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GENERAL MEETING, 15th OCTOBER, 1907.

Tiie Twenty-ninth Annual Meeting of the Society was held at
tlie Wilglam Salt Library, Stafford, on the 15th October, 1907.

Majo ral the Hon. George Wrottesley was in the Chair, and
there w r sent— The Eev. W. Beresford, the Eev. S. W.
Hutchlns ev. F. G. Inge, the Eev. F. 1\ Parker, and Messrs.
P. L. Adams Brough, W. F. Cartell J. Wilcox Edge, W.
Morton Philips, Landor and Mr. Josiah Wedgwood, M.P.
Letters of apology ead from Lord Wrottesley, the Dean of
Eochester, Sir Thoma: , the Eev. Ernest Bridgeman, the Eev.

E. Collett, the Eev. Cha a( ynnerton, the Eev. T. Taylor, the
Eev. S. Lees, and Messrs W. @Dwgnan and A. Scrivener.

The Assistant Se r rys E was presented and read as
follows—
s M
At the last Anniversary M of members was 161.
During the past year the Somety Iost five members,
viz.—
Mr. S. B. Beresford, of Ifford, Essex;
The Eev. Edw. Salt, of Standon Eectory; O/.
Miss Perry, of the Wergs, Wolverhampton ; /@
The Earl of Liverpool, of Kirkham Abbey; and @
The Hon. Chas. Wrottesley, of Oaken, Wolverhampton.

also by withdrawals, three, viz. —

Mr. G. H. Bermingliam, of Leek.
Mr. Harcourt Griffin, of Market Drayton and
The Eev. E. C. Oliver, of Barlaston Vicarage.

Thus the List was reduced to 153. Mr. Geo. Grazebrook, however,
has volunteered to increase his extra subscription of 10s. 6d. to 21s. so
as to secure two volumes yearly, which is equivalent to one new
member. The List therefore stands at 154.

Inquiries have been made by different gentlemen as to the Publica-
tions of the Society; and terms of Membership, Copies of the Contents
of previous volumes and Lists of Members with a letter of explanation



have been sent in each case. The llauley Free Library has applied for
Membership. Particulars of volumes, etc., were also sent to the Librarian,
and we may hope to have this Library as a Subscriber, with the
possibility of its requiring a complete set of the Historical Collections.

1. As regards Finances.

To mention the Arrears first it should be stated that there is a

small balance still owing amounting, for three members, to £5 5s. The
New Me rg§ and extra Sales of last year helped to create on the
other han ry satisfactory balance then in the Lank of £115 4s. 1(M
As no such has raised our Income this year, it has been

encouraging to t the Society’s Bank Balance isactually £3 5s. Id.
in advance of last showing £118 10s. 5d— the highest balance

reported for several y ag

October 15th, 1907. % J. W. BRADLEY,
¢

Assistant Secretary.

The Report of the E&9 | Con@ee was read as follows—

REPORT OF THE ED %MITTEE 1907.

The Committee have to report first f the Staffrmdshire
Historical Collections for this year wa ued t bscrlbers in
March last. The second Part, containing the cont{n n of the

Bishop’s Registers, has been printed with the exception e Index
and Introduction, and should be issued to the Subscribers beIQ jose
of the year. As it is not possible to include the cost of it in t r's
accounts, it must be added to the accounts for 1908. @0

The new volume of Lay Records for 1908 will be ready for issue
early in that year. Up to this date about one-half of it has been
printed. Its contents will consist of :—

1. A history of the Bagot family, with an Appendix containing
copies of the ancient deeds at Blithfield on which it has
been based. This has been compiled by the Honorary
Secretary.

2. A note on the identification of the obscure Domesday manor,
“ Monetville,” by Mr. If. F. Carter.

3. The Inquests on the Staffordshire Estates of the Audleys A.P.
1273, 1276, 1283, 1299, 1308, by Mr. Josiah Wedgwood, M.P.



&/%ﬁCONTENTS.

S

Pack.
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HISTORY OF THE BAGOT FAMILY.

T he family (/C‘ ot is one of the few which can claim an

authentic Dome ancestor— Bagod, who held Bramshall
in 1086, being the ubted progenitor of all the numerous

Bagots of a later date. 05

*

Domesday gives the follov/‘ account of his holding. Under
the headingof Terra rt atford, in Tatemaneslau
Hundred, it says: “ Ip&" (ie., @ert dc Stafford) tenet in
BRANSELLE unam virgata e, cu ro medietas est Regis
sicut via earn dividit sed R. e %regls invasit et se
defcnsorem facit. Bagod teneé/ tenuit ct liber
homo fuit. Terra est iij carucate i m|n| una et ij servi

Ibi sunt iiij villani et i bordarius cum i carucata. ilva dimidia
leuva longa et iiij quarentena lata. Valet xx soli :

This translated would be— O/,‘

“ Robert de Statford holds in Branselle a virgate of Iand%
the moietv of it belongs to the King, as the road divides it,
Robert had taken possession of the whole and defended his
title to it. Bagod held it of Robert. Ulviet formerly held it as
a freeman. The arable land is three carucates (or ploughlands) :
one is in demesne, and there are two serfs. There are four
villein tenants and one boor with one carucate. There are
240 acres of woodland it is worth 20s.”

The moiety of the manor claimed by the Crown was sub-
sequently severed from it and added to Uttoxeter, an adjoining
manor which had fallen to the King as an escheat of the Mercian

1 This is Eyton’s computation.



4 HISTORY OF THE BAGOT FAMILY.

Earls. It still forms a part of Uttoxeter, and is known as
Little Bramshall.

A Bagot next occurs as a witness to a deed in the Kenilworth
Chartulary of about the date 1122.1 In this deed he is one of
the leading witnesses of Robert de Stafford’s grant of Idlicote
in Warwickshire to the Priory, which is printed in Vol. Il of the
Staffordshire Collections.

ccurs again on the Staffordshire Pipe Roll of 31 H. I
(112 re he accounts for two marks due from one of his
tenants fxgxchange of lands.2 As this date brings us down

to a perio years subsequent to Domesday, it is a question
whether this@@ot may not be a son of the Domesday tenant.
It depends, of co upon the age of the first Bagot, of which
we know nothing; the fact of the Christian name having
been adopted afterwar 3s a surname points to the probability
of two Bagots, father an ; and if this is the case the first
Bagot would have orary of the Conqueror and
one of the suite o feudatc)? Robert de Stafford at the

Conquest of England %
Hervey f BagJ

the son of the last Bagod, first occurs in 1130@ he witnesses
the grant of Nicholas, son of Robert de Stafforo,?'f the Church
of Stone to the Priory of Kenilworth.3 Here e
important and authentic date, for the succession of thiS&ervey
must have occurred between the years 1129 and 1130. @wy
therefore conclude that this Hervey fitz Bagod is identical with
the Hervey Bagod who witnesses various deeds of Robert de
Stafford Il. during the reigns of King Stephen and Henry II.
Some of these have been printed in Vol. Il of the Stafford-
shire Collections: the most important of them for the history
of the Bagot family is one taken from the Rideware Chartulary4
which is attested by a full Court of the Knights and vassals
of the Barony. Amongst these are—

1 Staff. Hist. Coll., Vol. 11, p. 195. 2 Ibid., Vol. 1, p. 2.
‘* Ibid., Vol. 1I, pp. 204-205.
* Ibid., Vol. XV, pp. 277-278. .
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Hcrvey Bagot.
llervey and Roger, sons of Hervey Bagot.
William Bagot.
Robert Bagot.
William and Richard, sons of John Bagot.

The date of this deed is circa 1160. It must be prior to 1166,
for Hclyas de Copenhale, one of the witnesses, was dead at the
latter dat Eyton’s notes on this deed and his account of the
witnesseS\Willgbe found in Vol. Il of the Staffordshire Collections,
pp. 248-24 identifies William Bagot as the tenant of
Robert dc Stafté}ef‘at Bromley Bagot, and William and Richard
as the sons of Jo got of Blymhill.1

In the Feudato n as the Liber Niger of 1166 Robert
de Stafford returns % Bagot as holding of him three
Knight's Fees of oldfeoffrdepit, i.e., fees in which he or his ancestor
had been enfeoffed before t&%ﬁh of Henry I. Of these fees

Hervey held in demesne, jeg,, i own hands, one Knight'’s Fee,
and the other two were& by suéé\ants under him, viz.—

Alured de Hacumbi h o-thi f a Fee,
Hervey de Acleia held %d 00 ,
and Rualdus de Dulerna e Kr@( Fee.
These fees can be identified by later evidence,@ollows:—
The Knight's Fee held in demesne consiste ramshall
and half of Billington. @
Alured’s Fee was Haconeby in Lincolnshire, O/,‘
Hervey de Acleia held Oakley in Staffordshire.
and Rualdus held Dilhorn and the other moiety of BiIIingt@
Hervey the younger married some time after this date
Milicent, the daughter of his feudal lord Robert dc Stafford.
At the date of the marriage Robert had two sons living, Robert
and Nicholas, and it was not foreseen that Milicent would be
the great heiress which she subsequently became. The male
line of the original family of Stafford was extinguished by the
Crusade of 1190-1192, and on the Staffordshire Pipe Roll of
5 Ric. . (1192—1193) Hervey Bagot is returned as owing

1 See also Staff. Hist. Coll., Vol. I, p. 291, and Vol. I, p. 235, by which
it appears that Robert Bagot, living n 55, was a “ Clericus.”
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200 marks to have the Barony of Robert de Stafford, which was
the inheritance of his wife. The Pipe Roll of the following
year shows that Hervey Bagot's Fine had been increased to
260 marks ; it states that Hervey Bagot accounted for 260 marks
to have the Barony of Robert de Stafford, which was the
inheritance of the wife of Hervey, who was sister of the said
Robert, the 260 marks to include the 200 marks which Hervey
had pr sly promised W. the Archbishop of Rouen for the

same inf€p#ance. This W. the Archbishop of Rouen must be
the famous i Longchamp who had been left guardian of
the realm duri e King’s absence on the Crusade. Richard
did not return fr is captivity in Germany till March 1194.

The elevation of vey Bagot from the position of a simple
knight to that of a feu@ﬁron appears to have given umbrage
to many of the Staffor Y nts, who considered themselves
superior to him in birth and @ Roger de Somerville who held

arony

two Knights’ fees of th Stafford, refused to pay
homage to him and by&ﬁB eeds ich are printed in Shaw’s
Staffordshire transferred ure b to the Earls of Ferrers.
By the second of these deed illiam of Ferrers warrants
the manors of Wichnor and Sy/é e to}éﬁr de Somerville
against Hervey de Stafford and @ heirs\jf ever. Neither
Hervey Bagot nor his son Hervey de Staffor re able to
collect scutage from their tenants, and in 3 He 1. (1219),
after the death of Hervey, Milicent de Stafford and h vere
forced to invoke the aid of the Crown to collect it. An in

the Pipe Roll of that year shows that Milicent de Staffor
Hervey her son gave .£15 to be quit of all arrears of the scuta

of King John of the fee of Hervey Bagot, the husband of
Milicent, so that the King may obtain all the arrears by means
of his Bailiffs from those who had not paid or made fine for
them. After this date the scutage was collected for several
years by the Sheriff of the County.1

1 | suspect, too, that the Bagots were a Breton family, and the Bretons
were rather looked down upon by the Normans, much in the same way as
the English looked upon the Welsh in former days. Bagot in its original
form of Bagod and Bagoth has a very Celtic appearance, and it is
noteworthy that the field of the early Bagot shields was always ermine, which
is the well-known coat of Brittany.
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carrying out a contract to build a new house for him at Blythefeld
that the house had fallen into ruins, for which he claimed
40 marks as damages. Robert did not appear, and the Sheriff
was ordered to arrest and produce him at the following term.1
The Parliament which met at Shrewsbury in January, 1398,
had important political consequences, for it reversed all the Acts
of the vious Parliament of 1388 which had placed the King
under@ telage of his uncle the Duke of Gloucester ; liberal
supplies also granted to the King, who ruled from this time
as an abso fh}onarch till his deposition in the following year.

The hars vindictive proceedings, however, of the King
after the recoveryoi=his power proved his ruin, and when Henry
of Bolingbroke, the heir of John of Gaunt, “ time-honoured
Lancaster,” landed venspur on the 4th of July, 1399,
ostensibly for the pur f claiming his hereditary estates,
nearly all the gentry of the M@nd Counties joined his standard.
Sir John Bagot was ut do@one of these, for Blithfield
was held under the D of La

er, and he was included in
the Commission of Arra Staffq

;ﬂ}'re in the first year of

the new reign.2 ?

He was also elected one d@ emb Q?(or the County in
the first Parliament of the reig&f Hen%v, his colleague
being Sir Robert Fraunceys of Foremark, co. Q%’ who held
large estates in Staffordshire in right of his Q At this
period Members of Parliament were virtually nomj d and
returned by the Sheriffs of Counties, who were careful / turn
none who were not-well disposed to the ruling powers.

In the following year, viz., 1402, reports were spread that
King Richard was alive, and that a French invasion in his favour
was to take place; the Scots invaded filngland in July, and
Owen Glendower ravaged the Marches of Wales and burnt the
Cathedrals of St. Asaph, Bangor and Llandaff. It was a
critical period for Henry I1V., and in August of this year he
summoned a great Council by writs of Privy Seal to assemble

1 Staff. Hist. Coll.,, Vol. XV, p. 86.

2 Patent Roll, 1 H. IV., printed, Record Series ; the other Commissioners
were Edmund, Earl of Stafford, Sir John Arderne, Sir Robert Fraunceys,
Sir Edward Botiller, Sir Robert Mauveisin, William Walshale, Richard
Hervylle (Herouville), Adam St. Clair and the Sheriff.
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at Westminster on the 15th of August. Besides the Lords
Spiritual and Temporal, from four to eight of the principal
inhabitants of each county or borough were summoned. Those
who received summons from Staffordshire were Sir John Bagot,
Sir Robert Fraunceys, Sir William Neuport and Nicholas
Bradshawe.1

In 1403 the Percies ancl Mortimers formed a confederacy
with n Glendower to restore Richard to the throne if he was
alive, if he was proved to be dead, to place the Earl of
March, fghtful heir by blood, on the throne. On their
march to jdl endower they were intercepted by the King at
Shrewsbury otally defeated on the 23rd of July. The
Commission of for Staffordshire issued by Henry on
this occasion |ncI r John Bagot, and he was doubtless
present at the battle. 5 of the Commission, Edmund Earl of
Stafford and Sir Robert veisin of Ridware, were killed at
Shrewsbury.2

In the foII0W| hn was returned again as
Member for Stafford gue as before being Sir
Robert Fraunceys.

