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HE consecration of Battle Abbey on February
11th, 1094, 1s not an event of any historical im-
portance, but it is one that strikes the imagination.
Nearly 30 years had passed since the overthrow of
the English on the ground, that was now covered
by the Abbey buildings, fresh from the hands of the
craftsman, and most of those who had taken part
in the battle had died. Wailliam the Red, the Con-
queror’s son, was about to set out for Normandy,
on an expedition which was intended so far to undo
his father’s work as to bring Normandy into political
subjection to England, and nearly all the Bishops,
together with the chief men of England (ommnes fere
epzscopz una cum principibus Anghe) assembled to
meet him at Hastings. The minster of ¢ S. Martin
“of the Place of Battle” stood ready for consecra-
tion, and the King commanded that it should be
hallowed at once, whilst he and his host were
waiting for a north wind to’ enable them to cross
the channel; and so it came to pass that a vast
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concourse of the sons of those who had fought at
Senlac came together to the consecration of the
Abbey, whose High Altar marked the spot where
Harold fell. Unfortunately, only the names of the
Bishops are given, and though we know that the
majority of the chief men of the land were there,
we do not know for certain of any one individual
Earl or noble whether he was at the consecration
or not. The prelates present, however, are not
devoid of interest to us. The Bishop of the
diocese (Ralph) was there, though his jurisdiction
within the Abbey was strenuously denied by every
monk belonging to it ; there, too, was the Bishop
of the great see of Durham (William), at whose
bidding arose the matchless pile with which no
other Romanesque building north of the Alps can
compare, the most solemn of English cathedrals;
there, too, was Bishop Osmund, the compiler of
the well-known Sarum Use; together with other
ecclesiastics, whose names are familiar to all who
have studied the eleventh century. But the main
interest of the day centres round the King and
the Primate, the strangely contrasted rulers of the
nation and its Church: William the Red seems
out of place at any religious rite, and his presence
on such occasions must (one would think) have been
rare; but if prayer was to be offered for those who
fell on the day of the great battle—for Harold and
the English as much as for their conquerors—one
could not have chosen fitter lips to offer it than
those of Anselm, so essentially a man of peace,
and belonging to neither of the nations who had
fought on that hill 27 years before.

According to the familiar legend, a Catalogue was
then drawn up of the Norman knights, who had
crossed with the Conqueror; and this catalogue
was placed in the Abbey, in order that their names
might not be forgotten in the prayers of the monks.



so far as it velates to Lancashive and Cheshive. 3

It 1s, I trust, needless to say that the Roll of Battle
Abbey should be placed side by side (if not on our
shelves at any rate in our minds) with the Epistles
of Phalaris and other such-like compilations; in
this case, however, it does not need the critical
acumen of a Bentley to see that the famous Roll is
a fiction, drawn up by the hand of some unknown
herald at the end of the 15th or the beginning of
the 16th century; neither will any Atterbury arise
(at any rate in a society, like ours, devoted to his-
tory) to defend so transparent a forgery. Of this
Roll, which never existed, we have three copies,
differing largely from one another, but all of them
compiled before the beginning of the 17th century,
The first of these is in Leland’s Collectanea ; the
second is in Holinshed’s Chronicle, dated 1577 ; the
third was printed a few years later by Stowe. Even
a cursory examination shows that none of these
copies are of any critical value in determining
what families have ancestors who fought in the
conquering host at Senlac : take, for instance,
the names which relate (in greater or lesser
degree) to Lancashire and Cheshire; I have been
able to find in Leland 37 of such names, in
Holinshed 49, and in Stowe 32 ; but, if the three
lists are joined together, the total rises to 56.
Leland has 4 names not given by either of the
other copyists, Holinshed 7, and Stowe 3, whilst
only 20 are found in all three copies; this leaves
22 which are supported by two copies and omitted
by the third, if the total of 56 is to be made (13
peculiar to Leland and Holinshed, and g to Holins-
hed and Stowe ; in no case do Leland and Stowe
insert a name not found in Holinshed). To put
the matter concisely and pass on from so mathe-
matical a paragraph, the differences between the
three copies are plainly shewn by the fact that of
the 56 Lancashire and Cheshire names occurring
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in them, 14 are found in only one copy, 22 in two
copies, and no more than 20 in all three. I have
relegated to an appendix lists of names, shewing
the details of all these differences.

