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CHESTER AND LIVERPOOL IN THE 
PATENT ROLLS OF RICHARD II. 
AND THE LANCASTRIAN AND 
YORKIST KINGS

By J. H. Lumby, B.A.

Read 28th January 1904

THE value of the series of Patent Rolls now 
in course of publication lies in the reflection 

they give of the events of their period which 
affected in a? more or less special degree the 
progress of local history. From them may be 
gleaned particular applications of general statutes, 
momentous communications from sovereign to 
subject, choice gems of biography which delight 
the genealogist and pedigree-seeker. The part 
taken in military, civil, and religious life by 
obscure individuals, men and women of no 
greater pre-eminence, prominence, or importance 
than you and I have attained, by humble burgesses 
of small towns, by honest tradesmen or by retiring 
nuns, no less than the glorious or inglorious lives 
of the leaders and law-makers of all branches of 
service, find their place in the Letters Patent. 
Of great value, too, is the light thrown upon 
municipal organisation, the progress or decay of 
corporate unities, their duties, their ideals, their 
attainments. To the student who has already 
gained some knowledge of the history of his 
district the Patent Rolls have most to tell, and
it is with a view of enlarging rather than of

-63



164 The Patent Rolls of Richard II. and

supplementing the history of Chester and Liver 
pool during the Lancastrian-Yorkist times that 
the following brief notes have been taken from 
that series of records.

Chester county by virtue of its position as 
regnum in regno, gained by its situation on the 
Welsh Marches, is specially prominent in the 
Patent Rolls of Richard II. Its acquisition by 
Henry III. had removed the danger of a possible 
revolt by a powerful Earl, whose adherence con 
siderably strengthened the power of the King ; 
while the revenues of the Earldom formed a 
valuable asset in the Royal possessions. Each 
successive sovereign assiduously sought the good 
will and loyalty of its people, and Chester has 
always been noted for its love to the Crown. 
Richard himself raised it to the dignity of a Prin 
cipality ob amorem populi, and Henry IV.'s first 
step towards the throne was to get possession of 
the city. It was partly with a view, no doubt, 
of fostering loyalty that the heir-apparent as Earl 
of Chester spent much of his time in the Castle, 
and, on his succession, took care to ratify the 
grants and rewards he had made during his Earl 
dom. In fact, the great number of grants made 
to loyal subjects who had given good proof of 
their fidelity by long and arduous service to the 
Crown, shows that the value of the Earldom in 
the eyes of the King rested, in part, in the means 
it gave him of rewarding deserving subjects. 
These grants are occasionally worthy of note. 

9 R. ii., n. In 1385, Joan de Mohun, Lady of Dunster, was 
457' granted the manor and hundred of Maxfeld 

(Macclesfield) for good service to the King and 
Queen. This grant was equivalent to ^"100 per 
annum, which Lady Joan had previously taken 

5 R. n., i. from the stannary of Devon and Cornwall. The 
IS' office of hayward of Frodsham was granted to
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Hugh Fairchild, servant and archer of Edward 13 R. n.. 
III., who retained the office under Richard II. lv ' 242' 
It was worth 5 marks. Radegund Becket, Lady IOR.II., 
of Mortimer, held the manor of Frodsham, of '" 202 ' 
the yearly value of So to 100 marks, by grant. 
The profits of the Dee mills were similarly used 
as recompense. John Leech (Leche), of Chester, SR. ».."  
apparently Surgeon-Extraordinary to Edward 111., 95' 
Richard II., and Henry IV., received a pension of 
£IQ a. year out of the revenue of the mills. He 
had also received a grant of lands in Ireland 
worth ,£20 from Edward III. At the commence- 2 H. iv. i. 
ment of Henry IV. an ordinance was passed to 4 ' 9- 
the effect that all grants of land which were found 
to exceed an estimated value should be null and 
void ; but an exception was made in the case of 
our surgeon, whose grant of an estimated £20 
worth of land'was found to be worth ^23, 125. 2d. 
The clerkship of the mills carried with it the 
custody of the fishery and ferry of the Dee. This 
was granted in 1384 to Matthew of Haydock, in 6R. II.,H. 
response to a special petition on his behalf by 373- 
Sir Baldwin de Bereford. The recipient im- e R. 11., u. 
mediately claimed that the office also brought the 434' 
receipt of the issues of the ferry, mills, and fishery, 
and thereby offended the chamberlain of the city, 
who petitioned the Council and successfully proved 
that the duty of the collection of mills, ferry, and 
fishery dues had belonged to his office from time 
immemorial. Whether Matthew threw up his 
clerkship in disgust, or whether his presumptuous 
claim was punished by the King, is not apparent; 
but the grant was entirely revoked a few months 
after it was made. The number of pensioners 
made by Edward III. and Richard II., who drew 
their annuities from the Exchequer of Chester, 
was so large that the treasury was in danger of 
being emptied, and there are many cases of
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payments transferred from Chester to other Ex 
chequers, notably to that of Carnarvon, the 
Exchequer of North Wales. Very early in 
Richard's reign a hint is given that the re 
sources of the Chester issues are running down, 

ii^iei' ^ n '378, f° r examp'e> an annuity of 50 marks, 
239!542.' granted by Edward III. at the Exchequer of 

Chester to Sir Aubrey de Vere, is compensated 
38o'""'' ky otner grants - Roger Stokes, esquire, in 1379, 

was made an annuitant of ^"10 (he had lost both 
eyes in the wars), with the proviso that if the 
issues are insufficient to pay that sum, he may 
receive the deficiency out of the issues of North 

