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CORN mills possess a distinctive historical 
interest over every other manufactory the 

world has known. If the irrigation wheel was the 
first power machine devised by human ingenuity, the 
water cornmill was its immediate successor. The 
ownership and working of corn mills have been for 
centuries, even down to modern times, the special 
prerogatives of the rulers of the people. None 
but they or their nominees could " presume to set 
"up mills.'' In England, "King's Mills" and 
" King's Millers" for centuries were as household 
words; and Milling Law (binding the nation to 
support the mills) is older than our statutes, and 
was the common law of the land by immemorial 
custom.

RF.CORDS OF THE CRAFT.

These are the facts which invest milling history 
with its special charm. They are also the con 
siderations which may. perhaps, in the future lead 
historians to elaborate the diverse records of the 
craft. These are found scattered through charters
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of kings and barons, customs' rolls of mediaeval 
manors, chartularies of most monastic houses, 
muniments of all our ancient cities, national 
archives of sovereigns and parliaments, pleadings 
and awards in courts of law from Plantagenet days 
almost down to the present century ; and transac 
tions of municipal corporations who have, in recent 
times, raised rates to buv out and destroy milling 
obligations created by ancient feudalities. It is 
from such sources as these that the records of mills 
and milling are to be derived. 15ut, closely bound 
up as the trade has ever been with great affairs of 
national concern in the past, intimately as it is 
associated with national prosperity in the future, 
our national historians and local topographers alike 
anpear to have consistently ignored its importance. 
No -; History of British Corn Milling" has ever 
been attempted ; and it is to remedy, in some 
degree, this obvious omission, that I have been led 
to undertake a comprehensive work on the subject, 
which I hope will shortly appear in print.

From the commencement of the Norman rule in 
England, corn milling, together with its allied pur 
suits of corn dealing and bread baking, received 
the constant and anxious consideration of kings 
and parliaments. William I, indeed, manifested 
little concern with the corn supply, but did not fail 
to schedule in Domesday the number and value of 
the mills throughout the country, the great portion 
of which indeed belonged to himself. For ages 
our statute books abounded with enactments con 
trolling alike the corn dealer, the baker, and the 
miller, and penalising them for frauds on the public. 
The tumbrel, the hurdle, and the pillory were long 
the favourite means of punishment ; and, in Ireland, 
the gallows was held in tcrrorcm over the head of 
the miller who should purloin even four pennyworth 
of flour.



The Kind's Mill:; <>l Ancient L;;vr/i >, >/. 31

The evident intention of centuries of milling and 
corn-law and bread-assize legislation was to regu 
late prices and prevent an undue increase in the 
cost to the people. But, notwithstanding the evi 
dent care manifested in this direction, the expedient 
of providing national stocks of grain in seasons of 
plenty was never adopted, and, though famines 
were of periodical occurrence, it was indeed but 
once, and then only slightly, attempted. Public 
opinion at the present day presents a striking con 
trast to this. There is a demand for public 
granaries, to provide against scarcity in the event 
of war ; and the trade journals as well as the dailv 
press are full of a controversv on the necessity of 
legislative interference : not now, as ancientlv. to 
cheapen corn, but actuallv to make it dearer. In 
the milling world the ancient and the modern laws 
and aims present a contrast quite as great. Still, 
like our national historians, our lawyers have had 
very little to say on the subject ; and Barrington, 
in his Observations on I he Statutes, justly remarks   
'  Less is to be found with regard to mills in the 
'  laws of England than perhaps in those of any 
'  other European country."

In the same way Liverpool topographers have been 
unanimously silent on the topic. Kings and queens, 
earls and dukes of Lancaster, the Stanleys, Moly- 
neuxs, Mores, Crosses, and many another of the 
old Liverpool families, as well as the Corporation, 
have in their turn owned and worked Liverpool 
mills, and bound the citizens under heavy penalties 
to grind their breadstufts at them, '  for the main- 
" tenance of our mills and our inheritance," as 
Queen Maryonee observed. From kings to squires 
these manorial lords for ages drew considerable 
revenue from milling rights in Liverpool, and, so 
long as they could, held to them tenaciously and 
fought for them. Vet the local records, few and
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fragmentary, it is true, compared with those of 
many other towns, have all been overlooked ; and 
the present attempt to gather and collate them is 
a novel, if imperfect, contribution offered to the 
history of Liverpool. This paper is necessarily 
very brief, and comprises no more than a rapid 
sketch of the whole subject. It will be understood 
that it refers solely to the ancient King's Mills of 
Liverpool, which practically became extinct at the 
close of the xyth centurv. While they lasted, these 
mills held the monopoly, designated by the old 
Saxon term " soke."

MILLING SOKK.

Whatever may be said for or against the soke 
system (and a good deal is possible either wav), 
the milling archaeologist, at all events, has reason 
to be grateful for the records it has bequeathed. 
Without soke, milling would have had no fuller 
historv than, say, carpentrv, which has neither been 
controlled by legislation nor hampered by monopoly. 
Soke is commonly regarded as a Norman feudal 
institution, but, though it attained its perfect de 
velopment under the Norman feudal system, it was 
probably in operation in Britain among the Saxons 
before the Conquest, if not in that earlier period 
between the yth and loth centuries, when feudalism 
was gradually being developed on the Continent. 
The very term itself is of Saxon derivation. There 
was the privilege of exclusive jurisdiction in a Saxon 
manor, saca ; the district over which the right of 
saca was exercised, soca ; the special .system ot land 
tenure under a manorial lord, socagc ; and the 
tenant, socinan. The soke of a mill comprised 
the franchise svstem upon which it was held 
under the manorial lord, and under which it was 
worked.
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The actual possessor of all landed property in 
England after the Conquest was William I ; and 
until he granted certain portions of that property 
away, and their rights of local government with 
them, he alone possessed the right to erect mills 
anywhere throughout the country. At that early 
stage this right was included in the jura regalia. 
So soon as William alienated part of the right, 
it lost this primitive character, and subsequent 
monarchs only possessed equal milling rights 
with other manorial lords : that is, they enjoyed 
the rights onlv on their own private manorial 
estates.

There is little doubt the manors of the Anglo- 
Saxons possessed tins franchise, and though their 
laws afford no evidence of the custom, the con 
temporary Laws and Institutes of Wales distinctlv 
include, among a lord's possessions, '' the toll oi 
'  his mill." The Xormans perfected this and other 
feudal customs in Lngland, and under them (still 
by custom and not by anv statute law until 1276) 
the right to build or own a mill was vested solely 
in the manorial lord ; and the tenants on his estate 
were bound by him. if he chose, to abjure the use 
of their much-prized querns and grind their corn 
at his mill, paying a certain toll in grist. Any 
tenant grinding elsewhere was liable to forfeiture 
of the corn and the horses which carried it. The 
lord held his court-leet, at which such offenders 
were ordinarilv tried ; but sometimes, as at Chester, 
where the famous King's Mills of Dee have stood 
for eight centuries, a special " Court of the Mills" 
was constituted, for the trial of purely milling 
offences. These rights and privileges, in brief, 
constituted the soke of a mill. The system, of 
course, began with water-mills, and was continued 
with windmills (when, in the I2th century, they were 
introduced) ; though when the age of steam arrived,

D
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soke was, happily, defunct. Professor Thorold 
Rogers, in his History of Agriculture and Prices, 
(i, 33), remarks that " on most manors the sole right 
" of grinding corn, sometimes of making malt, was 
" vested in the lord. . . It is not clear whether 
" a similar limitation applied to windmills." This 
doubt, on the part of such a close observer and 
high authority on mediaeval industrial affairs, illus 
trates how slightly milling history has generally 
been studied. Nothing is clearer than that the 
above-mentioned rights invariably vested in the 
lord of even' manor, both with regard to water- 
mills and windmills ; and when these lords are 
occasionally found not to be exercising them, the 
fact is due to the rights having been alienated.

Numerous charters could be cited, but one or 
two must suffice, to illustrate the incidence of soke. 
Randolph, Earl of Chester (1181-1232), stipulated 
that his tenants at Salford should grind at his mill 
if he had one there, adding, "If I have not a mill 
" they ma}- grind where they please." About this 
date there was already in existence a lord's mill 
that subsequently played a verv conspicuous part 
in the historv of modern Manchester ; and the soke 
of which, as will be seen, though only destroved a 
dozen years ago. still yields a valuable revenue, 
in the form of ground rent, to the Grammar 
School.

Henry de Lacy, in his charter to Congleton 
about the year 1312, reserved the soke of his mills 
" so long as the mills may be sufficient for the 
" purpose " ; a clause that, if more generally 
adopted, would have avoided many a bitter feud, 
much heartburning and hatred, throughout the 
towns and shires of mediaeval England. But I am 
compelled to hurry over this important aspect of 
the question. Enough has been said to indicate 
the nature of the monopoly held by the Liverpool
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mills when, in the year 1257, we find them first 
mentioned.

ORIGINAL MILLS.

\Ve know nothing of Liverpool mills, and very 
little of Liverpool, before the year 1257, which date 
is the starting point of our milling historv. It is, 
however, impossible to avoid the conjecture that 
the young garrison town and embryo port had not 
possessed some kind of corn-mill other than querns 
earlier than 1257. or that the avocation of the 
dusty miller was not already thoroughly established 
as the first manufacturing industrv of the town. 
A horse-mill would doubtless have been set up in 
the castle, probably at the same " bakehouse " (the 
oven and the mill usuallv being erected together) 
which is included in the " Extent " of Liverpool in 
1347 ; which was repaired in 1399, and appeared 
in still later records referring to the castle. One 
or more water-mills also would, no doubt, have 
begun to cope with the necessities of the increasing 
population. But speculation even can carry us 
no farther back ; and though in many places 
throughout the kingdom we may point with 
certainty to mills being owned and worked, at the 
earliest period of our national industrial history, by 
Saxon thanes and freemen, no such retrospection is 
possible at Liverpool. Domesday Survey is silent 
on the point. Though mills elsewhere are sche 
duled by the score and the hundred, not a single 
mill is cited as existing, not in the Liverpool district 
merely, but in the whole of Lancashire ; and the 
inference is only too plain that the site of the future 
port of the Mersey, in 1086. was still unbroken forest 
land ; and that the major portion of the country 
between the Ribble and the Mersey, to use the 
oft-repeated words of Domesday, " was and is 
" waste."