How then are we to determine what families
might have claimed to have had their names in-
scribed on the original Roll, had it ever existed ?
If we cannot accept all the 56, may we admit the
pretensions of the 20 names common to all the
three copies ? French antiquaries will not allow
even these 20 to pass muster. You may remember
that the Norman fleet, whilst waiting for a favour-
able wind to cross to England, assembled at the
mouth of the river Dives and waited there for a
month, until at last Duke William was forced to
take advantage of a west wind and move his ships
to S. Valery. A large and singular church, retain-
ing its massive central arches of Norman work, is
the only piece of antiquity which remains in the
little town of Dives; and in this church, during the
celebration of the eighth centenary of the battle,
there was affixed a tablet containing a list of
the Conqueror’s companions. This catalogue was
drawn up by one of the greatest antiquarian autho-
rities in France, M. Delisle, who has been for more
than forty years an honorary Fellow of the Society
of Antiquaries of London. From the necessity of
the case he furnishes no references, but he professes
to give no name which is not vouched for by some
deed or document of the period. The list contains
the names of 454 individuals; in some cases two
or three of these belong to one family, so that the
families would not be quite so many ; but you will,
I think, be surprised to learn that out of the large
number of families, whose founders we find set
down in the Dives Catalogue, only 20 are in any
way connected with our two counties, or rather,
I ought to say, that I have not succeeded in ﬁndmg
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more than 20 connected with them. It is a striking
testimony to the accuracy of the French antiquary
that not one of these 20 names 1s unknown in our
copies of the Roll; 8 of them are found in all three
copies, 7 more in Leland and Holinshed, 2 in Hol-
inshed and Stowe, 2 in Leland only, 1 in Stowe
only; in other words, the Dives Catalogue out of
its 20 names has 17 in common with Leland 13 also
in common with Holinshed (though not quite the
same as Leland’s), 11 in common with Stowe, and
none peculiar to itself. [The lists in the Appendix
give the names in the case of each of these figures.)
\Ve may therefore, I think, conclude that the 20
names which appear in our English copies of the
Roll and in the Dives catalogue represent families
that may rightly claim to have had a founder present
in the Norman host at Senlac; of the 12 names
found in all three English copies but not in the
Dives catalogue, one does not like to speak with
certainty ; of the 24 which appear in one or two
of the English copies but not in all three, and
which have not been allowed a place in the Dives
catalogue, we may say, with a certain amount of
confidence, that their claim to a place in the Roll
1s unfounded.

Of the eight names which are common to all our
four authorities, and which we may allow ourselves
to do a little more than merely mentien, the first
(alphabetically) i1s De-la-Mare. This family must
be carefully distinguished from the Delameres of
Mere in Cheshire, who were a cadet branch of the
Venables ; it took its name from the great fief of
La Mare in the commune of Autretot in Normandy,
where their castle was built upon piles on the margin
of the eponymous lake. Four sons of Norman
De-la-Mare apparently came into England, though
the Dives Catalogue only admits the presence of
two at Senlac. Hugh, the second son, appears in
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Domesday as holding eight manors in Cheshire
from the Earl his namesake, but his line failed with
his grandson, and his estates were inherited by the
great palatinate Barons of Mont-alt or Mold, de-
scended from his next brother Ralph, the Earl's
seneschal. His descendants ruled their barony
with the iron hand that was necessary in the days
of border warfare, and in the reign of Edward I,
Roger of Mont-alt (who had fought by de Mont-
fort’s side in the previous reign) was summoned to
Parliament as a Baron; he died childless, but the
barony was re-created for his brother Robert, and
again became extinct on the latter’s death, without
issue, 1n 1329.