In 1407 he was returne e th?ﬂe his colleague on

this occasion being Sir Willi port

In 1408 he entered into |ndentures @ Sir Thomas
Beaufort,3 the Captain of the Castle of Cala serve as his
lieutenant for a year. By the terms of this inde > was to
find, for the security of the Castle during peace tim self as
a man-at-arms, two fully armed men on foot, and seve%hers
on foot, for which he was to receive 2s. daily for himself, . for
each foot soldier, and 6. for each archer, in addition to a sum
of 1@D§, each quarter, and if war should break out between the
English and French Kings, he was to find three mounted men-

1 Patent Roll, 2 H. IV., printed, Record Series.

2 The Commissioners were the same as those named in the note on
p. 36.

3 Sir Thomas Beaufort was Chancellor of England in 1410, see Vol. XV,
Staff. Hist. Coil., p. 87. He was one of the children of John of Gaunt, by
Catherine Swinford, and was therefore half-brother to the king. He was

created Earl of Dorset in 1411 and Duke of Exeter in 1416 (New Peerage
by G. E. C.).



38 HISTORY OF THE BAGOT FAMILY.

at-arms, including himself, and four armed men on foot, three
archers on horseback and five archers on foot, and for which he
was to receive for himself 2s. a day, for each man-at-arms \2d. a
day, for each armed man on foot and each mounted archer Sd.
a day, and for each archer on foot 6d. a day. And for each of
the mounted men-at-arms the accustomed reward (regarde) and
a half, and for himself a special “regarde” of 10 marks each
quarter. ed 20th June, 9 H. IV. (1408).1 These were the
usual wa war at this period : a knight was paid 2s. ; a
squire, who ays a man-at-arms {homo ad anna), ij.a
day ; the arme on foot {homo armatus) was paid as much
as an archer on ack because he wore armour, and his
equipment was by so more costly than the ordinary man
on foot.2 é

It was no doubt owin official position at Calais that
Sir John Bagot was appointe ths year one of the ambassa-
dors to treat with those @n Burgundy respecting the
affairs of Flanders. The d@ possession of Flanders
in right of his wife, and t ough into intimate trade
relations with England. The & ich will be found
in Rymer, is dated 30th May and ardressed to Sir
Thomas Picworth, Lieutenant of |s Si m Bardolf,
Sir John Bagot, and four others.3 On the nth M@ 1410, Sir
Thomas Pykworth, Sir William Bardolf, and Sir Bagot
were substituted for Sir Richard Aston and two
members of a Commission to prosecute the cause of the
of Rochester and two other clerks against the Duke of Burg
for the arrest of their persons and divers other injuries. On
29th of November of the same year Sir Thomas Picworth,
Lieutenant of Calais, Sir William Bardolf, Sir John Bagot, and
four others were appointed to treat with the Duke of Burgundy
for a truce. Their instructions will be found in the Foedera.4

1 Memorials of the Bagot family (privately printed), 1823.

3 As there is much confusion on this subject, it should be understood that
as regards perso?ial equipment, there was nothing higher than that of a
man-at-arms. Bannerets, Knights and Esquires were all “ men-at-arms” ;
the difference of pay was granted for the larger retinues brought into the
field by the higher ranks.

* Rymer’s Focdera, Vol. VIII, pp. 589, 590. 4 lbid., p. 659.
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At the commencement of the new reign, in 1413, Sir John
was placed in the Household of the young King Henry V. with
the usual retaining fee of 40 marks per annum for the term of
his life.1 At this time he must have been over 56 years of age,
and this appointment confirms the historical tradition that the
young King dismissed the wild companions of his youth and
retained the old servants and wise Ministers of his father. In

the ear he was appointed Sheriff of the county.
T ng King was at Lichfield in the spring of 1414, and
Sir Joh t was in attendance upon him in his double

capacity as ight of the Household and as Sheriff of the
County. Stag;;! ire appears to have been in a state of
chronic warfare, ing to old-standing feuds amongst the
knights and squires&/ﬁe county. Edmund de Ferrers, the lord
of Chartlcy, petitioned ﬁ'ament in 2 1. V. (1414) that Hugh
Erdcswick of Sandon hadg&qysembled a number of armed men

and, accompanied @Thom iffard of Chillington and the
Venables, Davenportes ings of Cheshire, had broken
down his park palings

of his servants. At the
same elate Hugh Erdeswi rliament that Edmund
de Ferrers had assembled body en and had laid in
wait to kill him. The pres@nents indictments laid
before the King will be found in Vol VIl of the
Staffordshire Collections, and fill over twenty-sev@ges of print.
One of these states that the Erdcsw'icks had a ed more
than 1,000 men in 1409, and had marched wit @n into
Derbyshire with a view of Kkilling John Blount of Bart ‘Sgthat
county. Another indictment describes the Myncrs of UttOxeter
as notorious robbers, lying in wait on the roads, and guilty of
many murders. Ralph Marchington, the lord of Caverswall,
had assembled more than 100 men arrayed in manner of war
to prosecute a private quarrel of his own. Sir John Cokayne of
Ashbourne had assembled 200 for the same purpose in order to
resist the malice of Sir Roger Leche of Bobynhill, who had
raised forces to kill him. The Peshalls of Chetwynd had
collected 400 Welshmen and others, and had laid siege to the
Priory of Wenlock, and the Sheriff of co. Salop had been forced to
raise the “ posse ” of the county in order to relieve the Prior, etc.

1 Memorials of the Bagot family.
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the said manors and lands in Newton, Grcnley, Admaston, Ley,
Blythbury, Abbots Bromley, Stafford, Heywode, Dunstall and
the advowson of the church of Blithfield.

Within little more than a year from this date Sir Lewis was
dead, for the Inquisition on his death states he died on the
31st May, 26 H. VIII., which would be the year 1534. At
this date he would be about 74 years of age. The Inquisition
which ,Way taken at Stafford on the 15th of September, 26 H.
VIII. ? states that the said Lewis Bagott on the day of his
death was in fee to the use of the said Lewis for the term
of his life a Voer his decease to the use of Thomas Bagott,
Esquire, son a ir apparent of the said Lewis, and the heirs
of the said Tho of the manors of Blythfyld, held,
Bromley Bagott, an on, in the county aforesaid, and of
100 messuages, 2,000§ S of land, 200 acres of meadow,
1,000 acres of pasture, 1,0(&‘ s of wood, 100 acres of furze and
heath, and £20 rent in thiyid, Id, Bromley Bagott, Colton,
Neweton, Admasto ey, lythbere, Bromley Abbots,
Stafford, Heywod, and tall, c@ tafford, and also of the
advowson of the church of thfyl by a certain charter
made to the said Lewis by s SKr, er, John Otteley,

and William Forster more fully ars. said Lewis died
seised of the said manors in fee to the use vpsaid. After
whose death the said manors, etc., descended to id Thomas
as son and heir of the said Lewis. The mano omley
Bagott and the said tenements in Bromley Bagott, ‘bere,
Heywod, Admaston, Ley, Stafford, and Dunstall are of
Henry, Lord Stafford, of his castle of Stafford, and are h

20/. by the year beyond reprises. The manor of Colton and the
said tenements in Colton are held of George Greysley, knight,
and are worth 26s. 8d. by the year beyond reprises. The manor
of Felde and the said tenements in Felde and Bromley Abbots
are held of the Abbot of Burton on Trent, and are worth 20
marks by the year beyond reprises. The manor of Blythfyld
and the tenements in Blythfyld and Newton, and the advowson
of Blythfyld are held of the Lord the King as of his Honor of
Tutbury, parcel of his Duchy of Lancaster, in socage, hamely, by
fealty only for all services, and they are worth 10/. by the year
beyond reprises. The said Lewis died on the last day of May
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in the 26th year of the reign of the now King, and the said
Thomas Bagott is his son and next heir, and is of the age of
30 years and more.1

Sir Lewis lies buried in the Chancel of Blithfield Church
under an altar tomb on which is depicted his effigy in armour
with a surcoat of the Bagot arms. Two wives are shown on either
side of him and at their feet are the figures of five sons and six
daughl@ Round the edge of the tomb in Gothic letters is the

followin @ription:—
7%
O
/‘O
S .

The name of the oth ife is not mentioned, but on the wall
above the monument are s i@ showing Bagot impaling Curson,
and Bagot impaling tgomenf, pn the monument itself are
shown the arms of B impai stley, Thirkeld impaling
Bagot, Meverel impalin )%)t, a fourth shield2impaling
Bagot. ?

According to Glover’s VisiQ Sir Ws had no less than
five wives, who are described as fgtbws :—}

Emma uxor ejus prima, filia Kniveton.
Anna uxor tertia, filia Nicholai Montgomery @s
Margareta uxor quarta, filia Ricardi Vernon. O.
Uxor quinta, relicta. /

The names of the second and fifth wife are not given%if
the evidence of the shields on the wall above the monume is
to be trusted, the second wife was probably a Curson.

According to the same Visitation, Sir Lewis had issue by
his first wife, Emma3 Kniveton —

1. John Bagot, who married the daughter of Thomas
Boteler, of Beausey, Kt., and died v.p. without leaving
any issue.

2. Jane, married to James Thirkeld.
3. Elena, married to Thomas Meverell.

' Chancery Inquisition, p.m., Vol. LVI, No. 86, Public Record Office.
3 Probably East, of Yardley, see next page.
3 A mistake for Lucy, see ante, p. 55.



68 HISTORY OF THE BAGOT FAMILY.

4. Elizabeth, married to George Est of Yardley.
5. Another daughter, married to Bydolph of Eccleshall.
By his third wife, Anne Montgomery, daughter of Sir
Nicholas Montgomery, Kt., he had, according to Glover :—
1. Thomas Bagot, who succeeded him.
2. Edward Bagot.

3. Stephen Bagot, who married Anne, the daughter of Sir
homas Josceline, Kt., of co. Essex, by whom he had a
ghter Jane, married to ( . . . ) Brereton, the son

rian Brereton, Kt
The mer@ of the family give some additional informa-
tion respecting fhusbands of the daughters of Sir Lewis.
James Thirkel stated to be of Callingwood, Thomas
Meverell is said to be Id Hall, Elizabeth’s husband is styled
George East, Esq., of Yar. /., and Anne’s husband is called John
Bedell, Esq. This must e same person as the Bydolph ot
Eccleshall named in t V|s or the name of Biddulph is

often spelt in this Wa arly ents.
As the Visitation of took within fifty years of the
death of Sir Lewis, and th greed(

ned and certified by
Richard Bagot, his grand ﬁ i

ation it supplies
respecting his wives and chlldr ght t@g authentic. It is
curious therefore that it should not mention eighyrithe Christian
name or surname of his fifth wife who survive and may
have lived for many years afterwards. The om ‘f her
name suggests that the marriage may have been a “m iance ”
contracted in his old age. %
The eldest son John, who died in the lifetime of his father,
leaving no issue, is buried in the chancel of Blithfield Church

under an alabaster slab on which he is shown in armour, with his
wife by his side, and the following- inscription —

Part of the inscription is illegible.
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Thomas Bagot, a.d. 1534 to a.u. 1541.

John, the eldest son of Sir Lewis Bagot, having died in the
lifetime of his father, without leaving any issue, Sir Lewis was
succeeded in 1534 by his second son Thomas, who held the
property for so short a time that very little is known respecting
him. The only notice of him in the Public Records occurs in the
suit bro t against him in the Star Chamber by Thomas Crosse
of Ad&esq_I e of his tenants, which will be found on page 150 of

ies, of the Staffordshire Collections.

It appea;g these proceedings that some years after Sir
Lewis had ma feoffment in favour of his two younger sons
in 1508,1 he had d the premises in Adsall which were to
fall to Edward B% the death of Sir Lewis, to Thomas,
Crosse, the plantiff in t it, for a term of 34 years. This lease
was clearly illegal, for S| is had only a life interest in the

premises, and as Tho S efused to give them up after
the death of Sir Le dwar@got, at the head of a large

body of servants and t@ s of @ws Bagot, forcibly ejected
him in May, 1537. @ O

At the same time he seiz@ catt@ homas Crosse and
drove them to Abbots Bromleyz in the¥riapchise of the Abbot
of Burton, where there was a comrfion pound. {S/N—nas obtained
a writ of replevin from the Sheriff, William Che command-
ing Edward to deliver up the cattle. Edward re to do so
and according to the account of the plaintiff, he@ﬂck at
James Crumpton, one of the men who brought the writ, Wn@ long
piked staff. James warded off the blows with a staff he h
his hands, but the third stroke fell on the head of one John
Dune, one of Edw aid’s men, and indicted a wound of which he died
within twrlve hours; notwithstanding which, the said Edward,
by the maintenance of his kinsfolk and friends, had caused John
Warde, one of Thomas Crosse’s men who was present, to be
indicted and found guilty of the death of the said John Dune,
and the said Thomas Crosse prayed for writs commanding the
defendants to appear before the Council to answer for the riot
and breach of the peace.

Thomas Bagot, Edward, and the other defendants were

1 See Deed in Appendix dated 23 H VII.
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ordered to appear before the Council on the Quin dene of Holy
Trinity.