D 2
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Liverpool is essentially a town of Xorman foun 
dation, and by the year 1257, when its mills are 
first mentioned, it had become a place of some little 
moment. It was then held by Robert de Ferrers, 
Earl of Derby, a minor in ward to Prince Edward, 
son of Henry III. and had been constituted a mesne 
manor within the manor of West Derby. The 
well known '  l'..\tcnt" of these estates, taken in the 
above year, recites a lease of the town \vith toll, 
stallage, <K:c.. and '  two water-mills and one wind- 
   mill.' 1 So that, in precistlv half-a-centurv from 
its foundation by King John, the place had de 
veloped a fairly enterprising degree of preparation 
for the needs of the future. These three mills were 
the private property ot the Earl, bv whom they 
were leased out.

An interesting' subject for conjecture is the pro 
bable site of these primitive mills. Picton has 
shrewdly suggested that the water-mills were 
situated on the declivitv of the heath outside the 
town, on the site of the present Down Street, 
Richmond Row, through which the upper reach of 
the stream from Moss Lake Eields ran on its way 
to the Pool. All the circumstances confirm this 
suggestion. \Yater-mills were of the overshot or the 
horizontal type, the water being conveved from a 
high level to the top of the wheel ; and such mills 
could be well worked in this Dingle. Later on, as 
we shall see, this hollow was banked across and a 
pool constructed. There is every reason to believe 
that the original windmill of 1257 also stood at 
this place. It is a fact that the largest and most 
valuable King's windmill in Liverpool, called 
l; Eastham Mill," in the I5th, i6th, and i/th cen 
turies, stood near the head of the Dingle. Searching 
back from this point we mid Eastham windmill 
leased in 1451, and further back still discover a 
certain Everstan mill existing in ijgo, which we
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believe to be identical with the original windmill of 
1257. And, as the mill stood in the I7th century 
(till its destruction in 1644) above the old pool at 
" Kastham," so we may be sure it stood in 1451, 
in 1390, and in 1257 ; and that this pool and dam, 
which were old and disused in 1543, were, without 
doubt, the relics of the two water-mills once stand 
ing adjacent to the windmill which survived them. 
.Another consideration assists us in localising the 
two primitive water-mills.

Nothing was more common in the earl}' ages 
than to construct windmills and water-mills toge 
ther (when the site suited) and work both plants in 
one localitv by one set of millers. Sometimes the 
water-mills were without water, or the windmills 
scant of wind, in which case the mills were worked 
alternately by the one staff. The monks of Meaux, 
in Holderness. in 1249, had a water-mill with a 
windmill erected close by; and their " Leger Book" 
records with satisfaction how these were "attended 
" by one miller and one page, who worked both 
 ' mills easilv. and ground our grain by water or 
"wind." Again, Edward More, in his Rental, 
1667, advises his son to " cause another windmill 
'  to be erected, for you will need but one carrier 
" and one horse to them both ; and a miller and a 
" boy of a cheap wage." And many later instances 
occur of windmills being erected beside water- 
mills, as, locally, at Gallow Mills. Bootle. and Tox- 
teth ; also at Chester and other places.

KASTHAM \\ .VI'KK-.MII.I.S.

It is very probable, therefore, that the suitability 
of the stream in the Dingle first determined the 
site for the water-mills ; while the existence of the 
latter at the spot led to the subsequent erection of 
the windmill on the heath adjacent, the place being,
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in i'act, the Earl's milling centre in Liverpool. The 
site, now covered by the streets bounded by Circus 
Street, Christian Street, Richmond Row, and 
Byrom Street, bore, in common with the neigh 
bouring uplands, the general mediaeval designation, 
" Eastham," or East-town ; an appellation which, 
together with the existence of the great windmill 
there, has long been forgotten.

Before reverting further to the windmills, it may 
be convenient to trace the fate of the water-mills. 
Referring to the Inquisitions post mortem of the 
Earls of Lancaster, we find Edmund Plantagenet, 
at his death in 1296, possessed of "two mills, one 
" a water-mill and the other a windmill, worth 
" together by the year five marks," £3 6s. 8d., or 
about £43 present money ; so that one water-mill 
had become prostrate or decayed and the windmill 
was still flourishing. In 1322 Earl Thomas also 
was found to have possessed, in Liverpool, " one 
" windmill and one water-mill," the former being 
valued at 26s. and the latter at 24s. per annum : a 
considerable falling off from the valuation of 24 
years earlier. In 1346 Earl Henry, however, pos 
sessed no water-mills, but " two windmills and one 
" horse-mill," leased with various rights to John, 
son of William del More, ancestor of the great 
ijth century local King's millers, the Mores of 
Bank Hall. It is necessarv here to mention, in 
passing, that Picton, in quoting the terms of this 
Inquisition of 1346. states that the Earl held "two 
" water-mills,'' instead of " two windmills" (Muni 
cipal Records, i, 1.3), an accidental error, which, if 
uncorrected, considerablv mystifies the issue ; the 
correct rendering being found in T. Baines' History 
of Liverpool, 153, and Gregson's fragments, 284. 
Earl Henry, then, died possessed of " two wind- 
" mills and one horse-mill." Their value is not 
stated in the Inquisition ; but the following year,
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1347. in an "Extent" of the Liverpool possessions 
of Henry, the first Duke of Lancaster, they are 
worth /T) I3s. 4d. per annum, a greatly increased 
valuation, which, no doubt, was owing to the sub 
stitution of wind for water power, and the addition 
of the horse-mill, which could work in any weather. 

From this point, the history of the Kind's water- 
mills is lost ; and, in fact, under the energetic 
management of John More, they vanished alto 
gether from the scene. The Dingle stream at 
Eastham became disused, and the pool partiv silted 
up ; and in 1563 the place is designated, in the 
Corporation Assembly Book, as  ' part of the town's 
" land called Mylne Dam, East-town." In 1587, 
it was pleaded in a milling action, in the Duchy 
Court, that " Her Majesty hath not any water- 
" milnes within the town of Liverpool." This, 
indeed, was the fact, and with it the history of the 
King's water-mills in Liverpool comes to a close. 
In modern times the stream was diverted and 
destroved, but the pool at the toot of the sloping 
hollow, on the north side of Circus Street, remained 
till the present centurv, and is shown in the local 
Guide Hook for 1801.

THL EAKLIHVL WI N DM 1 U.S.

Referring now to windmills, we have the original 
windmill of 1.257 standing, as conjectured, above 
the mill-dam at Eastham. and mentioned, as already 
stated, in 1.20,8, 1322. 1346 (in which year a second 
windmill was erected), and 1347. The next fee- 
farm lease is one by Duke Henry to the burgesses 
in 1357, and in this appear alone the two wind 
mills " our t\\x) mills of the same town." In 
1394, John of Gaunt granted a similar lease, " with 
" all our mills to the said town belonging," which 
was confirmed bv Henry IV in 1399. The terms



40 The King's Mills of Ancient Liverpool.

of this lease stipulate that the specified four repre 
sentative burgesses " shall make and repair the said 
" mills at their own proper cost, taking sufficient 
" great timber for the same, when necessary, from 
" the parks of Toxteth, Croxteth. and Simonswood, 
" under the supervision of the Royal Foresters 
" there." These were the ordinarv terms of a 
chief milling lease, whether royal or otherwise ; 
the lord being at the expense of the structure and 
principal plant and of great timber for repairs, and 
the lessee rinding the labour for the repairs and the 
minor utensils of the mill. At this time the title 
and estates of the Duke of Lancaster had passed 
to the Crown, and the ducal mills had become 
'  king's mills."

It will be remembered that the lease of John of 
Gaunt, 1394, confirmed by Henrv \\ , 1399, makes 
no specific mention of the number of mills, but 
includes generally " all our mills." Other evidence 
suggests that, though this legal phraseology claimed 
all the King's milling rights, these were represented 
by only one of the two town windmills, \\y... the 
original one of 1257, conjectured to be erected at 
Eastham. Consequently the Corporation in 1394 
seemed to have acquired under their lease only the 
Eastham mill. For the present we may leave this, 
and endeavour to account for the other, which there 
is reason to believe was erected opposite the wind 
mill at Kastham, but on the other side (the town 
side) of the pool.

M1DOLK MILL.

At all events, this second mill of 1346 and 1347 
could not be the Townsend mill ; for, as will 
shortly be seen, this was a "new mill" in 1451. 
The problem is, what mill was it ? It appears 
desirable to suggest some solution of so obvious
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a difficulty; hut perhaps tins may not he insur 
mountable so long as we keep all conjecture 
strictly in accordance with the law and custom 
which ruled the milling monopolies. We have 
found a windmill, apparently at first sight a private 
establishment, existing m the town, altogether 
independently of the Corporation and the rights 
they leased. But, of course, as none but the lord 
of the manor (the duke) had the right to set up 
mills, this one could have been none other than a 
ducal mill. Still we have evidence that it was in 
the hands, not of the Corporation, who held the 
lease of the town, but of a private person, who was 
practicallv the freeholder- a curious state of affairs. 
The holder of this mill was a prominent citizen, 
not hitherto mentioned in milling annals. William, 
the son of Adam, of Liverpool, whose will of 13X3, 
directing his burial " in the Chapel of Liverpool, 
" before the face of the white image of the Virgin," 
and disposing of his propertv to his widow, Kath- 
erine. and their children, has been quoted bv mosc 
of our local historians. But it has so far escaped 
notice that this ex-mayor, one of the signatories to 
the Corporation lease of the town, was a mill- 
owner ; or, as all the evidence suggests, the holder 
of a perpetual lease of one mill under the Duke of 
Lancaster. Picton remarks, as to the inventory 
of the property of William, the son of Adam :  
" This is. of course, independent of anv real estate 
'  the testator had left ; it would have been interest- 
'  ing to know the locality of the honest burgher's 
"residence and farm, but on this point the docu- 
' ments are silent." From the Crosse deeds, 
printed in the Transactions of this Society, we find 
some clue to the landed estate and the family affairs 
of this ancient city father ; doubtless the friend of 
William de Grenolf, Mayor of Liverpool in 1353  
who now takes precedence of Richard de Aynsargh
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(Mayor in 1356)   as the first Mayor of Liverpool 
on record.-' These deeds show that in 1368, John, 
son of Adam, the Clerk, granted to William, the 
son of Adam, of Liverpool, his heirs and assigns, 
a certain plot of land in Le Boncke Street (Water 
Street), near St. Nicholas' Church. William died 
in 1383. Bv 1412 Katherine, his widow, had be 
come the wife of Thomas del Hogh, of Wigan ; 
and she then surrendered to her son, John de 
Liverpool, junr., her estates, with the windmill and 
three selions of land adjoining in Liverpool, as also 
the plot of land in Le Boncke Street. Three clays 
later, John de Liverpool conveyed the same estate 
to Robert del Crosse, his heirs and assigns ; and in 
1416 we may find who Robert del Crosse was, for 
" Katherine del Hogh, formerly wife of William, 
" the son of Adam, of Liverpool," makes a formal 
grant of the same estate and other lands to "Richard 
'  del Crosse, her son," by her later marriage. In 
this deed Katherine recites that the windmill, &c., 
" the said William and the said Catherine held of 
" the feoffment of John de Henthorn and Richard

