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SOUTHEY AND HEBER IN POWYSLAND.

By REV. D. R. THOMAS, M.A., Vicar of Meifod.

i »

Tue footsteps of “Men of Note” possess an attraction
which does not attach to those of ordinary people, and
we like to trace their movements, and to observe the
impressions which. our every-day world makes upon
them. Hence the charm of a well-written biography.
When, moreover, the biographer tells his own story,
and we are brought face to face with the thoughts and
expressions of the man himself, and that, too, in
language of singular grace and power, the pleasure is
vastly enhanced. And when it further happens that
the scenes described, and the characters alluded to, are
otherwise familiar to us, we have all the elements of
an attractive subject, backed by the conditions of a
highly instructive treatment. Such appears to me
to be eminently the case with the subject I have chosen
for this paper, the “ Visit of Southey and Heber to
Powysland”--a visit, in the case of Heber, not uncon-
nected, it may be, with his nomination to the:See of
Calcutta ; and in the case of Southey, a link in an inti-
mate and life-long friendship.. They were the fellow-
guests of the Right Hon. C. W. Williams-Wynn, for
so long a period the representative of this county in
the House of Commons, and, at that time, a mem-
ber of the Cabinet. This intimacy was begun, like
so many of the truest and most enduring friend-
ships, 1n their days of boyhood, when they were
schoolfellows together at Westminster ; was cemented
by the strongest proofs of esteem and affection
through many years of good and evil fortune;
VOL. XIV. B



2 SOUTHEY AND HEBER IN POWYS-LAND.

and was only closed by death. Indeed, I believe
I am not wrong in saying that it was owing to this °
friendship, and to the material help which Mr. Wil-
liams-Wynn extended for so many years to the poet
in his early career, that we owe 1t that Southey was
enabled to pursue that literary course, to which he was
so devoted, and which has conferred so much pleasure
and benefit upon us, his countrymen. And I know
no greater encomium that has ever been passed upon
that able stafesman ; certainly none that will excite
so vivid a sense of his personal worth, as that in which
Southey describes him as
“ My earliest friend, whom I ,
Have ever, through all changes,found the same
From boyhood to grey hairs,

In goodness and in warmth of heart.”

The interesting old hall at Llangedwyn, with its
beautiful surroundings, in the valley of the Tanat, was
Mr. Wynn’s country residence ; and here it was that
Robert Southey and Reginald Heber, while they
formed a mutual friendship, enjoyed his gemial hospi-
tality, and made their first acquaintance with Powys-
land. And we can well imagine how these two high-
souled and congenial spirits must bave enjoyed the
society, the intercourse, and the pleasant excursions in
which they shared. In an “Ode on Bishop Heber’s
portrait”, Southey thus alludes to the occasion :(—

% “Tenyears have held their course v
Since last I looked upon
That living countenance,
When on Llangedwyn’s terraces we paced
Together to and fro;
Partaking there its hospitality,
‘We with its honoured master spent
Well pleased the social hours.”

Here, before passing on to the descriptions which
the poet gives of the scenes they visited together, it
may not be amiss to put on record two little episodes,
of a literary character, for which I am indebted to the
“ honoured master’s” son, each of which has an interest
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of its own. It was during this visit, that Heber, after
hearing the old Welsh air of “Ar hyd y nos” played
upon the harp, and: while the tune was still ringing
in his ears, composed to its music his well-known
Evening Hymn.
¢ God, that madest earth and heaven,
Darkness and light ;
Who the day for toil has given,
For rest the night,
May Thine angel guards defend us,
* Slumber sweet Thy mercy send us,
Holy dreams and hopes attend us,
This livelong night.
“Guard us waking, gnard us sleeping,
And when we die,
May we in Thy mighty keeping,
All peaceful lie ;
‘When the last dread call shall wake us,
Do not Thou, our God, forsake us,

But to reign in glory take us
With Thee on high.”

And it was when accompanying Mr. Wynn to Meifod,
when the latter was about to purchase the Humphreys
property in that parish, that Southey extended his
expedition to the ruins of Mathraval, and there, after
careful investigation into the stories and legends of
the place, collectéd the materials for one of the chief
scenes, if not for the whole scheme of his poem, enti-

tled ¢“ Madoc in Wales” :—

‘““He came =5
Where Warnway. rolls its waters underneath ¢ ~©
Ancient Mathraval’s venerable walls,

Cyveilioc’s princely and paternal seat.”

Few are the vestiges that remain of this once famous
palace of the Princes of Powys—nothing to betoken
its royal splendour. The lofty mound, first raised to
guard the river ford, and afterwards converted into a
keep, when the castle was erected on its bank; the
broken ground which shows roughly where the founda-
tions of the buildings ran; an angle of the walling,

B 2
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upon which it is probable that a wooden superstructure
was raised, and the deep foss which enclosed the whole
space : these are all that remain, perhaps all that ever
survived the disastrous fire on the 2nd of August
1212, when King John set it ablaze, in order to check
the victorious rising of Llewelyn ap Iorwerth, and the
chieftains of Powys. Decay and silence have been its
after portion, a strange contrast to that life and splen-
dour of its earlier days, which the poet has re-awakened
in those vivid lines,—
“ From Cyveilioc’s hall

The voice of harp and song commingled came,

It was that day the feast of victory there ;

Around the Chieftain’s board the warriors sate ;

The sword and shield and helmet on the wall

And round the pillars were in peace hung up ;

And as the flashes of the central fire

At fits arose, a dance of wavy light

Played o’er the reddening steel. The Chiefs who late

So well had wielded in the work of war

Those weapons, sate around the board to quaff

The beverage of the brave and hear their fame.—

Mathraval’s Lord, the Poet and the Prince,

Cyveilioc stood before them—in his pride ;

His hands were on the harp, his eyes were clos’d,

His head, as if in reverence to receive

The inspiration, bent ; anon, he raised

His glowing countenance and brighter eye

And swept with passionate hand the ringing harp,

¢ Fill high the Hirlas Horn.””

To return from this digression to the two friends,
Southey and Heber. One of their excursions was to
Sycharth, in the adjoining parish of Llansilin :—

“ Together there we traced

The grass-grown site, where armed feet once trod
The threshold of Glendower’s embattled hall.”

Burnt down in revenge for that chieftain’s rising in
arms, there are no vestiges left of the ancient palace
and its surrounding buildings. The site, however, is
unmistakably marked out by the enclosing foss, and
the outer ward, and the inner keep, on which once stood
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the fair house of wood, “Ty pren glin, yn nhop bryn
glas”. Happily, too, we have a minute description of
1t, as it stood, from the pen of Iolo Goch, Glyndwr’s
domestic bard and Laureate. It is the more interesting
as picturing a typical moated mansion of the end of the
fourteenth century, with its picturesque outlines, and
its domestic arrangements. The palace, he tells us,
was surrounded by a well-filled moat, and was entered
through a spacious gate, standing on a bridge. It had
a tower of Irish type, that reminded him of the Clois-
ters at Westminster, with their vaults and arches, and
gilded chancel. The basement (apparently of stone)
-comprised eighteen compartments, and above were four
stories, raised on four firm and richly-carved pillars,
each story being subdivided into eight sleeping cham-
bers. The whole was covered with a shingle roof, and
there were chimney stocks to carry off the smoke. In
the rooms were wardrobes, stored with apparel, not
unlike the shops in London. It had a church, too,
quadrangular in form, with chapels richly glazed.
Around the palace he enumerates an orchard and a
vineyard, a park with deer, a rabbit warren, meadows,
and cornfields, a mill, a pigeon-house, and a fish-pond,
stocked with pike and gwyniaid; and here, in the
poet’s trysting place,

“Yn Sycharth, buarth y beirdd,”

was abundance of Shropshire ale and malt liquor.

There are so many local traits in this roughly
rendered description, that we have less difficulty in
accepting the account of those parts which have dis-
appeared. The nearest house to it is still called Parc
Sycharth, probably the old deer park,

 Gerllaw’r llys
Pawr ceirw mewn parc arall.”

And not far off is Pentref y Cwn, which tells of the
pack of staghounds. The present Pandy (fulling mill)
was, in earlier times, a corn mill, the “ Melin deg ar
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ddifreg ddwf”, and onél who has studied the question
well has identified the site of the fishponds.

“ Pysgodlyn—a fo raid i fwrw rhwydau.”

Hither, too, some fifty years later, hied another genius,
that gossipy, amusing and rather credulous traveller,
George Borrow, who, if not a poet, had a good deal of
the poetic spirit’about him, as is testified by his trans-
lation of Iolo Goch’s poem; a translation which he
made, as he tells us, in the days of his boyhood, and
which he chanted anew on the opposite hill, after visit-
ing the scene described. It is so spirited, that it will
not be amiss to reproduce it, as it may be more inter-
esting to many of our readers than the original itself.