Edward Bagot in his answer gives a very different account of
the transaction ; he says in it that “ Sir Lewis Bagott, knight, his
father, was seised of the said messuage and lands, amongst other
lands, and by his deed indented bearing date the 15th July,
23 Henry V1. enfeoffed thereof Sir John Montgomery, knight,
Thoma ntgomery, and Ralph Montgomery, their heirs and
assigns r, to the use of the said Sir Lewis for his life, and
after his de the use of the said Edward Bagott for his life,
with remainde&l e right heirs of the said Sir Lewis for ever.
The said Sir Lg‘\died about three years now past. After
whose death the sai ard Bagott now is, and at the day of
the surmised riot wa )ﬁfully seised. The said Edward at
divers times gave gentle ing to the said Thomas Crosse
peaceably to avoid from the essmn of the messuage, and yet
the said Thomas refu Whereupon the said
Edward Bagott and on callecb)a ert Poynton, being of the
age of thirteen years, abo ay last, went peaceably

to the saicl messuage and la peaceably took five
‘besse’ within the same groun@;ﬂage @ and drove the
nd es

same toward the common pou bott omley, near half
a mile from the place where they were taken, as the said
Edward and Robert were driving the same beas ough the

t of
Iy

town of Abbottes Bromley, there came, by the pro
the said Thomas Crosse, the said John Ward u
accompanied with James Crompton, Thomas Cross
younger, and others, and then and there cruelly made assault\dn
the said Edward Bagott and on the said Robert Poynton, and
with force and great cruelty there rescued the said beasts. At
which assault the said John Dune intending to have the
King’'s peace kept, in gentle manner with his cap in his hand
came to the said John Ward and his unlawful company, and
according to his duty commanded the said John Warde and his
company to keep the peace. Notwithstanding which, John
Warde feloniously struck the said John Dune a great stroke on
his head, whereupon the said John died the same day, and so the
said John Ward did wilfully murder the said John Dune, and
was indicted before the Justices of the Peace. The said messuage
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with the appurtenances which be but of the yearly value of four
marks is all the living and ‘fyndyng certen’ that he the said
Edward Bagott has by his father. The said Sir Lewis had only
a state of freehold for life in the premises. Wherefore if any
such lease was by him made the same is now void. Denies that
he struck John Dune.”

Thomas Bagot and the other defendants give a general denial
to thegstatement of Thomas Crosse, and no further notice of the

case has @ found.

Thomas married Jane, the daughter of Richard Astley
of Patshull, by he had issue :

1. Richard B ho succeeded him.
2. John Bagot, pears to have died unmarried, and
3. Margaret, who Ralph Adderley.1

Thomas died 13th May®41, and lies buried with his wife
under an altar tomb j ithfiel rch.

On the tomb is en of a man in armour, over
which is a surcoat with By his side is drawn
the figure of his wife, and b ads the coat of Bagot
impaling Astley ; the stone s msc round the edge as
follows : &

?T}c jncent corpora 3 $omc iiagott filii ct IJcre&& iobin £3agott
ct 3jof)anne uxorts cjtts filte Htearth &sthc .Hrmig Q)Itl qutfccm
OTjomas obttt £H £. the Jttatt &nno tiommt 1541, ct @ouanna

the , , ,

The date of Joan’s death has not been filled in, but %
31st March, 1557.2

Richard Bagot, a.d. 1552 to a.d. 1597.

Blithfield was held in capite of the Duchy of Lancaster, which
at this date was merged in the Crown, and following the usual
custom in such cases, on the occasion of a minority, all the
property of the minor who was in ward to the Crown was taken
into the King’s hands, no matter under whom the lands were
held. This had been the prerogative of the Crown from the

1 Glover’s “ Visitation of Staffordshire,” 1583, Vol. 1l1l, part 2, of Staff.
Hist. Coll., page 40, and Memorials of the Bagot family.
2 Memorials of the BagoJ family, privately printed, p. 109.
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earliest times. Thomas Bagot died in 1541, and amongst the
Royal Grants made in the following year, there is one to John
Jenyns, one of the Gentlemen of the Privy Chamber, granting
him an annuity of£20 from the manors of Bromley Bagot, Blyfield,
Newton, Little Haye and Field, and lands in Bromley Bagod,
Blithbury, Heywood, Leye, Dunstall, Colton, Admaston, Kyn-
ston, and _Kield, co. Stafford, which had belonged to Thomas
Bagott, ed, during the minority of Richard Bagott, son and
heir of the gaiezThomas, together with the wardship and marriage
of the said h ?ed 22nd October, 34 H. VI1II. [1542].1
To obviate t @eat damage and loss to an estate consequent
upon a wardship o the Crown or other superior lord,
was usual at this epo marry the heir during the lifetime of
the father, and this is o ,? the causes of the numerous infant
marriages during the Middl The death of Thomas Bagot
must have been premature an expected, and this precaution
had not been taken in this\chse. Apfiojgst other Royal Grants of
33 H. VIII. [1542], t de to Thomas Earl of
Rutland, of lands in Buckmj ; cester, which Thomas
i by Bellers. Jane,
the widow of Thomas Bago i 557>and as no
b&ri to dower,
she would be entitled to hold one-third of the est{t r her life.
John Jenyns no doubt sold the marriage of thj

&nt heir
for a considerable sum. According to the Visitatio %3,

Richard was married to Mary the daughter of William S s,
Esquire, of Welford, co. Northampton.

The date of the coming of age of Richard is not known w
certainty, but would probably have taken place about the
year 1552, when his first child was born.2 An heir who was in
ward was always married before he came of age, as otherwise no
pressure could be put upon him to accept the choice of his
guardian in chivalry.

In his Memorials of the Bagot family, Lord Bagot describes
this Richard as a man “illustrious for his worth, his friendships
and acquirements.I This may be quite true, but there is always

1 State Papers, printed, Record Series.
2 Margaret Bagot was born lith January, 1552. MS. notes in Memorials
of the Bagot family.
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two sides to every question, and the historical student who
searches the Public Records would be more likely to regard
him as a fanatical adherent of the new religious doctrines, and a
willing if not an obsequious instrument in enforcing the Penal
Statutes of this reign against the Roman Catholic subjects of
the Queen.1

Thexfirst appearance of his name in the Public Records
occur@ 570, when a mandate of Queen Elizabeth directs Sir
Thomas ayne, Sir George Blount! Richard Bagot and John
Gifford to ine a controversy between Sir William Gresley
and Lord Pa Oespectlng a watercourse. Dated 27th October,
1570.2

On the 22nd ‘ebruary, 1575, a letter was sent by the
Council to Sir Ge BJount Thomas Trentham, Richard
Bagott and John Bow /or any three of them, to examine
sundry controversies betw Hugh Erdeswick and Sampson
Erdeswick on the part, @Sampson Watwdode on the
other part, and to se n th ard and return it by Easter
term next.2

Oon the 8th May, 15 Ie te orwarded from the
Council to Sir Walter Aston, erton, Knights, and
to Richard Bagotte and Thom Tren U|res stating

that “ wdiereas a petition had been exhlbl /by Sampson
Walkedene, of the county of Stafford, Gentlem I?tatlng that
whereas Thomas Rawebone, of Stone, Innkeeper, a o others
named, had accused him of speaking slanderous and tr( erous
w'ords against the Queen’s Majesty, the said Sampson kes
suit that the hearing of the matter may be committed to the
Gentlemen above named, which is granted to him, so far as
concerned Her Majesty, who is touched therein, if the report be
true.”2

On the 23rd of February, 1578, an Order of the Privy Council
directs Sir Walter Aston, Kt., Thomas Trentham and Richard
Bagot, Esquires, Justices of the Peace, to make enquiry into
the reception of “ Masse Priestes” disguised in serving men’s

' His eldest son Walter was married to Elizabeth Cave, the niece of Lord
Burleigh the minister.
2 State Papers, printed, Record Series, Addenda temp. Elizabeth.
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apparel, who are secretly received and entertained in sundry
men’s houses, and to advertize their Lordships thereof.”1

On the 28th May, 1579, a letter was sent by the Privy
Council addressed to Thomas Trentham, Richard Baggot and
[Ralph] Aderley, Esquires, to enquire into certain speeches said
to be uttered by John Bowes, and which Thomas Stanley
affirmed have been spoken on the authority of Mr. Mathew
Babingt Tinmore. This mandate of the Privy Council is
one of marfy istances of the espionage practised by Walsingham
and his age ?ﬁing this reign. John Bowes, accused in this
case, was lord ? manor of Elford, and a near neighbour of
Richard Bagot. guent report of these proceedings shews
that John Bowes wa itted of having used any seditious or
slanderous words, and as Stanley, his accuser, was com-
mitted to prison.1 /

On the 27th July, 157{‘ ongst the Acts of the Privy

Council is a letter addr, to Si alter Aston, Kt., and to
the Dean of Lichfield Buc%Thomas Trentham and
Richard Bagot, and any r thr them, to enquire into
“the Popishe stuffe” said to ithin t hedral of Lichfield,
to have it sought out and br befor m, to deface the
same, and cause it to be appraise nd sold”and.to advertise

their Lordships thereof.

On the 18th October of the same year a letter
Thomas Trentham, Richard Bagot and Ralph
Esquires, directing them to enquire into the complaint o
Flyer, of Uttoxeter, that Anthony Aston, Gentleman, of Par
had made “sundry attempts to kill or maim the said Flyer, a
to call the said Aston before them, and bind him over to keep
the peace.”1

An Order of the Privy Council of 5th June, 1580, directs Sir
Walter Aston, Kt., Richard Bagott, Esg., Mathew Cradock and
William Crompton, Gentlemen, to muster the inhabitants of the
town of Stafford.1

In 1581 Sir Walter Aston and Richard Bagot, the Com-
missioners appointed for raising horses in co. Stafford, report to
the Council that many of the gentlemen rated for the keeping of
horses “ had but small livings.”1

1 Acts of the Privy Council, printed, Record Series.
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On the 12th of January, 1645-6, the Committee of Parlia-
ment writes from Derby House to Sir Richard Skeffington and
Colonel Willoughby, their agents in Staffordshire: “ We are
informed that there is some difference lately grown at Lichfield
between Lord Loughborough, Sir Richard Dyer (Dyott) and
Lieut-Colonel Baggot, and that Lord Loughborough was beaten
out thence and is returned to Ashby (de la Zouch), of which
difference gwe conceive some good use might be made by
applicati& the party discontented ; we wish you to make trial
whether up is occasion one of those garrisons might not
be gained fo%rliament,"

Ten days afte@rds the same Committee writes to Colonel
John Bridges, the G(‘ r of Warwick : “ We also desireyou, if

you can find an oppo y,to treat with Bagot, who now has
the command of the Clo Lichfield, ami as we are informed
has denied entrance to Sir 06& Astley, and if you find Bagot
will deliver up that place to t arliament, you may promise
him that we will do our to prg€urgy his father’s reconciliation

with the Parliament, as a @ rewa G himself not exceeding
£2,000.”

In another letter of the sa te nel Bridges they
say, “We have since had confere ith the@er of this, Mr.
Bagotl and conceive him to be &ery fiv" Inst ent to be
employed on that business, and therefore recomm&ST'm to you
for that service.”

It was probably owing to these dissensions that Colo ot
resigned the Governorship of Lichfield and joined the &4QYy’s
forces in the field. In this force he had the command of a
ment of horse. The King left Oxford early in May, 1645, at

the head of about 10,000 men and captured Leicester on the
31st of the same month. Fairfax followed in the wake of the

1 Probably Richard Bagot of Shrewsbury, who was a firm adherent of
Parliament and much employed by that party. ,In August, 1659, at the date
of Sir George Booth’s rising in Cheshire, President W hitelock writes to
Captain Rv-hard Bagot, “ The Council has received yours of the 6th of
August from Shrewsbury, and thanks you for enlisting a troop of 60 horse,
and if you apply to Major-General Lambert he will satisfy your desire
concerning your Lieutenant and Ensign as he has the conduct of the forces
in Shropshire and all the Northern Counties.” (State Papers, printed.)
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royal army, overtook it and totally defeated it at Naseby,
near Market llarborough, on the 14th of June. Simmonds says
in his Diary, “ After the battle of Naseby on the 15th of June,
1645, His Majesty left Ashby de la Zouch and went to Lichfield.
He lay in the Close that night, the horse was quartered in the
villages round about, and some in the City. Here the King left
Colonel Bagott’'s Regiment of Horse, and the stout Governor was
left,vioynded in the right arm. His Majesty marched the next
day, day, to Wolverhampton.1

R Bagot’'s wound was mortal, and he died on the
following y&f July. He was buried in the Cathedral, where a
monument s ists to him, with the following inscription:

%UXTA INEIC SITUS EST

icardus Bagot

Filius % minimus Hervei Bagot
Baronettl Iagrante nuperima
Fana uratlone hujus
ctus Qui in
FATALI NAV NSI PRCELIO
Fort|SS|m ICA TIIALITER

VULNERAT ELEBSLNﬁ_IBUIT
DIE M&IS J 1°
A° Dni MDCXLV. @

A poem, written after his death, details th @meg battles
and skirmishes in which he had been present : Kin dgehlll)
Brentford, Heywood, Hopton, Hopwas, Burton and

With the close of the Civil War, the history of an ancient
family, however socially important, is devoid of any general
interest, unless some future member of it rises to fame or
distinction. It is proposed, therefore, from this point, merely to
enumerate the public employments held by the later generations
of the Bagot family. The names of the wives and children will
be found on the tabular pedigrees which accompany this
history.

Sir Hervey was succeeded by his eldest surviving son, Sir
Edward Bagot, Who was returned as member for the county

1 SimmoncJ’s Diary, Harl. MS., 911, fol. 76.



1o HISTORY OF TIIE BAGOT FAMILY.

in the first Parliament of Charles Il. He died in 1673, aged 56;
and was succeeded by his son,

Sir Walter Bagot, Who became possessed of considerable
estates in the Counties of Denbigh and Merioneth by his
marriage with Jane, the daughter and heiress of Charles Salesbury
of Bachymbydd, co. Denbigh. He represented the County ol
Stafford in seven Parliaments, and died in 1704, aged 60. He

was succeeged by his son, .
Sir d d Bagot, who also married an heiress, Frances,

the only daLfr r of Sir Thomas Wagstaffe, Kt., of Tachbroke
Mallory, co. %’(

He represent e county both before and after his father’s
death in the five Pam“ ts of 1698-1701 (two Parliaments),
1702 and 1705. His CWU in all these Parliaments was Henry
Paget, the eldest son %r.d Paget. Sir Edward died in
1712, aged 39, and was suc e/}&d by his son,

Sir Walter Wagstaffe@agot, who was returned as
member for Newcastle u Lymegin ¥722 and member for the
county in the first Parli Il. in 1727. He con-
tinued member without tion ing the Parliaments
of 1734, 1741, 1747, and up to
when he resigned in favour of

ection of 1754,

ﬁ?st @illiam. In all

these Parliaments his colleague wa illia ev n Gower,
the second son of Lord Gower, and the county %at this

Jepoch to have been a Tory stronghold. In 17 e was
unanimously elected representative of the University o ?Md,
where he was evidently looked upon as a bulwark of the

of England. He died in 1768, in the 66th year of his age. @

He was succeeded by his son,

SIR w ittiam Bagot, the sixth Baronet and first Baron, who
had been elected member for the county at the elections of 1754
and 1761, during his father’s lifetime. In 1768 he was elected for
the third time, his colleague in 1761 and 1768 being Lord Grey ol
Groby, the eldest son of the Earl of Stamford. In 1774 he was
again elected member for the county, but his colleague on this
occasion was a Whig, Sir John Wrottesley.

