of stone squared that
riseth within a great moat six foot above the waters, all of the
timber after the common sort of houses of gentlemen for most part
of Lancashire.” (Hist. Lan., vol. iii. p. 601 ; quoting Leland’s
Itin.) Of all these opinions on the origin of the mote hill none
seems more probable than Dr. Ormerod’s — that it was the seat
of the baron’s castle or mansion; and accordingly we conclude
that here, on a spot which commanded the ferry, Paganus de
Vilars, Roger of Poictou’s first grantee, not long after the Con-
quest, when the country was disturbed and the ferry an important
pass, planted the castle in which he and his successors for some
time made their abode. To this mansion on the mote hill was, it
is almost certain, attached the park mentioned in a contemporary
Warrington charter of William Pincerna to Henry Sankey, which
describes the park as being within these bounds, that is to say,
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“as the ditch stretches to the way on the bank of the Mersee,
and then comes up the ditch to the park hey, and so following
the hey to the bounds of Bruche and Werinton and then follow-
ing the boundary as far as the land of St. Mary of Kokersont,
and from thence to the way and ditch aforesaid.” (Hale Deeds.)
A part of this park, which has now resumed its old name though
it wants its former antlered tenants, is called St. Elfin’s park. In
the reign of Henry III., when owing to the erection of the bridge
the ferry had become less important, and the barons of Warrington
far more important, some calamity probably befel their ancient
house on the mote hill, for in building the clergy school there
was found a mass of burnt earth very brittle like red brick clay,
and much charred material, with a quantity of melted lead and
iron which had evidently been fused by a very strong heat such
as might have been expected after a great fire, and it seems
probable that the baron’s house had perished in some conflagra-
tion. As if to mark more exactly the date of this fire there was
found in the ruins a silver penny of king Henry III. The tradi-
tion of the Boteler house having stood on the mote hill long
survived its fall, for a paper compiled in the time of James I,
referring to the mote hill, informs us that “the site of the manor
or barony of Warrington is decayed and no manner of buildings
thereupon.” (Lord Lilford’s Papers) Out of the fall of the
house on the mote hill however there arose, pheenix-like, a
nobler mansion on a better site —the historic house of Bewsey.
In those times men had a fondness for giving foreign names to
their houses, and to this propensity, a relic of Norman times, we
owe such names as Beaupré, Beauvoir, Beauchamp, Beaulieu,
Beaumaris, Beauley (now Bewley); Beaurepair Beausert (now
Leighton Buszard), Beaufoy, Belhus, Belgrave, Beaugenet (now
Bewgenet), Belsay a castle in Northumberland, Beausey or Bew-
sey and Chateau Vert (which is now Shotover). The baron’s
new abode was called Beausey or the fair seat, to intimate that it
was well placed and its situation beautiful. Some part of its
recommendation however was probably owing to the favourable
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comparison it bore to the site of the old mansion on the mote
hill. When William Pincerna became deputy to Patricius de
Ulceby as sheriff of Lancashire in 1256 he is expressly called
Willielmus Pincerna de Bewsey, and this is the first time that
the name of that mansion is met with. (Gregson’s list of sheriffs
in his Fragments, p. 299 ; and Hist. Lan., vol. i. p. 203.)

On the 6th February 43 Henry III. (1259), a still higher
dignity awaited sir William Boteler, for the king then con-
stituted him not only governor of the honour and castle of
Lancaster, but also high sheriff of the county, all of which
were committed to him by a writ in the following form:

“We command all our sheriffs of counties within which any part
of our honour of Lancaster is situate, that they neither hinder, nor
in any wise suffer to be hindered, in the keeping of the said honour,
William le Boteler, our keeper of the same, but that by himself and his
bailiffs they suffer him to keep the said honour, and to do whatever
thereto belongs, we having committed to him the keeping of the said
honour with the whole county of Lancaster to hold during our pleasure,
he answering to us for all such issues of the said honour as the baron of
the same honour would have to answer for, if the same were in his
hands, saving to the sheriffs all distresses in the said honour for the
debts due to the king.” (Orig., fol. 173 ; Dodsworth’s MS.S., vol. cxxii.
DD., and cxxiv. fol. 140.)