  This inlcreaing addition to the slill imperfect list of mayors of Liverpool 
is made on the authority of a (iced, found among the Moore Charters, which 
is witnessed by William de Grenolf, ''the then mayor." The document, 
which is numbered 272 (and 159) in Mr. Morion's transcripts of the charters 
in the possession of the Corporation of Liverpool, may l>e rendered as 
follows : 

"lie it known to all present and future that I William of Maghull chap- 
" lain have granted and conceded and by these presents confirmed to Richard 
 ' lie Aynesiiargh his heirs ami assigns one seiion of my lands situated in the 
" Daielieid in the tenancy of luhn liaret : as agreed between both parties. 
" To have and to hold the same fully and peacabiy with all liberties as well 
"of the town of Lyverpull [local] as of that fee held in chief of the lord 
" [manorial] by lawful service and custom : I and my heirs warranting and 
' defending 'the title to] the said seiion. against everyone in perpetuity, to 
" the said Richard his heirs and assigns. In testimony whereof I have affixed 
"to this charter my seal. Witnesses: William de Grenolf '/'we tnaiorc,' 
" William the son of Adam, John del More, Alexander Comyn, Peter of 
" Walton, and others. Dated at Lyverpuil on the Saturday next before the 
"Feast of St. Barnabas (June II), in the 27th year of the reign of King 
"Edward the Third after the Conquest" (1532-3).
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"Munn."- Of Henthorn \ve have apparently no 
evidence, but Munn \vas a chantry priest who had 
considerable dealings in landed property ; and one 
or both of them acquired their rights in this wind 
mill apparently after 1367. when John of Gaunt's 20 
years' fee-farm lease expired. The otherwise mys 
terious existence of this mill in the roval manor is 
only explicable on the hvpothesis that it was an 
alienated royal mill, and had passed through Alunn 
and Henthorn to William, practically as freehold 
property, and eventually to Richard Crosse ; beinjj 
thus the forerunner of the mill on Crosse's estate 
known as '  Middle Mill,'' situated within the town 
near the site of the present Johnson Street, Dale 
Street. By the acquirement of this mill, the 
Crosses, of Crosse Hall, Dale Street, were- intro 
duced to the local milling world, verv much to the 
annoyance, as it transpired, of 
and rivals, the Mores of the 
centuries.

Alreadv we perceive the milling 
not only separated from the fee-farm but leased to 
two different parties. This was an ordinary 
arrangement elsewhere ; each mill, in such cases.

their competitors 
i6th and I7th

soke of the town

- Mr. Kadchtlc, \\hn lias drawn un liie subjoined short pedigree with 
references to the Crosse Charters, inform.^
me that Mr. Michael Jones, K.S.A., 
who about the year 1820 arranged Mi. 
Crosse's muniments, considered that the 
Crosse family were the direct representa 
tives of the Liveruools.

Rich: Lyverpiili =

ilnni de Lyvenmli   
No. 58 ; '1366.

I
William de Lyvcrpiill = Katharine =Thomas del IIo<;h  Hugh <iel Cross 

N-.. -i> . .... . ,v, v: .. . . - No. 120, 1412; 126. 1416.
Oy. Were Thomas del Ilo^h and 
Hugh del Crusse identical, or was 
one the second ami the other the 
third husband of KatherincPj

. ^o. 58   oi). 1383. 
Will No. 77.

No.104; 1407 
120; 1412

I
John de Lyverpuil, Junr. 

Nos, 120, 121 ; 1412.

I 
Kiel

I
ichard del Cro^sc Margaret. 
lobertTj | No. 138, 1430.
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owning the compulsory soke of its own immediate 
neighbourhood or of a specified district. There is 
no record showing" how the soke right of Middle 
mill finally fared, but apparently it was at last 
allowed to lapse. At all events, the history of 
this mill seems to have been singularly quiet ; 
and we find no such legal and other struggles 
on the part of the Crosses to enforce their rights, 
as those by which, for instance, the Mores dis 
tinguished themselves. We may now, perhaps, 
consider that both the original windmills have 
approximately been identified as Hastham mill and 
Middle mill, respectively.

EASTHAM WINDMILL.

Hastham and Hastham mill have hitherto had 
no place in Liverpool archaeology. It has been 
noted that, in the " Extent " of 1346, the two water- 
mills and one windmill were presumably all erected 
at the Dingle. This spot, the original milling 
centre of Liverpool, was variously termed :  
Huerston (i3go\ Eastern (1451), Hston (1487). 
Hstan (1521), East-town (1562^, Eastham (1563 to 
J 655\ East-tyn (1760). This place-name is un 
doubtedly still perpetuated in that of Everton. 
Ancient Eastham was apparently not comprised in 
Everton, which was a separate township from 
West Derby in the reign of Henry III, and a 
manor in 1360. In any case the separate identity 
of Eastham on Liverpool heath and within the 
liberties of the town, as distinguished from Everton 
manor, is established from the I4th to the I7th 
century by the records of the mill ; while in 1679 
both places occur in one entry in the Corporation 
books, and in 1760 an unpublished plan of Liver 
pool identifies the site of the mill by name as 
" East-tvn mill dam '' at Down Street.

1
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The mill, though existing, as may reasonably be 
conjectured, in 1257, seems to be first mentioned 
in 1390, when John de Hull granted to William de 
Penereth one selion of land, " next Euerston 
"Mylne" (Crosse Charters, No. 83). This refer 
ence suggests " Kverton Mill"; but it would be 
of interest if it could be shown that a mill 
ever existed nearer Kverton than that at Eastham. 
" Everton Mill " is marked on t\vo manuscript 
maps of the last centurv, in the possession 
of the Dock Board, drawn bv John Eyes and 
another ; but in each case this landmark is Everton 
Beacon ; and on no other map does there appear 
any indication of a mill at Everton. In 1394 East- 
ham mill was the one which seemed to be leased to 
the Corporation. In 1451 Henry VI, as lord of 
the manor, granted to one Thomas Eletcher a lease 
of the " windmill called Easton Mylne,'' at a rent 
of 26s. 8d. per annum. This was not a new mill ; 
for about the same date the Compotus of the Receiver 
of the Duchy included an expenditure '  for repair 
" of the windmill called Eston Mylne, to wit, in 
" carpenter's work, 4s. 7(1.,'' which, as the Duchy 
paid for it, must have been a repair of the structure. 
Further, in the same year, 1451, when the King- 
granted the lease of a certain other windmill (to be 
mentioned later) to another lessee, Robert del More, 
this latter mill was particularly designated as " one 
" windmill called New Milne :" Eastham mill. " the 
" other windmill," being therefore presumably of 
older date.

In one of the Crosse deeds of 1564 we find a 
Fletcher tenanting lands in    Le Esthem Dale," 
but the family name is not continued in connec 
tion with milling. From about 1521 evidence 
of Eastham mill continues to 1679. The place 
is occasionally mentioned in the Corporation books, 
the Crosse Charters, the More Rental, &c., as
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" Estem Mill Dale," " Eastham Milne," i: East- 
'  ham Dale," &c. In 1571 Alice, widow of Richard 
Abraham, tenant of lands adjoining the mill, was 
presented at Port Mote for casting down '  the stone 
'  coppe being one end of Eastham Mylne." By 
this time the Molyneux fee farm leases had com 
menced ; and in 1587 Sir R. Molyneux, in his 
action against Giles Brooke and others for illicit 
milling in the borough, cited " Eastham " as one 
of her Majesty's mills comprised in his lease. 
In the Molyneux Rentals at Croxteth, the mill 
at this period constantly appears. In 1589 the 
bailiff accounts for 4os. annual rent received from 
John Bolton, of Eastham, for "the mill there 
" called Easteham milne," out of which 25s. was 
paid for the fee farm to the Crown. In 1598, 
Richard Bolton paid the same rent. The last 
record showing the mill in existence is one ot 
jiSth October, 1630, when R. Rose, of Everton, 
was fined and ordered at Port Mote '  to remove 
'  the stones that now lie on the usual way from the 
" Eastham Milne ; and the way shall be as it was 
" anciently afore." On October ist, 1646, the 
Corporation acquired from Parliament the Liver 
pool estate of Lord Molyneux, who was declared a 
delinquent. In preferring their claim to Parliament 
they speak generally of " milnes," but in the grant 
they are awarded only " one windmill." Only one 
mill then existed therefore (except Middle mill, 
which belonged to the Crosses, and was not in 
cluded in Molyneux's forfeiture). This solitary one 
was More's Townsend mill, to be mentioned shortly. 
Eastham mill had disappeared ; presumably having 
been destroyed during the siege in 1644. There 
are two entries in the Assembly Books testifying to 
the anxiety of the Corporation, when they secured 
the lordship, to restore this mill. On December 
igth, 1654, the mayor and bailiffs were requested
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to " bargain and issue out monies for the rebuilding 
" of Eastham Milne," and to recover the milne- 
stones which, during the turmoil, had been taken 
away by Airs. Bixteth. who seems to have been the 
tenant at the time of the siege. On August 3^nd, 
1655, it was again ordered that the mavor should 
" treat with Richard \Vhvteheacl, or any other, 
' ; about the setting up of Eastham Milne ;" but 
though, on November 2Oth, the Assembly declared 
they would have '  satisfaction " for the stones from 
the widow, the mill was never rebuilt. The Resto 
ration, in 1660. deprived the Corporation ot their 
manorial privileges and powers ; and Lord Moly- 
neux. when he came to his own again, seems to 
have early sold his milling rights to his old lessee, 
Edward More, who, instead of restoring Eastham, 
worked the Townseud mill, not far off, at the top of 
the road over the heath, Shaw's Brow. Still the 
old place-name '  Eastham " occurs at various 
later dates. In 1679 the Corporation directed that 
" a sufficient bridleway be set out from the narrow 
'  way which leads from Everton to Eastham Mill ;" 
and in iGyi one   James Gore, of Eastham," was 
presented at Port Mote. This is the last trace of 
the old name, which for a couple of centuries has 
been obliterated from memorv in Liverpool.