Sir William took an active part in politics, and was offered
office by Lord North in 1770. This he declined, but continued
a steady supporter of Ministers till the dissolution of Parliament
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filio Milissan, Hugone filio Ricardi, Nicholao de Haytele, Johanne
Clcrico et multis aliis.
(The same seal as on Deeds Nos. 6 and 7.)

Liulf of Tunstall, the witness to the last deed, is now dead, and Hugh
Bagot confirms his son and heir Henry in his father’s tenure for an annual
rent of 4s. 2d. This Henry died shortly afterwards s/>, for by a suit of
12 11. 111., it appears that at that date Richard son of John was heir of
LiuI@cD Tunstal his uncle. The deed is therefore anterior to 1228. (Vol.

f

v, /dshire Collections, 60-61.)

11. 4 ggiant presentes et futuri quod ego Willelmus filius

Stefhani de undestuna pro voluntate et assensu Johannis
hcrcdis mei dedi oncessi et hac presenti carta mea confirmavi
Galfrido filio meo omagio et scrvicio suo duodecim acras

*

terre et dimidiam, il cilicet quas Johannes filius Oseberni
aliquando tenuit in felg‘ t hereditate sibi ct heredibus suis.
Tencndas et habend dc@e eredibus meis libere ct quiete
et pacifice in omni&? 'berta@ ct communiis et assiamentis
in villa de Edmunesd& rtinc s annuatim in de reddendo
ipse ct hcredcs sui mihifep hered eis duodccim dcnarios
pro omni servicio, etc. l}‘%/éstibu gone Bagot, domino
Henrico de Blitefeld,1 Galfri c@ Bol&Willelmo Griffin de
Colton, llugone filio T. . . .de Coltona W@no filio Nicolai,

Willclmo le Spir et multis aliis.
Endorsed Admaston. (Seal destro

By another deed in thirteenth century writing William son of@l iam de
Edmundeston grants to Gcoffry son of Robert de Edmundcston @g}oft in
Edmundeston called Ic Ledycroft and seals with a shield showing three
bends sinister. In these deeds Admaston appears as a separate manor.

1 The prefix “dominus” here denotes a Knight and the same Henry dc
Blithfield occurs as a Knight Juror at the Assizes of 12 H. Ill. (1228). (Sec
Vol. 1V of Staffordshire Collections, p. 74.)

12, Sciant omnes presentcs et futuri quod ego Hugo Bagot dedi
etc. Ricardo filio Alcxandri dc Bromlega et hercdibus suis, pro
homagio et servitio suo totam mcdietatem tcrrc in Tonestalc
quam Liulfus quondam tenuit in eadem villa, illam scilicet
mcdictatcm quam Johannes filius Osberti dc Lockeslega
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guondam tenuit, Habendam et tenendam sibi et heredibus suis
de me et de meis heredibus libere integre et quiete et hered -
tarie cum omnibus ad eandem terram pertinentibus in bosco
et piano, etc. Reddendo inde annuatim idem Ricardus et
hercdes sui mihi et heredibus meis viginti quinque denarios ad
duos anni terminos, etc. Hiis testibus Willelmo Bagot,1Stephano
Meverel,3 Jacobo de Blythefeld,3 Hugone de Colton, Willelmo
Griffin, Wi mo Wymer, Nicholao de Ambricton, Willelmo de
Weston ¢ ?Ket multis aliis.

/ (Seal gone.)
1 Probably Will. fI@t of Hide.

2 Stephen Mevere ﬁs as a Knight as early as 1220, and was alive in
1243. (See Staffordshire ctions, Vol. 1V, pp. 11 and 96.)

3 James de Blithfield of Blithfield in 1234, and was dead
in 1255. (Deeds and Staffords Collectlons Vol. 1V, p. 172)

13 Sciant omne
dcdi, etc. Rogero de Ton
servitio suo quoddam cro

sentes turi quod ego Hugo Bagot
et h Haus suis pro homagio et

qu icardus frater suus
aliguando tenuit in villa de ale g?se extendit super
gardinum ipsius Rogeri cum om#i d ill ftum pertinen-
tibus et unam dimidiam acram que f aliqu Alexandri filii
Roberti cum pertinentiis. Habendum et tenendu ini et here-
dibus suis de me et de meis heredibus libere, integr quietc
cum omnibus libertatibus, aisimentis et liberis com%ad
eandem terram pertinentibus infra villam de Tonestale et ,
etc. Reddendo inde annuatim idem Rogerus et heredes
mihi et heredibus meis septem denarios pro omni servitio, etc:
Hiis testibus Rogcro de Fenncshay, Waltero fratre suo Nicholao
de Haitelega, Hugone filio Matilde, Willelmo de Tonestale,
Ricardo fratre suo et aliis.

(Seal gone.)

14. Sciant omnes presentes et futuri quod ego Hugo Bagot
conccssi, etc., Rogero de Tonestale filio Alexandri de Bromle et
heredibus suis tresdccim acras terre in pois (sic) apud Tonestale
cum pertinentiis suis quas Alexandrus filius Roberti de Tonestale
cum eodem Rogero eschambiavit. Habendas et tenendas ipsi
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Rogero ct heredibus suis hereditarie per annualem servitium
quid mihi ct heredibus meis dc predicta terra cum pertinentiis
suis pcrtinet sicut carta ipsius Mexandri quam idem Rogerus dc
eo habet testatur, Et ut, etc. 1liis tcstibus llugone filio Matilde,
Waltero dc Fenneshay, Ricardo de Toncstalc, Willclmo fratre
suo, Nicholao de llaytclcga, Thonaa da Haytelcga, Alano fratre
suo, Johanne filio llawis dc Bromlega et multis aliis.

@ (Seal gone.)
(7

15. %nt omnes prescntes ct futuri quod ego Hugo Bagot
dedi etc. RO w de Koundeslega ct hercdibus suis pro homagio

et servitio suo ﬁacras tcrre et unam rodam videlicet tres acras
terre in Wichien subtus parcum domini scilicet de triginta
perticatis et duobu n‘gitudine et decern in latitudine, et ex
parte nemoris versul rtum ipsius Robecrli scilicet juxta
assartum suum trcs perti a@terre et ex altera parte ipsius assarti
sui versus brueram idiam a quelibet perticata viginti et
unius pedis et dimid#¥ dabelcﬂ‘l et tenendas sibi ct heredibus
suis de me et de meis ibus Ibr , integre, et quiete in feudo
et hereditate cum omnibu rtatiﬁ( aysiamentis ad eandem
terram pertinentibus salva herg meis libertatem nos
cmendandi in terris, et in aquis oscis nis et in omni-
bus locis sine columpnia ipsius Robcrti e redum suorum
Reddendo inde annuatim idem Robertus et he/éees sui mihi et
heredibus meis sex denarios et unum obolum 0s anni
tcrminos, etc. Pro hac autem donatione et concessm huius
carte confirmatione dedit mihi idem Robertus decer octo
solidos. Et ego, etc. (clause of warranty). lliis testibus gero
de Vernai, Waltero de Fenneshai, Rogero fratre suo, Ricardo de

Tonestal, Willelmo fratre suo, Thoma de Haitele, Xicholao de
llaitele et multis aliis.

(Seal destroyed.)

16. Sciant prcsentes et futuri quod ego Hugo Bagotus dedi,
Rogero de Tunstal filio Alexandri de Bromic et heredibus suis
vcl assignatis suis et corum hercdibus pro homagio et servicio
suo unum mesuagium et duas acras terre quc fuerunt quondam
Willelmi Fabri et quatuor acras terre et dimidiam subtus hayam
de Tonestal extendenLes de Alreschae usque Tonestal in longi-

etc.,
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ex parte una et viam que ducit de Bromlegh Bagot versus
Coundesleye ex altera. Do etiam et concedo eidem Hugoni
communam pasture ad viginti et quatuor averia cujuscunque
generis voluerit per omnes terras meas et totum dominum
meum exceptam in defensis meis. Habendas et tenendas prefato
Hugoni ad totam vitam suam de me et heredibus meis libere
quiete, etc. Reddendo inde michi et heredibus meis a festo
Sanc@chalis proximo futuro pro quadraginta annos proximos

seque decern denarios ad duos anni terminos, etc. et post
terminu raginta annorum viginti solidos ad terminos
supra nhomi ad totam vitam ipsius Hugonis, etc. Preterea

concedo quod ﬁictus Hugo possit predictas quinque acras
terre assartare et @dem edificare vel in cultura redigere seu
non assartatas tene@ o voluntate sua et in defenso toto
tempore anni optiner /e‘(iam durante termino predicto totum
edificium amovere et ubleﬁ‘ ue voluerit sine calumpnia mea
vel heredum meoru b re.etc. Hiis testibus Ricardo
domino de Blithef Radul@e Hampton, Willelmo de

Neuton, Ricardo filio wlelmi Oeuton, Roberto del Hul
de Bromlegh Abbatis, Ric@deTu tp4 et aliis. Datum quarto

decimo die Octobris ann@i R@?‘Edwardi filii Regis

Edwardi decimo. (1316.) Q
(Seal destroyed.) @

59. Sciant presentes et futuri quod ego Ric@§ dominus
de Blithefeld dedi, etc. Ricardo filio Roberti Bago/ Clif

omnia mesuagia terras et tenementa mea redditus et s cia
omnimoda cum pertinentiis in Bromleye Bagot exceptis duabus
placeis terre, bosci et pasture cum pertinentiis que vocantur Le
Brandegreves. Dedi etiam et concessi dicto Ricardo filio Roberti
Bagot totam illam placeam terre prati et pasture cum pertinentiis
in Kyngestone que vocatur Schyrholt. Habenda et tenenda
omnia predicta mesuagia, terras et tenementa redditus et servicia
omnimoda cum pertinentiis dicto Ricardo filio Roberti et here-
dibus de se exeuntibus de me et heredibus meis libere quiete,
bene et in pace in perpetuum. Reddendo inde annuatim dictus
Ricardus filius Roberti et heredes sui predicti michi et heredibus
meis decern marcas argenti in festo Annunciationis Beate Marie
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et Sancti Michalis per equali portionc dividendas. Et faciendo
pro me et heredibus meis capitalibus dominis feodi servicia que
ad dicta tenementa pertinent por omnibus. Et si dictus Ricardus
obicrit sine herede de se exeunte, volo et concedo pro me et
heredibus meis quod omnia predicta mcsuagia, terre et tene-
menta redditus et servicia omnimoda cum pertinentiis Isolde
sorori dicti Ricardi filii Roberti Bagot et heredibus de se exeunti-

bus neant in perpetuum, etc. Hiis testibus Radulfo de
Hamptos,-Roberto de Hampton, Radulfo clerico de Bromleye
Abbatc, del Hul de eadem, Ricardo de Falde et aliis.

Data apud Icye Bagot die mcrcurii proxima ante festum
Sancti Marci Q eliste anno regni Regis Edvvardi filii Regis
Edwardi decimo. ril, 1317.)

(A small round of white wax, device obliterated, but

non-armorial.) //,

60. Sciant p es et%i gquod ego Johannes Bagod
dominus de Bromleye d d tc. Ricardo filio Rogeri le

Sthesscher de eadem ct ibus c assignatis quatuor-

decim acras vasti mei in le %de uratas per perticam

viginti pedum, jacentes scilicet in gitud##€ intgrviam ducentem

versus le Clifhalle ex una parte et boscum e proprium ex

altera et extendit de campo Ricardi Bagod u ?ad boscum
uard

meum. Habendas et tenendas predictas quat fiepfm acras
vasti ad colendum vel pascendum in separali et de omni
tempore anni cum tota vestura superastante cum bus

libertatibus, aysiamentis liberisque communis et aliis suis
pertinentibus de me et heredibus meis dicto Ricardo et heredibus
suis ac assignatis, libere bene et in pace in perpetuum.
Reddendo inde annuatim mihi et hcredibus meis a festo Sancti
Michalis Archangeli anno regni Regis Edwardi filii Regis
Edwardi undecimo pro quadraginta annos extunc proximo
sequentes duos solidos argenti ad duos anni terminos etc. Et
post predictos quadraginta annos plenarie complctos quicunque
predictam terram [ . . . ] tcnere voluerint reddcnt inde
annuatim mihi et heredibus meis decern libras argenti etc. Item
si predictus Ricardus aliguam domum in predicta terra edifi-
caverit, liceat eidem 'vel heredibus suis seu assignatis eandem



HISTORY OF THE BAGOT FAMILY. 187

feld, Ricardo de Neuton, Ricardo filio Nicholai de Haitcle,
Rogero Philippe de eadem, Johanne de Condeslegh et aliis.
Datum apud Bromley Bagod die dominica in festo Penticoste
anno regni Regis Edwardi tertii a conquestu primo. (1327.)

By another deed, dated lO OI te wife of Hugh son of
William de Rideware- Mauvesm Ias de Haleghton of
Bromley Bagot, all her rights in ale ( ) within the fee of

Bromley Bagot. (Original deed at Blit

62. Notum sit omnibus Chrispi fidelibus me %um filium
Roberti Bagot del Clyf remississe, relaxasse etc. Ri }'5 filio
Roberti de Hampton et heredibus suis totum jus et cl m
quod habeo vel habui seu aliauo modo habere potero in\Jllis
duabus placeis terre bosci et pasture cum pertinentiis in
Bromleyebagot que vocantur le Brandegreves. Ita videlicet etc.
Hiis testibus Johanne domino de Bromleybagot, Ricardo
domino de Blythefeld, Radulfo de Hampton, Ricardo filio Luce
de Hayteleye, Nicholao Aleyn de Hayteleye, Willelmo le Decun
de Hayteleye, Rogero filio Philippi de Hayteleye et aliis. Data
apud Bromleyebagot die Sabbati proxima post festum Sancti
Gregorii Pape Anno regni Regis Edwardi tertii a conquestu
quarto. (1330.)