R. ii., i. Wales. The same year an annual grant of ^fioo, 
159.375- made by Edward III. to Sir Nicholas Bond, was 

transferred to the Welsh Exchequer. Examples 
of this transference occur throughout the reign, 
which seem to point to a decay of the revenue 
of the county and city, as well as to the plethora 
of annuitants. These rewards were generally 
earned by military service ; occasionally the 
service is specially mentioned. Sir Walter 

R. ii., i. Urswick (UrsewyJt) got a grant of £20 a year 
I95' for bringing the news to King Edward of the 

birth of an heir to the Duke of Lancaster. Sir 
R. ii., i. Richard of Atterbury was allowed ^40 per annum 
155- "out of the issues and profits of the lordship of 

Chester " in return for personal service in time 
of war, two squires (scutferi) to accompany him. 
Some of the entries enable us to estimate the 
wages of the King's servants. The King's 

14 R. ii., Sergeant-at-arms drew i2d. a day from the 
iv. 35s - Chester Exchequer; the wages of the famed 
9 R. ii., Cheshire archers was 6d. a day, or 3d. while 

they were engaged "within the King's house- 
i H. vi., hold." One David, called " Cawardyn," yeo- 
R 8 ii., i. man, received 6d. a day. The rider of the 
249- forest of Delamere received 3d. a day. John
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Brownwind, parker of Shotwick (Schorwyke), H. vi.,i. 
received id. a day, together with eight acres of ^H.VI.. 
land called " Wodebank " adjoining the park, a ' 6l - 
house built thereon, and with the ivindfall wood, 
except trees torn up by the roots. Richard Yox- 
hall, porter of Chester Castle, received 2d. a day i H. iv., 
and an annuity of loos. John le Wylde, archer, '' ICO ' 
was appointed Constable of Beeston Castle at a " R. n.. 
remuneration of 2d. a day. IV ' 23'

We have seen that some recipients derived their 
pensions from the profits of the Dee mills, the 
source of revenue being thus expressly mentioned. 
Another special source was found in the avowries 
of Chester. They took their origin in the charter 
of Randle III. to the Barons of Cheshire, which 
allowed the Barons to retain any stranger who 
came into their defence on payment of a fine 
to the Earl.   Chester thus became a sanctuary 
of criminals or debtors. Other sanctuaries were 
Chester city during St. Werburgh's Fair, Hoole 
Heath, Overmarch, Farndon, and Rudheath. 
In Richard II.'s reign the avowries were worth 
£10 yearly. Matthew Swetenham received R. II.,H. 
i oos. a year from them, and later on, was pro- 338 ' 
moted to the office of receiver of the avowries, R. n., m. 
which were of the yearly value of ^"10, provided 37°' 
that he paid all the charges yearly due to 
others therefrom. We may infer that he netted 
the remaining receipts. The office of seller of 
the goods and chattels of felons might be R. n.,iv. 
performed by deputy, and there was a doubt 289' 
whether such an office was necessary. The 
Black Prince's charter to Chester had given 
the chattels of felons to the town to the value 
of ,£30.

It has been inferred from the material already 
noted that the receipts of the Earldom of 
Chester had declined. The causes of this decay
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are not far to seek. The Black Death had 
resulted in much hardship and poverty through 
out the realm; the Statute of Labourers had 
a tendency to equalise the grades of the lower- 
middle and labouring classes, at least in theory. 
" In the country the serfs, seeing the welfare 
of their free fellows, were longing to be free 
themselves; the free labourers were angry with 
the laws that tried to beat down wages; the 
customary tenants . . . grumbled at the dues of 
the manor; the free tenants and yeomen suffered 
from the heavy market tolls, the occasional 
purveyance, and the continual taxes. . . . The 
craftsmen in the guilds were struggling hard 
to wrest the control of the towns from the rich 
burgess families, who managed matters for their 
own families; while both classes hated . . . 
the ' forestalled, regraters and engrossers' who 
forced up the price of food and hoarded the 
money that was wanted for daily trade." The 
privileges of the abbots were also a source of 
grievance. Their exemption from the payment 
of tolls and imposts, an exemption extended 
to their dependants, was naturally construed as 
tending to increase the dues payable by the 
commonalty, and attendance at the abbots' courts 
was an intolerable burden. The Abbot of St. 
Werburgh's forced his tenants to grind at his 
mill, coercion which resulted in 1393 in a terrible 
riot in Chester, lasting for five days, during 
which the Abbey was stormed and plundered. 
The country was overrun by malcontents in 
armed bands, many of whom resorted to Chester 
where the King's writs did not run. In the 
county there could be little security when such 
a state of things obtained. Their presence was 
also a menace to the adjoining counties, and 
was the subject of a petition from the county
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of Derby, which complained that divers dis- R. n.,ii. 
turbers of the peace assemble in the county of 49S> 
Chester, enter the county of Derby armed, 
and daily perpetrate therein thefts, homicides, 
robberies, rapes, &c., and escape into Chester 
county after the perpetration of the felonies. 
The Patent Rolls contain a great number of K. a., i. 
pardons for manslaughter and felony, which 108,345,°' 
clearly reilect the unsettled and riotous condition 439.527;