TOWNSKXn WINDMII.I,.

So far, we have mentioned, from the i5th to the 
17th century, two of the principal Crown lessees, 
the Crosses of Middle mill, and the Molvneuxs of 
Eastham and other mills. The Mores of Bankhall 
may now be referred to. Their special mill was 
Townsend. This was probably the " windmill 
" called New Milne," leased in chief to Robert 
More in 1451, and again to him and Robert Ley- 
land in 1463 ; and was apparently the mill of which
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Edward More, in 1667, told his son, ''your ances- 
i: tors built it ;" doing so, of course, by arrangement 
with the manorial lord, the king. In the i6th 
centurv, however, Molyneux acquired the lease of 
the town and the mills (except Crosses', ; and the 
Mores then, of course, fell to the minor level of 
sub-lessees under him, as thev remained for some 
time, continuously working the Townsend mill. In 
the earlier part of the i6th century the Mores were 
also working the Bootle mills.

In 1587 William More was sub-lessee of the 
Liverpool mills under Sir R. Molyneux, and the 
two joined in a campaign against a number of citi 
zens who had refused suit and service. Though, a 
century later, Edward More twice refers to this 
action with more or less inaccuracy, and though he 
claims that his ancestor in question was the King's 
miller, reference to the pleadings in the case puts 
beyond all doubt the fact that it was Molyneux who 
was the King's miller, while More was merely the 
sub-lessee. Edward More involves the affair in 
some mystery. He says, in his Rental of 1689  
" In my grandfather Edward More's time there 
" was two or three proud fellows set up mills, but 
" he preferred a bill in the Duchy showing,' 1 eve., 
" and after two hearings it was decided that these 
" new erected mills should be put clown and fined 
" besides, which accordingly was put in execution 
" and the mills pulled down." But the action was 
really taken by Molyneux at the instance of Edward 
More's great-grandfather, not his grandfather ; 
though the latter probably was concerned in some 
second hearing of the case which More mentioned, 
the pleas for which do not exist in the Duchv 
records. Elsewhere in the Rental. More refers 
again to the case in almost the same terms as 
before, observing again that his grandfather's mills 
were the King's mills. This must not be inter-
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preted to mean that his grandfather held the crown 
lease. In fact, Edward More himself was the first 
veritable " King's Miller 1 ' of his family for two 
centuries past. About 1668 he seems to have 
acquired by purchase the ancient king's soke of the 
town (with the exception of Crosses' portion) from 
Lord Molyneux, who had bought it in 1635 ; and 
he exercised his rights at Townsend and at the 
horse-mill which stood near the top of the present 
Brunswick Street.

The Rental of Edward More is already printed, 
and although it largtlv illustrates some of the 
milling customs respecting enforced soke, it intro 
duces nothing >ulticientlv new to demand reference 
in the short space of this paper. One prominent 
matter, however, may be mentioned. Picton, 
has not failed to inflict severe castigation upon 
tiie memorv of the unfortunate Edward More. 
A quotation from the Rental draws from him 
the remark :    Machiavelli himself could hardly 
" have improved on the hard, astute, cunning 
" selfishness he displayed." Let us see. What 
More had said was :    Mark well the covenant 
'  in your leases for grinding at your mills : let 
" your penalty be as high as voti can agree 
" with the tenants." Picton did not claim to 
be an authority on milling matters, and doubtless 
had never studied mediaeval milling law or lore ; 
certainly lie mistook the purport ot the word 
" penalty." which indicated merely the payment 
for exemption from the grinding stipulation usual 
in tenants' leases.

There was surelv nothing of specially Machia 
vellian cunning in framing leases on the legal 
model in use for centuries past, nor in making 
rents and exemptions as high as possible ; and the 
evidently novel nature of milling soke to Picton 
must be admitted to have caused him to have placed

E
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on the shoulders of the ill-starred Edward More 
that blame which, if attributed at all, would more 
rightly have been apportioned to the laws and 
customs of feudality in England from the time of 
Domesday. The anxiety of More that his son 
should make the most of his legal rights is very 
keen, and, viewing his circumstances, is somewhat 
pathetic ; but so far as milling is concerned, he 
advises neither illegality nor (save in one notorious 
political respect) injustice. The value he sets upon 
the mills is abundantly shown. " Ik' careful of the 
" clause to grind at your mill, it is a great thing to 
'  your estate." " The horse-mill, God bless it ! a 
" thing of great concernment to your estate." '  If 
" ever you be Mayor and a Justice of the Peace in 
" the country " ithe expression of this precept being 
More's cardinal sin as a citizen and a miller) "you 
" may very easily make this mill worth twenty 
" measures a week, which, at a crown a measure, 
" is £5 a week." And so on. He and his mills, 
their soke and their tenants have gone ; and if we 
complacently look around us to-day and smile at 
the solemn injunction to his son, " Remember, 
" there can be no more mills in the town than what 
<; is already," let us congratulate ourselves that, if 
there are more mills, there is, at all events, no more 
soke, no more grinding of tenants, and no more 
suppression of free competition.

One of More's sources of trouble, in addition to 
his annoyance at the continuance of Crosse's share 
of the soke, is worth mention. He was disquieted 
by the governor of the castle erecting a horse-mill 
in the name of the king within that fortress, where, 
probably, there had been nothing of the kind since 
the horse-mill within the court-yard was destroyed 
in 1588. More framed a shrewd scheme for oust 
ing it, but apparently never put it into effect. But 
if, instead of doing this, he had entered the case for
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trial at the Duchy Court, and proved that the mill 
was grinding for burgesses, and not for the garrison 
only, he would certainly have secured a decision in 
his favour. It was pleaded in the courts about 
this time, 1675, in connection with Bury mills, that 
no person could set up even hand-mills in a manor, 
" not the lord himself, when he had leased his 
" mills" ; and the Sovereign at this period was no 
longer lord of the manor of Liverpool, and legally 
could claim no right of grinding even for his gar 
rison. \Ye have elsewhere evidence of a king giving 
compensation to mill-owners on whose rights his 
new private mill entrenched. Hut how far the 
legal dictum would have held good as regarded the 
Sovereign's rights and powers to ensure food for 
his garrison in a time of necessity, was evidently 
regarded by the King's miller as extremely doubtful. 

More's declining fortunes were now at their 
lowest ebb, and on October 28th, 1667, we find the 
Corporation sending their bailiffs to make a distress 
at Townsend. The unfortunate squire even then 
was not without a friend, for John Hoole. his miller, 
was shortly after presented at Port Mote and fined 
40$. for '  imprisoning both the late bailiffs in Mr. 
'  More's mill." This is one of the last events in 
the rapidly closing history of this ancient estab 
lishment. On the dispersal of the More estates, 
the mill, with other property, came into the posses 
sion of the Earl of Derby, who purchased the 
heavily-mortgaged property in 1724 from Sir Cleave 
More. Special interest attaches to the clause in 
the purchase-deed referring to the mill : "All that 
'  messuage and tenement in Oldhall Street, in 
" Liverpool, aforesaid, commonly called the Old 
" Hall ; and also that windmill situated and being 
" at the lower end of Dale Street, in Liverpool, 
' '  aforesaid, commonly called Townsend mill ; and 
" also the twelve yards of ground lying on the new

E 2
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" Kay, in Liverpool, aforesaid." The same terms 
appear in a mortgage deed of 1721. This specifi 
cation of the mill is one of various evidences that, 
contrary to generally-received opinion, the ancient 
Townsend mill stood on Shaw's Brow, and not on 
the North Shore.

The structure on the shore, popularly known as 
Townsend mill for a century past, was a compara 
tively modern estahlishment, first appearing in a 
MS. map in possession of the Corporation ot Liver 
pool, dated 1765. It is true that a map professing 
to be that of Liverpool in 1539 (and also shewing 
the entrenchments of 1044) indicates and names 
Townsend mill on the shore, about half-a-mile from 
the old church ; which is not quite the site of the 
later so-called Townsend mill. But no authority is 
advanced for this map. and I should not he surprised 
to learn that its compilation is ot comparativelv 
late date. At all events the localising of Townsend 
upon the shore in 1539, judging by other evidences 
(too much matters of detail to be adduced here) is 
an inaccuracy.

To return to my story. Lord Derby, among 
other propertv of the Mores, purchased the mill 
which stood almost on the present site of the Steble 
fountain, opposite the Art Gallery. The accom 
panying view depicts it on this site in the year 
1772.

In 17/7, the Corporation having become, by pur 
chase, lords of the manor, immediately negociated 
for the acquirement of the mill, which, with one or 
two more recent ones, had become a "nuisance'' 
by Act of Parliament, owing to their sails revolving 
too near to the highway. The Town Clerk was 
directed to write " about the purchase of Lord 
" Derby's interest in Townsend mill." and also to 
write to Alderman Rigby, the lessee, as to his in 
terest. In 1779, Rigby's interest was secured for
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/,3oo. conditionally on the propertv being pur 
chased from Lord Derby for removal. In 1780 
this transaction was effected for another ^300 ; and 
the " nuisance." which had served its dav and per 
petuated to modern times the feudal usages of 
centuries, was shortlv afterwards destroyed. It is 
worthy of note that this ,{,T)oo was the only actual 
payment made by the Corporation, directly and 
specifically, for the purchase and extinction of the 
soke rights of the town.

RURAL MILLS LHASIiU WITH THK TOWN.