(A small round seal, non-armorial.)
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69. Omnibus Chrispi fidelibus etc. Radulphus filius et heres
domini Johannis Bagod de Bromlegh Bagod salutem in domino.
Noveritis me remississe et relaxasse pro me et heredibus meis
Willelmo del Schawe de Bromlegh predicti ad totam vitam
suam omnes terras et tenementa cum pertinentiis que et quas
Radulphus Bagod quondam tenuit in eadem, que et quas idem
Willelmus tenet de dimissione Eglene matris mee per quoddam
script ibi confectum in hec verba, “Omnibus Chrispi
fidelibu quos presens scriptum pervenerit, Eglina relicta
domini Jo agod militis salutemetc.” {HerefollowsEglinas
deed as alrea iven, dated from Aytlesale near Bromle Bagod
on the Sunday t st of St. fames, 24 E. I1l.) Istam vero
concessionem et do em inspexi et illam pro me et heredibus
meis dicto WiIIeImokgp otam vitam suam ratificavi et con-
firmavi per hoc scriptu / eddendo inde annuatim michi et
heredibus meis duos flores sequios ad duos anni terminos,

videlicet unum florerr@esto S { Johannis Baptiste et unum
florem in festo Sancti @ni pr ibus servitiis secularibus,
exactionibus et demandis agwe v eredes meos solventibus
etc. In cujus rei testim hu /?ri to relaxations et
confirmationis sigillum meu Sui. %testibus, Johanne
le locus de Bromle abbatis, Will o de tt Willelmo le

Deken de Hayteleye, Henrico de Coundesldz%/illelmo de

Bromlegh, clerico et aliis. Datum apud Bromle Ba ie Veneris
proximo post festum Sancti Barnabe apostolici ann %.Regis
Edvvardi tertii post conquestum vicesimo nono. (12 J 55.)

\Y

(A small shield of green wax showing a shield with a bend
on it, inscription illegible.)
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70. Omnibus Chrispi fidelibus etc. Willelmus del Pounfreit
miles de Bromlegh Bagod et Egleina uxor mea, salutem in
domino. Noverit universitas vestra nos unanimi assensu et
consensu concessisse et tradidisse Willelmo del Shawe de
Bromlegh totum illud tenementum cum domibus, gardinis,
curtilagiis cum bosco crescente et aliis pertinentiis suis in eadem
quod fuit quondam Ricardi le Spenser prout includitur haiis
vivis et fgsgatis et quod idem Ricardus adquisivit de domino
Johanne@ d ad terminum vite. Habendum et tenendum
dictum ter%n m cum pertinentiis predicto Willelmo et
heredibus sui ssignatis ad totam vitam predicte Eglene,
libere, bene et @ ace etc. per servitium unius floris rose
solvendum per anrz‘ d festum Sancte Margarete etc. In
cujus rei testimonium cripto ego dominus Willelmus del
Pounfreit sigillum meum/éuosui. Hiis testibus, Willelmo de
Sutton, Ricardo de Ham( Johanne le Coc de Bromle,
Henrico le Cocus de _eade WillelImo Clerico de eadem.
Datum apud Bromle (B§god digf Javis proximo post festum
apostolicorum Petri et P anno @ni Regis Edwardi tertii
post conquestum vicesimo néngy (2 July,s1355.)

(Seal of red wax, t bars @ ield.)
o 4

71. Omnibus Chrispi fidelibus etc. Radul@filius et heres
Johannis Bagod militis salutem in domino. Noveriti e dedisse
etc. Andree Bagod totam terram que fuit quondam Rob
in Attesale in feodo de Bromle Bagod. Habenda et tene
ptedicta terra predicto Andree ad totam vitam suam |
guiete bene et in pace de capitalibus dominis feodi illius
servicia inde debita et de jure consueta. Et ego vero Radulphus
etc. (clause of warranty). Hiis testibus Johanne Koc, Willelmo
del Schawe, Willelmo le Smyth, Adam Kartewright et aliis.
Datum apud Bromle Bagod die Jovis proximo post festum
Sancti Mathei anno regni regis Edwardi tertii post conquestum
tricesimo quinto. (1361.)
(Small seal of red wax, shewing a bend on a shield.)

72. Sciant presentes et futuri quod ego Johannes Bagot miles
dedi etc. Johanni Morel de Bromle Bagot unam placeam terre in
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Annexed to the deed is the following Schedule, of which the
spelling has been modernised.

The intent of this feoffment, whercunto this Schedule tri-
partite is annexed, is this, that my said feoffees Sir John Mounto-
gomery, Knight, 1jiomas Mountogomcry, Rauf Mountogomcry,
and their heirs shall stand and be seised and enfeoffed in all the
foresaid mescs, orchard, lands arable, meadows, lesocs, and
pastures, tofts and crofts, and all other their appurtenances anti
prem@ in Bromley bagott, Admaston, Newton, Grenlcy,
Staffor reley and Adesalle in the County of Stafford, to the
use of m(%id Sir Lowes, for the term of my life without

impeachmen @ aste; and after my decease my said feoffees
and their heirs i@«and and be seised of and in, all the afore-
said meses, orcha ove) to the use of Thomas Bagot and
Edward Bagot, my %et sons, in manner and form ensuing,
that is to wit, to stand avﬁ"be seised of and in all the aforesaid
mescs, orchards, etc. _(as @ore, to the use of the aforesaid

Thomas Bagot and t heir leg of his body lawfully begotten,
and for default of suchguissue m e remainder thereof to my
younger son Edward and’tg’the h les of his body lawfully

begotten, the remainder the/@ de @ f such issue to the
right heirs of me, the said Sir S, forf}vmore. And also |
will that the said Thomas my so&wve e af aid messuage
with its appurtenances in Beyrcley aforesaid t@yearly value
of 40A for the term of his natural life, so that i iately after
his decease the said messuage and its appurtenance ‘remain
to the right heirs of me, the said Sir Lowes, for ever. / o the
intent of the said feoffment is that my said feoffees and&eir
heirs shall stand and be seised of and in a mese with its
appurtenances in Adesalle, now in the holding of Robert
Fclkyns, to the yearly value of four marks over all charges to the
use of the aforesaid Edward Bagot, my younger son, for the
term of his natural life; the remainder thereof to the right heirs
of me, the said Sir Lowes, for ever, provided always that the
said feoffment and willc nor either of them nor anything in them
contained shall not be prejudicial nor hurtful to wife or wives of
me, the said Sir Lowes, for their lawful dower or dowers of and

in the premises.
(Seal destroyed.)
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RENTAL (A.D. 1402)

OF BLITHFIELD, BROMLEY BAGOT, TUNSTALL, HEATLY AND
TENEMENTS IN COLTON AND ABBOTS BROMLEY.1

Bll&%}ﬂ—Die lune proximo post festum Purificacionis

beate ginis anno regni regis Henrici quarti post
Conquestum ie tercio. (1402.)
Adam de .... Sale Ier tenet unum tenementum vocatum

Shepecetyord Jacens a que ducit de Hampton versus
Blithefeld ac ii parcellas e jacentes in le chirchefeld libere

per cartam et reddit inde pe um vid. ad duos anni terminos
viz. ad festum annunci &te Marie et Sancti Michaelis

equis porcionibus et iifa vid.
Henncus Gamel tenet un
libere per cartam et reddi
supradictos et ii apparencias. :tenet asturam vocatam

Le Prustehay ad voluntatem de per annum

et réd fl
vL. ,# . ixs. iiiN\d.
Radulphus Lombe tenet unam acram ati libe @tam de

jure uxoris sue et reddit inde per annum vid. ad termi dictos

certa terras ac prata
er a ms. iiiid. ad terminos

et ii apparencias . Q
Willelmus Atesale tenet unum croftum vocatum Le Rudyng

per cartam et reddit inde per annum xviih/. ad terminos pre }

et ii apparencias 'nid.
Radulphus Melewarte tenet unam parcellam pasture vocatam Clabur-

sley libere per cartam et reddit inde per annum iiid. ad terminos

predictos et tenet certas terras vocatas Asteleycroft libere per

cartam et reddit inde per annum xxiiihf. ad terminos predictos et ii

APPATENCIAS oo e e iij. iiid.
Willelmus Colyn tenet unum messuagium et ij acras terre libere per

cartam et reddit inde per annum xiid. ad terminos predictos et

sectam curie et tenet unum croftum vocatum Scoutescroft libere

et reddit per annum id.. T, xiih/.
Nicolaus Bot tenet iii acras terre libere per cartam et reddit inde per

1 Transcribed from a copy made from the original at Blithfield by
Mr. J. Jeayes.
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annum Xxix;/. ob. ad terminos predictos et ii apparencias. Et
tenet unam pasturam vocatam Ondroucshay et i acram terre ad
terminum vite sue ultra, et reddit inde per annum iiijj. viid. et
sectam Curie de tribus in tres.. . .vis. il
Ricardus de Conde tenet unum messuagium et certa terras et prata
' et pasturas ad terminum vite sue et reddit inde per annum Xxxvij.
et sectam curie de tribus in tres . . ... XXVU.
Willelmus Hare tenet ccrta terras ct prata libcrc per cartam et rcddit

inde per annum xvii;/. ob. ad terminos predictos et ii apparencias

num . . xvii;/. ob.
Joha rsonesmon tenet unum messuagium libere per cartam et

red er annum Xxii;/. ob. ad terminos predictos et ii appar-

enma . xii;/. ob.
Willelmus . I tenet unum messuagium et certa terras et prata

ad volunta mini et reddit inde per annum xis. et sectam

curie de tribus ? ct tenet i parcellam prati infra aquam de
Blitha et reddit @ . Xiij. iiiid.

Ricardus Smyth tenet uné essuagium et iii acras terrc libere per

cartam, et reddit inde num xvd. ob. ad terminos prcdictos

et ii apparencias @ . Xvo. ob.
.............. Parkyn tenet L@ mesua et ccrta terras ac prata

vocatu Berlay ad | tatcmm'ni et reddit indc xL. et ii

apparencias . xlr.
Johannes Orgrave tenet unu uaglu ta terras ac prata ad

voluntatem domini et reddi @ x ii apparencias et

tenet unam pasturam voca frlthc oluntatem domini

et reddit inde per annum niLr. Et t v seli S te in Chirche-

fcld et reddit'per annum xii;/. XVij.
Willelmus Colrnon tenet unum mesuagium et unam acr rre libere

per cartam ct rcddit inde per annum xvi;/. et ii appa Et

tenet xiiii seliones terre in Ic Walfcld, et iiii in Ho

voluntatem domini et reddit per annum iij. iiiid. Et @

mesuagium cum terris ac pratis adjacentibus in Stev @

quondam Jacobi dc Stevynton ad voluntatem domini et rcddit

annum xs. Et tenet certas terras etc. in feodo sibi et hercdibus

suis de prcdicto mesuagio quondam Jacobi de Stevynton et reddit

per annum Vild. 0D ..o xiiiij. iiid. ob.
Johannes de Stevynton tenet unum mesuagium liberc per cartam et

reddit per annum id. et ii apparencias. Et tenet Le Wardeacrc

ad voluntatem domini et rcddit per annum xii;/. ... ..o Xiiigl.
Radulphus Mulward tenet unum mesuagium et certa terras ac prata ct

unum ortum vocatum Brandthard ad voluntatcm domini et reddit

per annum xviiv. xid. ... xviij.virt.
Robertus Flamsted tenet i mesuagium et certa terras ac prata ad

voluntatem domini et reddit per annum \iv. iiiid. et ii apparencias

viv. iiii;/.
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Page 6, ((
Staffo

Breton co
Bagot.

b r. Horace Round informs me that the following names of
Wenants seem to be Breton, but he is not aware of any
@ion to account for the facts. He appears doubtful about

O Domesday tenants.

Cadio, lwein, '~ Hervey, Helio, Tanio, Glodven and perhaps

»
Gulfer? Early Staffo 7i e Deeds, in Vol. Il of Staff. Coll. Ludicail
(Judicail), Brien, Carngolt:&hel, Enisan, Gernagued, Conan, Dunewal,

Hervey, Alan, Briengson adiou.
& Liber r@f 1166,

Ralf B@ and RL@iis de Dulerna.
Pages 24, 25. Lucy the fir of J%agot was dead before 1325,
i

leaving no issue, for by a vied . 11. (1325) the manor ot
Bromley Bagot was settled on D@Bagot gnes his wife and the
heirs of their bodies and failing stith, on the rightthejrs of John Bagot
for ever. (Pedes Finium, Wm. Salt Transcripts.

Page 62, note 2. The date of this deed is 37 H. VI. (1 @ See Parker’s
History of Colton, p. 366. Mr. Parker also shows that K @ s a small
manor in Mauvesin Ridware, named after Sir WiIIiam/éby, who
married the heiress.

Page 63, line 6 from bottom of page. The Bagot deeds show Alianora was
the only daughter of John Bagot.'by his second wife Agnes.

Page 64, line 5 for page 55 read page 57.

Page 67. [Sir Lewis Bagot's monument.] Lucy Kniveton, the first wife of
Sir Lewis Bagot, is figured (head only) on the monument of Sir Lewis
between him and his second wife Emma Kniveton. Her head also
appears in the west window of the Tower in a similar position. The
glass of this window, according to Ashmole, was originally in “ the North
window of the middle lie,” apparently one of the windows of the North
Clerestory, which was built about 1510. The present inscription can be
shewn to be a cunningly arranged patchwork put together probably by
Hardman when the glass was placed in this window about i860. The



222 ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA.

original inscription as given by Vincent (Salt Society Transcript, p. 23)
was

* (Orate pro fcliti statu tmi Tnbobiti Jkigot militis rt biit gillie tnoris tjus ct pro
nnimabus Ittagistrc Tntir ct bile (Smrnc nrot tun cjus.”