The next name is Despencer, very famous in Eng-
lish history, but connected only very slightly with
our counties. The uprightness and the gallant
death of Hugh Despencer, Simon de Montfort's
justiciar, are only less well known than the avarice
and arrogance of his son and grandson, and the
greatness of their fall. The Spencers, who for a
time, owned Ashton Hall, in the parish of Lancas-
ter, claimed descent from the justiciar’s brother.
Edmund Spenser, the poet, belonged to a branch
of the family settled in or near Pendle Forest; he
speaks of

‘“ the noble familie,
¢ Of which I meanest boast myself to be;”
but most of us would agree with Gibbon’s words :
“ The nobility of the Spencers has been illustrated
““ and enriched by the trophies of Marlborough, but
“ T would exhort them to consider the Faerie Queene
“as the most precious jewel in their coronet.”
James Spencer, of Newburgh House, in the parish
of Ormskirk, when repairing his house in 1719,
ornamented the heads of the waterpipes not only
with the arms but with the supporters also of the
noble family whose name he bore, but no connec-
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tion between him and it can be traced. Newburgh
House had descended to him from his grandfather,
and now belongs to his grandson’s great-grandson,
but it has passed once through the female line.
The third of the 8 names is Graye, which became,
for the first time, connected with Lancashire and
Cheshire when one of the many branches of the
tamily which bears it inherited the Booth estates
and succeeded to the Earldom of Warrington and
Barony of Delamere. Graye (to use the present
spelling of the village), or Grai (as it is called in
the Dives Catalogue), is a little hamlet near Bayeux,
numbering now between 400 and 500 inhabitants,
and there are still traces of the castle of its ancient
lords. Hugh, the son of Turgis, of Graye and of
Luc near Caen, had two sons—the elder, Thurstan,
remained at Graye, where his descendants are still
found in 1499, when the seal of Renaud de Graye
1s appended to a treaty between the Kings of France
and England. Thurstan’s younger brother, John,
was one of the companions of the Conqueror, and
appears in Domesday as holding Rotherfield, in
Oxfordshire, under William FitzOsborn : this John
is generally called An-ketyl, which is the Norse
diminutive for John (pronounced Jan), and is there-
fore, in spite of its outlandish look and sound,
nothing more than the equivalent of our * Johnnie.”
The most careful research has not made the next
generation or two quite clear. John certainly had
a son Columban, and it was seemingly he who was
the father of the Robert and Roger of the next
generation, Robert’s elder son, Walter Gray, was
Archbishop of York for nearly half of the 13th
century ; his younger son, another Robert, became
the ancestor® of the various families bearing the

r The descendants of Archbishop Walter’s brother bear a lion rampant
within a bordure, whilst those of Bishop John’s brother assumed the
well-known silver and blue bars ; the Norman branch bore three bendlets,
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name of Gray or Grey, who have won distinction
in Northumberland and in Scotland. Roger, Co-
lumban’s younger son, was the father of John,
Bishop of Norwich, whom King John wished to
make Archbishop of Canterbury, in which case the
Church of England would have found itself under
the rule of two cousins, Archbishops Walter and
John Gray ; the latter, however, as is well known,
never actually sat in the throne of Augustine.
Bishop John’s brother, Henry, heads the long and
superb pedigree of the historic house that momen-
tarily dispossessed the Tudors—a house that, after
centuries of splendour, in spite of all its multiplicity
of branches, is now represented in the male line (as
far as I know) by one individual alone, the Earl of
Stamford, whose connection with our counties is
well known to all who live near Ashton-under-Lyne
or Dunham Massey. In the reign of Henry VII
there was a Parliament, to which some forty lay
lords were summoned; of these no fewer than
five were Greys. In the two following reigns few
families equalled the Greys in the rapacity with
which they seized the lands of the Church; we
may not say post hoc, ergo propter hoc; but certainly
their fall was speedy, and proportionate to the
height to which they had climbed.