““ Twice have I pledged my word to thee
To come thy noble face to see;
His promises let every man
Perform as far as e’er he can!
Full easy is the thing that’s sweet,
And sweet this journey is and meet ;
I’ve vow’d to Owain’s Court to go,
And I'm resolv’d to keep my vow;
So thither straight I’ll take my way
With blithsome heart, and there I’ll stay,
Respect and honour, whilst I breathe,
To find his honor’d roof beneath.
My chief of long lined ancestry
Can harbour sons of poesy.
I’ve heard, for so the muse has told,
He’s kind and gentle to the old ;
Yes, to his castle I will hie ;
There’s none to match it *neath the sky :
It is a baron’s stately court, )
Where bards for sumptuous fare resort ;
There dwells the lord of Powis land,
Who granteth every just demand.
TIts likeness now 1’1l limn you out:
’Tis water girdled wide about ;
It shows a wide and stately door
Reached by a bridge the water o'er ;

1 Rev. Walter Davies, who wrote a History of Llansilin Parish in
Cambro-Briton, 1820.—See Guaith Guallter Mechain, iii, 66.
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"Tis formed of buildings coupled fair,
Coupled is every couple there;
Within a quadrant structure tall »
Muster the merry pleasures all.
Conjointly are the angles bound—
No flaw in all the place is found.
Structures in contact meet the eye
Upon the hillock’s top on high;

Into each other fastened they

The form of a hard knot display.
There dwells the chief we all extol

In timber house on lightsome knoll ;
Upon four wooden columns proud
Mounteth his mansion to the cloud ;
Each column’s thick and firmly bas’d,
And upon each a loft is plac’d;

In these four lofts, which coupled stand,
Repose at night the minstrel band ;
Four lofts they were in pristine state,
But now partitioned form they eight.
Piled is the roof, on each house-top
Rise smoke-ejecting chimneys up.

All of one form there are nine halls
Each with nine wardrobes in its walls
With linen white as well supplied

As fairest shops of fam’d Cheapside.
Behold the church with cross uprais’d
And with its windows neatly glazed ;
All houses are in this comprest—

An orchard’s near it of the best,
Also a park where void of fear

Feed antler’d herds of fallow deer.

A warren wide my chief can boast,
Of goodly steeds a countless host.
Meads where for hay the clover grows,
Corn-fields which hedges trim inclose,
A mill a rushing brook upon,

And pigeon tower fram’d of stone;

A fish-pond deep and dark to see

To cast nets in when need there be,
‘When never yet was known to lack
A plenteous store of perch and jack.
Of various plumage birds abound;
Herons and peacocks haunt around.
What luxury doth his hall adorn,

Showing of cost a sovereign scorn ;
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His ale from Shrewsbury town he brings ;
His usquebaugh is drink for kings;
Bragget he keeps, bread white of look,
And, bless the mark ! a bustling cook.
His mansion is the minstrels’ home,
You'll find them there whene’er you come.
Of all her sex his wife’s the best ;

The household through her care is blest ;
She’s scion of a knightly tree,

She’s dignified, she’s kind and free.

His bairns approach me, pair by pair,

O what a nest of chieftains fair !

Here difficult it is to catch

A sight of either bolt or latch ;

The porter’s place here none to fill ;
Here largess shall be lavish’d still,

And ne’er shall thirst or hunger rude

In Sycharth venture to intrude.

A noble leader Cambria’s Knight,

To take possession, his by right,

And midst that azure water plac’d,

The castle, by each pleasure grac’d.

Another excursion, in which Southey and Heber
joined, was to the secluded, but wildly beautiful
valley of Pennant :— ”

¢ Melangel’s lonely church—
Amid a grove of evergreens it stood,
A garden and a grove, where every grave
Was deck’d with flowers, or with unfading plants
O’ergrown, sad rue and funeral rosemary.”

There they

“ Saw the dark yews, majestic in decay
Which in their flourishing strength
Cyveilioc might have seen— :
Letter by letter traced the lines
On Yorwerth’s fabled tomb:

And curiously observe what vestiges
Mouldering and mutilate
Of Monacella’s legend there are left.””

From the epithet “fabled”, we may gather that
Southey was misled by the legendary tradition (as
given in Pennant’s Tours), that it was the tomb of
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Torwerth Drwyndwn, the eldest son of Owen Gwynedd,
with whom he very effectively connects it in his Madoc.
“ His glancing eye fell on a monument

Around whose base the rosemary droop’d down

As yet not rooted well. Sculptured above

A warrior lay ; the shield was on his arm,

Madoc approach’d and saw the blazonry . ...

A sudden chill ran through him—as he read—

¢ Here Yorworth lies’ . . it was his brother’s grave.”

The legend on the effigy, “ Hic jacet Edwart”, and
the tradition that the neighbouring Bwich Croes Yor-
werth took its name from a memorial cross, erected in
the pass where Iorwerth Drwyndwn fell, harmonise
well with the idea; but “the blazonry” of the shield
claims it for another Iorwerth. The rampant “wolf”
proclaims that it belonged to Edward ap Madoc ap
Rhirid Flaidd, the potent Lord of Penllyn. And it is
probable that the female effigy, which has so often
done duty as “ the rude image of St. Monacel, is that
of Gladus, the daughter and heiress of Gwrdendu,
Lord of Bryn, with whom Bryn and Pennant passed,
as a marriage portion, to Rhirid Flaidd.

They marked well the legend carved by skilful hand
upon the holy screen which

““Told how here a poor and hunted hare

Ran to the Virgin’s feet and look’d to her

For life.”
But no notice is recorded of the giant Rib, “ Asgwrn
or Asen y Gawres”, still preserved within the church,
or of the small square room at its east end, called
“Cell y Bedd”, said to mark the burial place of the
founder. Here I hold that the shrine stood which
preserved her relics; and I would suggest that the
early Roman capitals, built into the south wall of the
church, were part of this shrine. The room itself may
have supplied a lodging for those who sought “sanc-
tuary” within these precincts. For, by the laws of
Howell Dda, which treat of “ Church Protection”, it is
enacted that “whoever shall take protection, is to
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walk about within the churchyard and the burial-
ground, without relics upon him”. And * the measure
of the burial-ground is a legal ‘erw’ in length, with its
end toward the churchyard; and that circling the
churchyard is to be its compass™.’

The importance of this privilege, and the extent of
the cultus, may be gathered from the fact, that at the
period of the Reformation, the ¢oblaciones ad reli-
quias” amounted, in the money of those days, to the
respectable sum of £2 16s. 8. per annum.

With this use and purpose of Cell y Bedd, I would
compare that of Eglwys Gwyddvarch, which once stood
in the west end of Meifod churchyard. For to Meifod,
I believe, and not to Chirk, 7.e., to Mechain, and not to
Y Waun, we must assign the grant referred to in the
Worthenbury MSS., Hist. MS. Commission, quoted in
the Arch. Cambr., 1880 p. 150, “ 1467, Aprll 4 or 14.
Grant by several Cardmal of remission of one hundred
days, to those who should go to the chapel of St.
Gwyddvarch, confessor and abbot, or to the cemetery
at Chirk, of St. Tysilio, confessor, and hear mass of
Richard ap J (ohn ap David), priest of the said diocese,
or give to him support, or say Pater Noster and Ave
Maria for the souls of his parents on certain days”.
There is, however, this difference between the two,
that whereas * Cell y Bedd” still remains to the church
Yglwys Gwyddfarch has been alienated and secularised.

There is one legend mentioned by Southey, which I
have met with no reference to elsewhere; although
similar ones do occur in connexion with other places.
The old house alluded to is ev1dently, from his account
of it, “ Llechweddgarth”, an ancient mansion of the
Thomas’ s, from whom it passed by marriage to the late
Mr. Griffiths of Caer-Hun :—

We ““ together visited the ancient house
Which from the hill-top takes

Its Cymric name euphonious: there to view,
Though drawn by some rude limner inexpert,

1 Quoted in “ Pennant Melangell”, Mont. Coll., 1879, p. 76.
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NOTE ON
PRICE OF PERTHEIRIN.

Ix the Montgomeryshire Collections, Vol. xi, p. 266, the
opinion is given that Mary Sheinton, heiress of Per-
theirin, and wife of Lewis Price, was a daughter of
Richard Sheinton. I am inclined to think, for the
following reasons, that she was the daughter and
heiress of Hugh Sheinton, son of Richard Sheinton.