This inscription extended over the whole length of three lights of one of the
Clerestory windows, the middle light being occupied by a man with the
Bagot coat of arms (this figure is no longer extant) his wives being
presumably on either side of him. These two dames, now in the west
window, wear their family coat of arms, viz.,, Kniveton and Montgomery.1

Page 67, I@for “ Two wives are shewn on either side of him,” read, “ His
three ves are shewn, two on his right hand and one on his left,”
evidently three as those represented in the west window of the
Tower.

At the feet of the le t@d figure, presumably that of Anne Montgomery, are
the figures of four Ms‘ nd four daughters. Of these, three of the males
are similar in size @2 dress of hair, the other is larger, has an
ermine edging to his ro has a different arrangement of the hair.
Of the four female figures‘t re dressed alike and have no coifs, two
have coifs not quite similar tf/c other. There is reason to suppose
that the tomb was erected A.D. 1 This would have been after the
death of the eldest'son J@vho die@, and may have been before the
marriage of two of the f ghter 1£.this may be assumed, then
the three similar male figur& esent A@ Montgomery’'s three sons,
who would be from nine to thirtden year r@fnge, Thomas the heir

being designated by the ermine e his s#he fourth and larger
male with the longer hair would be ceased s#ohn aged about
t

thirty at the time of his death. The female ith ifs would be
the two married daughters, Jane Thirkeld and Eleanor @ 11, the two
without coifs Elizabeth and Anne, not yet married. lizabeth's

the blank on the dexter side of the last of the shields of /ﬁree
daughters beneath.)

The eleven children depicted at the feet of the wife on Sir Lewis’s
hand probably represent grandchildren. As the first of the boys has an
ermine edge to his gown, he may represent a son of John who for
a time was heir apparent and died vita avi, the other four boys being
sons of daughters. (Note by the Rev. D. S. Murray, Rector of
Blithfield).

marriage with East may have been arranged but not celeb Wence

Page 67, line 15. Delete lines 15, 16, 17, viz.,, the paragraph commencing,
“ The names of the second and fifth wife are not given,” for there is no
doubt of the evidence of the two Kniveton wives, Lucy and Emma, and

Apparently it was not considered necessary to repeat the Kniveton coat twice
over, and the two first wives, Lucy and Emma, are rolled into one. Itis curious, too,
to note the difference in the designation of the two wives. Sir Lewis was not
a knight during the lifetime of Lucy, and she is designated magistra only.
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the Bagot-Curson shield on the wall above is put up for Sir Lewis’
father. Above this and the two adjoining altar tombs there is a similar
arrangement of shields, three above each and all having been placed at
the same time when the third tomb, viz.,, that of Richard, was
erected about a.d. 1600. In each case the coat of the deceased is fixed
in the middle, his father’'s coat on the left and his wife's father on the
right. (Note by the Rev. D. S. Murray.)
Page 67, line 10. Quc vcro Anna obiit 4 Sept., 1514. Itis difficult to account
for this statement, for Shaw, Vol. Il, p. 286, in describing Patshull
Ch , has theTollowing, “ Inscribed on an alabaster gravestone laid on
t& h side of the altar is ” Hie jacct corpus Anne Bagot uxoris
I.od@agot de Blithfield militis que obiit quarto die Septembris anno

domini#j @no quingentesimo X 111 {sic) cujus animapropitietur Dens.
Amen. A shmole gives the position and inscription of this
monument Patshull) practically identically. 1 can only conjecture

that Sir Lewis 0t changed his mind after ordering the Blithfield
monument, and b QS& nne at Patshull, the date being added to the
Blithfield monumen opheeyears later, when the mistake may easily
have originated. (Not Me Rev. D. S. Murray.)

Page 7j, line 11. The Memoria@f the Bagot family, p. 24, names an elder
daughter of Thom ot, naC?’]ane, married to a Broughton {ex
inf. : Rev. D. S. M

Page 71, note 2. The page Men@ s of the Bagot family quoted
should be 24 not 109 as pri .
s” re@fﬂ’ O/
Page 77, line 10,for “ was” read “ wefeh ‘P

Page 94, line 11, for 1652 read 1660. &9/

Page 83, line 4, for 15571read 1557s. < ’
Page 83, line 5, for 15581read 1558s. O/‘

Page 83, line 8, for Essexlread Essex3

Page 72, bottom line, for “ i

Page 83, note 1. The reference to the dates of birth of Walter and ony
Bagot should be Glover’s Visitation printed in the third volume of
Staffordshire Collections,-part 2, p. 41, the Blithfield Register only gives
the date of the christening of Walter on the 26th of October, 1557.

Page 104, line 17, for “ El'zabeth ” read “ Mary.”

Page 105, line 3, for “ Elizabeth ” read “ Mary.”

Page 106. In the lines quoted from “ Marmion,”_/iv “old Cathedral” read
“ fair Cathedral.”

Page 108, note. The will of Richard Bagott of Drayton in Hales, co. Salop,
gentleman, was dated 21 November, 1617, and proved 11 June, 1618, at
Lichfield. The will names his sons Richard and George, his daughter
Sara, his son-in-law Edward Montgomery, and the testator’s wife
Elizabeth {ex inf. : Win. Fowler Carter, Esqr.)
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Page 113. The Nicolas Roll of Arms, the date of which is supposed to be
1337-50, has the following: “ Monsr. Bagot porte d’ermine, sur bend gules
trois egles d'or,” and for Bradburne, “ d'argent a un bend gules trois
mollets d’or perces.”

Page 116. Tabular pedigree, line 6, the line ot descent printed over Milicent
de Stafford should be over Hervey Bagot.

Page 119. (Tabular pedigree) :—
Sir Walter Bagot was buried 23 February, 1705. (New style.)
Sir Edward Bagot was born 21 January, 1674. (New style.)
Elizabgtly, Haughter of Sir Walter Bagot was baptized 17 March, 1675.

( le.)
Her youn f Anne was born, 11 February, 1680. (New style.)
ﬁ

Page 120. (Tabu igree)
William, 1st Lo ﬁot, was born 28 February, 1729. (New style.)

Anne, the second of Sir Walter Wagstaffe Bagot, was born
1727. (New sty

(Ex inf : Rev.D. S. M N .
Page 129, note 2, for “ Coppenh /ead “ Bromley.”
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ON THE IDENTIFICATION OF THE
DOMESDAY MONETVILE.

In Domesda k 249 b, (col. 2) an entry, of which | give
the following tr @1 appears under the heading of Stafford-
shire —

The same R\ de Stafford”™ holds in MONETVILE one
hide, and Walter an ger hold it of him. Earl Edwin
held it. There is land f two ploughs. They are there on
the demesne wit ht bo a There are tzvo acres of
meadow. It is w n shi

Of this place Eytonl ks (p : *MONETVILE, how
obsolete, follows. There |s e mp hat its Domesday

status and situation were proxi @ly asﬁe of Rickerscote,
but the note as to its being a appendage@ Bradley is
wanting.”

Although the Hundred rubrication occurs fu@ olumn
further back, there can be little doubt that Monetvil@s, like
Ricardescote which immediately piecedes it, in Cu ne
Hundred, as the latter hamlet is to this day.2

To the best of my belief, after its appearance in Domesday
Book, Monetvile disappears from history together with Walter
and Ansger, neither of whom occurs again among Robert de
Stafford’s Domesday tenants, at any rate, in Staffordshire3 or
Warwickshire.

1 Domesday Studies, etc., the Staffordshire Survey.

2 | have no doubt as to this ; at the same time, my experience has been
that the last-named in a Domesday list of estates is not unlikely to appear
there regardless of any order, having, perhaps, been accidentally omitted in
some earlier part of the list.

3 | say this of Staffordshire in reliance on Eyton. Walter is indexed by
him as occurring (apparently) twice on Table V, but I cannot discover more

Q2
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Turning now to the late Mr. Mazzinghi’s interesting, if some-
what discursive, account of Castle Church,1 I find that he
proposes a theory as to the meaning of the name Monetvile and
an identification of its locality. “ No commentator,” he says,
(p. 16)“ has attempted to identify the former [i.e., Monetvile], but
without hesitation | have read it as Montville, and regard it as
the nearer of the two sister hills looking towards the north upon
the Sow, at a distance, the farther Billington, of about two miles,
and:;S‘ne latter of about one mile from Stafford on its west.”

: zzinghi’s object was to show that Robert de Stafford
built his | castle upon Castle Hill, where stands the modern
sham-ruin,{& e dwells on this point, speaking of * that new

Norman nam netvile or Montvile,” and again telling how
Robert’'s “ eye h ravelled thither from Stafford whilst the
Conquest was yet i phlete . . . but Montville, the mount

town, answered the yse of his ambition, and was in the
centre of his estates, etc.,{‘ {

Now | am convi d @at s=Montville” is an entirely mis-
taken derivation, buLyf point@ms a small one, and though
the mistake vitiates p Mr zinghi's argument, yet as
my correction throwss no li pon t ereabouts of Monetvile,
I hardly thought it Worth butin the pages of these
Collectiotis. But one can neve @Wherev&mall error will turn
up, or what harm it may do, and having me izh the unquiet
ghost of this “ Montville” wandering in the
the English Historical Review, where again it se
argument, | feel it a duty to attempt the part of exo

It “walks” in an article on “The Early Norman
England,” by Mrs. E. S. Armitage, Vol. X 1X (1904), p. 433
that lady, in discussing the identity of the site of Stafford Castle
in the Conqueror’s day with that of the castle lying one mile

st pages of

than this one mention of him. General Wrottesley, however, has kindly
pointed out that Walter may have been Walter [de Somerville] who appears
in Domesday Book as a tenant of Earl Roger of Montgomery at “ Ridvare.”
This Walter became apparently a tenant of Robert de Stafford in about 1098
\Staff. Hist. Coll.,, Vol. XV I, p. 236], and would be father or grandfather
of the Walter de Somerville mentioned in the Rydeware Chartulary [Deed
No. 74] together with Peter de Bermingham.— Staff. Hist. Coll., Vol. XV,
p. 278.
1 Stag. Hist. Coll,, Vol. VIII, part 2.
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and a-half south-west of the town, speaks of “the Manor of
Castel which grew up around it, displacing the equally suggestive
name of Montville which we find in Domesday Book;” the
inference being that “ Mont” refers to the undoubtedly con-
spicuous hill now crowned by the modern erection on that south-
west site, but formerly— Mrs. Armitage believes— crowned by
William’s Castle. The point also seems to affect Mrs. Armitage’s
general argument as to the class of castle built in the Conqueror’s
day. &

Prim ie, there are two arguments against Mr. Mazzinghi’s
reading o vile as Montville. Firstly, it involves tampering
with the rec thch is, generally speaking, undesirable. And
the alteration as(‘ lves the considerable change of the dis-
syllabic Monet int% onosyllable Mont. Secondly, as Mr.
Mazzinghi points out, )&Letvile " is “ that new Norman name ;11
therefore it is less like //H‘at the Norman clerk made any

mistake in transcribing it. @
What, then, doe&Aonetv'e mean ? My explanation is

simple and straightfor@i. ord means what it says :
mint.

Monetae villa, “ the vill o ? is of course known that
there was a Mint at Stafford ward the Confessor.
Keary and Grueber's catal cords;j oin of that King,
inscribed “ Elfric on Staeforda,” | suggp Monetvile ”

was the Norman name given to a small estat& gned for the
upkeep of the Mint of Stafford, and that, as su@ was, as we
should expect to find it, in Earl Edwin’s hands in ae-Con-

questual ” days. That there was apparently no Mint fford
at the time of Domesday, we may explain on the suppositlo@hat
it disappeared by reason of its unimportance, or that the
Conqueror, as Eyton has remarked, “was careful to give to
Robert de Stafford nothing that savoured of earldom.”

Whether the right to mint did, strictly speaking, “savour of
earldom,” | cannot say, but it was obviously a high privilege ;
and the extraordinary foresight of the Conqueror and his
councillors doubtless aimed at reserving all coinage rights to the
Crown.

1 Ricardescote also appears to have arisen after the Conquest, “ Richard”
being a typically Norman personal name.
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Domesday Book hasl references to Mints or Minters in the
following towns: Dorchester, Bridport, Hereford (where the
Bishop had a mint or monetarius), Leicester, Huntingdon, Lewes,
Shrewsbury, YVarham, Worcester, Colchester, Ipswich and
Norwich (where the Bishop had a mint “ if he wished.”)

I was surprised to find no Mint indexed under York, but turn-
ing to the Record itself (298, col. 1) it is interesting to discover
that there, as at Stafford, the Mint had evidently been abolished,
and its gstate given away. We find that in York, “ Nigel de
Monn@t as one mansion [formerly the property] of a certain
Minter.” @ ve little doubt that “ Monnevile” is the exact
equivalent }é r Staffordshire “ Monetvile” ; that it was the
name given b Norman clerks to the off|C|aI estate of the
York Mint, whi ether with the official residence of the
unfortunate Minter, en handed over to Nigel. But even if
Nigel brought his surn ever from Normandy, the rest of my

argument remains, and W%ope suffice to dispel any doubt
on the subject of Mo@
W. F. CARTER.
1 Ellis’ Gene@dex }
“ cujusaani etarily 0
‘ /y *
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TH§ INQUESTS ON THE STAFFORD-
E ESTATES OF THE AUDLEYS,

&/}“1273 1276, 1283, 1299, 1308.
/\

Useful informatio@ forded as to the sources of the revenues
of the Feudal Barons By An€ ordinary “ Inquisitiones post mortem,”
which were held by ajucﬂ‘ local knights, squires and freemen
into the value of the tes eased tenant-in-chief. We see
the fixed rents of t holdﬁthe rents, gradually changing
from rent in kind to re cash V|Ila|n tenants ; the profits
of the mill are set forth ; rofit stlce and the values of
mines, wastes, forests and ;@n shown contributing
their quota towards the baro reven When the barony
included several manors, we obtaln a sort of ure Domesday
Book of that part of the country.