To write the history of the house of Montgomery
(the next family with which we have to do), during
the latter half of the eleventh century, would be to
write a great portion of the history of England
and Wales, Normandy and France. There were
six members of it, who were hated with an especial
hatred by our forefathers, and not undeservedly so,
viz., Roger of Montgomery, who had commanded
the right wing at Senlac, and who alone, amongst
the conquerors of England, has left the name of
his Norman hill-fortress to be borne by a county in
this island ; Mabel Talvas, his wife, the heiress of
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a great house pre-eminent amongst all Norman
houses in power and in wickedness, more than one
member of which, men said, had been strangled by
the Fiend himself, their iniquity being too great
even for him to bear; and four sons ot Roger and
Mabel—1. Robert of Belesme, Earl of Shrews-
bury and Arundel in England, Count of Ponthieu
and Alengon in France, and virtually a sovereign
prince in his mother’s inheritance, a horrible and
merciless tyrant of the worst type, but the most
skilful military engineer of his time; 2. Hugh of
Shrewsbury, the graphic details of whose death, on
the shore of the Menai Straits, form one of the
most striking stories of the period; 3. Roger of
Poitou, Count of La Marche in right of his wife
Almodis ; and 4. Arnulf of Pembroke, who aspired
to an Irish kingdom. On such a family one
would gladly dwell, but we must content our-
selves with a few words about the only member
of it connected with our counties, Roger of Poitqu,
lord of the land between the Ribble and the
Mersey, and 210 other manors—398 in all. He
had fought by his father’s side at Senlac, and
William had heaped honour and wealth upon him ;
but in 1077 he turned against the benefactor of his
house, and espoused the cause of King William’s
rebellious son Robert; he was therefore deprived
of his English possessions, the revenues of which
the Conqueror, with a grim pleasantry character-
istic of him, employed in hiring mercenaries to
fight against their former owner. Roger was after-
wards reinstated in his lordships by William the
Red, but he joined his elder brother Robert in the
famous war which the latter carried on against
Henry I in 1102, the result of it being the final
gjection of the house of Montgomery from England.
Robert of Belesme, who was still a great prince,
though he had lost all his English fiefs, treated his
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younger brother with scant generosity, so Roger
retired to the county of La Marche, the possession
of which was disputed by his wife’s cousin, Hugh
of Lusignan. Constant hostilities ensued, but
Roger (after living for at least 20 years more) passed
on his wife’s inheritance to his descendants, by
whom 1t was sold, in 1177, to King Henry II.

But if one is regretful at having to pass so
rapidly over the great name of Montgomerie, what
shall we say at having to dismiss in one paragraph
the family of Nev:ll, unrivalled by any of our his-
toric houses in its pride of place—the one family
that ever succeeded in overshadowing the Planta-
genets themselves ? Its present representative, the
Marquis of Abergavenny, can trace an unbroken
male lineage for some thirty generations ; he alone
of English peers can boast that his forefathers, in
the male line, were independent English princes a
thousand years ago, owing allegiance to neither
King nor Casar—days of independence that might
seem to have returned when Richard Nevill, Earl
of Warwick and Salisbury,  kinglier in pride, in
‘“ state, in possessions, and in renown, than the
““ King himself,” held in his own power, at one and
the same time, both Henry VI and Edward IV.
The Richard de Neuville, who appears in the Dives
Catalogue, is not, of course, the ancestor of this
illustrious house in the male line; his grandson’s
daughter and heiress married Robert, the son of
Maldred Dolfin’s-son, and their son Geoftrey took
his mother’s surname of Nevill, which thus became
the family name of the representatives of the old
Earls (if not of the still more ancient Kings) of
Northumberland ; for Dolfin, Maldred’s father, was
great-grandson of the famous Earl Uhtred re-
nowned in the historv of the second Danish inva-
sion ; and Uhtred was seemingly descended, in the
direct line, from Eadwulf of Bamborough, the
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High Reeve of Bernicia, who apparently belonged
to the kingly kin of the Northumbrian Bretwaldas,
and who as gallantly defended, against the Danes,
his part of the north of England as King Alfred,
his contemporary, did the south. Eadwulf’s inde-
pendence, indeed, left its mark on the map of
England, for it led ultimately to the name of
Northumberland (which, in its wider sense, his an-
cestors had ruled) being kept by a small portion of
the old Northumbrian kingdom—the present county
of Northumberland. The two great branches of
the Nevills, the descendants of the first and second
marriages of Ralph Nevill, first Iarl of Westmor-
land, had their favourite homes in the bishopric
of Durham and in the county of York, but some
of the less illustrious scions of this, the noblest of
English families, have held lands in Lancashire.