Robert fitz Gilbert de Wynewyk about this time gave Richard
le Boteler half an acre of land in Eccleston on Wyre, and his
brother William le Boteler, who was still the high sheriff, was a
witness to the gift. (Dodsworth’s #/5§S.) About the same time
also there seems to have occurred at Warrington, in an action to
recover land, another of those curious trials by duel or wager of
battle in which the two champions seem actually to have met and
fought it out. The entry of it which has come down to us, and
which is only too brief, is as follows : “ Duellum percussum apud
War', Petrus de Burnehill, et haredes sui teneant, cc. acras terre
in Pemberton, f. iii.” (Dodsworth’s M/ S'S., vol. cxxiv. pp. 166, 209.)
We do not know what was the result of the combat nor whether
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either of the champions was killed, or if not killed whether he
cried the hated word “Craven.” But the Burnhills, who were
parties to it, were long famous in the neighbourhood. One of
them, Peter de Burnhill, occurs in a lease to Salley abbey as early
as the year 1200 (Hist. Salley Abbey, p. 5), and the name con-
tinued here until the reign of Edward II. William Pincerna
seems to have held the shrievalty for two years, for in 44 Hepry
IIL he received from Geoffrey Chetham, the king’s farmer, half
a mark for having a writ of assize (Dodsworth’s #/S5S.), and in
the same year when the scutagium Wallie was assessed at xI*
William was excused paying for his eight fees probably because
he was sheriff. (74id.)

After the death of Randle Blundeville earl of Chester in 17
Henry II. (1232), William earl Ferrars, through his marriage
with Agnes earl Randle’s sister and coheir, acquired her share
of the earl's estates, and paid her relief; and the next year he
had livery of her purparty, consisting of all the lands between
the Ribble and Mersey, for which he became bound to render to
the king’s exchequer one goshawk, or pay xI* in lieu of it, from
which alternative we may learn the high price then set upon
that bird. '

The owners of franchises in old times, unable wholly to forget
the ancient Saxon freedom which clung to the soil, were con-
stantly transgressing their privileges. In the reign of Henry II.
the borough of Preston was amerced v. marks for putting a man
to the water ordeal without warrant (L:#% vol. iii. p. 224), and in
26 Henry III. (1242), the three wapontakes of West Derby, Ley-
land and Salford, having been seized into the king’s hands for
some excesses of the earl’s bailiffs, were only restored after the
payment to the king of a fine of cli,

Earl William Ferrars, who besides being the owner of West
Derbyshire was earl of the county of Derby, was succeeded in
his honours and estates by his son of the same name, who in
1251 procured a grant of free warren in very many of his Lan-
cashire manors, amongst which was Burtonwood. When this
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second earl William, who was gouty and unwieldy in his person,
met his death by being overturned from his chariot in passing
over St. Neott's bridge, Huntingdonshire, in the year 1254, he
was succeeded by his eldest son, Robert Ferrars lord of West
Derbyshire, who being under age was doubtless disposed of
during his minority to some great man, for a large sum of money.
Simon de Montfort we know paid 10,000 marks, equal to
100,000/, of our present money, to have the custody of the lands
of Gilbert de Unfranville.

This earl, who was William Pincerna’s feudal superior, came
of age in the year 1259, and to him William Pincerna owed the
site of his new house at Bewsey, the first footing of the Botelers
in Burtonwood. About this time we may date the settlement of
the Austin hermit friars at Warrington, who probably owed to
William Pincerna the first foundation of their house.

About the year 1260 William Pincerna, or as the grant calls
him “ William le Boteler,” obtained from earl Ferrars a grant of
all his hey or enclosure of Burtonwood — “totam hayam de
Burtonwode, in West Derbisir.”—with vert and venison in all the
earl’s woods and lands in Sankey, Penketh and Dallam for him-
self and his heirs, except Jews and men of religion, “exceptis
Fudeis et viris religiosis,” meaning by the latter the regular
clergy, subject only to the payment of a penny a year for all
services. (From the original in lord Lilford’s possession.) Our
ancestors were no strangers to the crime of forgery as we have
evidence in this charter, which has been altered throughout by
clumsily changing the word “hayam” into “ manerium ;” but the
falsifier not having known the difference in gender of the two
words, his ignorance has proved an antidote to the mischief of
his intention.

