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H ERALDRY and genealogy are twin sisters; 
the one is the complement of the other, and 

when rightly understood they have served useful 
and important purposes. They have assisted his­ 
torians and biographers to trace past events, and 
clear up doubtful points ; they have operated to the 
detection of frauds, forgeries, and impostures; they 
have established the validity of marriages; they 
have ascertained family alliances; they have vindi­ 
cated and corroborated the title to lands and 
property ; they have furnished effectual evidences 
for the settlement of claims, and rights of inheritance.

It is not easy to determine with exactness when 
the office of "Herald" was first introduced. The 
word " Heraldus " was found in a State paper of the 
time of the Emperor Frederic Barbarossa in the year 
1152.

Some writers affirm that the office was in exist­ 
ence in this country before the Conquest, but there 
is not sufficient proof of this. The oldest public 
documents in which there is any mention of English 
heralds are (i) a pell-roll (parchment roll) of 12 
Edward III., and a "wardrobe list" of the same 
year. The Heralds' College, or College of Arms, 
was incorporated by Letters Patent in 1483, and it 
was the custom from the time of its incorporation 
for the heralds to visit every part of the kingdom
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for the purpose of inquiring into those families of 
quality who were entitled to bear coat armour, and 
there and then register such marriages and descents 
as were verified to them upon oath, and signed as 
correct by the living representative of the respective 
families. A record of these visitations is still kept 
at the College of Arms for reference.

It was the custom, too, for families of position to 
have their pedigrees engrossed and illuminated or 
a roll of vellum, and the one which it is my pleasure 
to exhibit to you to-night (by the kind permission 
of Mr. Fermor-Hesketh, who is present), and photo­ 
graphs of which will be thrown upon the screen, is 
an example. When you see it I think you will 
agree with me that it is a most beautiful specimen 
of medieval art.

It is on the finest vellum, and originally was in 
the form of a roll, i foot 9 inches wide and 18 feet 
in length. It has been, for convenience, cut up 
into sections, mounted and substantially bound in 
book form.

It is most elaborate and beautiful, both in design 
and execution. An oak branch, with leaves and 
acorns, runs through the whole length, and dis­ 
tinguishes the male line, while the female line is 
marked in a similar way by rose and laurel branches. 
Behind the roundel of each descent, from Sir 
William Hesketh, Knight (4 Edward I.) to Robert 
Hesketh (Elizabeth and James I.), is a kit-cat 
portrait, or miniature painting of the descendant 
and his wife or wives, the knights and esquires 
being clad, some in armour, and the rest, with their 
respective ladies, in the gay and picturesque 
costumes of the periods in which they lived.

Some of these pictures are no doubt copied from 
altar tombs long since destroyed. Those from the 
time of Edward IV., or a little later, are reproduc­ 
tions of authentic portraits. These miniatures are
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all in good preservation, and the colours, both of the 
dresses and the blazons, are for the most part, 
considering their great age, bright and fresh.

Beneath each descent is a shield on which is 
emblazoned the quarterings and impalements of the 
several coats-of-arms, and at the foot of the pedigree 
is the shield of the family, with twenty-eight 
quarterings.

There are also drawings of " altar tombs" and 
" brasses" which were at one time in the parish 
church of Rufford, and which are fully described by 
Roger Dodsworth, who visited the church in 1620. 
They are also referred to in Townley's MSS.

The notes scattered up and down the Pedigree 
are valuable additions. Those relating to the Har- 
rington family, with whom the Heskeths were allied, 
are particularly interesting.

The oldest portion dates from the time of Robert 
Hesketh, who succeeded to the estates on the death 
of his father, Sir Thomas Hesketh, in 1588.

By whom the work was executed I am unable to 
say with certainty, but I have formed an opinion as 
to who supplied the information.

Now it has been said that at this period there 
were a set of " unscrupulous men" l going about 
who compiled gorgeous pedigrees for their patrons 
which were untrustworthy as family records.