It is no small change to turn from historic names
like that of Montgomery and Nevill to the com-
paratively insignificant one of Pigot; nevertheless
this last, like the others, is found in all our four
authorities. Domesday mentions Roger Pigot as
holding Broxton in Cheshire, and his line has been
carried on uninterruptedly, first in Cheshire and
afterwards in Shropshire, till the present time; but
I think that the family has never won any higher
position than the justiciarship of the county pala-
tine of Chester. Such families, of long descent,
yet little known beyond their own immediate neigh-
bourhood have played a very useful part in our
country’s history in many ways, and their untitled
nobility has formed a link between the peerage and
commonalty, the lack of which has been greatly
felt in many European nations.

The seventh of the eight families 1s Vernon. The
place from which this family takes 1ts name is an
interesting little town on the Seine—roughly speak-
ing, about half-way between Paris and Rouen,
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noted as being the northern limit of the cultivation
of the vine. Richard and Walter de Vernon ap-
pear in Domesday as holding lands in Cheshire.
The latter seemingly left no heirs; the former passed
on to his descendants the palatmate barony of
Shipbroke. This line became extinct in course of
time, without having made a great name for itselif,
excepting by the long life of one of its members,
Sir Ralph Vernon, who certainly survived three
generations of his descendants, and cannot have
lived for less than 120 years. The cadet branch,
which is now represented by Lord Vernon, really
passed through the female line in Henry III's reign,
though this 1s a fact ignored by most genealogists.
Hawyse Vernon inherited Haddon Hall from her
uncle, Sir Richard Vernon (who had received it as
part of his first wife’s dower), and her husband,
Gilbert the Frenchman, took the name of Vernon,
and the male line has never again been interrupted.
The family at Haddon Hall prospered, and held
their heads high amongst the foremost in Derby-
shire. Sir Henry Vernon built, in Henry VII's
reign, the Haddon Hall that is no doubt familiar
to many of us, but it passed away from the Ver-
nons to the Manners only three generations later.
A grandson of Sir Henry's acquired Sudbury in
Derbyshire by marriage, and became the ancestor
of the Lords Vernon, still seated there. In 1826,
the connection between the Vernons and Cheshire
was renewed, when the wife of the fourth Lord
Vernon received the Poynton estate, and other
lands in the neighbourhood of Stockport, under the
will of her friend, the heiress of the Warrens of
Poynton.

And this brings us to the last of the famuilies
with which we can deal at any length to-night, for
Warren is the eighth and last name common to all
our authorities. William of Varenne was entrusted
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by Duke William, in 1054, with the castle of Mor-
temer, after his defeat of the French at that place.
He lived to acquire an earldom in England (that
of Surrey) and to become the husband of the Con-
queror’s step-daughter, Gundrada, the child of
Matilda’'s former marriage; and he is said to
have been mortally wounded by an arrow, in
1088, whilst besieging the rebel Bishop Odo, in
Pevensey Castle. The Warrens (as English folk
pronounced their Norman name) ranked high
amongst historic houses for many generations,
but it was only an indirect branch that was con-
nected with Cheshire, for Sir Edward de Warren,
who in the middle of the 14th century married the
heiress of Poynton, was an illegitimate son of the
last Earl Warren: his descendants were well
known in East Cheshire, but never did anything
that we can find time to record to-night. They
are now represented by Lord de Tabley, but their
Cheshire estates (as I have said) were devised to
the Vernons by Lady Bulkeley, the last of the
Warrens.