But besides this grant of the hey or enclosure in Burtonwood,
Robert earl Ferrars granted to William le Boteler the homage
and service of Richard de Halsale for his lands in Halsale, and
the homage and service of William de Bolde for his lands in
Bolde, and the homage and service of Alan de Wyndhull for his

. L
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lands in Wyndhull, with all wardships, marriages, reliefs, rents,
escheats, services, customs and advowsons of churches, subject
to his doing suit of court at the earl’s wapontake of [West]
Derby, and paying 10s. rent-service for Bolde. And by the
same charter also the said earl released to William le Boteler all
claim to any suit from him at his wapontake of [West] Derby in
respect of his manor of Weryngton.

Under date of the 16th May, 45 Henry III. (1261), we have
the following charter, which curiously enough informs us that
40s. was the price then paid for the purchase of a house in War-
rington, and that Henry de Tyldesley was then the name of the
lord’s seneschal or steward there:

“ Know all men by these presents, that I, Jordan fitz Robert de Hul-
ton, [he was then, or had been lately, rector of Warrington] have given
and granted to Roger de Hopton and his heirs, for his homage, the bur-
gage in Werinton, which I bought from William Pincerna pro x4,
Testibus Hen. de Tyldeslegh, tunc senescallo [de Werinton?] Rob’to
de Sammesbury, Rob'to de Quitfeld. Datum apud Werrinton die
Lune px. ante festum beati Dunstani a. r. R Hen. IIL, 45, 1261.”
(Dodsworth’s A£SS.)

In the year 1255 when the king had confirmed the great char-
ter, the assembled bishops and abbots carrying burning torches
in their hands, at the conclusion of the ceremony dashed them
to the ground, and as the fumes of the dying flames ascended
they uttered dire maledictions on whoever should dare to infringe
the charter; but, although the torches soon went out, this
dramatic incident did not quench the general dissatisfaction of
the nation with the king’s government. Having again had
recourse to his favourites and again violated the charter, he so
disappointed the expectations he had held out that one of his
ambitious nobles, Simon de Montfort, who had married his
sister and become earl of Leicester, was encouraged openly to
oppose him. He was followed by a combination of the nobles
which ended in what was termed the barons’ war, which dis-
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turbed the kingdom until the battle of Lewes was fought in the
year 1264, and the king became the prisoner of de Montfort.
In the following January de Montfort called a parliament, which
was afterwards named “the mad parliament,” in which, for the
first time in our history, the knights of the shire and burgesses
were summoned to take part in the proceedings with the barons.
If by this act, which in reality gave birth to the house of com-
mons, he intended only his own aggrandisement, we may say of
him as was said of James II. that he was one of the best friends
without intending it that England ever had. Parliament how-
ever could not extinguish the civil strife while de Montfort
lived ; but on the sth August in the same year, the armies of
the king and de Montfort again encountered at Evesham, and,
de Montfort being slain, the war was ended. Ambition had so
mingled with de Montfort’s aims that he had been but an un-
certain friend of the people. He had favoured the clergy how-
ever and made some pretences to religion, on which account,
being thought to have died a martyr, he obtained the usual
fate of political martyrs in that age, and was canonised by the
people and became St. Simon the Righteous.  After his death
pilgrimages were made to the place where he fell, and there and
elsewhere miracles were wrought in his name. At Warrington
he was held in especial honour, and no less than five of his mira-
cles were wrought upon Warrington persons. (Rishanger’s
Chronicle, pp. 74, 75, 80, 90, 94, and Dr. Kendrick's contributions
to the Early History of Warrington.)

After the battle of Lewes, without waiting for his death, his
praises had been loudly sung in Latin,* and after his death the

#* We take the following from a long and interesting Latin poem, written shortly
after the battle of Lewes in May 1264 (Political Songs of England, Camden soc.) :

‘May the Lord bless Simon de Montfort, and also his sons and his army ; who
exposing themselves magnanimously to death, fought valiantly, condoling the lament-
able lot of the English, who, trodden under foot, in a manner scarcely to be described,
and almost deprived of all their liberties, nay, of their lives, had languished under hard
rulers, like the people of Israel under Pharaoh, groaning under a tyrannical devastation.
But God, seeing this suffering of the people, gives at last a new Matathias, and he with
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literature of the day abounded with his praises both in French
and English. Amongst the rest this notice of him occurs in a
French eulogium :

“Ore est occys le fleur de pris
Que tant scavoit le guerre
Le Comte Montfort sa durement
Moult en plorra la terre.”