r i A l r i     '"  299' lv>ol the county. At the time ot the deposition 67: H. 
of Richard partisan strife ran high in Chester, ^Le, Hf, 
and the general unsettlement of the realm was 428 - 43I> 
taken as an opportunity to settle quarrels between 
great houses, and, by the rabble, to loot and 
outrage. In the first year of his reign Henry i H. iv., 
IV. extended a pardon to all the King's lieges 285~6' 
in the county of Chester for all treasons, in 
surrections, felonies, rebellions, and trespasses 
committed by them from Christmas 1399 to 
May 1400 except murders and rapes; but this 
pardon did not extend to the following : Thomas 
Banaster, " glover," William Banaster, "glover," 
Roger of Saughall, vicar of Acton, William de 
Massey of Knutsford, Robert, son of John of 
Davenport, Robert, son of John the Chamberlain, 
of Chester, Thomas de Bradshaw of Knutsford, 
"alias son of William Hobbeson," Thomas le 
Norris of Knutsford, Robert of Sutton of 
Frodsham, Nicholas of Holland, and many others. 
These were notable rebels, and were charged 
with insurrection.

Amongst the individuals who received pardon 
for other offences "conspiracies and misprisions" 
 in the reign of Richard II. was one David 
Eulowe. He seems to have belonged to a 
troublesome family, for in 1409 John de Ewlowe 
was removed from the mayoralty of the town 
on account of his disaffection, and in the riots

i
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which occurred at the beginning of the reign of 
Henry V. he took a leading part. Such riots 
were of frequent occurrence during the reigns 
of Henry IV. and V. Their immediate occasion 
was the Welsh rebellion, which was a very 
large factor in the decay of the city and county 
revenues on account of its interference with 
trade and the insecurity of the people. There 
is good reason to suppose that Owen Glendower 
received much sympathy and no little actual 
support from the men of Chester. Roused by 
the landgrabbing of Lord Grey of Ruthin and 
the contemptuous dismissal of his appeal to the 
House of Lords, Glendower set up his standard 
in support of the true King Richard, and was 
speedily joined by Welsh of all classes from 
all parts of England and Wales. Loyal Chester 
could hardly fail to respond : the Welsh Recog 
nisance Rolls testify to the endeavours of Henry 
to prevent the insurgents being reinforced by 
men and provisions from the Principality. A 
grim reflection of the revolt is to be seen in 

i H. iv., Letters Patent of 26th September 1400, which 
' 3S9- orders Chester to receive one quarter of Grenowe 

ap Tudor and place it upon the gates of the 
town opening towards Wales, to remain there 
as long as it can. Bristol, Ludlow, and Hereford 
shared the body with Chester. Frightful border 
raids constituted part of the plan of campaign, 

i H. iv. t Percy, who had been appointed Constable of 
1.2,15. Chester Castle, signified his disapproval of the 

King's indifference to the fate of Sir Edmund 
Mortimer, Percy's brother-in-law, by joining Glen 
dower, and a year later his quarter hung upon 
Chester gates. It is significant to read that his 
death on the battlefield of Shrewsbury was followed 
by the precipitate flight of his troops, except the 
Cheshire men, who were almost annihilated.
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The commencement of the reigns of both 
Henry IV. and Henry VI. was signalised in 
Chester by riots against the Statute of Liveries. 
At the beginning of the year 1400 the Castle was 
besieged by men wearing badges sewn on by 
white thread, who were reinforced by John Leech 
of Malpas and John and Adam Hesketh. This 
John Leech had already been pardoned for R. n., n. 
"felonies and trespasses " in Chester county and s*7' 
city in 1385, and his forfeited goods returned 
to him. Letters of 1401 pardoned John Hesketh ? H. iv., 
for his part in the above riot at the supplica- '' 428p 43'' 
tion of the Lord of Willoughby. In his en 
deavours to pacify Chester, Edward IV. issued a 3~£- iv., 
pardon to the commonalty of the county for all '' 29I~2' 
offences already committed against the Statute 
of Liveries of cloth and caps. The same 
document protected them against vexatious or 
malicious prosecution by private individuals, by 
requiring the prosecutor to satisfy King or Council 
that he had reasonable ground of action, and 
by public information of his whole complaint. 
He had also to find security for the satisfaction 
of the defendant in case the suit failed. The 
King also pardoned to them the peace securities 
which they had forfeited to him, excepting speci 
fically those of Hamon Massey of Puddington, 
esquire, and cases where conviction had followed 
forfeiture. A pardon was also extended to those 
who had delayed taking the order of knighthood.

Chester, which had divided in its support of 
Henry IV., suffered another feud in the cause 
of Margaret of Anjou, whose popularity cost 
the county dear in the lives of her knights and 
yeomen, the family divisions of civil war being 
nowhere more apparent than in Cheshire. There 
exists a long roll of Cheshire men who fell on 
Bloreheath.
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It is obvious enough that a county continually 
engaged in riots and internecine strife must suffer 
from the perennial unsettlement and disorder. 
But Chester suffered further from the continual 
drain upon her men to fight upon the borders 
of Wales and Scotland and in France. Cheshire 

E. iv., ii. archers, "bowyers and flecchers," as they are 
S24' called in a subsequent document, formed a large 

part of the fighting array of the sovereign. King 
Richard had had a bodyguard of Cheshire men 
continually about him, and wherever there was 
fighting, men of Chester were to the fore. At 
Radcot Bridge they, with their leader, Sir Thomas 
Molyneux, Constable of Chester Castle, suffered 
severe defeat. The consequent misery in Chester 
was alleviated by a distribution of 3000 marks 
gold. In Glendower's rebellion they fought on 
both sides ; they helped to win the battle of 
Agincourt ; Queen Margaret's intrigues with the 
Welsh, Scots, and French resulted in many com 
missions of array in the county. These affairs 
and the continual party feuds must have drained 
the county of a large number of the fittest men. 
But Chester had other difficulties to face. Her 
position as a port was seriously endangered by 
changes in the bed of the river Dee, which even 
tually resulted in the adoption of Liverpool as a 
more favourable port for Ireland and the coasting 
trade. Although there are many commissions of 
array which summon men to assemble at Chester 