I have lingered so long over these eight names,
found in the Dives Catalocrue and in all the three
copies of the Roll, that I can only allow myself just
to mention the twelve more names which appear at
Dives and in one or more of our English authori-
ties, and I must leave not altogether the other
families—even those that are given by all our three
sixteenth-century lists.

In common with Leland and Holinshed (but not
with Stowe) the Dives Catalogue has the names of,
1. Hugh of Avranches, afterwards so well known
as Hugh the Wolf, the great Earl of Chester;
2. Henry de Ferrers, the founder of that restless
house which for centuries dominated the midlands,
and which was engaged in every conspiracy and
intrigue from the reign of Stephen to that of
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Henry 111, lords for awhlle of the land between
the R1bb1e and the Mersey ; Albert Greslet, lord
of Manchester under Roger of Poitou ;4. Ilbert de
Laci, lord of Blackburnshire, whose inheritance
passed away from his descendants in 1193, to a
family without a drop of Laci blood in its veins,
which however took the name of Laci, and rendered
it more illustrious than it had ever before been;
5. Raoul of Limesai, the ancestor of the Lindsays,
Earls of Crawford, who hold the Bradshaigh
estates near Wigan; 6. Gilbert de Venables, from
whom sprang the Palatinate Barons of Kinderton,
and the knightly house of the Leghs of Lyme with
its various branches, for John Venables, about the
year 1300, took the surname of his mother Agnes
Legh; and 7. Peter of Valoignes, whose descen-
dant Geoffrey was Sheriff of Lancashire in Henry
II's reign. One of the co-heirs of this family
passed on her father’s Christian name of Theobald
to the Walters, lords of the hundred of Amoun-
derness, who, when Butlers of the kingdom. of
Ireland and Earls of Ormond, made the name
of Theobald Butler famous in the history of that
kingdom.

In common with Holinshed and Stowe (but not
with Leland) the Dives Catalogue has only two
names with which we are concerned to-night, viz.,
William the Archer, from whom the Sherburnes of
Stonyhurst claimed descent; and Roger Daniell,
founder of the old Cheshire family of Danyers or
Danvers, rendered illustrious by the Sir Thomas
who rescued the Black Prince’s standard at Crecy,
and whose daughter and heir married the first
Peter Legh of Lyme.

Stowe and the Dives Catalogue give us the name
of Ivo Taillebois, a great man in Lincolnshire, of
whom some say that he became Baron of Lancaster.
His family forms a genealogical puzzle; heralds,
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on the one hand, try to condense five generations
into some eighty years, and, on the other hand, tell
us that a widow, 60 years old, made a second mar-
riage, of which a son was born, and eventually
took a third husband, ‘ by whom she had a small
“family.” We may, I think, assume it to be true
that the Taillebois were the progenitors of the
Lancasters, which surname they assumed when
Constables of Lancaster Castle.

You will be glad to hear that only two more
names remain for us on the Dives Catalogue—two,
which Leland gives and Holinshed and Stowe omit.
The former of these is Mascy, a name derived from
Maci near Avranches. In Domesday, Hamo de
Masci held various Cheshire lordships : he became
one of the Palatinate Barons, and fixed his home
at Dunham Massey. The ramifications of this
parent-stock at Dunham may be traced through
at least seventeen families, some of which have
preserved to the present day an unbroken male
lineage.