When, however, we get a whole series of mquests
dealing with the same manors and facts in cha@ terms,
amplifying, correcting and modifying each other, and
have, as in the particular inquests of 1299 and 1308, the “ames
of every villain tenant, and his rent and service, and holding all
set forth in detail, then indeed the value of these records is very
great for many other purposes.

First of all, unfortunately, we see how loosely these inven-
tories were made up by the neighbouring knights and squires.
It is easy to understand their temptation to understate the value
of the revenues ; for the total value, as given in the inquest, fixed
the “relief” to the Crown which the successor of the deceased
baron had to pay. The temptation to understate must have
been specially strong when the successor, who had to pay the
relief (one year’s revenue generally), was already a powerful
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person. One might anticipate, too, that in 1308, when the death
of a King’s Ward left the lands in the King’s hands before the
succession to another minor, the valuation would be higher and
more truthful. The inventories, as will be seen, quite bear out
these anticipations, and it is difficult to compare in any reliable
manner one year with another.

llut after making allowances for the peculiarities of human
nature, and the personal interests of the jury, there is still plenty
of valuablesinformation left. The changing nomenclature of the
villain s and of their services is particularly interesting.
The size o @ji gs, the value of money, the progressive settle-
ment of the %g and forests, the gradual reduction of the
directly owned @ worked demesne lands, all stand out and
tell us something f(‘ f the economic and sociological con-
ditions of North Staf ire at the time.

The personal names wé‘)e tenants supply the genealogist,
too, with material. Saxon

s had been extinct for a century
among the landed classes, ye these lists of tenants— among

the villains— a few, a vdry, few, stili' sdrvive, either as Christian
names, or in process of co@ ion 1 ell-known patronymics.
Here are still to be found , Do odde, Mayot, Lovet,
Allot, llughtred, Enewyne, Syg@ v ?1 alcher; though
the last, together with Madoc, Iy% d @ may show the
beginning of the Welsh invasion of rth Statford{Mye.

Surnames are just crystallising in 1308. To@} e extent
they are still merely descriptive. The place he lived “gg, Jis trade,
or his father’s name, distinguish John from John. At t ‘one
can be certain that the second name has become a gj e
surname. For instance, when the place-name is outside
boundaries of the manor under consideration, as in the cases of
Henry de Chaderdeley and Simon de Wegeswod under Horton,
or Robert de Thicknes, John de Blore and Henry de Buckenhall
under Audley, or Randle de Delves under Talk— the probabili-
ties are that these place-names have become surnames transferred
by custom from father to son. Such names as Scherwound,
Skeyl, Balle, Sparry, Basset, Crok, Cilkoc, Baderich, etc., which
occur more than once, and are attached to the Christian name
without any “de” or “le,” are also probably fixed surnames.

But what shows that surnames were not then generally fixed

€
n
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is the enormous diversity of second or surnames among the
tenants of a manor, tenants who must all have been closely related.
In Tunstall, for instance, out of 73 second names only 15 are
repetitions.

These crystallising surnames provide an inventory of the
employments then followed in the district. The names Tile-
wright, Thrower, Potinged and Potter are the only indication
given here of the antiquity of the present staple trade of the
distgigt.) A Bloomer indicates an iron puddling furnace, and a
Cole Qﬂ( nd a Collier, shows some early pioneers working at
the outz%al mines. Besides the ordinary trade names, there
are “ Bow “ Naylarc,” “ Stodherd ” (horsekeeper), “ Fuller,”
“ Fotur” (elo@fo ker), “ Mclemaker,” “ Arrowsmith,” “ Tinner,”
“ Corvisor” (sh ker), “ Glounger” (glover), “ Marshall”
(shoeing smith), “ rg “Woodward,” “ Ditcher,” “ Salter,”
“ Souster” (shoemak /‘and f hreslier.” While “Bonde,”
“ Reeve ” and “ Loveday @ there to remind us that compulsory
labour had hardly

But perhaps th
inquests are those rela
ancient customary paym meti alled “ Cowscot,” some-
times “ Kylgh,” to which s /ne or% of the tenants— free-
holders, copyholders, tenants-al@ll or sa[(— m to have been
vicariously liable at intervals of three years ? / inquisition of

1299 shows us under Audley Manor that this “ K ” or “ Scot”
was only {paid by certain of the tenants, and thes%oenerally
13W. a year, or some fraction thereof, fhe unit ()( yment
was therefore a quarter of a mark every three %and
it was probably attached, not to a particular person, Dut to
particular tenements. The custom only occurs in the old
thanc-lands, held in 13(X) under soccage tenure. In Alstone
field and Cold Norton, held by ordinary feudal tenure, there
is 110 trace of the custom. “ Kylgh ” is a custom found in Wales
of the nature of tithe or tax, perhaps of British origin. In that
case it would be the older tenements that would pay, while the
tenants of newly-assarted land escaped the due. Probably it
was originally a payment connected with the using of the

common cattle on the common pasture.
But if this custom is wrapt in mystery, there is another, due

re of land. What was the

to an
t im %questions raised by these



236 THE INQUESTS ON THE STAFFORDSHIRE ESTATES

to the servile origin of the villains, which clearly marks a distinct
advance in their status. The payments in lieu of labour may be
recent, but, even by 1273, they are fixed and definite. These
payments mark the transition from the serf to the villain, from
the indefinite obligation to the definite. They show that
arbitrary forced labour was at an end in these manors. Else-
where, especially in the Eastern Counties, servile labour was to
linger on for a century. But in this barony in Staffordshire,
unless t ur gate-keepers of Heley Castle come under this
category, were by 1308 only eight genuine serfs left;
instead, pay in lieu of “Dayworks ” or “ Autumn works”
appear under \/9 forms in nearly every manor.

Judging from inquests, the 35 years from 1272 to 1308,
saw a great advanc the position and status of the villain
tenants. Although fig ay be inaccurate and misleading,
the nomenclature used by clerks who wrote out these lists
may be taken as normal, an descriptions of both tenants
and services change co $ e 35 years. In 1273 we
read of “ tallage” es” Q‘ Norton), “services” of
“villains ” (Cold Norton ar& dl 1283 “ services ” have
become “autumn dayworks” tallage of natives
has changed to “ aids ” of villai tall and Alstone-
field); in 1299 the “ villains ” have @ome “ omary tenants,”
and in 1308 the “ tallage ” or “ aids ” have attain title and
dignity of a “serjeancy” (Audley and Tunstall), a j usually
employed for service of a military character.

From the actual rents paid by the villains there is ch
to be gathered. Where they are treated collectively the
seem to have been very carelessly estimated, and where (in Aud
and Betley) we can compare individual rents at an interval of time
(1299-1308) there seems to be little fixity of rent, or even of
holding. The total rents increase, however, between 1273 and 1308
to an extent that cannot be wholly accounted for by partiality or
carelessness in the inquisitors. There seems to be no doubt that,
certainly up to 1299, rents were allowed to rise. The “villains”
may have become “customary tenants,” but the rents they paid
had hardly become fixed or “ customary.” Copyhold tenure, in
fact, was still very much *“at the will of the lord.” Of course,
copyhold tenure was not recognisable by the National Courts
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land, iij. 5irf. ; Robert le Porter, one messuage and half a carucate of land,
.o ; [Andrew Crook], one messuage and fifteen acres of land,
8. 9\d. ; Richard de Chesterton, one messuage and twenty-one acres of

land, . . . . ; Henry, son of Jordan, one messuage and one croft, and
renders 6s. 9d. ; Hugh at the Gate, nine and a half acres of land, 8 .2\d. ;
, .. acres of land, .. . . : Robert de Pecco,

one messuage and twelve acres, . . . . ; Richard, son of . ,
eight and a half acres of land, 39. Ad ; William de Ullockespol, one messuage
and other lands, 6j.6|d ; William de Snel, one messuage, four acres . . . . ;
[Alan Ie]&, one and a half messuage and halfa wara., 139.6\d.; Adam de
Knol, one uage and ten acres of land . . . . ; Thos. le Peytemon
one cottage acre of land, 16id. ; John de Mosik, one messuage
and fifteen ac land, 79. 10d.; [Thomas Potinger], who holds one
messuage and five@‘és‘of land and one wara., 49. 6d. ; Stephen le Bonde,

one messuage and thir es, one messuage and nine acres
of land with three crofts%d. ; John Reynolds, one messuage . .. . ;

Richard the chaplain, on uage and eleven acres of and, 119 d.;
Richard le Throwere, one me 'e and twelve and a half acres of land,
119. 4id .; William [Farwestrich]f essuage and two acres of land, 39. yd. ;
William Walsemon, four ac of d . .. . ;Adam de Hlatyorth,
one messuage and thirt I@. . 5\d. ; Richard Bond, two
acres of land, 10d. ; Thoma of Em messuage and three acres of

land, . . . . ; Richardd yn, on suage and twrenty-five acres
of land, 109. 4d.; Richard de Cro eboth, essuage and one noke
of land, 159. 9\d. ; William, son o LSS 39 93rZ ; William
Whyteheved, one messuage andfour % of I%?Q. yd. ; Peter de
Hulkocuspel, half an acre of land, . . =" 12d. \'Robert one
messuage and four acres of land, 99. 4\d. ; William ngmor, one
messuage and one plot of land, 79. 9d. ; John de Fenschawfe messuage

and twelve acres ofland, . . . . ; Roger de Rugges, one ‘e and

five acres of land, 29. 5\d. ; William Kyng, one messuage and yclcre of

land, 11 ; John son of Adam, one messuage . . . . ,59.6d. ; a,

widow of John Madock, one messuage and one plot of land, 59. yd. ; ,

son of Walter, one messuage and three acres ofland, 19d. ; John le Strydere,

three acres of land, i5i(Z ; Nicholas Fykeys, one messuage 2\d. ; Richard

Baderich, one messuage and twenty acres of land, 129. 9d. ; John le Stotherd,

one messuage and one croft, 13id. ;Richard Borard, one acre, 4d. ; William,

son of William of Ullokuspel, . . .. ; Thomas . . one messuage a
three acres of land, 19d.; Robert le White, one messuage and eleven acres

of land, 59. 3id. ; William, son of Eda, two acres of land, 39. ; William,

son of Wall, one messuage and half a wara., 79. 4id. ; Roger Circell [?], one

messuage and twelve acres of land, 79. i\d. ; Robert le Taylor, one messuage

and one croft . ... , Peter de Tunstall, one messuage and five acres of land,
59. 6d. ; John de Blore, fifteen acres of land, 119. Sd. ; G . . ,one
messuage . . . . ; John, son of John de Benhay, one messuage, 39. 3d. ;

William, son of Richard, one messuage . . . . lod. ; Thomas de
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Lychewyz, one messuage and one acre of land, . . . . ; Thomas Broun, one
messuage and two acres of land, 2s. ; Nicholas Triturator, one messuage,
16d. ; William le Herdmon, one messuage, six acres ofland, ys. 2d. ; Richard,
son of Ranulph Croket, one acre, 4d. ; William Crok, one messuage and
fifteen acres of land, 6s. 2d. ; Henry, son of Reter de Rugge, fourteen acres,
8d. ; William le Glounger, one messuage and half an acre of land, lyi. ;
Alice de la Char, one messuage and six acres of land, sr. 2d. ; John, son of
Robert_le Porter [alias Hobson], eight acres of land, 21d. ; Adam, son of
Petep, €olir acres of land, 20d. ; Peter del Knol, one messuage and five acres
of la / 6d. ; Richard de Cnokomalay, for one messuage and thirteen

acres o W%S. 6\d. ; Adam Lagemon and Gilebret, three bovates, 2or.,
and the sa der for other land, 2s. 4d. ; Hugh de Cnotton, for a certain
tenement in @ on, 6s.; William, son of Wymme, three acres of land,
18d. ; Roger Getg one messuage, 6d. ; Richard Mar, certain land in
Wryme, 6s. 9jid de Bocliilcwc, one messuage, 2s. ; Alice Botrix (?)
and Adam her son, o ssuage and one plot of land, ys. y\d. ; William

son of John, one mes$u *and one croft, 3. 9id. ; Thomas, son of
Robert, one messuage, 4J. iZ enry Colt, one messuage and nine acres of
land, y. 4\d. ; John Coo one@t of land, 2s. 4d. ; John de Bouheye, one
messuage, 5r. 10d. ; de Wy@we messuage and two acres of land,
2s. mm ; Henry Dobyn} messu d two acres of land, 2s. 6d. ; Ric.

Burnel, one messuage, elicia, ;of Robert, one plot of Iand,

4r. iifrf. ; Robert de Bygemow/ mess 3!d. ; William le Naylcre,
one messuage, 3?2 yd. ; Roger e re of land, 6d. ; Robert
Herdemon, one messuage, 157/. ; 4@ mg. one acre of land,
12d. \ William Quechesterd, one cr 2s. 4| m de Lychwodc,

three acres of land 41- ; . ., one messuag ; Roger, son of
Louk, for one messuage, 3J. gjtf. ; Adam Bentpeny, &one messuage

. ; Richard le Whyte, one messuage, 31 old. ; ,Lute, one
messuage, 2s. y\d. ; Robert Horlet, one messuage, y. Vi. ; y Enewvne,
one cottage, 6d. ; Roger de Crokemarehous, five acres, 3l 11d. ; son of
Roger, one cottage, 6d. ; Henry de Buckenhall, one cottage, 6d. ; @

Hune, half an acre of land, 4JV.