PEDIGREE OF SHEINTON, FROM LEWYS DWNN,
Vor. I, p. 305.
Hugh Shenton, Ge‘nt.=FMargt., dau. Wm. Wright, Esq.

|
Margt.,dau. Oliver Lloyd (of Leighton,== Richard =Ann, dau. of David Lloyd
5th son of Humphrey Lloyd, lst] Sheinton. Blaeney.
Sheriff of Montgomeryshire). |

I |
Hugh Sheinton.== Oliver Sheinton. Bridget.

Elnor.

i
? Mary, dau. and heir.

Oliver Sheinton was churchwarden, with Richard
Middleton, of Chirbury Parish, in 1615. His elder
brother, Hugh Sheinton, would therefore have a mar-
riageable daughter on 8th October 1647. By the
pedigree Richard Sheinton had no daughter Mary.
Lewis Price, husband of Mary Sheinton, the heiress of
Pertheirin, was living, by the date of his will, in 1700.
Mary, the heiress, his relict, it seems, did not die till
1712. 1 think it exceedingly improbable that she was
the daughter of the Richard who is described as
“Ricus Sheynton de Llanwonvge gen.” on a county
grand jury as far back as 3 James I, 1605-6. By the
Lloyd of Leighton pedigree (Vis. of Salop, Harl. MSS.,
1396 and 1982) it appears that Margaret Lloyd had
been previously married to Francis Hordley.

It 1s erroneously stated (p. 265) that “Ricus Sheinton
de Llanwnog, gen.”, living in 1618, wus a son of the
last named Hugh Sheinton on the Dwnn pedigree.
He was the latter’s father. W, ol
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PEDIGREE OF SIR WILLIAM HUMFREYS,
BART.

WE are indebted to the Rev. D. R. Thomas, the Vicar
of Meifod, for the loan of the following correspondence
and pedigrees. They are of a rare character, com-
prising three original letters of the celebrated Herald,
Peter le Neve Norroy, skeleton pedigrees of the Hum-
freys family, with autograph notes by Humphrey
Humphreys,' Bishop of Hereford, and certain alter-
ations therein, in which he points out various sources
of genealogical information.

Sir William Humfreys, whose pedigree and armorial
bearings gave rise to the correspondence, was the son
of Nathaniel Humphreys, who (one of the letters
states) ““ was a tinman in London, and dyed very rich”,
and who was the grandson of Humfrey Grithth, “a
substantial freeholder, in the lordship of Deyddur
(about 50 or 60" per ann.)”, which, at the then value of
money, would represent a much larger rental than at

1 Humphrey Humphreys was born at Penrbyn Deudraeth, in the
county of Merioneth, and was educated in part, at least, at Oswestry
School. He was accounted to be a great antiquary, and the docu-
ments we now print show the high estimation in which he was held
in the College of Arms., The inscription upon his gravestone gives a
biographical synopsis of his career : —

CCIREASEAN;

Humphredus Humphreys, S. T. P,
Primo decanus A.p. 1680 | Bangorien-
Mox Episcopus A.p. 1689 } sis factus.
Inde Herefordiam translatus a.p. 1701.
Tandem vitee satur & ceelo maturus,
Obiit 20 Novemb. 1712 Atatis suee 64.
Ejus ad exemplum si vixeris, amice lector,

Mori non timebis.”
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its present value). Sir William became an Alderman
of the city of London, and in 1704 served the office of
Sheriff, when he was knighted by Queen Anne. It
was on this occasion, Peter le Neve, Norroy King of
Arms, applied to Bishop Humphreys for information
respecting the pedigree of the sheriff. ~The Bishop had
presented to the Herald’s College MSS. of pedigrees of
Wales, and evidently was considered an authority on
the subject. The sketch of pedigree sent by Norroy
in the first instance to the Bishop, was a very imperfect
and unauthentic production. The Bishop, whilst resi-
ding at Whitborne, the ancient seat of the Bishops of
Hereford, had communication with Thomas Hum-
phreys, possibly a relative, who gave him much inter-
esting information, in a characteristic and racy letter,
reporting the result of his enquiries. Thomas Hum-
phreys remarks that “he did not find any great curi-
osity, that way, in this part of the country”. He,
however, enclosed to the Bishop a pedigree of the
Penrhyn’s “of Penrhose”, but ending with “ Owen ap
Griffith”. At this point of the enquiry, none of them
seemed to have hit upon the link by which Sir William
is afterwards stated to be connected with this branch
of the Brochwel tribe, and in right of which descent
he was afterwards held to be entitled to the “Nag’s
Head” shield.

The pedigree sent by Thomas Humphreys is stated by
him to have been derived from Mr. Edwards, who was
interested in Mr. Price, the son of the celebrated anti-
quary, Thomas Price, of Llanfyllin, then recently dead.
The correspondence here ceases; but, doubtless, the
sketch of pedigree was forwarded by the Bishop to
Norroy. To Norroy’s first letter there is an interesting
postseript, in which he shows he had a keen eye for
business, and gives information as to the chargesmade by
heralds at their visitations, for entering arms and pedi-
grees of persons of different grades of rank.

In 1707, the correspondence was renewed by Nor-
roy, stating, as a reason, that Sir William Humfreys
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“would have the arms fixed for him”, and the Bishop
was asked to point out any faults in the pedigree then
enclosed, and ““ to certify so much thereof which is cor-
rect; and that it is the common report that Sir Wil-
liam Humfreys is descended in this manner”.

Here the Bishop is appealed to as an authority.
There are two pedigrees with the letters, which we print
for the purpose of showing the Bishop’s notes, and how
his mind was gradually brought to the conclusions ulti-
mately arrived at ; the two pedigrees are nearly iden-
tical, and both show the missing link which Thomas
Humphreys’ pedigree lacked. Griffith ap Rinalt is
stated to haye had two sons. (1) Owen, father of
John Derwas, of Penrhose ;' and (2) David Vychan, the
grandfather of Humphrey Griffith, the father of Na-
thaniel Humfreys, the wealthy tinman, and grand-
father of Sir William Humfreys, the Sheriff of London.
This, the Bishop states, was taken out of the card of
“ Mr. Derwas of Penrhose”.

There is a slight scent of “cooking” in tHis part of
the pedigree, and it would be interesting to know
whether the Derwas ancient and authentic pedigree
does really show the second son David Vychan, and his
above-mentioned descendants. The Bishop’s notes
give interesting information as to the authenticity of
the main descent of the Brochwel pedigree, now uni-
versally received, and which stands chiefly on the au-
thority of Robert Vaughan of Hengwrt, whom the
Bishop repeatedly calls “the greatest antiquary we
have had of late”. It is to be observed, however, that
the five later descents do not rest on that authority,
but on the “card” of the Derwas’s. The term * card”
seems to be used in these documents in the sense of
“ pedigree”.

! He was not the ancestor of the Penrhyns. ‘' The Penrhyns were
descended from Griffith Vaughan of Deuddwr, a different branch of
Brochwels. The pedigree given, p. 16 seq., is the line of Penrhyn.
Griffith Vaughan of Deuddwr, and Sir G. Vaughan, were different
persons.
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We shall now be indebted to Burke’s Eaxtinct Ba-
ronetage, and Hasted’s History of Kent (of which county
Sir William became an important landowner) for
material to complete this sketch.

In the first year of George II, Sir William Humfreys
was Lord . Mayor of London, and had the honour:of
entertaining the King and Queen; and he was, in con-
sequence, created a baronet on the 30th November
1714. In 1715, Sir William purchased the castle of
Hever, and several manors in Kent. By his first wife,
Margaret. daughter of William Wintour, Esq., of Dy-
moke, and granddaughter of Sir William Maxey, Bart.,
he had an only surviving child, Orlando, his heir. He
died in October 1735, and was succeeded by his son,
Sir Orlando Humfreys, who married Ellen, daughter
and co-heir of Robert Lancashire, and had issue, three
sons and two daughters; two of the sons died young.
“ Robert, the second, had the castle and manors, and
died before his father, possessed of them, as appears
by his epitaph in 1736.” Ultimately, in 1745, the two
daughters and their husbands conveyed Hever Castle
and the manors to Sir Timothy Waldo,' Knight. Sir
Orlando died 14th June 1737, when the baronetcy
became extinct. Thus, in twenty-two years, this title,
conferred upon a Montgomeryshire man, came to an end.
As to the arms borne by the Humfreys, there seems
to be some discrepancy. In Burke’s Extinct Baronetage,
the arms are given as ‘““‘sable, three nags’ heads erased

1 Of Sir Timothy Waldo, of Hever Castle, an anecdote is told,
shewing that the old and expensive custom of vails-giving received its
death-blow from him at Newcastle House. ¢ Sir Timothy Waldo, on
his way from the Duke’s dinner-table to his carriage, put a crown
into the hands of the cook, who returned it, saying, ¢ Sir, I do not
take silver.” ¢Don’t you, indeed 2’ said Sir Timothy, putting it into
his pocket ; ‘then I do not give gold.”” Sir Timothy was the grand-
nephew of Sir Edward Waldo, knight, who was knighted in his own
house, in Cheapside, opposite Bow Church, by Charles II, in 1677.
This house was taken down in 1861, and at the sale of the materials
some finely carved oak panelling was purchased and removed to Gun-
grog, near Welshpool, in the dining-room of which house it is now
fixed.
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arg.” ; the shield, attributed to Brochwel Yscithrog,
pure and simple.