E. iv., ii. en route for Ireland, there are several which 
commission the officers of the array to muster 
the reinforcements " at any suitable place near 
Chester." The inference seems to be that it was 
impossible to embark at Chester, and that spots 
had to be chosen nearer the mouth of the river. 
Letters Patent of 1445 recite that when Edward 
I. granted the fee-farm of ^ioo to the city, the

491.524;
iii. 79.
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harbour was of vast importance and the trade ex 
tensive, but that for forty years past the harbour 
was being gradually destroyed by " wrack of sea- 
sand," so much so that no merchant ship could 
approach within twelve miles of the city, and that 
no merchant ship then belonged to the city. 
This overwhelming disability, together with the 
loss of the trade with Wales, had resulted in 
many of the citizens withdrawing into other cities, 
and the fee-farm was consequently relaxed to 
^50 for fifty years. A further remission, bringing 
the farm of the city down to ^30 for ten years, 
was made by Richard III. for the same reason, 
and we hear that the exodus of Chester citizens 
had hardly been checked by the previous respite. 
Efforts had been made to preserve the shipping 
trade of Chester by a warrant to compel ships to 
discharge their cargoes at Chester instead of at 
Runcorn or other ports. It is noticeable here 
that although Chester had for long deplored, and 
endeavoured to prevent, the rise of Liverpool at 
her expense, yet Runcorn is the port denoted in the 
warrant as her chief rival. Several special grants 
of murage and pontage point to damage done to 
the city by riots and floods, and the inability of 
the city to repair the damage by the usual sources. 
There is, then, very full evidence that, through 
out the fifteenth century, Chester, owing chiefly 
to political and physical causes, was passing 
through a period of stress, which hampered her 
trade and distressed her citizens, so that her im 
portance as a commercial centre was fast waning 
and her population visibly declining. There is 
also indirect evidence of her commercial decay 
in our material, for during the previous century 
there are frequent letters in the Patent Rolls 
which grant protection to her citizens trading in 
Ireland, France, Flanders, and parts of England,

R. II., iii. 
529; iv. 
502.



2 R. III.,
517.

14 E. IV., 
ii. 490.

9 R. II., 
iii. 156,

14 R. II., 
iv. 405.

R. II., i.
385.447; 
ii. 288; iii. 
131; iv. 
'34. 38S. 
405; H. 
IV., i. 164.
R. II., iii. 
114, 131.
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and a notable absence of such letters of protec 
tion in the late fourteenth and in the whole of 
the fifteenth century. In fact, the only entries I 
have found which bear in any way upon the trade 
of Chester are a letter of 2 Richard III., which 
mentions that goods passing between Bordeaux 
and London are landed at " Westchestre," and 
another of 14 Edward IV., in which a commis 
sion was appointed in Chester, as in other seaport 
counties, to inquire into all shipments of wool, 
hides, wool-fells, lead, tin, and other merchandise 
which ought to repair to the staple of Calais, in 
the county of Chester, contrary to the form of 
the Statutes of 8, 10, and 14 Henry VI. The 
commissioners in Cheshire were Sir John Savage, 
Sir William Stanley, and the Sheriff; and in 
Lancashire, Sir Thomas Stanley of Stanley, 
Thomas Molyneux, and the Sheriff.

If Liverpool threatened to displace Chester 
as a port for the coasting trade and trade with 
Ireland, its importance as a military port of 
embarkation for Ireland was also recognised. 
During the violent times which immediately pre 
ceded Richard II.'s personal campaign in Ireland 
large expeditions were equipped to bear the 
companies raised under Sir John Stanley, who 
became the King's representative in Ireland, 
after the return of Robert de Vere, Marquess 
of Dublin, Earl of Oxford, and Chamberlain of 
England. Several of these expeditions may 
have embarked at Liverpool, and the ports of 
Chester, Liverpool, Conway, and Beaumaris were 
continually requisitioned to supply the necessary 
ships. In 1386 the Earl of Oxford prepared an 
expedition, and was to carry with him Sir John 
Stanley, Sir Gilbert Halsall, Thomas of Fazaker- 
ley, Nicholas of Aughton, William of Aughton, 
&c., but the Earl was superseded by Sir John,
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who mustered at Burton, " Aytherpole," and 
Conway, along with Sir John Lancaster, Sir 
John Botiller, William Frodsham, and William 
Whitehead, an array of 124 men-at-arms and 
366 archers. Three years later Sir John was 
appointed Justiciary of Ireland for three years, 
and twenty ships were required to transport his 
retinue. In 1391 a strong commission of the 
most notable prelates, lords, magnates, and com 
mons of Ireland was appointed to inquire into 
the military tactics, the strength of the army, 
the revenues and expenditure of the Justiciary, 
and touching the capture, release, and ransom of 
Neil, son of Neil O'Neil, the Ulster chieftain, 
and of other Irish rebels, which had occurred 
since Stanley's arrival. Later in the same year 
he received leave of absence for twelve years. 
The King was evidently not satisfied with the 
progress of affairs under his deputy. On Henry's 
accession, however, his previous experience, and 
the confidence which that king reposed in him, 
brought about his recall into Ireland as King's 
Lieutenant, with very large powers, which may 
be summarised under the closing clause of the 
appointment "to do all things necessary for the 
rule and safety of the land and the King's people 
there." He seems to have experienced great 
difficulty in raising sufficient money to administer 
the country ; his personal expenses proved beyond 
his resources, and his remuneration by the King 
was in arrears. He was succeeded by Henry's 
second son, Thomas, two years before his Lieu 
tenancy had formally expired.