And there is at Talk, which is a member of Aldithelegh, one iron-mine,
which is worth by the year 6s. 8d., and one freeman who is called Adam
Broun, and he holds one messuage and one carucate of land and he renders
yearly . . . , and there are forty-three customary tenants who render
yearly . . . from rents of Assize as well as from works, as from services
£y ys. 8fd,, viz., Thomas le Reuder, one messuage and twenty acres of land,
ys. 2|rf. ; Robert, son of Thomas, one messuage and half a virgate of land
gs. 3ld. ; Henry, son of Richard, one m**suage and one virgate of land,
ys. 2id. ; Adam, son of William, one virgate of land, 8r. 2ld. ; Richard
of Port one messuage and half a virgatc of land, Sr. 8d. ; Aldesa the
widow, one messuage and half a virgate of land, 3. nd.; William le
Frenur, twenty-three acres, 8s. o\d. ; Adam de Romeshelde, seventeen acres,
Jr. 10d. ; Thomas Bonde, one plot of land, gr. 9hi. ; Robert Breymore, two
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acres of land, gd.; Adam de Feld, seven acres of land, 29. y\d. ; Robert le
Reuder, seven acres, 29. Sid. ; William de Brethes, eleven acres, 39. jjfii. ;
Robert le Kent, four acres, lyd. ; Adam Gery, one rood of land, lod.;
Alexander le Coupere, one messuage, 20d.; Ranulph, son of Adam, two
acres, Sd.; Richard Berard, one cottage, 2d. ; William de Port, five acres,
29. 10d. ; Alexander le Rude, two acres, 9d. ; Ranulph le Karter, one messuage,
28ai ; Thomas, son of Robert, one messuage and one bovate of land, 69. 6J .;
John, son of Robert, one bovate of land, 49. 1hd. ; William de Bygenou, one
messuage and fourteen acres of land, 49. io|».; Adam de Rugges, twelve
acres, 49\60. ; Richard de Hilde, six acres, 39. 4d. ; Margery the widow, one
acre, 4 fam son of Adam, half a virgate, 89. $d. ; Robert le Fetur, three
acres, 13* t le Rede, half an acre, 2d. ; Ranulph de Haukesclyff, two
acres of land S}Q‘ dam, son of Adam, four acres, 29. 6d. ; Thomas Broun,
one virgate of @139. ; John, son of John, one acre, \d. ; Ranulph de
Delves, two acres enry le Fatur, two acres, 10d. ; John de la Forde,
two acres, 12d. ; Ie Doit, one virgate, 89. 10d. ; Stephen, son of
Luke, one messuage and irgate, 89. lod. ;’Adam, son of John, half a
virgate, 39. 2d. ; William é de, one cottage, 6d.; Robert Faber, one

cottage, 12d. -\/Iargery Rav e f plot of land, 2d.

And the aforesaid customary Q nts of Alditheleg and Talk owe every
third year for a certain cn.@ wh ed Scuth 129. 6d.

Also they say that th p uisites of the Courts of Alditheleg
with Talk are worth yearly

Sum total of the Extent of A wit OI one year with another,

reckoning the third part e cust £58 139. iold.

They also say that the vill of Ch%te belon inheritance of the
aforesaid Thomas, and it is in the King’s hands, and it |&en of the Lord
Thomas, Earl of Lancaster, in capite by the service . yearly, and

there are there two carucates of land in demesne worth by t £4. And
there are there two acres of pasture worth yearly 49. And ther
iron-mine worth yearly 109. There is also there of rent of a
tenants 29. 10d., and one pound of cumin worth id., viz.,, from

Alditheleg, who holds the fifth part of the vill of Chesterton, id.; from Ni Ias
de Holdedich, for one virgate of land, 29. Sd., and one pound of cumin, id. ;
also from the same Nicholas for one rood of land, id. And there are there
twenty-two customary tenants who render yearly 799. lid. Wailliam, son of
Henry, half a virgate of land, 139. 6d. ; Richard Cilkoc, one acre of land,
5id. ; Robert Cilkoc, half an acre, 2d.; Henry Baderich, twenty acres,
109. id. ; Adam de Camp, eighteen acres, 139. id. ; Reginald, son of Sygge,
twelve acres, ys. 48d. ; Henry Baban, three acres, 39. 4d. ; Richard Black-
berd, 39. o\d. ; Henry, son of Ranulph, three acres, 49. 4d.; Alexander de
Tychnes, one messuage and one croft, 29. 5d. ; Adam de Stanwey, one
messuage and nine acres, 39. 6d. ; Richard de la Lake, one messuage and
four acres, i6d. ¢ William Blackberd, four acres, 29. lid. ; Ranulph de
Delves, one curtilage and one bovate of land, 29. 4d."\ Richard, son of
William, half an acre of land, 3d. ; Alice the widow, a third of a bovate of land,
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The fact is, too, that all Staffordshire families seem to have been at a
low ebb at this time. The county had to seek elsewhere for its governors
and its representatives. The Commissions, where they are not made up of
Royal lawyers, are full of such families as Fraunceys of Foremark and
Montgomery of Cubley, from County Derby, of Stafford of Grafton from
Worcestershire, and Newports from County Salop. The heir of the Stafford
Earldom was still a minor; Derbyshire Touchets had replaced the old
Audleys o Nevills of Hallamshire had replaced the Verdons of Alton. The
only t@milies of any importance were the Bagots and the Astons, with
Nichol dshatve, King's Squire, as understudy.

Sir Jo of Blithfield was escheator, Member for the county, and
Justice of the;‘t e. Sir William Bagot, who was dead on 14th November,
1408, had been iG ipt of a Royal pension ; and Peter Bagot of Crathorne
obtained two full in as many weeks for the usual all-embracing
descriptions of crlme& mas Aston of Heywood was apparently knighted
in 1405 while on active v with Prince Henry in North Wales, and Sir
Richard Aston was, in 140 Y 1408, lieutenant in France to the King's
brother John Beaufort, Earl fé erset, and either acting or actual Captain

of Calais—a somewhat to c captaln for the Calais burgesses.

One of the most curi issi pomted was that in 1406, to enquire
into the report that peo eten o wish to go to the King’'s son,
Henry, to Wales, to make % the s there, have lately assembled
in the North, and gone from th rraye rms to aid the rebels, and,
lest they should be hindered, res n ces on their journey by
day and ride and labour by mght ffordskvir, eople do not seem to
have been suspected of this particula¥™crime, following year a
Commission consisting of Sir Humphrey Stafford & nger, Sir John

Bagot, Richard Chetewynde and Thomas Maistreson \&appomted to
arrest Ralph de Moreton, Thomas Greneway and Ric benbury
wherever they may be found and bring them before the King. Oy

On the other side we find a record of loyal service in the SpeCI nt of
,£10 a year to Richard Leveson of Wolverhampton, King's Squire, & his
good service from the King's arrival, without reward, and at the battle of
Shrewsbury in the King's company, where he was maimed.” In the very
same month a Commission is appointed, on the complaint of Richard, Earl
of Warwick, to enquire into the how and w'hy John Standyssh, Thomas
Holcroft and Nicholas Leveson broke into his close at Pattingham and
assaulted his tenantry.

Ralph Stafford and Humphrey his son also appear as marauders in
1405, and Sir Bartholomew de Verdon, of the Irish branch of that family, is
put to the trouble of getting a pardon in 1406 for no less an offence than, that
he adhered to the King's Irish enemies, and privily sletv the sheriff of Louth
in an ambush.

There are, in fact, a good many strange sidelights on the “chivalry” of
this period. Sir Bartholomew' de Verdon shoots the sheriff for all the world
as if he were an American stotk thief; John de Whitmore, who w'as to go

T 2
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and join Admiral Thomas of Lancaster in the Irish war, prefers to stop in
peaceful Cheshire ; and some unfortunate wretches who have been captured
by the French, send two of their number home to raise their ransom only to
find these friends raise the ransom and keep the money.

One entry in this volume mentions quite a new division of Staffordshire.
A grant for life is made to Thomas Nevyll, lord of Furnivall, on 2nd May,
1406, of the “ wapentake or hundred of Stafford,” as Sir John Sayuvill,
deceased, had it; he to answer for the surplus revenue, over and above fifty
marks a r. This refers probably to Strafford, a wapentake of Yorkshire.

Th ing agreement between the Trussels and the Pembrugges
helps to ¢ p the rather obscure history of these families. *“ Licence for
William, so &eir of Laurence Trussel], to grant the manor of Sottes-
broke, co. Ber d of the King in soccage, to Fulk Penbrugge, chivaler,

for life ; to confi estate which Penbrugge has in Eton Hastinges in
cos. Berks and Oxoh, ifh he (Penbrugge) holds to himself and the heirs
of his body by Marga Ily his wife by a fine levied at Westminster
in 45 Ed. Ill., between 13 ,Trussell, chivaler, and the said Fulk and

Margaret; and to grant tha M e death of Fulk, the said manors, which
should revert to himself (Trus% kinsman and heir of the said William,
because the said Margare ied ho eir of her body and the body of
Fulk, shall remain to Is@he wife Of tle said Fulk, Thomas Chelrey and
William Mosse, parson of urch o gport, so that after twenty years
from the death of Fulk, he (T'rds ) can r into the same and hold them

to himself and his heirs.” Q

Among the ecclesiastical entri@%e the startling is the pardon
granted in 1407 to John Sudbury, A of Burto r a most complicated
series of offences. He appears to have instructed his chiefly in laying
ambushes. They ambushed to kill John Newton, cano gchaplain of Sir
Thomas de Gresley on Burton Were ; also William de Shuyiewand Thomas
Lullyngton, parson of Rolleston at Rolleston, and also John Q&\Nenton,
fellow canon of William the Prior and servant of Sir Tho resley.
They stole fish and cows ; assaulted and robbed the King's Esche@ ~and
finally the Abbot had, “ contrary to the statute (of laborers) given to mas
Shepherde in Autumn, 4d. each day, and so to many others, to the sum of
iooj.; and of having, on Wednesday, Christmas, 6 Henry IV., in his chamber
at Burton, ravished Marjory the wife of Nicholas Taverner.”

One hardly wonders that at this time the dissolution of the monasteries
seemed to be within reasonable distance, and Lollardry flourished in the
land.

On 29th August, 1407, the licence to elect an abbot to succeed Robert
de Bakewell at Roucester was signed, and Henry Smyth, canon of Roucester,
was elected in his place. In 1406, William Gyllyng was warden or parson
of the free chapel of St. Mary’s, Ingestre. As for the church of Elford, we
must leave it to others to reconcile the entries which within twelve days
present, first, Walter Bullok to the living, and, secondly, ratify the estate
of John Holme as parson of the church.
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She was Agnes, widow of Thomas Huntley, Esq., and she is stated by
Bishop Lyttelton to have died in 1444.

John Harpur, who married the heiress of Rushall, and William Lee of
Aston by Stone, are two other now little-known personages who were of
great importance when these Patent Rolls were written. John Harpur of
Rushall was one of the trustees for the Duke of Buckingham’'s marriage
settlement in 1441. Both were Commissioners and Knights of the Shire.

Of the better-known families, such as the Astons, Gresleys, Erdeswicks
and Arb ers, there is a good deal to be found in this volume. There is

ong enfr ut Sir Thomas Gresley (1365-1445) which seems to be new :
“ 12 C 1439, Commission to William, lord of Ferrerez, Thomas
Palmer, Ri otoft, William Heton and the Sheriff of Leicestershire,

in the said County touching the waste and destruction

lands of Thomas Walshe, a person of unsound mind,
but with lucid intz‘ y Thomas Gresley, chivaler, and Margaret his
wife, sister, but not %parent of the said Thomas Walshe, to whom

the keeping of the sa éﬁs‘was committed by the King during his
pleasure and the illness of t f Thomas Walshe.”

The Pedigrees {StaffHist. €0 ew Series, 1) make Margaret daughter,
not sister, of Thomas Wal @V

A more important tion ca@ made from these Rolls in the
pedigree of Stanley of EI or@Hithe John Stanley of Elford— M.P.
for Staffs, in 1446, 1450, , 21472 ; iff of Staffs, in 1451, 1460,
1465, 1475 ; and Justice of the from to 1475—has been called
son and successor of that Sir Tho fnley & arried Maud Arderne,
heiress of Elford. There can be no d I@that b these two knights,
Sir Thomas and Sir John, came a secondThomas Stan@f Elford, King's
Squire in 1438, and no knight; Justice of the Peace in Lzand Sheriff of
Staffs, in 1434 and 1439. The Stanleys were flourishing &ally at this
time. In Lancashire another Sir Thomas Stanley, soon @he first
Baron Stanley, was Controller of the Household besides being ble of
Chester ; while another John Stanley, with the Cheshire branch of@ ily,
held Carnarvon and Anglesea. &

Of Sir Roger Aston, Justice, Sheriff" and Knight of the Shire, we have
under 14th February, 1437, the interesting note “ that in consideration of his
good services to the King's progenitors, and to the King, and of his age and
infirmity ... ” he be granted exemption from all juries,
commissions, etc.; but in spite of this he appears on special commissions
in 1439 and 1440, and on the General Commission of the Peace in 1439.

In matters ecclesiastical, this volume gives a few presentations to livings
and the name of a new Prior of Stone. On the 8th July, 1437, Geoffrey
Richards was presented to the living of Kingswinford in place of John
Ellesmere, deceased ; but a year later there seems to be a rival parson in one
John Bredhill. On 24th February, 1439, Nicolas Potter left Swynnerton,
and was succeeded by John Saunders on exchange. On 16th August, 1439,
Thomas Holgreve, Prior of Stone, was promoted to Kenilworth.

to make inqui
done, as is said, i
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Perhaps the strangest piece of ecclesiastical information is the appoint-
ment in 1437 of John Miners, the “ notorious robber and murderer” of the
Plea Rolls, as one of the Commission to manage the affairs of Alcester
Abbey, wasted by misrule. He was, however, at the time a Member of
Parliament for the County, and this was probably a perquisite of office.

Another commission appointed—and this volume is full of commissions —
consisted of William, James and Nicolas Leveson, and was very properly
concerned with the building of the church at Wolverhampton.

In cpriglysion, we give in pedigree form the descent of the manor of
Birming fs described in the petition of Sir John Sutton of Dudley.

/;0

|
Sir John Byrmyn(@‘: Elizabeth, lady of Thomas Byrmyncham,
seised of Birmingha linton, Ing.p.m. dead in 1423.
Manor, died before

IS but also dead in

//‘ 1423.
George Longevile, ~r EI@, @ Ellen, =r Sir Edmund

eld 6, xi ,1423. 1 ,
his wife. 5 =p Elizabeth, heiress,

Esq. a aged 24 in | Ferrers, lord
in 1423, dead in of Chartley,

dead in Q 8, i, 1435-6. Ing.p.m.,
(Co-heiredSeggf Man fBirmg’h’'m.) 18, i, 1435-6.

Richard Longevile, O/ O/(/illiam Ferrars,

seised of half of ‘son and heir,
Birmingham. @ seise alfof Birmingham,
ag in 1435.
Qpem
O/.

/7
e
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