In Hasted’s History of the County of Kent! it is
stated ‘““he was descended from Nathaniel Humfreys,
citizen of London, the second son of William ap Hum-
freys, of the County of Montgomery. He bore for his
arms—1 and 4, sable, two nags’ heads erased arg.; 2
and 3, or and gu., two lions rampant, endorsed and
counterchanged”. The statement that the grandfather
was of the county of Montgomery, without specifying
any precise locality, and the omission of one nag’s head
in the arms, which omission may have been a difference
imposed, seemed at first sight to be not without signifi-
cance, and may have implied that the Brochwellian
descent was not deemed to be conclusively proved.

By the kindness of Sir Albert W. Woods, Garter,
however, we are enabled to give the correct blazon
of the arms of Sir William Humfreys, which sets the
matter at rest .—

““ By Patent dated 22nd April 1717, the arms and crest

following were granted to Sr. William Humfreys of Blooms-
“bury square, in the County of Middlesex, Knt. and Bart.

Alderman and sometime Lord Mayor of the City of London,
who had by letters represented unto his Lo’p—That he being
now the only son of Nathaniel Humfreys, Citizen of London,
who was second son of William ap Humfrey of Penrhyn Vayor
in Deyddur, and of Llandrinio, in the County of Montgomery in
North Wales, which William ap Humfrey was descended from
Sr. Griffith Vychan of Penrhyn Vayor in Deyddur aforesaid,
who bore for his coat armour two coats quarterly.

¢ Arms.—Two coats quarterly, viz., sable three naggs’ heads
erased argent, as descended from Kynan Gwarwin, son of
Brochwel King of Powis. Secondly, per pale, or and gules,
two lions rampant, endors’d counterchanged as descended from
Brochwell son of Aedden.

““Crest—On a wreath argent and sable a lion sejant or,
reposing his dexter foot upon a nagg’s head coupe ermines.”

1 Vol. i, p. 395.

VOL. XIV. C
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CORRESPONDENCE.

Herald’s College, London, 14th November 1704.

My Lorp.—Tis to your Lordship as to a great Oracle, both
in divinity and other sciences, that persons continually make
their application; amongst the rest therefore of your Lord-
ship’s suitors be pleased to give leave to Sir William Hum-
phreys, now Sheriff of London, by your most humble servant
Norroy, to desire the favour of letting him know the pedigree
of that gentleman ; the information which I have is that one
Esqr. of Penthrin, in Deuthur, had 7 dau’rs, one of which
married to William Humphrey, a male ancestor of Sir
William’s, as I am told his grandfather; another married to
Matthews of . . . Montgom. an ancestor of Mr. Matthews,
late one of the judges of Wales; the coat Sir William thinks
belongs to him is that of sable 3 Horse heads coupt arg.
which is said to belong to Brochwell Ysgythrog, King of
Powis, Earle of Chester, of whom are said to descend the
Lloyds of Powis land and others—qre what others ? he quarters
a coat very like that of Ithel Anwyl of Northop, found also
in the office of Arms, being p. pale or and gules 2 lyons rampt.
indorsed counterchanged which with 9 in the midle was born
by Ithel. I have lookt over the MSS. of pedigr. of Wales
you was pleased to p’sent to the office, but in that find no
descent as hereafter sent to your Lordship; be pleased, my
Lord, to favour me with your answer to the heralds office to

My Lord, your Lordships most dutyfull
and obedient servant,

Prrer Le Neve Norroy.

As your Lordship is a lover of Heraldry I will beseech your
Lordship to ask as many Gent. of North Wales as you shalbe
accidentally in company with if they shall be well pleased if
Norroy, King of Arms, should come down to visit their
several countys and will enter their arms and pedigrees
with him, the charge whereof will be but small, scil. : 11. 7s. 6d.
for a gent., 11 17s. 6d. an Esqr,, 21. 07s. 6d. for a knight or
baronet, and for the greater nobility and corporations what
they are pleased to present.

Griffith, Lord of Guilsfield, Bromouth and deythur...... [torn]

No address.

[The Bishop of Hereford]
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whn I was at Whitburn. His son was abroad for some time
and Mr. Edwds. who had an interest in him, co’d not have ye
perusal of y’r papers till within these 2 days, tho’ it seems they
contained nothing of moment in relation to any of the families
in Deyddwr. Mr. Edwds. being acquainted with M. Evans’
executors gave himself the trouble of perusing all his papers
and has made the enclosed transcript w’ch I have sent y’r Lo’p
for y'r satisfaction, tho’ I believe it may be upon mistake, the
other being likeliest to be Sir Wms. paternal line, and if
taken out of a card! of the Derwas’s of Penrhos, and if y’t
happens to be the paternal line y'n y’r Lo’p has ye Penrhyn at
large in Mr. Edwds. paper. There are those alive and well
remember Nathaniel, Sir William’s father, who was a Tinman
in London and dyed very rich, ye father Humphrey Griffith
was a substantial freeholder in the L’dship of Deyddur (ab. 50
or 60 li. per ann.) as I am informed, but sold it and it is now
in ye possession of one Davies and Rogers, both men of some
note in the neighbourhood. Mr. Clopton of Llandrinio inherits
ye Penrhyn’s Estate by his Lady, I have made w’t enquiry I
co’d there but co’d meet with nothing satifactory as yet,
some friends have promised me w’t further information can be
got in this matter tho’ I do not find any g’t curiosity y’t way
in this part of the country. W’ever I can add to the enclosed
y’r Lo’p shall have as soon as possible, and if either of these
accounts happen to be approved by y’r Lo’p it may be had in
form.

Mr. Davies of Colfryn, who is employed under my L’d
Bradford to receive the rents of Lo’p of Deyddwr, has pro-
mised me a sight of all ye old Rent Rolls, and if anything can
be made out of y’m y’t may furthur illustrate this matter y’r -
Lo’p shall have the trouble of it if worth while, if it be of any
service or any satisfaction to y'r Lordship. - In case these
enquiries prove ineffectual I will readily send on to Mr. Lewis
Jones for y’r Lo’p’s Book, and send to Pontsbury, whence I
p’sume it may easily be conveyed to your Lo’p. Wishing y’r
Lo’p and Madme Hums. long life and health and many happy
new years, I humbly beg y’r Lo’p’s blessing and am, my Lord,

* Your Lo’p’s most obliged, faithfull, humble servant,

Tro. HUMPHREYS.

Wtever com’ands yo’r Lo’p may have further in this matter
I shall sooner have by London y'n any other way.

I This word is used frequently in this correspondence for “pedi-
gree”.
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Brochwel Yscithroe, a Prince of
Powys and Earl (or as some books
stile him), Consul ot Chester A.D.
61!3. He was general of ye Britaing
ag’st Ethelfred, K. of Northum-
berland. The arms of Brochwel
Yscithroc: §., 3 naggs’ heads erased
ar., or, as some say, a chevron be-
tween 3 naggs’ heads erased arg.;
but I think there should be no
chevron.

Conan Garwyn, son of Brochwel

HUMFREYS PEDIGREE.
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Brocbwel ap Aeddan. His arms,
party per pale or. and g¢., 2 lyons
rampt. endorsed counterchanged.

Selyf or Seleu ap Brochwel.
Beli ap Selyf.
I
Griffith ap Beli.
Gwyn ap Griffith.

Cadwgan Wenwys ap Gwyn.

Yscithroe.
| Madoc ap Cadwgan.
Selyf ap Conan.
Evan ap Madoc.
Mael Mynan ap Selyf. |
Griffith ap Evan,
Beli ap Mael Mynan.
- Sr Griffith Vau'n.
Gwyliawe ap Beli. |
Rinallt ap Sr Griffith.

Elise ap Gwyliawe. |
Griffith ap Rinallt,
| c

Cyngen ap Elise.
Owen.
[This paper is addressed]
For the Rt. Rev.

The Lorp BisHOP OF HEREFORD,
at Whitbourn, near Worcester
a No. 21.

Aeddan (or Aethan) ap Cyngen.