“ Now fallen is the flower of Price,
Of war the guiding star,
Earl Montfort fell a sacrifice,
The realm shall mourn him far!”

And the later ballad of “ The Beggar of Bednal Green” shows
how long-lived was the posthumous popularity he enjoyed :

“ Sir Simon de Montfort my subject shal be,
Once chiefe of all the great barons was hee;
Yet fortune so cruell this lord did abase,
Now lost and forgotten are hee and his race.

When the barons in armes did king Henry oppose,
Sir Simon de Montfort their leader they chose;
A leader of courage undaunted was hee,

And oftimes he made their enemyes flee.

At length, in the battle on Evesham plaine,
The barons were routed, and Montfort was slaine ;

his sons, zealous after the zeal of the law, yields neither to the insults por to the fury
of the king. ® # # [Let the English learn to call in strangers, if they wish to be
exiled by strangers. For these, when they wish to enlarge their own glory, and wish
their own memory to stand always, study to associate with themselves very many of
their own nation, and by degrees to make them the principal nobles ; and thus grows
the confusion of the natives, with indignation and bitterness of heart, when the chief
men of the kingdom feel themselves to be beaten down by those who make themselves
their equals, taking from them the things which ought to appertain to them, growing
by the things by which they used to grow. # # # Such men [foreigners] when they begin
to grow, always go on climbing till they have supplanted the natives; they study to
avert the prince’s heart from his own people, that they may strip of glory those whose
ruin they are seeking. And who could bear such things patiently ?”
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Most fatal that battal did prove unto thee,
Thoughe thou was not borne then, my pretty Bessee.

Along with the nobles that fell at that tyde,
His eldest son Henry, who fought by his side,
Was felled by a blowe he received in the fight;
A blow that deprived him for ever of sighte.

Among the dead bodyes all lifelesse he lay
Till evening drewe on of the following day,
When by a yong ladye discover'd was hee,

And this was thy mother, my pretty Bessee.

A baron’s faire daughter stepte forthe in the nighte
To search for her father who fell in the fighte ;
And seeing yong Montfort where gasping he laye,
Was movéd with pitye and broughte him awaye.

In secret she nursed him and swagéd his paine,
While he through the realm was believed to be slaine ;
At lengthe his faire bride she consented to bee,
And made him glad father of pretty Bessee.”
(Percy Reliques.)

Simon de Montfort as the popular leader, to whose side earl
Ferrars William le Boteler’s superior lord inclined, stood high in
favour at Warrington. His arms were placed prominently in
the friary church. His death was greatly lamented, and pil-
grimages were made from Warrington to the place where he fell,
and it can hardly be supposed that William le Boteler who had
fought under his banner did not sympathise in his fall.

The times were out of joint; the barons’ wars were now
raging, and this part of Lancashire especially seems to have
been a scene of violence and confusion. Churches were not safe
from intrusion. Parties of marauders took possession of those
of Leigh, Bury and Winwick, and unable to hold their own the
clergy were compelled to invoke the aid of the civil power. On
the 2gth January 1264 Roger bishop of Litchfield and Coventry
being appealed to, and finding the Church herself all too weak
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to subdue the offenders, wrote a supplicatory letter to the king
imploring his aid against those who had thus violently intruded
themselves into the above churches. (Fifth Report of the Com-
missioners of Public Records, p. 66.)

The religious house of Thurgatton, which had before ex-
perienced the bounty of the Vilars and the Botelers, thought a
time of danger more likely to open the heart of their patron to
devotion, and that a warrior putting on his armour would lend a
more ready ear to an appeal from the Church than he who was
putting it off, and they therefore now applied to sir William le
Boteler and obtained from him these three charters of confirma-
tion. The first, which was a confirmation of a grant made to
the house of Thurgatton by Peter the cook of lands held under
the Botelers, was as follows :

“To all to whom these presents shall come William Pincerna de Wer-
ington sends greeting. Be it known to you all that with the consent
and free will of my heir I have given, granted, and by this my present
deed have confirmed, to God and the church of St. Peter at Thurgatton
and the canons serving God there, one toft with a croft in the vill of
Crophill, that is to say, the same which Peter the cook held, and also
one acre of land in a place called ‘the Cortis’ in as free, pure and per-
petual alms as any alms could or might be given for the health of my
soul and of my wife Dionysia’s, and of all my ancestors and heirs. In
testimony,” &c. (Translated from the copy of the original in the Zhur-
gatton Register.)