Immediately before his passage to Ireland 
Stanley had been granted £$ rent in Neston, 
Raby, Ledsham, Mollington, Chester, Claverton, 
Lower Bebington, and Lea, with the homage and 
services of the tenants (these were in the King's

R. II., iii.
163.

R. II., iv. 
9L '34-

R. II., iv. 
404.

R. II., iv. 
499-

I H. IV.,
i. 92.

2 H. IV.,
' 397-

2 H. IV., 
'  S23-

2 H. IV., 
i. 507.

i H. IV., 
'. 345-
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hands by the forfeiture of the late Earl of Salis 
bury), and he was further granted the reversion 
of the manor of Neston and the advowson of Holy 
Trinity Church, Chester, on the death of the 
Countess of Salisbury. The manor and rent were 
of the nominal value of ^"24 yearly. In connec 
tion with his Irish expeditions, the Patent Rolls 
give a long list of local knights and men who 
belonged to his retinue. These are given in a 
note at the end of this paper. Occasionally, the 
letters of protection were revoked. For example, 

joR. ii., the Abbot of Vale Royal delayed his departure 
in. 189. tOQ long | jt was discovered that Thomas of the 
10 R. it., Eaves (del Eues) of Wiswall obtained his in order 
in. 285. to defraud pressing suitors to whom he was in de 

fault. The letters were withdrawn.
Apart from the evidence of the co-recognition 

of Chester and Liverpool as ports for Ireland, the 
Patent Rolls contain few entries which concern 

R. a., ii. Liverpool. There was a grant of pavage for six 
13°' years to the town in 1382, when Richard of 

Aynsargh was Mayor; there are occasional 
pardons of local offenders against the criminal 

i H. iv., law; and it appears that Thomas, Earl of Kent, 
26782 ' 2°6' who refused to recognise the legality of Henry 

I V.'s accession and forfeited his estates, left a large 
hoard of jewels, harness, and money, which was 
supposed to lie in Liverpool, where his widow, 
Joan, and brother, Edmund, were suspected of 
being in hiding. The jewels were actually re 
covered in Liverpool, and went to pay a debt of 
the late Earl's to the King's brother, Henry, 
Bishop of Lincoln.

OFFICIALS OF CHESTER.

The highest official in the Earldom was the 
Justice, who was in all cases a man carefully
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chosen for his abilities as a military leader and 
adviser, and one who was in the confidence of his 
sovereign. During the minority of Richard II. 
the office was filled by a guardian of the King, 
and frequent changes are to be noted. The last 
Justice of the late King was Sir Thomas Felton, R. n..i. 
Seneschal of Aquitaine, whose deputy was John 
de la Pole. Their offices were confirmed early in R. n.,i. 
the new King's reign. John de la Pole also held 72 ' 
the position of legal adviser to the Council, for 
which he received a grant of loos, yearly at the 
Exchequer of Chester, and 12d. " daily diet" when 
engaged in London in performance of his legal 
duties. In the early years of Richard, Sir 
Thomas de Felton, who had been captured by 
the French and held to ransom, in virtue of his 
services and of the money due to him therefrom, 
was granted letters patent which warranted him R. n.,i. 
in obtaining the highest ransom he could for 6oa 
William de Bordes, prisoner in the Tower, and 
using 30,000 francs of it in purchase of his own 
liberty. He died the same year (1381), and John R. n., i. 
Holland, Earl of Huntingdon, brother of the 624; "' 3<5' 
King, was made Justice. Four years later, 
Thomas, Duke of Gloucester superseded Hunt- R. n., m. 
ingdon, and was permitted to supply a deputy, l*'^ 1V- 
John Holland was compensated by a series of 
grants, which were each above the value of ,£10 
yearly, up to the value of the Justiceship. William n R. 11.. 
Hornby succeeded the Duke of Gloucester in 1388. '"' 38l< 
The ill-fated Henry Percy was appointed by i H. iv., 
Henry IV. in 1399, and the next year the posts ','J?' z8 ' 
of Constable of the Castles of Chester, Flint, 
Conway, and Carnarvon, and of Sheriff of Flint, 
were added to his office. For the Constableship 
of Flint Castle alone he received ^40 yearly 
from the fee-farm of the town of Conway.

The King's executive officer in Chester was the
M
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Chamberlain, whose office extended into North 
Wales. Amongst his duties was that of receiving 
the revenues of the Principalities into the respec 
tive Exchequers, and disbursing them at the 

R. ii.. ii. King's command. John de Woodhouse held this 
S4J^n' office in the early part of Richard's reign. In 
109- ii. 17. i-j81 he was appointed on a Commission to survey 

the .whole of Wales, and to consult with the lead 
ing men of the Principality for peaceful and 
equitable government, a work which the popularity 
of Richard in Wales would imply the Commission 

4 E. iv.,i. performed well. Sir William Stanley was the 
336- Chamberlain of Edward IV.

A strict oversight of the finance officers of
Chester was in all cases established. Auditors
were periodically appointed, consisting generally
of one or two Barons of the Exchequer with
assistants. From an audit commission issued in

7 H. vi., the reign of Henry VI., it is seen that the Barons
i. 527- received IDS. a day from the day they left London

until their return and ^20 reward, their assistant
53. a day and £\Q bonus.