31 May 1707.

My Lorp,—On behalf of Sir William Humfreys, I humbly
begg of your Lordship to know whether, amongst your papers,
you have not found the enclosed descent to be true ?. if so, be
pleased, my Lord, to subscribe it, or to attest so much thereof
as, to the best of your Lordship’s knowledge may be true,
especially that Griffith Vychan wore two coats quarterly ; first,
sable, two naggs’heads erased arg., as descendedfrom Brochwel,
Brenin Powis; second, p. pale or and gules, two lions rampant,
endorsed counterchanged, as descended from Brochwel ab
Aeddan, if the whole in the pedigree should be unknown to
your Liordship, which I can hardly think, be pleased to inform
me of the faults thereof, if any, and to certifye so much thereof
which is correct, and that it is the com’on report that Sir
William Humphreys (sic) is descended in this manner.

I am, my Lord, y’r Lordship’s most dutyfull servant,
P. Le Neve Norroy.
Lre. for the Lord Bishop of Hereford.
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My Lorp,—About four months since I sent to your Lord-
ship a packet, wherein was a pedigree of Sir William Hum-
freys, of which I begged your Lordship’s thoughts, aund, if
you appreved of it, your attestation; but not having heard
from your Lordship since, I would beg now to know whether
you received it, and your approbation, or dislike thereof, for
that Sir William Humphreys ('sic) would have the arms fixed
him.

I am, my Lord, y’r Lordship’s most humble servant,

Colledge of Arms, Perer Le Neve Nozrrov.

London, 18 November 1707.

DRAWING OF ARMS.
Sa, 3 coursers’ heads erased arg.

Brochwel Skithrog, King of Powis
and Barl of Chester, bears sable, 3
coursers’ heads erased argent.

Conan Garwyn. I=TLeucy, d. of Clothien, of Car-
| : digan.] .
Selyff or Salmon Sarff Cadu. [=? Hum, d. of Yner ap ...... , Earle
of Hereford. ]
Mynan,
Maye Mynan. [=Evah, d. of Meiric ap Kadvan,
Lord of Raddevar,]
Belin [Beli]. [=Leucy,d. of Tewdur Mawr, Prince
of South Wales.]
Glisseu [ Elisseu]. [=Ann, d. of Kynrick ap Rhiwallon,
| a nobleman of Bromfield.]
Gwylawn [Gwylawe]. [=Alis, d. of Ivor ap Cadwgan ap
Elyssau, Prince of Ferlix.]
Kyngen [or Congen]. [=Ysabel, d. of L. Selin Vraise Kt.
of the Red.]
Aethan, [=Ales, d. of Rodrick ap Tewdur
| Mawr.]
Brochwel [ap Aeddan]. [=Eva, d. of Meuric (?) Hen ap......7]

Salmon [Selyf or Seleu.]
Belir: [Beli].

Griffith, [=Jonet, d. of Sr William Camber, of
| Bretton, Kt.]

!
[DrawiNG oF Arms—or and gu, 2 lyons endorsed counterchanged.]
Erased.—[I cannot recollect anything as to this coat; perhaps it might
have been Ye Atachement of Cadwgan Wenwys below, or of Broch-
wel ap Aedan before. But I know it not at present.]

1 The parts in square brackets were added in the Bishop’s autograph.
2 ‘Card of my mother’s family whose ancestor married ye dau. of Gwyn,
as you may see in Vincent’s Carnarvonshire, in-ye College of Arms,



THE HUMFREYS PEDIGREE. 23

[But I think tﬁat this was not the bearing of Gwyn ap Griffith. His coat
in all the books I have seen is the same as Brochwel Yscythrog, s. and ar.,
8 naggs’ heads erased s., as before.]

I
Gwyn ap Griffith bears party per pale or and gules, between two lyons
counterchanged.

Cadwgan Wenwys.
Madoc.
Evlan.
Gril}ﬁth.
Sr Griﬁit'h Vychan,
Rinalt apISr Griffith.

I
Griffith ap Rinalt,
l

| I
Owen. David Vychan.

John Derwa!s of Penrhose. Griﬁithla,p David.
Humfrtlay Griffith.
Nathl. II:Iumﬁ'eys.

Sr William Humfreys.

Nov. 22, 1707.—This was taken out of ye card of Mr.
Derwas, of Penrhose. And I find by this, and several ac-
counts I have out of Montgomeryshire and elsewhere, that
Humfrey Griffith, ye grandfather of Sir William Humfreys,
was a considerable freeholder in Deythur and ILlandrinio, and
descended fraternally from Brochwel Ysgithroc, whose coat,
as above, I conceive he has a right to.

H. HzrEerorp.

[On second page]. N.B.—Since I writ, as is on ye other side,
concerning the two lyons endorsed, I am fully satisfied they
were the Arms of Brochwel ap (Aeddan or) Aethen, for so [
find in Mr. Robert Vaughan’s (the best genealogist we have had
in Wales), in his additions to Dr. Powel’s History, printed at
Oxon, but not finished by reason the author died when they
were in the press; but twenty sheets were printed, and page
26, he says thus: “ Brochwel ap Aeddan’s coate, p’ p’ pale
or and g., two lyons rampant, endorsed counterchanged”; upon
this I conceive Sir William hath a just right to ye three nagg’s
heads and two lyons (as drawn on the other side) quarterly.

Nov. 24, 1707. : H. HrrEerorp,
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In another account of ye descendants of Griffith Va’n of

Deudwr, I find it thus :(—

Griffith Va’n,
Vawr, in Llandrinio.

of Penthryn+Margt.,, d. of Oliver ap Evan Gethin ap

Madoc Kyffin, Esq.

N.B. This Madoc Kyffin was ye paternal
ancestor of ye Earl of Carbery, and the
last Earl bore his arms (viz.), party per
fene s. and a. a lyon ramp. counter-
changed, as descended from Enion Evell.

|
Llewelyn ap Griffith, of Pen-=Angharad, dau. of Howel ap Madoc ap Ior-

rhyn, at’s’d.

werth Goch, of Mochnant, Esq.

|
Grifith ap Llewelyn, of Pen-7 Beatrix,dau. and heir of William Kynaston,
I

rhyn.

brother of $’r Roger Kynaston.

I
Humphrey Griffith, of Penrhyn. s+ Agnes, dau. of Meredyth ap William
|

|
1Willm.

Humfreys. Penrhyn.

Griffith, of Swinere.

|
FDau. of William Llewelyn ap= Catherine, dau. of David ap
Humfrey.

Howel, of Mochnant.

William ap Llewelyn, ancestor of the Penrhyns.

Nathaniel Humfrey, citizen of London, ete.

1 I do not think this can be true, for it makes this Willm. marry his
brother’s son’s daughter ; but I take ye pedigree on the other side to be the

true [one].

Endorsements [in Bishop’s autograph].

H. H.
This out of ye Card of Derwas.

[In another handwriting.] §'r William Humphrey’s pedigree found out
amongst the papers of Lord Bishop Humphreys, late Bishop of Hereford.

DrawiNe [Sa., 3 naggs’ heads ar.]

Brochwel Skithrog, King of Powis
and Earl of Chester, bears sable, 3
coursers' heads erased arg.

Conan Gwarwin,
|
Selyf or Salmon Sarff Cadu.
|
Mynan.
|
Mayl Mynan.
]
i
Bely.

|
Elissey.
| @

WiLLIAM GRIFFITH,

Drawing.—[Or and gu., twe lyons

rampt., endorsed counterchanged.]

!
Gwyn ap Griffith bears party p’ pale
or and gu., 2 lyons ramp., endorsed
counterchanged.!

Cadwgan Wenwys.
|-

[
Madoc.
|
|

Evan.

|
Griffith.
b | e

1 [This was ye bearing of Brochwel ap Aeddan, ahove-named, ancestor to

this Gwyn.

See Mr. Kobt. Vaughan, our best genealogist, p. 26 of his

additions to Dr. Powel, printed at Oxon in part, but never finished, because

he dyed while it was in the press.]

H. H.
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la
Gwylawr.
|
Kyngen.
Aethan,
|
Brochwel [ap Aethan, to him ye coate
said to be Gwyn ap Griffith, be-
longs].
Salmon or Selyf.

Belur [Beli].
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S'r Griffith Vychan.

Rinalt ap S’r Griffith.
Griffith ap Rinalt.
I

|
Owen. David Vychan.

] |
John Griffith ap David.
Derwas of I
Penrhose. 1Humphrey Griffith.

I
Nath. Humfreys.

I
Griffith ap Beli.
| Sr William Humfreys.