So far. I have referred only to the mills within the 
town and its liberties. But besides these, were two 
(subsequently three) rural windmills that, though 
quite beyond the manor of Liverpool, were for two 
centuries continually leased with it. These ancient 
mills seem to have been added to the fee farm by 
Edward IV in the I5th century, with the idea of 
extending the milling resources ot the rising garri 
son town and port. They comprised the mills of 
Ackers. Wavertree, and (later) \Yest Derby ; and 
were first included in a lease granted in 1475 to 
Henry Crosse, of the " town and lordship of Lvther- 
" pole with the appurtenances " (which included the 
town mills), at the ancient rent of/,'i4 : " and also 
" of one windmill called Ackers Mvlnc and another 
" windmill called \Vatre Mylne in the county afore- 
" said," at an extra rental of ^os. each. Each one 
of the subsequent leases of the fee farm, which 
need not be mentioned here, comprised these two 
mills. In 1529 Henrv Ackers granted the pair to 
" Henry Pogden. of Wau'tre. milner, and Roger, 
i; his son," at a rental of 46s. 8d., of which the 
original 4os. was to be paid to the bailiff of West 
Derby, and the extra 6s. 8d. to himself. In 1537 
the lee farm was granted by the King to Thomas
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Holcroft, a considerable speculator in land, from 
whom the lease was passed, in 1538, to Sir R. 
Molyneux. The latter thus held the whole of the 
King's mills, urban and suburban (except Middle 
mill, still leased in cafrite by the Crosses"1 ; and 
added to them, in 1581. Derby mill also. 
In the Molyneux Rentals for the period, the mills 
are classed together by the bailiff somewhat after 
the following form (as in 1598) :   Derbie mill, 
included in the farm of the adjoining meadows, at 
a total rental of ^'10; Accers, "for the mill there," 
from John Cole 33s. 40!., out of which is paid 2os. 
to the crown ; Wavertree, " for the mill there," from 
James Forster 468. 8d., out of which 2os. is paid to 
the crown ; Eastham, " for the mill called Eastham 
" mill," from John Bolton 4os., out of which 25 s. 
is paid to the crown. Wavertree was therefore at 
this date the most profitable of the series ; East- 
ham being the most heavily rented and the largest 
mill, though its custom was evidently falling off. 
Matters so continued until 1629, when Charles I 
sold the lordship of Liverpool to Ditchfield and 
others on behalf of the Common Council of Lon 
don, from whom it was acquired by Sir Richard 
Molyneux. Dec. 4. 1635. The town mills were con 
veyed in both these sales ; the rural mills, how 
ever, were excluded. That of West. Derby had 
already been sold by James I to Sir R. Molyneux ; 

 those of Accers and Wavertree Charles I sold in 
1629 to Ditchfield and others. The subsequent 
history of the rural mills is indicated below.

ACKERS' MILL.

Respecting the first of the three, Ackers' mill : 
if Baines, in his attempt to localise Ackers, the 
seat of the Ackers family, of Ackers Hall, had 
happened to have been led to have studied these
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milling leases, he would not have failed to note 
that Ackers was near Liverpool, and could not 
have been, as he supposed, at Salford. The same 
quest as to the locality of the hall has been made 
in a former communication to this Society ; for the 
identity of Captain G. Acres, whose arms were 
emblazoned in one of the windows of St. Nicholas' 
Church in 1590, is a matter in which various of our 
archaeologists have taken an interest. But the 
question left unsolved may now be quite satis 
factorily settled. Ackers is entitled to rank 
among the first of our mills in point of undis 
puted antiquity and identity. It was old and 
repaired in 1344 (over a century before it first 
appeared in the lease of 1475) and was contempo 
rary with Euerstan or Eastham mill of 1390. 
Unfortunately, however, its identity at this earlv 
date has of late been obscured, owing to the his 
torians, T. 15aines and others, mis-reading the 
ancient name "Accers" as "Alters"; the close 
similarity of form between the letters c and t 
in early English MSS. being, of course, the source 
of the error. In 1342. then, the mill being out of 
order, the verderers of the forests of Toxteth and 
Croxteth accounted to the Earl of Lancaster for 
two oaks cut in the park oi Croxteth to repair it, 
as well as a sapling oak cut in the outer wood, 
jurinseco bosco, of Derby, tor making a mill-shaft; 
while at the same time John del Accers was 
noted as having felled and carried away one sea 
soned oak from Derby Wood. Evidently the mill 
at this period underwent an extensive restoration. 
This is its first occurrence in our history. The mill 
remained leased with the town by the Molyneuxs 
till 1629. when Charles I sold it; but Sir R. Moly- 
neux seems to have again acquired the lease, as it 
appears in his rentals till the year 1648. In 1651 
Sir Richard's bailiff has entered Ackers mill with
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those of Derby and Wavertree in his accounts ; 
but in the next remaining rental   that for 1657   
Derby mill alone appears, and at about this date, 
therefore. Ackers mill had passed to other hands. 
The adjoining propertv of Accers Hall had been 
conveyed by Henry Ackers, gentleman, to Sir 
R. Molyneux, on the 15111 October. 1562. It 
appears in the Croxteth Rental for 1769, and is 
marked in Singleton's maps of his lordship's 
estates in 1837 and the tithe-map of 1X37-8. The 
mill was not part of that holding, but of the adjoin 
ing one of '  laoltons," which lav between the mill 
and the Hall. The latter has been converted into 
a farmhouse, and of late years has been variously 
known as Ackers, Ackhurst. and Acorn Hall, at 
which last it still remains ; it is situated in Finch 
Lane, West Derby, being tbe first building on the 
left hand from Prescot Road. Some three fields 
to the north of it is a close, marked 21(35 on the 
tithe map, and named in the accompanying refe 
rences " Mill Field." Here is indicated by shading 
the mound on which formerly stood the ancient 
Accers mill, near the present hedgerow beside the 
very old cottage known as " Boltons,'' opposite 
Finch House. The cottage, which is considered 
to be the oldest building in the township, was 
owned in 1837 by John Tarbuck. Margaret Mason, 
a villager living till recently, who was born here 
about the year 1800, remembered as a child that 
close to the house there used to stand probably 
in ruins an old mill. These evidences, though 
fragmentary, amply serve to identify the site.

WAVKKTKEE MILL.

Wavertree mill enjoys the rare distinction of 
being the only one of the four most ancient of our 
corn mills that still exists. Its antiquity and its
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history command not alone the interest ot the 
antiquary. As a monument of the old order of 
things that has given place to the new it is entitled 
to the regard of the meanest of our population, 
whose corn is happilv soke free and whose bread is 
abundant and cheap. As an indication of the vast 
advances made in modern times in the building 
and equipment of mills, and in milling processes, it 
ensures the regard of all who appreciate the inesti 
mable benefits of the present improved methods of 
manufacturing flour. Asalreadv stated, this "wind- 
 ' mill called Watremylne" ' was annexed to the tee 
farm of Liverpool in 1475. The date ot its estab 
lishment does not appear; but according to the 
extent of the possessions of the manor in 1257 
it was not in existence then. It passed from 
Charles I in 1629 with the manors of Waver- 
tree and West Derby. As already shewn, it was 
leased for a long period from the crown by the 
Molyneuxs. In the Rental for 1598 it is tenanted 
by James Forster. who paid 46s. Ncl. per annum. It 
was even then the most profitable of the rural 
mills, but in 1648 its rent is found to be raised to 
/,~5 per annum, the tenant being Win, Keikwith ; 
Derby mill now yielding the same enhanced rent. 
This is its last occurrence in the Molvnetix Rentals. 
In 1629 it was sold by the crown, with other 
estates already mentioned, to James Lord Strange, 
son of the Earl of Derby. In 1676, I find William 
Karl of Derby enforcing the soke of the mill upon 
his tenants in the usual manner. A lease was 
granted, in that year, of land at Wavertree to one 
Robert Carter. It stipulated that the said Robert 
Carter li shall always bring all the corn and grain 
" which by him or his assigns, and every of them, 
" shall be spent yearly in or upon the premises, to

5 "\\.uUn:" Mill rcinai;..s the uli.ige synonym fur Wnvt:i Uce.
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" he ground upon or at the said Earl's mill or mills 
" within the Manor of Wavertree, and not else- 
" where without reasonable cause." While the 
usual clause for re-entry comprised the following 
amongst possible breaches of agreement:  " If the 
" said Robert Carter or his assigns, occupiers of 
" the premises or any part thereof, shall fail or 
" refuse to bring all the corn and grain, which by 
" them shall be spent in or upon the premises, to 
" be ground upon or at the said Earl's mill or 
" mills."

The manor and mill subsequently passed by pur 
chase to Isaac Green, by whose daughter they were 
conveyed in marriage to Bamber Gascoyne. In his 
time the Act of 1768, for dividing and enclosing 
the common lands at Wavertree, was passed, and 
that portion upon which the mill stood was allotted 
to Gascovne, he already being the owner of the 
structure itself as lord of the manor. This Act 
contained a clause prohibiting the erection of any 
house or building, or the planting of any trees or 
the growth of any existing trees, within 200 yards 
of the mill. " to such a height as to prevent the 
" going of the said windmill," by, of course, screen 
ing off the wind. Fortunately this was not a case 
in which the owner contemplated the necessity of 
removing the structure ; a proceeding ot which, 
under similar circumstances, we have several in 
stances elsewhere. The heiress of Bamber Gas 
coyne carried the estate and mill by marriage to 
the Marquis of Salisbury. In July, 1776, an 
advertisement in the Liverpool papers announced 
the mill, with appurtenances, for sale ; and we next 
find it in the possession of the Bourne family, who 
still retain it.

During the great gale of February, 1895. the 
mill was despoiled of one of its sail yards ; but, 
fragile timber structure as it seems, it still weathered
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a storm that wrought havoc with many an appa 
rently stronger edifice ; hut, since then, other 
damage has entirely wrecked it. From the ac- 
companying view, it will he seen that the mill 
is an excellently typical example of the second of 
the two forms in which mediaeval windmills were 
constructed. From the 12th to the I5th century 
the usual practice was to support the mill on a 
stout framework of pillars of wood, the entire 
timber superstructure being turned round by means 
of a projecting beam, to catch the wind as required. 
A century later we find pillars of stone supporting 
the mill, and the lower end of the beam attached 
to a wheel made to run in a paved circle round the 
mill This is the character of Wavertree mill, and 
each of these details remains. Some care has been 
taken in its interior to preserve the general outline 
of the plant and fittings, and to encase the stones; 
but, open as it is to the roughs and tramps of the 
neighbourhood, an inspection of the interior but 
displays its ruin. Recognising the interest and 
importance of .this antique fabric, it is to be 
hoped that some day efficient measures may be 
taken to avert the,ruin into which it is rapidly tall- 
ing, and preserve it for future generations, both of 
Lancashire folk and their American cousins who 
are so fond of finding something new in the relics 
of remote antiquitv. The creation of '  Greater 
" Liverpool " has resulted in once more adding this 
ancient structure to the city from which it has been 
separated over two and a half centuries ; and as it 
has thus once more become a Liverpool mill, we 
cannot but take some interest in its probable fate.