RELIGIOUS HOUSES.

With one notable exception, the Patent Rolls
do not yield much information about the religious
houses of Chester in the fifteenth century.

R. ii.. ii. Richard II. issued a grant for ten years to the
379- Prior and Friars Preachers of Chester, whose

patron the King was, that they might grind their
corn and malt at the King's mills in Chester quit
of toll and customs, and that they might be
"hopefre" therein for the same term. The Nuns
of St. Mary's had the same privilege in perpetuity.

R. ii., H. The entries bearing upon the Collegiate Church
488' 3 '37 ' °f St. John's relate chiefly to the elections to the

chantry of St. Mary in that church, in the King's
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gift owing to the minority of the heir of Joan, 
daughter of John de Orreby, who held by knight 
service; to promises of canonries in the church; R. n.,i. 
and to grants of prebends by the King through fi295'66 \ !\\\. 
the vacancy in the see of Coventry and Lichfield. *°'- ^. 
The Hospital of St. John's received a valuable iv- 314- 
grant from Richard II. of nine messuages, seven 
cottages, seven and a half acres of land, and 405. R. n.. i. 
rent in Chester city and the county of Flint, 4o6> 
totalling a value of £j, 193. 2d., for finding a 
chaplain to celebrate divine service daily for the 
estate of the King. There were many changes R. n.,jii. 
in the keepershipof the Hospital during Richard's l^''^, 
reign, as there were in the abbacy of St. Wer- 410'; m. 
burgh's. The Abbey was falling into considerable asi. 
disrepute. We have already seen how the abbot 
tried to force the citizens to grind their corn at his 
mill, how the Abbey was stormed and plundered 
for five days in 1393, and how, in 1461, the abbot, 
charged with encroachments and the removal of 
the city boundaries, was bound in 1000 marks not 
to make his escape out of the Castle ward. Five 
years later he had to find sureties in ,£2000. 
There is direct evidence in the Patent Rolls of 
the recreancy of the abbot, for, in 1400, Henry i H. iv., 
issued letters of protection for the monks and men '' 248< 
and possessions of the Abbey, and for the Abbot 
of St. Augustine's, Canterbury, and others who 
were about to visit St. Werburgh's in order to in 
vestigate into the depredations of the abbot, by 
whose bad governance the possessions of the 
Abbey had been wasted and a considerable part 
removed, and who persistently refused to live in 
the Abbey, but remained in places remote. There 
is a valuable list of charters inspected and con- (  H. vi., 
firmed by Henry IV. to the Abbey in our material. '' 4 s> 
Most of them are given in extenso in Monasticon. 

If the information to be gleaned from the
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Patent Rolls about the above religious houses is 
i H. iv., meagre, that relating to St. Mary's Nunnery is of 
i. 296 303. an extremeiy valuable and interesting nature. It 

includes a recital in i Henry IV. of the charters 
and grants awarded to the Nunnery since its 
foundation, many of them thus coming to light 
whose existence was not previously known. St. 

Monasti- Mary's Nunnery, situated behind the Castle, was 
a""'.' v' founded by Randle I., Earl of Chester, who 

granted to the nuns certain crofts for the building 
of their church and gave them freedom from all 
secular exactions, and their own court, dignity 
and liberty. This charter was followed from that 
date up to 1400 by forty-five others, including 
grants of lands, rents and service, from the Earls 
of Chester, their knights and citizens. Randle II. 
gave them freedom to take fish from the Dee 
which one boat would catch. Randle III. granted 
them free multure of the corn for their table in 
his mills of Chester. Land in Wallerscoat and 
rents in Middlewich were granted by the same 
Earls. Other grants included two dwellings, the 
gift of Richard the Butler (temp. Henry II.) 
when his mother took the veil (an endorsement 
on this charter explains that they were situated 
in " le Lorimersrowe" against St. Werburgh's 
and yielded 193. 4d. yearly); lands in Weaver- 
ham, Wallerscoat, Eccleston, Waverton, Chester, 
Claverton, Graham Lostock ; a salt pit in Nant- 
wich ; the Church of Llangathen in South Wales ; 
a path eight feet wide along the land of Peter, 
clerk to Earl Randle III.; and a channel drain 
ing their garden down to the river. These are, 
for the most part, grants in frank almoign, but 
occasionally a nominal rent is required; for 
example, a render of two gloves for land, pannage, 
&c., and a silver penny for culturas in Old 
Waverton. John the Noble, citizen of Chester
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* (circa 1200), made a grant of lands in the city 
bearing rent, so that each nun should have on 
the day of their anniversary twelve silver pennies, 
the rest to be devoted to the fabric of the 
Nunnery. Such is a very meagre summary of 
the contents of the charters which the nuns en 
joyed. Many of them supply topographical 
particulars which would enable a student to 
identify the grants of lands, while the lists of 
witnesses, including, as they do, earls, countesses, 
high officials of Chester, and such individuals as 
Hugh the tailor and Philip the skinner (temp. 
Henry III.), are of great value to the genealogist. 