1 This was taken out of the card of Mr. Derwas, of Penrhose, nr. Llandri-
nio; and I find by this and several accounts I had from that country, that
Humfrey Griffiths, S'r William’s ancestor, was descended from Brochwel Scy-
throc and Brochwel ap Aeddan, and therefore conceive $'r William Huwm-
phreys has a just right to ye two coates above. H. HEREFORD,

Whereas, on ye other side, I referr to Mr. Robert Vau-
ghan’s account for ye descents, from Brochwel Yscithroc to
Gwyn ap Griffith inclusive. You are to understand that ye
said Robert Vaughan was Robert Vaughan of Hen Gwrt in
Com’ Merioneth, Esq., one of the greatest antiquaries wee
had of late, and who was oft consulted by the learned primate
Usher (as may be seen in Bishop Usher’s letters, at the end of
his life, by Dr. Parr). He left behind him a very large me-
thodical collection of ye pedigrees of North Wales, containing
twenty -four quires of paper, if I remember right, which, after
his son’s death, came into ye hands of Sir William Wllhams
the lawyer, and 1 presume it may still be in the hands of his
son, Sir William Williams of Llanforda, com’ Salop.

Mr. Vaughan published a litle-book (at Oxon, 1662) call’d
British Antiquitys, revived and begun to print there. Dr.
Powel’s Chronicle or History of Wales, with large additions of
his own, of which twenty sheets were printed off. But then,
he dying at that time, ye work went no further, and wt, was
wrought was sold off by the printer. I, being yn in Oxon, I
got one copy ; and out of the 26th page of that, had the con-
firmation of the descent above mentioned. H. H.

NOTES BY REV. W, V. LLOYD, R.N.

TaE letters respecting Sir William Humfreys’ arms are
very interesting. Statements made therein are, in
some cases, without authority and inaccurate. The
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only reliable pedigree given is that of “Derwas of
Penrhos”, down to their ancestor Owen, said to be a
son of Griffith ap Reginald (of Garth) ap Sir Griffith
Vaughan. It is unnecessary to ascend higher for our
purpose. This Owen is given as the common ancestor
of the Derwas and Humfreys families. The Derwas
pedigree is to be found in Brit. Mus. Add. MSS.,
9864-5, under “ Derwas of Llandrinio”. I cannot find
any other traces of this Owen ap Griffith ap Reginald.
No authority of repute notices him. Lewys Dwnn
names but two sons of Griffith ap Reginald of Garth.
These were John Wynn (ap Grifith ap R.), o
Garth, and David Lloyd (ap Griffith ap R), lord of
half Broniarth and Gaervawr. Mr. Joseph Morris, in
transcriptions of the Herald’s visitations of 1584 and
1623, follows Lewys Dwnn. The Cedwyn MS. (about
A.D. 1636) states that Griffith ap Reginald had but
these two sons. It, however, adds, “and some ille-
gitimate children”. Tt also gives the issue of Anne,
“natural daughter” of Griffith ap Reginald. (Mont.
Coll., vol. x, pp. 37-8-9.) Owen may have been one
of these children, and as such is styled “Owen of
Llandrinio”, and his wife Anne, daughter of Hugh Say
of Pool, by Ellen, daughter of Gwil. ap Griff. Derwas
of Cemmes. (Mont Coll., vol. ix, p. 6) But what
about David Vychan, brother of Owen, and supposed
ancestor of the Humfreys, Baronets? “Vychan” im-
plies that his father must have been some David, not
Griffith ap Reginald. The Derwas family I can trace
in jury lists, from the 20th Eliz. down, but nothing of
the baronet line. Humfrey Griffith, the freeholder in
Deythur, if the pedigree is authentic, would be a con-
temporary of “Owen Derwas de Penrhyn Vechan,
gen.”, on a jury list in 1623 (see “ Mis. His.” in Mont.
Coll. for that year), but I can find no trace of him.
Although the “David Vychan” generation puzzles
me, and may be an error, I still think it probable that
Sir William Humfreys was descended from a son, pro-
bably illegitimate, of Griffith ap Reginald of Garth.
‘The Wynne of Garth pedigree (Mont. Coll., vol. xii,
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p. 258), says that Griffith ap Reginald had issue, as
before stated, “ David Lloyd ap Gr. of Broniarth, and
John Wynne ap Gr. of Garth, etc.” Whatever this
“ete.” may mean, it leaves room for further issue. The
question 1s, does the pedigree or “card” of Derwas of
Llandrinio, or Penrhos, show this “ David Vychan”?
To me, he is rather an ugly missing link. He bears
out the suspicion of “cooking”. The Mr. Derwas
referred to in the correspondence was probably the
Rev. Richard Derwas, then (1707) vicar of Meivod.
Another question arises: was the Bishop’s information
derived from the living Mr. Derwas, or from the “card”
of the family? All the Bishop says is, that “this”,
the descent of Sir William Humfreys, “was taken out
of ye card of Mr. Derwas of Penrhose”. It will,
doubtless, occur to you that the Mr. Derwas, the con-
temporary, and of the corresponding generation to Sir
‘William, would be his fourth cousin, and therefore a
reliable local authority.

The Bishop seems to have been exercised about the
arms assumed by Aeddan ap Kyngen, party per pale,
or and gu., two lions, addorsed counterchanged. John
Salisbury of Frbistocke, in the Wynne of Garth pedi-
gree, says ‘“some suppose them to be given him (Ae-
ddan ap Kyngen) for a reward of his good service in the
warrs with the Princes of Powis and of South Wales,
whose arms they have united in one escutcheon ; but
others rather think this bearing an assumption of his
own, as being a pretender to both those principalities,
in the male line, the elder houses of both being ter-
minated in daughters”. (Mont. Coll., vol. xii, p. 256.)
I quite agree with Mr. Salisbury; and if I could get
the world to believe the same, I should immediately
put in my claim to the principality of Powys, ss the
senior male representative of Brochwel ap Aeddan ap
Kyngen. (See Mont. Coll., vol. vi, p. 78.)

Although the Bishop may have been considered an
“oracle” in divinity, Peter le Neve, Norroy, ought to
have known better than to accept him as such in
heraldry. The autograph additions, the matrimonial
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alliances of the early generations of the “ Derwas card”,
are altogether too good. Take, for example, the spouse
of Gwylawg, viz., “ Alis d. of Ivor ap Cadwgan ap
Elystan, Prince of Ferlix”. Cadelh, great-grandson
of Gwylawg (the latter being one of the Princes
of Powys, recorded on the pillar of “Eliseg, filius
Guoillanc”), is known to have died about a.p. 800.
Cadwgan ap Elystan is said, by Lewys Dwnn, on the
Pryce of Newtown pedigree, to have had, as his second
wife ““ Jane (fourth in descent from Gwylawg), daughter
of Brochwel ap Aeddan of Powys”. In the same pedi-
gree it states that ““ William the Conqueror fell upon
this Cadwgan, and took all the English country from
him”. So that the Bishop marries Alis, the grand-
daughter of a man living in 1085, to a prince of Powys,
living in the eighth century. The Bishop, I believe,
has the credit of being the first generous individual
who has found wives for our early Brochwellian Princes
of Powys. At all events, his additions are so far
curious to me, that I have never seen them before.

I find that Sir Orlando Humfreys left a daughter,
Mary, who married John, a younger son of Robert
Honywood of Evington, Hants, or Charing, Kent, by
Mary, heiress of Sir Richard Sandford, Bart. (See
Betham’s Baronetage, under Honywood, baronets of
Evington, Hants. Ed., 1802, vol. ii, p. 133, note.) I
add, 1n pedigree form, the genealogy of “Derwas of
Llandrinio”™ (4dd. MSS., 9864-5, Brit. Museum),
with David Vichan, the alleged ancestor of Sir William
Humfreys, introduced. W. V. L.

LLANDRINIO PARISH.
Add. MSS. 9865, Brit. Mus.

Margaret, d. of Llewelyn = Griffith ap Reginald, ofF Joyce, dau. of Owen ap
ap Evan ap David Garth,ap SirGrif.Vau- Evan Blayney, of
[Wandl®. 2. ! ghan, Knt. Banneret, Tregynon.

ap Griffith ap Ieuan ap
Madoc ap Gwenwys ap
Griffith ap Beli, to
Brochwel Ysgithrog.
la [b I ¢ | d

1 We are indebted to Mr. T. W. Hancock for making a copy of
this pedigree.



THE HUMFREYS PEDIGREE. 29

a b | ¢ | &
[lDlavid Vy-F OwLn.=FAnne, dau. of Hugh8ay, David Lloyd, Jobn
chan, of Pool, by Ellen, dau. of Broniarth Wynne,
of Gwilim ap Griffith and of
Derwas, of Kemes. Gaervawr. Garth.

|
Griffith ap David

Ellen, dau.off J ol*lm T+ Anne, dau. of Rich-
ES Edwin Lloyd. | Derwas. ard Sandford,‘of
2nd wite. I the Isle. 1st wife.
Humfrey Griffith. { [
) Owen Derwas. ¥ Joyce, dau. of David Lloyd
Nathaniel Humfreys. =F | Geoffrey.
!