WEST DERBY MILL. .

Originally there appears to have been at West 
Derby a water-mill and a windmill. The inquisi 
tion taken on the death of Edmund Plantagenet,
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Earl of Lancaster, in 1296, shewed that he held 
precisely the same milling estate, of identical value, 
at West Derby as at Liverpool viz. : " One \vind- 
" mill and water-mill worth by the year five marks." 
This is the only actual record of the existence of 
the water-mill, but other references connrm the fact. 
An inquisition on the death of Thomas, Earl of 
Lancaster. 1327, schedules at West Derby a field 
of 10 acres, called the Millpool, valued at 6s. 8cl. 
per annum for its summer herbage. This seems 
to have been the site of the water-mill. Probably 
it had been the mill originally attached to the 
castle, and it certainly seems to have been situated 
near the castle and the old chapel, the sites of 
which, at West Derby village, are well known. 
In 1796 the ancient millpool field occurs as 
" Milldam Hey," again near the church, being 
mentioned in the admittance of the Rev. Glover 
Moore, rector of Halsall, as copyhold tenant of 
land between the present church and Grove House. 
In 1826 it was purchased from Charles Ereme, of 
Liverpool, by Lord Sefton, and added to the park. 
A small brook exists in the locality ; and across the t' 
adjacent road, known as Meadow Lane, is a cul- \\ 
vert through which, it is believed, this old mill- 
stream still runs.

The windmill mentioned in the above inquisition 
of 1296 long survived the water-mill. At the in 
quisition of 1327 it appears as " One mill let from 
' ; old time at 4os, a year." It is mentioned in the 
order of Edward IV, in 1476, directing the repair of 
Liverpool Castle. -i Item the wynd-mill at Derbv 
 : next to the horse-myll is well repaired in all 
" things except boarding and shingling, which is 
" ordered to be done. The house of the said horse- 
" mill is so feeble that it cannot stand ; wherefore 
" it is ordained to be taken down and a new house 
" to be made, whereunto is assigned the timber of
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" the old stable at Liverpool, without the castle, 
" and such other old timber within the castle, as 
" may be spared ; and the residue to be had at
 ' Simon's Wood and carried." In 1444, and again 
in 1492, " a certain \vav called Mylngate. near the , 
" chapel of Derby." is mentioned in the accounts ot :>/' 
the bailiff of the roval manor. In I54\llenry VIII  *? 
granted a windmill and a horse-mill, the " Krles-
   medowe," the fosse of the castle, iXrc., at \\'est 
Derby, to Sir \V. Molvncux ; he to keep the mills 
in repair, and to be at libertv to move the horse 
mill to anv other desired site within the manor. 
Whether he moved this mill does not transpire. 
In 15X1 Queen Elizabeth granted the windmill and 
horse-mill at West Derbv to Sir Richard Molyneux, 
and in 15^7 he included " Derby Mill" in the list 
ot royal mills held by him as cited in pleadings. 
In 161o the mills were sold by James I. at an 
annual valuation of jis. 8d., to Ferrers and Philips, 
ot London, the great milling speculators ot that 
age. When James I and Charles I were selling 
in all directions roval manors and royal mills, these 
two enterprising individuals devoted their attention 
to buying up all the kind's mills throughout the 
country which they could obtain. I have a very 
extensive list of their milling purchases, compiled 
from the Records at Chancerv Lane, which, as a 
schedule of the property of the greatest millowners 
the kingdom has ever known (save, of course, the 
crown) is very interesting. West Derby mills 
having been thus disposed of, they are accordinglv 
specifically excluded in 1629 from the sale by 
Charles I of the manor of West Derby to Ditch - 
field and others of London. Ferrers and Philips 
realised on all their speculative purchases as soon 
as possible. The date of their sale of West Derby 
mill we have not been able to ascertain, but in the 
first part of the next centurv it had become the
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property of Lord Molyneux, and the horse-mill 
which adjoined it had been abolished. The mill, of 
course, had long been held by the MoKneuxs, and 
appears to have been generally leased with the 
meadows adjoining it. In 1568, the rental shews 
the payment by William the Miller of ^4, one 
year's rent of the \\indmill at Derby; but the mill 
subsequently appears, together with the meadows, 
at an aggregate rent of £10 : this arrangement 
lasting from 1589 to 1660. In the year 1607, 
Richard Molyneux, gentleman, of the Xew Hall, 
paid this amount for the mill and the meadows. 
The arrangement came to an end in 1660, when 
fennett Whallev took the mill alone "bv agreement

 J . iT*

"with Mr. Brettargh," acting for Carvl third Vis 
count Molyneux, at a rent of £$ per annum. She 
remained tenant till 1670, when half-a-year's rent 
was paid on her account, and the other half was 
paid by John Tarlton, presumably the new miller. 
In 1671 the mill was entered as being demised to 
John Pemberton for three lives. In 1672 the 
holder was James Pemberton, whose name appears 
again in 1684. Its subsequent history may be 
traced in the Croxtcth Register of Leaseholds.

October 2Oth, 1710 : Leased by William Lord 
Molyneux to Thomas Pemberton for life of James 
Yates. Fine, £25 ; rent, £i us. 8d.

May 6th, 1740 : Leased by Caryl Lord Molyneux 
to Benjamin Tyrer for the lives of his children, 
John, Thomas, and Elizabeth, at a fine of £20 
and an annual rent of £i us. 8d.

September agth, 1767 : Leased by Hon. Maria 
Molyneux, the Earl of Litchfiekl, and John Pru- 
jean, of Gray's Inn, Esq., to Thurstan Robinson. 
Fine, £20 ; rent raised to £2. per annum (as credited 
in steward's accounts).

In 1770 Robinson was granted a license to assign 
his lease, with the result shewn in the next entry.
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March aist, 1771 : Leased by Charles Viscount 
Molvneux to Thos. Champion, for lives of himself, 
wife, and daughter Eleanor. Fine and rent as 
above.

During the tenure of Thomas Champion appears 
a curious entry, showing that Lord Sefton had con 
tributed to the cost of restoring the mill-shaft, 
though of course he was under no obligation to do 
so : 

1779, December 6th : Thomas Champion, jar a 
cliai'itv alloii'tuicc by Lord Sefton towards a new 
mill-shaft for Derby mill. I'l is. od.

Ten years later Champion's lease was still 
existing ; but in 1796 another new tenant took 
possession, Robert Rawsthorn, who paid the same 
amount of rent as his predecessor, viz., £2, and 
whose name appears as late as 1834 as " Life- 
" holder" on the register of the estate for that 
year, though at this date the mill had ceased to 
exist.

The site of the old structure may still be identi 
fied. It is shewn in Perry's map of 1768 ; and 
also appears as '  Derby Windmill " in the accom 
panying chart of triangles upon which the map was 
projected. A map of Lord Molyneux's estates in 
1769 shews Derby mill as part of the estates. It 
stood by the side of the main road leading from 
Liverpool to West Derby, and overlooked the road 
leading up from the village of West Derby, which is 
still known as Mill Lane, and which doubtless is the 
ancient " certain way called Milngate juxta the 
"church of Derby" mentioned in 1444. In the 
Liverpool Directory for 1796, the list of " Hackney 
" Fares " from the Exchange includes " Lark Hill 
" and Derby Mill, 5s.," the mill thus being near 
Lark Hill. The date of its disappearance does 
not appear : from the above it seems to have been 
remaining in 1796 ; but in the next Directory in
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which the hackney fares are given, that of 1803, 
" Lark Hill, 5s." occurs without mention of the mill, 
which, presumably, had been by then pulled down.

TIM-: TOWN SOKK   HOSTILITY OF THE CITIZENS.

We have now followed as briefly as possible the 
fortunes of the mills themselves, as well as made 
some passing reference to the more prominent of 
the lessees who held them and imposed the soke. 
It remains to consider the manner of the enforce 
ment of this soke, and the constant trouble and 
anxiety, of a more or less pronounced kind, borne 
by the lessees in exacting their due and legal mill 
toll from the citizens. If the ownership of mills in 
those -days was a valuable, it was also a toilsome 
and harassing, inheritance for any man wishing to 
live in amity with his neighbours. The records of 
the Duchy of Lancaster are replete with the plead 
ings of millowners whose tenants, refusing to grind 
at their mills, were guilty of the heinous offence of 
'  grinding where they best pleased and where they 
" were best served" to adopt the usual phrase of 
the defendants. The documents of the celebrated 
Dee mills abound with such pleadings and orders. 
Throughout the kingdom, for ages, something like 
civil warfare constantly raged between lords and 
tenants ; and even the monastic records are tilled 
with accounts of turmoil and bloodshed round the 
Abbot's corn mills. Only one severe contest seems, 
so far as the documentary evidence goes, to have 
taken place in Liverpool : and as it was evidently 
an organised and thorough attempt of the town to 
shake off the soke, some slight mention of it seems 
to be necessary here.

In 1557, Sir Richard Molyneux granted (tor the- 
second time) a lease of the town and its manorial 
rights to the Corporation. With this event com 
menced a contest of a couple of centuries' duration,
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as to what manorial rights the Corporation claimed, 
on the one hand, and what they were entitled to, 
on the other ; the interesting story of which has 
never yet been fully recited, nor its complications 
disentangled, as they perhaps might be. This 
lease to the Corporation expressly reserved the 
mills " except and always forpossessed and re- 
" served all the mylnes standing and being in the 
" said town or borough or the liberties of the same." 
With these the Corporation had nothing to do ; 
and, in fact, we have alivadv seen that Molyneux 
leased them out separately to Moore and others. 
At this very time the Corporation were busy con 
testing Moiyneux's right to market tolls, &c., and 
they seem to have made no effort to discourage the 
general attempt made in the town to contest his 
mill tolls also. Molyneux appealed to the crown 
regarding the latter, and on June 4th, in the fol 
lowing year (1558), there was issued a royal 
'' Commandment that the tenants of and within 
" the manor and town of Liverpool shall grind their 
" corn and grain at the King and Queen's mills 
" there and not elsewhere." There was no pos 
sible replv to an order of this kind resistance was 
punishable by severe penalties ; and for a time 
Molyneux and his millers seem to have enjoyed a 
little peace.