We may therefore ask what evidence is there of 
the reliability or otherwise of this pedigree ?

In trying to answer this question I will first of 
all take the document itself.

1. It was produced at the herald's visitation in 
1613, and was signed as correct by Robert Hesketh, 
the then head of the family.

2. At this time Roger Dodsworth, the antiquary, 
was a constant visitor at Rufford. He married

1 " Pedigree-mongers who made it (family history) a byword and a 
reproach." ROUND.
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Holcroft, the eldest daughter of Robert Hesketh. 
She was the widow of Laurence Rawstorne of 
Hutton, Esq. Dodsworth, on his marriage, re­ 
sided at Hutton up to the time of his death, 
which happened in 1654, and he is buried at 
Rufford.

From the very nature of things, Dodsworth must 
have been very familiar with his father-in-law's 
family history; indeed, he has left behind him 
proofs of this, for I find in the catalogue of his 
MSS., which are preserved in the Bodleian Library 
at Oxford, the following : 

1 "Notes concerning the family of Hesketh of 
Rufford."

1 " Notes from the evidences of Robert Hesketh 
in Co. Lane."

I am sorry I have not had the opportunity of 
consulting these notes, but surely we must not 
suppose this learned authority would wilfully and 
deliberately falsify the pedigree.

Most people when they commit a fraud have some 
ulterior motive in view, but in this case I fail to see 
any motive. He might make mistakes, and I think 
he did, but that is a different thing.

Then again, Sir William Dugdale, the distin­ 
guished genealogist, who was, to use the description 
he gave of himself, " Norroy Principall Herald and 
King of Armes of the Northerne parts of England," 
paid a visit to Rufford and was entertained by Mr. 
Hesketh at Rufford Hall on the occasion of his 
official visitation of Lancashire, which was held at 
Ormskirk, September 1664.

He no doubt saw this pedigree in his official 
capacity, and at this visitation a portion of it was 
attested by "John Molineaux, Esquire, in thebehalfe 
of Thomas Hesketh, Esquire," and if the copy I 
have seen is the one Mr. Molineaux signed as cor-

» Vol. li. 8-13.
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rect (and I think it is), it began where the previous 
one left off, in 1613.

Now, while the pedigree passed the scrutiny of 
Roger Dodsworth, who was the greatest expert in 
the land in his day, and who, if it was not actually 
drawn up under his personal direction, must, as I 
have said, have known all about it and if Sir 
William Dugdale passed it as correct, as we may 
suppose, is it fair, I ask, to set it down as a fraud ? 
It is true there are statements which I am unable 
to reconcile, and other mistakes have been pointed 
out to me by my friend Mr. Brownbill, the sub­ 
editor of the Lancashire volumes of the Victoria 
History, who is an undoubted authority.

Mr. Brownbill has very kindly allowed me to see 
the proof-sheets of that part of the history which 
refers to Rufford and the Heskeths, and I notice 
that he altogether ignores the first page of the 
pedigree, and begins with Sir William Hesketh, 
Knight, who married Maud, daughter and co­ 
heiress of Richard ffitton, and so became lord of 
one half the manor of Rufford.

He describes this knight as being, before his 
marriage, a "landless man" and of "unknown 
parentage."

Now with all due deference to my friend's view, 
whose dictum is not lightly to be controverted, I 
am far from convinced that he is right in his diag­ 
nosis of the case. To quote Dr. J. Horace Round, 
" If there is fiction to be destroyed, there is also 
truth to be upheld," 1 and I will state my reasons.

I have had recently placed in my hands a number 
of very old deeds and charters, which have been 
found at the Rufford Estate Office and at Rufford 
Hall. These I submitted to Dr. Farrer, who is 
par excellence an acknowledged authority on such 
documents, and he most kindly supplied me with a

1 Peerage and Pedigree, vol. i. p. 13.