The second which, like the former, was a confirmation to the

same house of two grants of land held under the Botelers, was
as follows :

“To all to whom these presents shall come, William le Boteler son of
Almeric le Boteler sends eternal greeting in the Lord. Know all of you
that by this present charter I have granted and confirmed to the prior
and convent of Thurgatton two bovates of land, with a croft and all their
appurtenances, which the said prior hath by the gift of Walter de Stan-
ton, and one bovate of land which he hath by the gift of William de
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Leik, to have and to hold as far as concerns me or my heirs, to the
aforesaid prior and convent and their successors in- free, pure and per-
petual alms for ever. In testimony,” &c. (Translated from a copy of
the original in the Zhurgatton Register.)

Like the two preceding charters the third was also a confir-
mation, but it was a charter confirming a former grant to the
house of Thurgatton by one of sir William le Boteler's ancestors,
and it was as follows :

“Be it known to all the sons of Holy Mother Church that I William,
moved by a divine impulse of charity “divine pietatis intuitu,” and
for the health of my soul, the soul of my wife Dionysia and of the souls
of all my ancestors, have granted, and by this my present charter have
confirmed, to God and the Church of St. Peter at Thurgatton and the
canons serving God there, the church of Werington with all its appur-
tenances, and the church of Titheby with its chapel of Crophill and all
other its appurtenances, and that carucate of land which the lord Ma-
thew de Vilars my gradfather (“ avus meus”) gave them in his demesne
in the vill of Crophill, with the rest of the reasonable gifts which the
aforesaid lord Mathew gave and granted and by his charter confirmed
to the aforesaid canons. These being witnesses,” &c. (Translated from
the original copy in the ZZkurgatton Register.)

It is observable that William le Boteler in this charter calls
Mathew de Vilars his grandfather instead of his ancestor. The
mistake probably originated with the scribe who, in writing the
charter, copied part of it from an older confirmation by William’s
grandfather of his own name, who was really the grandson of
Mathew de Vilars. It was so very much the custom to obtain a
confirmation from each successive heir of the donor that a care-
less scribe, finding an earlier charter of a Boteler to the same
house, might easily mistake one William for another.

In 49 Henry III. (1264) the two brothers (lords William and
Richard le Boteler), both of them knights, were witnesses to a
grant of the manor of Magna Hole to Warin de Waleton.
(Dodsworth’s #7SS.)
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When Robert earl Ferrars joined the party of Simon de Mont-
fort at the siege of Worcester, William le Boteler his liegeman,
led rather by an affection for his leader than by any sense of
duty, followed under his banner, which may account for our
meeting with fewer and more scanty notices of him at home at
this time. After the battle of Evesham however, where we have
no reason to suppose that either he or earl Ferrars was present,
the estates of William le Boteler were seized into the king's
hands, and he himself lay at the king’s mercy until he found
friends who succeeded in making his peace: shortly after which
the sheriff was commanded to restore him his lands which had
been seized into the king’s hands in consequence, as it is said, “of
his having taken part with the rebellious barons.” (Dugdale’s
Baronage, p. 653 ; Hist. Lan., vol i. p. 201.)

But notwithstanding the confusion of the times and the peril in
which his own life and fortune had so recently been, William le
Boteler found an opportunity at this time to remember and
reward the services of his family jester. “Wamba the son of
Witless,” in his cap and bells and motley, was a recognised per-
son in every feudal hall, where by his colloquial wit he helped to
dispel the dulness of many an hour and well entitled himself to a
reward. On his jester Hitard, Edmund Ironside conferred the
manor of Walworth. Berdie the “joculator” of William the
Conqueror received from him three townships in Gloucestershire;
and king John, no lavish giver, bestowed Fons Ossane in Mon-
taign on Piculph his buffoon. (Ellis' Specimens of Metrical
Romance.) And now William le Boteler, by his deed dated at
Warrington, granted to William Silche his fool (“fatuo suo”)
seven acres of land in Sankey (lord Lilford’s Deeds), a gift
which, when compared with similar gifts by the above royal
donors, was worthy of the lord of Warrington.