This '  Commandment" of Philip and Mary has 
never been printed, and one or two extracts may 
be of interest in illustration of soke customs. It 
was directed to the Bailiff of West Derby Manor : 
" Whereas, we and our predecessors of us the 
" Queen have had of ancient time divers and sun- 
" dry mills within our Manor of West Derby and 
" also in our town of Liverpool, and have had 
" yearh rents and profits for the same, time out of 
" the memory of man ; and whereas, our tenants 
" and inhabitants within the said Manor of West
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" Derby and our said town of Liverpool have used, 
" time out of memory of man, to grind their corn 
" and grain at the said mills, whereby our said 
" mills have been maintained, our rents truly an- 
" swered to us and our predecessorSj for us the 
" Queen, and our farmers and occupiers assured 
" of some reasonable gains, &c.

" And as we have been credibly informed that 
" there be divers of our tenants and other inhabi- 
" tants of our said town and our Manor of West 
" Derby, where you be our Steward, that now of 
" late have erected, buildecl, and made divers and 
" sundry mills of divers kind of sorts within our 
" said town, as also elsewhere within our Manor of 
" West Derby : And that there hath been divers 
" and many of our said tenants, and also divers 
" other persons (which have been used and accus- 
" tomed to grind their corn and grain at our said 
" mills that now of late have grinded their said corn 
" at the said [illicit] mills lately builded, which 
" hath not only been to the great hurt and damage 
" of our farmers there, but also within short time 
" to come may grow to the utter damage of our 
" said mills there, and also to the disinheriting 
" of us and our heirs and successors of us the 
" Queen, tvc.

" Wherefore, &c., we will and require you (the 
" Bailiff), and nevertheless charge and command 
" you that you immediately, upon sight hereof, &c., 
" do give monition and warning; and also do 
" charge and command all and every of our ten- 
" ants, farmers, and copy holders that they, from 
" the time of the said monition and warning, do 
" grind all their corn and grain at some of our said 
" mills, and in no other place, etc., and not at any 
" mill erected in the said manor or town within the 
" time of 20 years last past other than such be our 
" mill, if any there be, until such time as they shall
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" show good matter before our Chancellor and 
" Council of our said Duchy why and wherefore 
" they ought not to do so."

Any persons disobeying the order were to receive 
notice from the bailiff to appear at a certain clay, 
by him to be fixed, " in our Duchy Chamber at 
" Westminster, there and then to answer their facts 
" and doings therein." The bailiff was also to 
make enquiry and ascertain who the delinquents 
were, " and to put down their names and their facts 
" and doings, and also where they had been and 
" had their corn ground instead of at our said mills." 
Also at his discretion he was to see that such of 
fenders were amerced for their misdeeds ; all this 
being " to the intent that our said Chancellor and 
" Council of our said Duchy may see our inheritance 
" in the said mills preserved and the said offenders 
" punished." Finally, the bailiff himself was 
warned to " proceed herein according to the order 
'  of our laws and monitions and justice : and ac- 
" cordingly not failing, as you will answer to us at 
" your peril."

Such was the tenor of the order which restored 
peace to Liverpool. It will be remembered it was 
issued by the Queen, not as a sovereign but as the 
Lady of the Manor ; and that it was open, for 
example, to Edward More of the next century, 
whose milling rigour has been so severely criticised, 
to issue a somewhat similar ukase and enforce it in 
the Duchy Chamber, if he had chosen, against his 
recalcitrant tenants.

Thirty years almost passed, and the illicit mills 
were again so much on the increase that Molyneux 
took action against the whole body of offenders. 
These were headed by Giles Brooke and John Bird, 
ex-mayors, and other prominent citizens. This is 
the action of 1587-8, already referred to in connec 
tion with William More, of Townsend mill, who

F 2
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assisted Molyneux in getting up the case. The 
pleas remain in the Duchy records and have never 
been printed ; but they are too long to quote here, 
and their general scope maybe briefly summarised. 
The bill of complaint is filed by Molyneux. More's 
name does not appear in the document, but at its 
foot is a marginal note testifying to his private co 
operation in the matter: ''Somehow you must 
" amend the bill, which is put into the Duchy 
" according to this copy, and then the injunction 
" must be made according to the bill, and then all 
" is well. (Signed) Wm. More." Molyneux 
pleads that the Queen is rightfully seized of the 
mills at which all the inhabitants, by all the time 
whereof the memory of man is not to the contrary, 
have used and of right ought to grind all their corn ; 
paying and allowing such toll as of ancient time 
hath been used and accustomed. Giles Brooke 
and the others have erected divers horse-mills, 
hand-mills, and querns in the manor, at which they 
daily grind their corn, whereby the custom of grist 
of Her Majesty's mills is very greatly hindered, 
decayed, and impaired, to Her Majesty's disinheri 
tance, and her orator's hindrance in his farm. He 
prays for an injunction ordering them to cease 
.so doing or to appear at the Duchy Court at 
Westminster. Elizabeth's Chancellor approved 
of the latter course, and the refractory citizens 
duly put in an appearance and filed very full 
answers. They accused More of being the abettor 
of Molyneux, and charged him with private malice, 
having no respect for Her Majesty's benefit or 
service, or the good estate of the whole inhabitants 
of the town. They set forth that Liverpool is an 
ancient borough and port or haven town near ad 
joining to the sea coast, where divers honorable 
personages and other Her Majesty's officers repair 
and resort for the affairs of Her Highness's service
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both out and unto Ireland ; that Her Majesty's 
troops at sundry times land there, sometimes to the 
number of five or six hundred or more, and often 
lie there a fortnight or three weeks or longer, for 
lack of convenient wind to transport them ; also 
great numbers of people come from the parts ad 
joining at the time of the herring fishery, and for 
the time make their abode in the town. For the 
better entertainment of these numerous visitors 
there had, they allege, always been maintained 
certain horse-mills. Besides the Queen has no 
water-mills in Liverpool, and her two windmills 
are not sufficient to serve the whole town ; for in 
time of calm the inhabitants have to resort to 
water-mills, four, five, or six miles distant. But, 
irrespective of this, when the wind did serve, the 
inhabitants had ordinarily ground away from those 
mills if they pleased sometimes at John Crosse's 
windmill or at Norres's water-mill (situated near 
where the Gallows mill was subsequently built), at 
Birket (Birkenheacl) water-mill, or at others, " at 
" their wills and pleasures where they could best 
" be served." John Bird is admitted to be the 
occupier of the horse-mill belonging to Edward 
Xorres, esquire, "which mill had long continuance" 
(and by custom is claimed to have become legal). 
Giles Brooke also has a horse-mill, " as he verily 
" thinketh he lawfully may." William Moore has 
a horse-mill, and " pretending to have also some 
" assignment from Sir R. Molyneux of one of Her 
" Majesty's supposed windmills called Townsend 
" mill," is the alleged prime mover in the whole 
affair, "seeking thereby to put down all other 
"horse-mills" but his own. They beg that 
their mills might be allowed them. As to Moly 
neux stating that owing to their horse-mills he 
cannot pay the Queen her rents, if they, the said 
defendants, may be farmers of the Queen's mills
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they will put in sureties for payment of the rent, 
and allow as many horse-mills to exist in the town 
" as this honourable Court shall think requisite," 
their own, of course, included.

The sequel to the action does not appear in the 
records, but it is suggestive that three years later, 
in 1591, Giles Brooke (after being in conflict with 
the Corporation respecting a purchase of grain in 
tended for a town bargain) was presented at Port 
Mote for "suffering a millstone to lie at his door 
" in High Street so long to the annoyance of his 
" neighbours." No doubt the usual order had been 
made in the Duchy Court (in fact, Edward More 
tells us this was so), the illicit mills were pulled 
down, and Giles Brooke had a loose millstone or 
two for sale.

EXTINCTION OF THE SOKE.

In most manors, milling soke had been allowed 
to die out ; in others it was purchased. Of course 
the soke could only be purchased by purchasing the 
mill to which it belonged. The soke of Wakefield 
King's mill was purchased in 1853 for £i 8,000, 
raised by rates. The soke of Leeds King's mill 
was purchased from the lord of that manor in 1839 
for ^13,000. Bradford King's mill was purchased 
in 1869 for £ig,ooo. 4 The Malt mill of the Man 
chester Grammar School (the last of the three 
feudal mills with which the school had been 
endowed, and all of which were worked on the 
compulsory system till the middle of the last cen 
tury), with its soke revenue, was purchased by the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company for

4 "The Bradford estate of Col. Smith, of Heath, Wakefield, comprising 
"steam and water corn mills, called the Queen's mill in Bradford, and 
"another corn mill in Manningham, with the right of soke in Bradford and 
" Manningham, and other property, were offered for sale by auction."  
Yorkshire Post, May I, 1869.
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improvements in 1884, at a considerable annual 
rental: and though the soke was abolished, the 
school still derives an equivalent for it. Other 
cases might be cited of this method of getting rid 
of the old restriction. At Liverpool, except with 
regard to the _/,%6oo paid for Townsend mill, no pay 
ments were made for milling soke. The Crosses 
seem to have allowed their rights at Middle mill to 
have lapsed. More's rights were contested by the 
citizens and apparently by the Corporation, who, 
as early as 1689, we find granting liberty to one 
William Hands to build a windmill. They may 
perhaps have purchased some title to the now 
shadowy soke of the town, though there seems to 
be no record of any such transaction. Or, they 
may have considered that it was included in their 
1000 years' lease of 1672 ; since it was not till 
1777 that thev purchased the reversion, and " the 
" Queen's Majesty's Corporation " of the old days 
became " Lords of the Manor of Liverpool," 
and actual owners of the milling rights. In any 
event, they lost no time in throwing milling 
open to free competition ; till, between 1689 and 
1773, there were erected almost a score wind corn 
mills in the town, and Liverpool began to assume 
somewhat of the aspect of the mill-dotted countries 
of the Netherlands.