David Derwas,F Blanch, dau. of Edw.

of Penrhyn I Thomas, of Hendre Hen.

l
Sir William Humfreys,
Bart.

|
Sir Orlando Humfreys,F V‘Tcha.n.
2nd Bart., died 14, John Derwas.FCatherine, dau. of John
June 1737.
T ae " 1 Kynast%:f, of Llwyn y
Mary, wife of John apsis.

!
sy ool | David Derwas. = Dorothy, dau. of John Ed-

of Llwyny  wards, of Ness Lestrange,
Mapsis, 1700. Esq.

| ' I
Richard Derwas FMargaret,dan. of Hugh Derwas,FMary, dau. of Jeff-

Jeffrey Penrhyn,  of Penrhyn. rey ap Llewelyn
Esq. ap Griffith ap
Adda.
Johln Derwas. F Gwen, dau. of Rict!a.rd F Margaret, dau. of
Thos. ap Regi- Derwas. I Thos. ap William
nald of Llan- of Waynowddyn.
drinio.

JohnIDerwas, of = Elizabeth, dau. of
of Penrhyn, in ‘William Tanat,
1700. of Trewylan
Issa.

| I
William Derwas. Maly, dau. of Griffith Derwas, = Catherine, dau. of
Humffr. Lloyd, of of New Chapel. David Tanat, of

Coedd Deuddwr. Tredderwen, Gent.
| |
Hugh Derwas, F Margt,, dau. of Richard Derwas,F ... ....ccceeeererenenes
of Penrhos, Oliver Lloyd, of Vicar of Meivod, | Y Rondal, Vicar of
Goitre. 1700. Meifod.
[ | I
Elizabath, Mary,. John Derwas, (? a brother of=...........coeeu.e
1700. 1700. Rev. Rich. Derwas.)

1 «David Vychan” and his descendants have been here introduced to
show their supposed connection with Owen and his descendants, as given in
the “Derwas” pedigree.
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PEDIGREE OF MR. AND MRS. SEYMOUR DAVIES.
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SCULPTURED TOMBSTONE IN MEIFOD CHURCH.
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SCULPTURED TOMBSTONE IN MEIFOD
CHURCH.

In the July number (1880) of the Archwologia, Cambren-
sis (p. 184), the Rev. D. R. Thomas, present vicar of
Meifod, has given a paper on this subject, and has
kindly permitted us to reprint it in the Montgomery-
shire Collections, of which permission we gladly avail
ourselves, being anxious to collect therein all informa-
tion obtainable on Montgomeryshire subjects. Mr.
Thomas seems somewhat fanciful in his interpretation
of the alleged symbols, which it is very difficult to dis-
cover, even in Mr. Worthington Smith’s beautiful wood-
cut of the sculptured stone. However, if these sculp-
tures are really “the well reasoned designs of some
thoughtful mind”, it seems well they should have so
able and strongly imaginative an interpreter as the
present Vicar of Meifod.

““The history of Meifod has been twice published, first in
the Cumbrian Quarterly Magazine, 1829, by the Rev. Walter
Davies, M.A., who had been Curate of the parish from 1796
to 1805; which account has been reprinted in the third
volume of his Works, edited by the Rev. D. Silvan Evans, B.D.
(Gwaith Gwallter Mechain, Cyfrol, iii, p. 99); and more
recently in the Montgomeryshire Collections, 1875, 1876, and
1877, by the Rev. Canon Wynne Edwards, vicar of the parish
from 1860 to 1877. 1In both of these histories there is a brief
account of this stone; but neither of them is quite satisfactory,
as the former describes but does not illustrate it, and the latter
illustrates it without describing the details. A much better
account, accompanied with a far more faithful illustration, is
given in Professor Westwood’s Lapidarium Wallice, p. 154,
and Plate Ixxii, fig. 1. The stone, however, is so interesting,
and its ornamentation so curious, that it deserves a place in
the pages of our Journal, where Mr. Worthington G. Smith’s
admirable drawing will greatly enhance its value.

VOL. X1V, D
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¢ Mr. Walter Davies states that ‘ near the font is an antique
tombstone without inscription save rude sculpture, in bas-
relief, of a St. Catherine’s wheel in chief, a sword, and the
edges garnished with figures in humble representation of what
are called ‘true love’s knots’. What is here taken to be a
gsword is the stem of the cross, and the ¢ true love’s knots’ are
the Celtic interlacings and other designs with which it is embel-
lished. Its position has been changed to the west end of the
south aisle, where it now stands upright against the west wall.
¢TIt was removed,” Mr. Wynne Edwards informs us, ¢to this
place about forty years ago, from a recumbent position in
which it was previously placed near the chancel-rails.” It
stands 4 feet 10 inches high from the floor of the church ; and
its width is at the top 22 inches, and at the bottom 16 inches.
From the way in which the lower portion has been worn away
it is evident that it must have been continually trodden upon
by the feet of the ministrant in the celebration of the Holy
Communion ; and having been on the north side, its position
would correspond with that generally assigned to the founder’s
tomb., With this corresponds the tradition that assigns it to
one of the Princes of Powys; and if I be right in the surmise
that ¢ St. Mary’s Church in Meifod’, which was consecrated
A.p. 1154, was a Lady chapel built on to the east end of the
earlier St. Tysilio’s, then this might be the memorial of
‘ Madoc ap Meredydd, Prince of Powys, who was buried with
honour in Meifod, where was the watch-tower in St. Tysilio’s
Church.” ¢Ym meiuot yn y lle yd oed y wylwa yn eglwys
Tyssiliaw sant y cladwyt yn enrydedus.” (Brut y Tywysogion,
ed. 1870, p. 627b.)

““ But Professor Westwood, whose authority must be allowed
to be of the highest weight in all matters of Celtic palography,
claims for it a much earlier date: ¢ There is no inscription on
the stone; but I apprehend, from its general appearance, that
it i3 considerably older than the twelfth century’; [during
which century (the Professor adds) it is recorded ¢that here,
besides the earlier princes of the family of Mervyn and Convyn
were interred at a later period Madoc ap Meredydd, Prince of
Powys, in 1159, and his eldest son Gruffydd Maelor in 1190°].
(Lapidarium Wallice, p. 184.) Leaving, therefore, as needs
we must, its date and appropriation still unsettled, let us
examine a little more closely its ornamental details. ¢The
ornamentation,” Mr. Westwood tells us, ¢is very peculiar, since
in addition to the large cross in the middle of the stone,
decorated with interlaced ornaments, there is a wheel-cross in
the upper part, within which is very rudely carved the figure
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of our Lord crucified, with raised pellets in the spaces within
the limbs of the cross. In addition to the various interlace-
ments there are, on the right side of the stone, several small,
ill-shaped quadrupeds, one with a wide, gaping mouth.’ It is
not, however, on the right side alone that these animal forms
are found; but all around the edge, where it remains undestroyed
by wear and tear. Thus, while on the right hand-side a gro-
tesque, cat-like, creature appears-to be gnawing away at a
worm, and above it a hare seems to be running for its life, at
the top a coiled snake is seen rolling out its forked tongue;
and on the left the outline of a dragon, or some similar malig-
nant beast. ;

“ Liooking, as I have often done, at these details, the question
has again and again occurred, Have they any meaning ? Are
they merely the skilful devices of some ingenious craftsman ?
Or are they the well-reasoned designs of some thoughtful
mind that would thus engrave its lessons in stone? And I
have come to the conclusion that they are the latter ; that they
are symbolical in their meaning, and eminently Christian in
their character. )

“In the first place I would interpret the interlacements,
which occupy positions in all parts of the stone, as indicating
the interweaving of circumstances in the life of man; or,
indeed, in time itself; whilst those which have no beginning
or ending will represent eternity. Between them they may
teach the immortality of the soul. Next, I would compare the
grotesque and malignant forms along the outer edge to the
similar forms which may be seen on gurgoyles, and generally
on the exterior of churches. These I would read as signifying
the evil spirits by whom the fall of man was wrought, and by
whose influence the moral evil of the world is perpetuated ;
the spirits of revenge, of fear, of cunning, and of malice. In
high relief, above all these, and filling the central portion,
stands the cross surrounded with the triguetra, the emblem of
the Holy Trinity, and various forms of the cross and crown.
Above the arms of the cross, again, are labels on either side,
figured with the ribbon-pattern, which may have been intended
o represent the superscription over the cross, just as in some
large churches is done by a double transept. And last, but
chiefest of all, and heading the sculpture, on a cross contained
within a crown, is ¢ Jesus Christ and He crucified.’