On the sth February 50 Henry III. (1266) William le Boteler
with Robert le Banastre and six others were witnesses to the in-
speximus of Robert earl Ferrars confirming to the burgesses of
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Liverpool the charters granted them by kings John and Henry
1I1. (Baines’ Hist. Liverp, p. 111.)

About this time also William le Boteler, in consideration of
forty marks, granted to Hugh de Hindley the marriage of all
Gilbert de Culcheth’s heirs ; and very shortly afterwards Robert
fitz Hugh de Hindley and Ellen his wife, and Richard, Thomas
and Adam his brothers, divided Culcheth between them, Robert
taking Risley as his share, and to this last transaction William le
Boteler was one of the witnesses. (Culcheth Deeds.)

Between the years 1189 and 1199 Richard fitz Roger founded
a cell at Lytham to be subject to the priory at Durham; and
now, by a deed dated at Lancaster on the 18th March 1268, Wil-
liam the son of Almeric le Boteler the owner of Laton, which
was near Lytham, released and for him and his heirs for ever
quit-claimed to God and St. Cuthbert the prior and convent of -
Durham and the monks serving and to serve God at Lytham
for ever, all the right and claim he had or might have in all the
land, pasture and woods, or any croppings of the same, by reason
of any customs or any other title within certain bounds of
Lytham which appear in the charter of Richard fitz Roger and
which they have from him. Moreover he also willed and granted
for him and his heirs that the aforesaid prior and convent and
the aforesaid monks of Durham should have and hold all that
moiety of the whole pasture and moss called Keligimmoles,* with
all the appurtenances and emoluments which might at any time
or in any manner arise therefrom, either by the agistment of cat-
tle or other profits, and that they should wholly enjoy a moiety
of all wrecks occurring anywhere on the shore of the aforesaid
Keligimmoles. He also granted that the men of the prior of
Lytham should have free ingress and egress and right of passage
in, through and out of the said pasture as far as the sea, but so
that the men of the said William and his heirs in Laton should
also enjoy the same ingress, egress and right of passage. This

* Kellermergh in Kirkham parish.
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deed was witnessed, among others, by the lord Richard le Bote-
ler then high sheriff of the county of Lancaster, William le Bote-
ler's brother, and by the lord Michael de Furneys. By the
release of these lands, which had probably been acquired by his
grandfather on his marriage with Ada de Furneys, William le
Boteler became a benefactor and almost a second founder of the
cell of Lytham.

A few years after the grant of the Haya de Burtonwode
Henry de Lostock and Johanna his wife, the assignees of Robert
de Ferrars, “ assignati R. de Ferrariis com. Derby,” released and
quit-claimed to lord William le Boteler all the arrears which he
owed to the said Robert for the purchase of Burtonwode, and
which the said Robert had assigned to the said Henry and
Johanna. As the rent of 1d. continued to be paid long after this
time, and is noticed in all the subsequent inquisitions, it seems
probable that this release was meant to apply to some part of
the purchase money of Burtonwood which had been left unpaid. .
(Kuerden's #7S5S.)
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CHAPTER X.

WILLIAM FITZ ALMERIC LE BOTELER, SEVENTH BARON,
CONTINUED. :

ILLIAM LE BOTELER it would seem was possessed with
the very natural desire to re-acquire from the house at
Thurgatton the advowson of the church at Warrington, the head
of his barony. He had shown himself a good friend of Thurgat-
ton by confirming its charters, and by many other benefits which
he had conferred on it; and having negotiated with the house
for this not unreasonable return for his bounty and settled the
price, he obtained from the convent the following charter of
reconveyance :