There is evidence in the Letters Patent of 
Richard II. that the Nunnery was barely able 
to support itself. The King, in 1381, granted a 
licence, on account of the poverty of the house, R. n,i. 
to the prioress and nuns to acquire in mortmain s&7' 
lands in the county not held in chief, to the value 
of 20 marks yearly. Nor were they able to fulfil 
their sacred duties from the same cause. The 
nuns had been granted the advowson of Llan- R. H.. »i. 
gathen (Carmarthen), which carried with it the 445 ' 
obligation of maintaining a chaplain to celebrate 
divine service three days a week in Dryslwyn 
(Drusseland) Castle, the ruins of which stand on 
a hill close to Llangathen. Certain persons, we 
read, ill disposed to the nuns, discovered that 
they were not performing this service. The 
King, however, "in consideration of their poverty," 
pardoned and released them from the burden. 
In a further grant of the advowson of the Church 
of St. Beblicius, in Arvon, with the chapel of R. ii.,iii. 
Carnarvon annexed to it, it is stated that the 53°' 
nuns had but a half-penny a day each for their 
pittance, besides bread and ale. The cry of their 
poverty still entered the royal ears, for Henry 
IV. granted them "in augmentation of their i H. iv.,

i. 292.
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estate" 10 marks a year for twenty years from 
the fee-farm of the town of Shrewsbury.

To conclude an already long paper, let me 
summarise a nice quarrel which must have cost 
the parties a considerable sum above the ;£ioo 
demanded by Richard II. for the pardon he 
granted. The quarrel concerned the manors of 
Dunhani by Bowdon, Kelsall, Hale, Altrincham, 
Bidston, Great Saughall, and Moreton, and the 
advowson of the priory of Birkenhead, held in 
chief. The lordship of these lands underwent 
several changes in our period, being alienated, 
acquired and re-acquired, the changes occasionally 
taking place without the licence of the King or 
of the Earl of Chester   hence the King's 
interference.

Hamon Massey, we read, first enfeoffed 
Richard Trestell and Adam Drake of Dunham 
or Macclesfield, chaplain, in the premises, and 
then by fine levied in the county of Chester 
acknowledged the right of the chaplain only to 
them. The grantee thereupon granted them 
back to Hamon Massey and Joan, his wife, in 
fee simple, with remainder to Oliver de Ingham, 
Justice of Chester. Joan and Hamon died 
apparently without issue, and Oliver took 
possession. However, six gentlemen, John 
Fitton of Bolyn, Thomas Lestrange of Knockin, 
Thomas of Hakeford, Richard Bradshaw, Ralph 
of Ditton, and William Hide, laid their claim, 
alleging that their wives and sisters-in-law, eight 
in all, were the heirs of the body of Hamon. 
They emphasised their claim by intruding upon 
the premises, and were promptly ejected by 
Oliver. An inquisition was held, and it was 
found that the original grantor, Hamon, held of 
the Earl of Chester, and on his death the Earl 
delivered the lands to Oliver de Ingham, from
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whom they descended to Mary, daughter of John 
Curson, and Joan, wife of Roger Lestrange the 
elder. The eight claimants, however, recovered 
the property by recognisances of assizes of novel 
disseisin, and enfeoffed Henry of Lancaster, 
Earl of Derby. Subsequently the manors and 
advowson, together with the manor of Claughton, 
but excepting some land in Dunham, were granted 
by the claimants to the Earl of Derby to hold in 
fee simple of the Earl of Chester; and the Earl 
of Derby, as Duke of Lancaster, enfeoffed Roger 
Lestrange of Knockin and Richard de Longenorle, 
who granted the lands back to the Duke with 
reversion to themselves. The value of these R. n.,iii. 
lands is indicated by a grant of ^70 yearly from 4' 
the above manors by John Lestrange, lord of 
Knockin, to his mother and sister, in 1385.

The above is but a rapid summary of the 
principal entries in the Patent Rolls given in the 
volumes available for Richard II., Henry IV., 
Henry VI., and Edward IV. If they have 
added never so little to the store of material 
available towards a historical survey of the 
district, they can still claim to have a local 
interest.

Note. Letters of protection were granted to 
the following men who were to accompany or join 
Sir John Stanley in Ireland, 1386-1391 : 
1386 Nicholas of Aughton. R. il..iii. 

William of Aughton, son of Richard of Aughton. J*£ "J^ 
Roger of Atherton. 188, 210! 
John Albayn, "peyntour." . 214.223. 
Henry Blackleg. ^ 234, 
Gruf ap Ken ap Bleth. 277. 
Ken ap Ken ap Bleth. 
Roger Barker.
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Robert Bays, Vicar of Yeovil and Canon of Wells.
Stephen Beek.
John Botiller of Routhcliffe, knight.  
John Botiller of Merton the elder.
Richard Bratton.
Philip of Bolton the elder of Haverford.
Adam Belleyeter of Chester.
Peter Bygayn, alias Cornewaill.
Henry Bradshaw of Mossley.
John Brickhill.
Henry of Conway, knight.
John Creswell.
John of Cockram.
John Cook of Hornden.
John Crull.
Robert Crull, parson of Stevenheath (Stebenhethe).
Richard Chonal of the county of Chester.
John Cave.
William of Chorley, clerk.
William of Chorley the younger.
John Catelyn.
Robert of Clifton, knight, of the county of Lancaster.
John del Ridgate of Aintree.
Roger of Ditton.
John Ball of Harford.
Robert de Eure.
Richard son of Richard of Ellerbeck.
Thomas of Fazakerley.
William Frodsham.
Thomas Frodsham, chaplain.
William son of John of Greenhalgh.
Walter ap Griffith.
Gilbert of Halsall, knight.
Robert of Hereford, knight.
William Halle.
William Heron, alias Reygher.
John Willy of Haverford, clerk.
John of Hull of Liverpool.
Simon son of Henry of Halsall.
Roger Holt.
Robert son of Geoffrey Holt.
Richard Walscroft of Halsall.
John Latchford.
Ralph Laukyn.
John Litherland son of Henry Litherland.
Gavin de Peyver of Lydiate.
Roger son of Richard of Longley.
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Richard of the Moss.
Thomas Molyneux of Cuerdale.
John Sotheron of Mitton.
Richard Mosok.
John son of Lawrence Nowell, alias John Newell, of 