The last name that we can touch upon is a good
specimen of the orthographical puzzles that, from
time to time, confront the students of the Roll.
Robert of Rhuddlan appears in the Dives Cata-
logue. You would not, perhaps, at once recognise
him or his father under the name Tibol in Leland’s
list.  Tibol is simply a mis-spelling for Tilleul, the
name of a village near Rouen. The fortress of
Hastings was committed to the charge of Hum-
phrey of Tilleul from the very day on which it
began to rise : his son Robert, known afterwards
as Robert of Rhuddlan, had been one of the Nor-
man favourites of King Eadward, had received
knighthood at his hands, and had held what must
have been the sinecure office of armour-bearer to
the Confessor. I may perhaps be allowed to dwell
for a moment longer on him, for, when the Domes-
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day survey was compiled, he was the owner of the
parish where I work. He became an able helper
to Earl Hugh of Chester, in the latter’s perpetual
warfare against the Welsh, and he built a castle at
Rhuddlan, in the vale of Clwyd, which became
famous on account of the great statute published
there in 1284, when it was the headquarters of
Edward I. From this castle Robert, for fifteen
years, carried on incessant hostilities with his
Welsh neighbours. In 1088, it was attacked by
the Welsh, during Robert’s absence; he hurried
home, marched beyond Rhuddlan to the smaller
fortress of Dwyganwy, between the mouth of the
Conway and Llandudno. Here, in an afternoon
early in July, he was awakened from a siesta to
hear that the Welsh were ravaging the flat country
immediately below the fort. Without waiting to
collect his men or even to don all his armour, he
ran down towards the plunderers, accompanied by
only one knight; of course they were surrounded,
and Robert, wounded with arrows shot from a safe
distance, sank down, commending his soul to God
and His Mother. The Welsh rushed on him with
one accord, smote off his head, and fixed it as a
trophy on the mast of one of their ships; the body
was taken up by his friends, and, amidst the bitter
grief (we are told)—cum nimio luctu—both of Eng-
lishmen and Normans, was buried 1n the minster
of S. Werburh at Chester, whence it was afterwards
translated to S. Evroul in Normandy, by his brother
Arnold, who was a monk of that monastery. His
English neighbours were doubtless drawn towards
him partly because of his gallant stand against the
incursions of the Welsh, and partly because they
felt that in him they had one of the few remaining
friends of the Confessor left in a place of honour
and power. He had no heir, and indeed we do not
read that he was ever married.
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Such were some of the families sprung from the
Norman warriors who fought at Senlac. For my-
self, I must confess that I had rather be able to
trace my lineage to the humblest House-carl, who
fought and fell for Harold and for England, than to
the proudest of their conquerors.

It only remains for me to acknowledge my in-
debtedness to the Duchess of Cleveland’s book on
the Roll of Battle Abbey, without which this paper
could not have been written ;—to the 2nd, 3rd, and
4th volumes of Fre€man’s great work on the Nor-
man Conquest, and to his history of William
Rufus ;—and to various historical, genealogical,
and other books, standard works within anybody’s
reach. I only regret that I have been too busy to
find time to consult any books except those in my
own library. My thanks are due to Lord Stamford,
for information, never before published, about the
family of which he 1s the head.

APPENDIX.

The following lists shew the divergencies between
the three copies of the Battle Abbey Roll as regards
names connected with Lancashire and Cheshire ;
(L.—Leland ; H.—Holinshed ; S.—Stowe ;) those
names which appear in the Dives Catalogue are in
italics.

L.,H.,S. Audley, Arcy, Blondell, Banastre, Bau-
dewyn, Couderay, De Spencer, De la Mare,
Estrange, Fitzhugh, Graye, Herne, Lovel,
Montgomerie, Nevill, Percelay, Pigot, Touchet,
Vernon, Warrven. 20.

D
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L.,H. Avranches, Bigot, Baskervyle, Butler, Bracy,
Fervers, Gresli, Harel, Laci, Limesay, Venables.
Valoignes, Venour. 13.

H.,S. Archer, Bushell, Belvoir, Cholmeley, Daniell,
De Lee, Gracy, Mainwaring, Norris. 9.

L. Biron, Massie, Maunsell, Tibol (i.e. Rhuddlan). 4.

H. Bourchier, Browe, De la Hyde, Gernet, Guisnes,
Moine, Tollemache. 7.

S. Mesnil-le-villiers, Pudsey, Taullebois. 3.