“To all the faithful in Christ who shall see or hear this writing, bro-
ther Adam prior of Thurgatton and the convent of the same send eternal
greeting in the Lord. Be it known to you all that by the common con-
sent, good will and assent of all our chapter we have granted, released,
and for ever quit-claimed for us and our successors as to our chief lord
William le Boteler the son of Almeric Boteler, one acre of arable land
in Crophill fields lying upon Hichtrop in our demesne, together with all
our right to the advowson of the church of Warrington and its liberties
and appurtenances, without any reservation. To have and to hold to
the aforesaid lord William, his heirs and assigns, against us and our suc-
cessors for ever as freely and quietly as any of our predecessors held
them, and so that neither we nor our successors nor any in our name
shall or may hereafter in anywise claim to have any right, claim or
demand in the said land or right of advowson of the aforesaid church.
In testimony,” &c. (Translated from the original in the possession of
lord Lilford.)
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Adam de Sutton continued prior of Thurgatton several years,
and was still prior in 1270. (Tanner's Not. Monast., 1744, and
the list at the end.) Richard le Boteler the brother of sir Wil-
liam le Boteler was one of the witnesses to this charter. Since
the charter of Mathew de Vilars the rectors had been appointed
by the house of Thurgatton, but henceforth the Botelers had the
appointment to the living of Warrington.

Earl Robert Ferrars, who was only 14 when his father died,
had been married when g years old to the king’s niece Maria,
daughter of the duke of Angouléme and Marche. On the death
of his father the king took possession of his lands and bestowed
them during Robert’s minority on his son prince Edward, who
afterwards assigned them to his mother queen Alianor. What
such a wardship was worth we may judge from the price at
which the king, as we have already seen, sold that of Gilbert de
Unfranville to Simon de Montfort. Robert’s guardians had not
used his inheritance as if they Joved it. They had made it a sort
of castle rack-rent, and when at length it came to him it was in a
dilapidated and impoverished condition. Truly might he have
said :

“When sorrows come, they come not single spies,
But in battalions.”

His troubles were not one but many. It wasa great loss to
lose his father when he was so young, but this loss was again
aggravated by having his inheritance rapaciously managed, and
then delivered up to him wasted and impoverished ; but worse
than all, it was his fate to come of age when the political horizon
was dark and the country on the very eve of a civil war. The
treatment which he had received from the crown was not such as
to make him zealously loyal to the king, especially when Simon
de Montfort was so popular and was bidding so high for power.
Earl Robert first offended the king by joining de Montfort at the
siege of Worcester in 1264, and by soon afterwards swearing to
observe the association of the eighteen barons, which would have
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reduced the king's power to a mere name. Having thus offended
the king, he next made de Montfort his enemy by withdrawing
from his party after prince Edward had ravaged his lands in
Derbyshire. But before de Montfort’s fall in the battle of Eve-
sham, where neither earl Robert nor his liegeman William le
Boteler appear to have been present, he had made his peace
with the king, and on the 23rd February 49 Henry IIL. (1265)
he received back the wapontake of West Derbyshire and all his
other lands upon condition of his future good behaviour. (Baines’
Hist. Liverp., vol. iii. et seq) Misfortunes however had not
taught earl Robert wisdom :

“ Rebellion lay in his way,
And he found it.”

He was persistent in his treason, for not long after he raised
another army with which he encountered the king at Chester-
field when he was defeated, after which his lands were again
seized and given to the king’s son prince Edmund ; and then of
all his great inheritance there was nothing left to him, says the
chronicler, “but the gout in his hands and feet which his father
and grandfather had before him.” (Dugdale’s Baronage.)

In 51 Henry III. (1267) when Adam de Bury the coroner of
Lancashire rendered an account of c. marks for fines and tres-
passes in a suit brought by Henry de Lee, sir William le Boteler
was one of the witnesses to vouch his account.

There being now no longer an earl of Chester, and since the
forfeiture of Robert earl Ferrars, prince Edmund the king’s son
having become the owner of his West Derbyshire estates and
consequently William le Boteler's superior lord, the latter’s con-
nection with Cheshire was relaxed, though as yet it had not
wholly ceased, for in the year 1269 we find him appearing as
one of the witnesses to a Chester charter granting the custody
of the bridge gate of the city. (Hist. Ches., vol. i. p. 280.)