MILL OF THE KNIGHTS HOSPITALLERS AT 

WOOLTON.

One of the most curious of the soke mills was not 
a King's mill. It belonged to the Knights Hospital 
lers, and was a water-mill situated at Woolton. 
Among the valuable possessions with which the 
Templars were endowed by our early kings, and 
which, on the suppression of that order in 1312, 
passed to the Knights of St. John of Jerusalem,
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not the least valued were their milling privileges. 
These assumed two forms. Either the knights 
were granted mills with power of soke over their 
own lands, or, if they had no mills, they were en 
dowed with toll-freedom at adjoining King's mills. 
These rights attached to their estates long after 
their order had passed away. Some few relics of 
this exemption may still be seen in various houses 
situated on former Templar estates in Leeds, 
Bradford, and other places, in the form of a Latin 
cross on the gables ; properties so marked having 
been free from the compulsory soke at the King's 
mills, so long as soke powers existed.

The branch of the order which settled at Woolton 
is first locally mentioned by Perry in 1772. But 
they possessed a water-mill in Woolton Parva 
early in the I4th century. Their settlement in this 
place has been matter for conjecture, but it seems 
to have been due to a grant by Alan cle Lydiate, 
about the reign of Stephen, to the hospital of St. 
John of Jerusalem, of certain lands at Woolton 
and Ranacres, in pure and perpetual alms and free 
from all services therefor. These lands were 
bounded by a creek and a mere, and here the Hos 
pitallers may have built their water-mill. In 1311. 
the list of tenants of the Duchy (Gregson's Frag 
ments, p. 336) includes "the Master of the Hospital 
" of St. John in Jerusalem in England, holding 
" Woolton Parva in free gift, without any service 
" therefor" terms which agree with those of what 
I consider the original grant. Still it is to be 
stated that the first mention of the mill occurs 
in 1292, when the Hospitallers claimed to have 
been seised of Little Woolton in virtue of a 
grant of Henry cle Lacy, the documents in 
connection with which are to be found in the 
Couchey Book of Whalley Abbey. In 1338, the
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Extent of the possessions of the order in England, 
eompiled by or for the Prior at Clerkenwell, affords 
a tolerably comprehensive glimpse of the establish 
ment ; which is scheduled as a camera, being one 
of the smaller classes of houses, as distinguished 
from the wealthier hospitals designated presby 
teries. The camera at Woolton comprised one 
messuage, 50 acres of land, 5 acres of meadow, 
one water-mill, and an annual income of £8, the 
whole being let to farm for 20 marks (£13 6s. 8d.) 
per annum.

Later evidence of the water-mill may be found 
in one or two of the Inquisitions post-mortem 
of the Brettargh family, by whom the manor 
was subsequently held in chief under the Crown. 
William Brettargh, who died 1536, possessed cer 
tain of the lands and tenements of the Prior of St. 
John of Jerusalem, but no mention is made of the 
mill. William Brettargh (2) died in 1586, having 
possessed, among other properties, " one water- 
" mill in Woolton Magna and also a windmill in 
" Woolton Parva," which latter he had acquired 
from Sir William Norres, of Speke. If the localities 
of these mills had been reversed in the document, 
the continuance of the Hospitallers' water-mill in 
Little Woolton might have been recognised here. 
William Brettargh (3), who died in 1610, possessed 
two water-mills, &c., in Woolton and Garston ; 
and with this indistinct reference the trace is lost. 
In Little Woolton, however, tradition and almost 
living memory indicate the continuance of the 
water-mill to even the present centurv. Adjoin 
ing Wood Lane, and in front of the present house 
of Mr. Jump, stood an old cottage, known as 
" Peck-mill House," close to the creek or brook. 
In March, 1855, J. Robinson, a resident in the 
neighbourhood, testified that he had lived at Hale-
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wood Wood during the past 60 years, and remem 
bered this house, which belonged to Mr. Samuel 
Weston. Mayhap it may still be discovered that 
on the adjoining brook, and under the curious 
designation " Peck mill," the water-mill of the 
Hospitallers survived till the last century. If so, 
it is to be accounted contemporary with the 
oldest mill in or near Liverpool which may by 
name yet be identified, having been in existence 
in 1338, or four years before even the reparation 
of the mill del Accers.

THE MILLS OF TO-DAY.

The history of the King's mills comes to a close 
at a period when the population of Liverpool did 
not number above 35,000 persons, and when both 
the old King's and the new tree mills were employed 
in grinding breadstuff's solely for local consumption. 
In concluding any review of the operations of the 
ancient establishments, it is impossible to avoid 
marking the essential difference between them and 
the mills of the present clay, manufacturing flour 
vastly in excess of the requirements of a city ex 
tending far beyond the little soke district of old. 
In this contrast lies one of the elements of the 
future welfare of Liverpool. Flour milling has 
become the largest manufacture in our midst, and 
warrants the citv in claiming the rank of the third 
milling centre of the world. This is a fact of pecu 
liar importance when we remember that Liverpool 
is not, and never has been, a manufacturing town. 
Its deficiencv in this respect has indeed been fre- 
quentlv noted with regret. As early as 1829, one of 
the best known of our local topographers thought 
it only becoming that his chapter on the Manufac 
tures of Liverpool should commence with the 
apology " Liverpool, though situate in the most

1
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" extensive manufacturing count}- in the kingdom, 
" is not a manufacturing town." So far as flour is 
concerned, this reproach is no longer applicable. 
The introduction of roller milling (rollers being- 
used instead of the world-old grinding stones has 
imparted to the industry a universal stimulus that 
is nowhere more marked than in Liverpool. Rollers 
to the milling industry have been what Arkwright's 
spinning-jenny was to the textile-fabric trades, and 
have wrought a revolution in processes and in 
results. Liverpool millers have displayed consider 
able enterprise in meeting the new order of things, 
and erecting mills replete with roller plant of the 
most improved type. The sixteen roller mills now 
in the city have a capacity of 52,450 sacks (28olbs.) 
of flour weekly. The estimated output during the 
year 1895 was 2,340,000 sacks, which, together 
with sharps, bran, etc., represents a total of 409,000 
tons of wheat consumed in the manufacture in the 
twelve months. This is a quantity sufficient to 
provide at least thrice the present population of the 
city with bread for a year. Hut more important 
than all, the spirit of enterprise does not rest here. 
The aim of the trade in the immediate future is to 
further develop the output, till Liverpool shall be 
able to compete in the manufacture of flour solely 
for export (an undertaking hitherto unheard of here) 
with any of the great flour-exporting centres of 
the world. Not to mention the beneficial results 
calculated to accrue to the trade of the port, it is 
evident that the creation ot such an industry docs 
more than only open out bright prospects to British 
millers, whose possible labour is now largely repre 
sented in this and almost every other country by 
foreign-made flour. The establishment of a home 
industry, in a town particularly noted for its lack of 
manufactures, must impart new life and vigour to
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the place, and stimulate trade in various directions; 
and \ve may venture to perceive in this new de 
parture in milling an auspicious augury of other 
manufactures following in its wake, and settling 
permanently in our midst. It should and surely 
will be the aim of the powers that be to foster any 
such attempts, whether in milling or other trades. 
We have before us the spirited action of the Man 
chester Corporation in supporting the stupendous 
undertaking there ventured upon to secure a benefit 
which we have lying at our very doors, and to gain 
a trade that an outsider might almost deem was 
poured automatically, and without effort on our 
part, into the port of Liverpool. In all that can 
be said for and against the action of the Corpora 
tion of Manchester, nothing can be urged prejudi 
cial to their public spirit, local patriotism, or desire 
to bring trade to their town. Liverpool will, how 
ever, no doubt look to her laurels with the same 
nerve and vigour, and we may rely upon it that ere 
long one of the chief efforts of the city fathers, 
whether members of the Corporation or of the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, will be directed 
to lending every facility in their power to the pio 
neers of local manufactures. It is a well-known 
fact that a special committee of the Ship Canal 
Company devotes itself to promoting and bringing 
new trades to that young port ; one of the results 
of their enterprise being the recent erection of an 
extensive steam roller corn-mill on the banks of 
the canal. Not blaming Manchester, but rather 
giving her due credit for very spirited and praise- 
worthv efforts, we may indulge in the hope that 
Liverpool will not be above adopting similar tactics 
and, by similarly energetic measures, benefiting the 
manufacturing industries of this crowded citv.
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CONCLUSION.

The materials for the history briefly epitomised 
in the above local sketch have necessarily been 
gathered from a wide variety of sources in different 
parts of the kingdom. Much fragmentary evidence 
illustrative of soke law and custom has been ga 
thered from printed books, mediaeval and modern, 
(many of the former being as rare as they 
are curious) ; but the main sources of information 
have been comprised in original documentary 
records not hitherto explored in the interests of 
milling. The Duchy Records in Chancery Lane ; 
the Harleian and other MS. collections at the 
British Museum ; the civic muniments of London, 
York, Chester and other places, have all been laid 
under contribution, some of them very heavily. 
For the purely local information I am indebted to 
the courtesy of several authorities. By consent of 
the Corporation of Liverpool, ablv seconded by the 
facilities readily afforded by Mr. T. N. Morton, 
Clerk of the Records, the Port Mote books dating 
from 1541 and the Corporation minute books ex 
tending to 1820 have been examined, as well as the 
Okell MSS. and other records in the possession of 
the Corporation. The Earl of Derby permitted 
research among the title deeds at Knowsley with 
reference to the Townsend mill ; Mr. H. Shelmer- 
dine, of the L. & Y. R. Co., an examination of the 
title deeds of that Company, respecting the modern 
Townsend mill north ; and the trustees of the late 
Mr. H. Jump a similar inspection regarding the 
Hospitallers' mill at Woolton. Many MS. maps, 
charts, and original drawings, of the early part of 
the century, in the possession ot the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board, have also been utilised for 
solving various questions of sites. Much light has
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been thrown upon the records of the rural mills 
by information derived, with the Earl of Sefton's 
permission, from the Molyneux muniments at 
Croxteth ; as well as from the charters of the Crosse 
faniilv and other documents, obligingly supplied by 
Mr. R. I). Radclifle, F.S.A.