" Renede," county 1 .ancaster.
John Nowell of York, vintner, alias taverner.
Thomas of the Pool (del Poole).
Robert Pilkington of Rivington.
Richard Peacock of Shrewsbury.
John Porter, clerk of the county of Pembroke.
William of Rixlon son of Matthew of Rixton.
James son of William Radcliffe.
Adam Skipton.
John Stanlowe.
Stephen Spere. ;
William son of Hugh of Standish.
Robert of Stretton.
Henry of Scarisbrick the elder.
John Scopham.
Richard of Townley.
Robert of AVorksley.
William Whitehead, esquire, of the county of Worcester.
Evan Wolf.
John of Walton of Lancaster.
John le Travers of Whiston.
Nicholas Whylok (Whitelock?). 

1387 Nicholas of Aughton. R. n.,iii.
John Shepherd of Aughton. 232 . Z4°.
William Goby. - ^; ̂ ;
William of Caton. 377,450.
Roger son of Thomas Fazakerley, alias Roger of 

Fazakerley.
Gilbert of Halsall, knight.
Robert of Hereford, knight.
John ap Howell, alias Yvan ap Howell, of Templeton.
Anthony de Romanis of Naples, physician.
Thomas of Riding, c'laplain.
Walter Robinson of Lancaster. 

J 3^9 John of Altcar, clerk. ' R. n., iv.
John Banastre of the county of Lancaster. . «>5-
Thomas Botild.
John Coyf.
Philip Crafford, esquire (Trafford ?).
Roger of Cuncliffe of the county of Lancaster.
Richard Falconer.
Richard Fauntleroy.
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Neapolionus Synnula of Genoa. 1
Napolion Spynell of Genoa. J
Thomas de Howeme, alias Holme, the younger of York.
John of Hull of Liverpool.
Thomas Norwich )
John Norwich, esquire f
John Potter of Salesbury.
Walter Roos.
Thomas Westby.
Thomas de Useburne, clerk.

[It is interesting to note that the letters of protec 
tion granted to John atte Doune, parson of Ocrise 
(= Ower Moigne, Dorset), were revoked because 
the Justiciary did not consider him "sufficient." 
 R II.,iv. iiz.]

R. II., iv. 1390 John de Aldeleme the elder.
*98 > £99. [He was granted the custody of " the Watyrmyllyn " 
291,' 304.' below Dublin Castle for ten years at a yearly rent of

22S.]

William of Worthington of Crawisch [Crawshaw, 
Whalley?].

Thomas Hugynson of Chorley.
Thomas de Hernby, clerk.
Gilbert of Halsall, knight.
Philip Gilberd.
Robert of Kesteven.
John son of Geoffrey of Osbaldstone.
John Seaman the elder.
Thomas son of Thomas of Swetenham.
Daniel Towarth, a Lombard.
John Threpland.
William Whiteman, merchant. 

R. II., iv. 1391 Richard Cressy, esquire. 
449- John Farnham, alias Marnham.

Nicholas of Orrell. 
H. IV., i. 1399 John Aldelyme. 
123,154. Richard Blewell. 
163! l(%', John Crophill, esquire. 
iSo, 181,' Thomas Leghton of Coventry. 
f°' l£- John Fynour.
264, 294] John Heyford of Flore son of John Walker of Heyford 
369, 428, (co. Northampton). 
454 ' 466> Sewalin Hesell, son of Thomas Resell.

Thomas Hampton, " barkere."
Gilbert of Halsall, knight.
John Arnald the elder of Ipswich.
John Lyverpull, "jueller."
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John Lamplugh.
Thomas Leget, esquire.
John of Litherland, esquire.
John Molyneux, clerk.
Edmund Ferrers of Northampton.
Richard Pykenham.
John Glede of Plymouth, " bakere."
Andrew Ramsey, alias Trigge.
John Spykkesworth.
William de Stanley the elder of the county of Chester,

esquire. 
Richard de Whitacre son of Henry de Whitacre.

1400 John Acton.
Richard Cloup, parson of the church of Alderton.
Nicholas Bartilmev, " leche."
Edmund of Clitherow, esquire.
Richard de Habryngham.
Walter Thomas of Exeter.
Thomas Lythyngton of London, " peyntour."
John Ettewell of Nottingham.
John Nowell, esquire, son of Lawrence Nowell of the

county of Lancaster. 
John Bosworth of Patrington (co. York). 
James de Pull, esquire. 
John de Pull, knight. 
Walter Pafiford, esquire. 
Richard de Mosok of Ormskirk. 
Richard Stapuldon. 
John Edmond of the county of Suffolk.

1401 John Holme.
William de Stanley, knight.

In 1385, letters of protection were granted to William de 
Peghtyshill, alias Pexhyl, of Liverpool, going to Ireland on the 
King's service in the company of Edmund del Clay, Chief 
Justice of the Common Bench there.