Weary perhaps of the recent troubles at home and seized with
the romantic passion of the age, the king’s eldest son the gallant
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prince Edward determined to take the cross and make the
crusade to the Holy Land, and the next year with a goodly
company of his nobles, knights and gentlemen he left England,
and remained abroad four years. Some of his companions were
doubtless from this neighbourhood. On a former occasion when
sir Geoffrey de Dutton about the year 1224 returned from the
Crusade, where, says an old chronicler, “while servynge his prince
he vanquished a Sarrazen in combate,” he adopted “the Sara-
cen’s head” for his crest, which his descendants use now and
have used ever since. . Sir Peter Leycester says sir Peter de Dut-
ton sealed with this crest in 1321 (lider C. p. 138), and in this
neighbourhood it became a popular tavern sign. In Warrington
one of the oldest hostels was called “Le Morslande” in allusion
to the Crusade (Warrington in 1465, p. 92, Chetham soc.) ; and
lately, when in the interests of sobriety an unnecessary tavern
was shut up by one of sir Geoffrey’s descendants, who took down
one of these signs in a nelghbourmg village, this record of it fell
from his pen :

“The head of Saracen in Holy Land,
Sir Geoffrey won it with his own right hand ;
No less exploit be his successor’s boast,
Who cut that head off from the alehouse post.”

But William le Boteler needed time to recover from the critical
position he had so lately been in. He was not sure that some
of the acquisitions he had made from his late superior lord might
not be questioned as having been obtained in time of war. (Pla-
cita de Quo Warranto, p. 387.) He was probably not insensible
to the glory of the Crusade, but prudence counselled him that it
was better he should remain at home, as we must presume he
did, for neither the Patent nor the Close Roll, both of which have
been searched, contains among the followers of prince Edward
to the East any mention of his name.

Having purchased part of Burtonwood from the late owner
William le Boteler now agreed with prince Edmund not only for
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the confirmation of his former purchase, but for the purchase of
the remainder, and the prince, calling him “his beloved and
faithful servant William le Boteler de Werinton,” on the 12th
February 54 Henry III. (1270) granted him his acquittance of
105 marks in part of goo marks for the purchase of Burtonwood,
and agreed to receive from him the remainder by instalments of
20/. a year “for the woode of Burtonwoode;” and also agreed
that if he should afterwards make peace with Robert de Ferrars
without William’s express consent it should in no wise affect the
grant. And of this charter William le Boteler obtained an ex-
emplification on the 19th February 54 Henry III. (1270.) (Bold
Deeds in the Warrington museum.) There had been some
promise made by the prince to restore Robert de Ferrars to
his lands upon payment of 50,000/, but it was very unlikely
such a sum would be paid, and it never was paid. There are
some expressions in this deed which lead us to believe that Wil-
liam le Boteler had agreed with earl Robert for this purchase
before his first fall. In the shrievalty of John de Cancefield, one
of those whose names are omitted from the list of Lancashire
sheriffs but who was certainly in office between the years 1263
and 1273, lord William le Boteler was a witness to one of the
charters of Dieu la cresse abbey. (Hist. Leek, p. 41.)

It has been before observed that the religious houses, never
wanting in worldly prudence, were often in the habit of seeking
- confirmations of their charters from persons who were sometimes
only very remotely related to the donors or interested in the
property. In the year 1271 the lord William le Boteler con-
firmed the grant of Thomas de Bethum and Anuca his wife,
daughter of Richard fitz Roger, of one-fourth of half a carucate
of their land in the Howes within Lytham to the abbot and
convent of Cockersand. (Dodsworth’s #/S5S.) William’s claim
to this land, if he had any, could only have been as Thomas de
Bethum'’s superior lord.

In the same year William le Boteler, describing himself as of
Werington, granted to the abbot of Cockersand 40s. a year to be
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paid from his privy chamber “de cameri sud.” (Kuerden's /SS.)
The abbey seems at this time to have possessed lands in War-
rington which had been acquired from the Botelers before the
year 1260, for in a Warrington charter of Gilbert de Southworth’s
of that date there occurs this passage: “ Rendering moreover
yearly to the lord abbot of Kokyrsand twelve pence for a bur-
. gage.” (Legh Deeds.)

On the 13th December (St. Lucia’s day) in the same year
(1271) “the lord William Pincerna, knight,” was witness to a
release made by the abbot of Cockersand. (Hist. Ces., vol. i. p.
430; and Arley Papers, box i. No. 56.)

There seems about this time to have been some litigation
between the two neighbours William de Bolde and the lord
William le Boteler arising out of the recent transfer of the Fer-
rars’ lands, and on the 20th May 56 Henry III. (1272) they came
to the following agreement, which is dated at Preston:

“It is agreed between William de Bold of the one part and the lord
William le Boteler of the other part as follows, that is to say, that the
aforesaid William de Bold and his heirs shall have and hold all those
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