“ Meifod. May 1880. G Ry A S












A LIST OF MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT FOR
MONTGOMERYSHIRE.

In the second volume of Montgomeryshire Collections,
Mr. E. R. Morris compiled a List of Members for the
County and Boroughs, giving as his authorities Browne
Willis’s Notitia Parliamentaria, Beatson’s Chrono-
logical Reguster, Cobbet’'s Parliamentary History, and
Oldfield’s Representative IHistory. During the past
year a “ Blue Book” has been issued, entitled, “Return
of Members of Parliament ; ordered by the House of
Commons to be printed, March 1878”. This List, we
are informed, “has been compiled from Writs and
Returns preserved in the Public Record Office, checked
with the Books of Parliamentary Returns preserved at
the Crown Office.” Being thus official, I have thought
it would be interesting to copy the list, with all its
variety of spellings of names, and point out where it
differs from that compiled by Mr. E. R. Morris.
AskEw RoBERTs.
Croeswylan, Oswestry.

COUNTY. BOROUGHS,

1541-2. Jacobus Leche, armiger. Willielmus Herbert.

1545. (No Returns found.?)

1547. (Return omitted in list.)

1552-3. Edwardus Herbert, armiger. Ricardus Herbert, generosus,

1553. Edwardus Herbert, armiger. Johannes ap Edmunde, gene-
rOSus.

1554. Edwardus Herbert, armiger. Ricardus Floyd, generosus.

1554. Edwardus Herbert, armiger. (No Return found.)

1555. (Return omitted in list.) E

1557-8. Edwardus Herbert, armiger. Willielmus Herbert, senior,
armiger.

1 No Returns found for England or Wales in 1545.
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COUNTY. b BOROUGHS.
1558-9. Edward Herbert, Esq. John Man, Esq.
1562-3. Edward Herbert, Esq. John Price, gent.
1572. John Price, Esq., of New Roland Pughe, Esq.
Town.
1584, Richard Harbert, Esq., of Richard Harbert, gent., of
Montgomery. Gray’s Inn.
1586. Oliver Lloid, Esq. Matthew Harbert, gent.
1588-9. Edward Herberte, Esq. (Return torn.)
1592-3. Reginald Williams, Esgq. Richard Morgan, gent.
1597. William Herbert, Esq. Thomas Jucks, Esq.
1601. (Return torn.) John Harries, Esq.

1603-4. (No Returns found.)

1614. (No Returns found.l)

1620-1. Sir William Herbert, Knight Edward Herbert, Esq.

of the Bath.

1623-4. Sir William Herbert, Knt. George Herbert, gent.

1625. Sir William Herberte, Knt.  George Herberte, Esq.

1625-6. Sir William Herbert, Knt. Sir Henry Herbert, Knt.

1627-8. Sir William Herbert, Knt.  Richard Lloyd, gent.

1640. Richard Herbert, Esq. Sir Edward Lloyd, Knt.

1640. Sir John Price, Bart.? Richard Herbert, Esq.
[Edward Vaughan, Esq.] [George Devereux, Esq.]

1653. (No Return.®) :

U654 sSir ov. Bart. Charles ......

1656. (No Returns found.)

1658-9. (No Returns found.)

1660. John Purcell, Esq. Thomas Myddleton, Esq.*
1661. (No Return found.) John Purcell, Esq.
[Andrew Newport, Esq.5]
1678-9. Edward Vaughan, Esq. Matthew Price, Esq.b
1679. Edward Vaughan, Esq. Matthew Pryce, Esq.
1680-1. Edward Vaughan, Esq. Matthew Price, Esq.
1685. Edward Vaughan, Esq. Williamn Williams, Esq.
1688-9. Edward Vaughan, Esq., of Charles Herbert,Esq., of Aston.
Llandiarth.

! There were no Returns found for Wales of this year.

2 The Long Parliament. ¢ Sir John Price, Knt.” {sic) and Richard
Herbert « disabled to sit”.

3 There are no Returns for England or Wales given in this year.

4 Another Indenture of the same date (still amongst the Returns)
returning Herbert Evans, Esq., was disallowed, and the above de-
clared duly elected by order of the House, 27th June 1660. (Com-
mons’ Journals.)

5 Elected 25th October 1661, vice Edward Vaughan, deceased.

8 Double Return of the same date. That by which Edward Lloyd,
Esq., was returned was declared void by order of the House, dated
1st April 1679. (Commons’ Journals.)
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COUNTY. BOROUGHS.

1689-90. Edward Vaughan, Esq. Charles Herbert, Esq.
[Price Deverux, Esq.l]
1695.  Edward Vaughan, Esq. Price Devereux, Esq.
1698. Edward Vaughan, Esq. Price Devereux, Esq.
1700-1. Edward Vaughan, Esq. John Vaughan, Esq.
1701. Edward Vaughan, Esq. John Vaughan, Esq.
1702. Edward Vaughan, Esq. John Vaughan, Esq.2
1705. Edward Vaughan, Esq., of Charles Mason, Esq.
Lloydiarth.
1708. Edward Vaughan, Esq. John Pugh, Esq.
1710. Edward Vaughan, Esq. John Pugh, Esq.
1713. Edward Vaughan, Esq. John Pugh, Esq.?
1714-15. Edward Vaughan, Esq. John, Pugh, Esq.
[Price Devereux, Esq ]

1722. Pryce Devereux, Esq. John Pughe, Esq.
1727. Price Devereux, Esq. William Corbet, Esq.5
1734. Price Devereux, Esq. William Corbet, Esq.

[Robert Wllhams, Esq.9]
1741. Sir Watkin Williams Wynn, James Cholmondeley, Esq.
Bart., of Llwydiarth.
[Robert Williams, Esq.”]

1747. Edward Kynaston, Esq. Henry Herbert, Esq.
[ Francis Herbert, Esq.8]
1754. Edward Kynaston, Esq. William Bodvill, Esq.
[Richard Clive, Esq.?]
1761. Edward Kynaston, Esq. Richard Clive, Esq.
1768. Edward Kynaston, Esq. Richard Clive, Esq.

[Watkin Williams, Esq.10] [Frederick Cornewall, Esq.!!]

1 Of Vaynor, elected 18th November 1691, vice Charles Herbert,
Esq., deceased.

2 « Montgomery, Llanidloes, Pool and Llanfylling Borough” (here-
tofore it has been ¢ Montgomery Borough” only).

3 Again described as “ Montgomery Borough” only.

4 Elected 9th January 1718-19, wice Edward Vaughan, Esq.,
deceased.

5 Double Return, The Indenture by which Robert Williams,
Esq., was returned was taken off the file by order of the House, dated
16th April 1728.

6 Elected 12th December 1740, vice Price Devereux, Esq., called
to the Upper House as Lord Viscount Hereford.

7 Elected 2nd April 1742, vice Sir Watkin Williams Wynn, who
elected to serve for the county of Denbigh.

8 Elected 16th April 1748, vice Henry Herbert, deceased.

" 9 Elected 21st November 1759, »ice William Bodvill, deceased.

10 Flected 9th June 1772, vice Edward Kynaston, deceased.

11 Elected 15th June 1771, vice Richard Clive, deceased.
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COUNTY. BOROUGHS.
1774. William Owen, Esq. Whitshed Keene, Esq.
1780. William Owen, Esq. Whitshed Keene, Esq.2
1784, William Owen, Esq. Whitshed Keene, Esq.
1790. William Owen, Esq.,, of Whitshed Keene, Esq.
Bryngwyn. Hyask
[Francis Lloyd, Esq.] :
1796. Francis Lloyd, Esq. Whitshed Keene, Esq.
[Charles W. Williams Wynn, s
Esq.]
1802. Charles W. W. Wynn, of Whitshed Keene, Esq.
Llwydiarth.
1806. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq., Whitshed Keene, Esq.
of Pentrefgoe.
1807. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq., Whitshed Keene, Esq.
of Penhygoe.

1812. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  Whitshed Keene, Esq.
1818. Charles W. W. Wynn, lisq.  Henry Clive, Esq.
1820. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.> Henry Clive, ksq.
1826. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq. . Henry Clive, Esq.
1830. Charles W, W. Wynn, Esq.¢ Henry Clive, Esq.
1831. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  Henry Clive, Esq.
1833. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  David Pugh, Esq.
[John Edwards, Esq.7]
1835. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  John Edwards, Esq.
1837. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  John Edwards, Esq.
1841, Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.,, Hugh Cholmondeley, Esq.
of Pentrego.
1847. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  David Pugh, Esq.?
[Herbert W. W. Wynn, Esq.?]

1 Re-elected 4th July 1777, after accepting the Stewardship of the
Chiltern Hundreds. Re-elected 1st Junuary 1779, after appointment
as Surveyor-General of Wales.

2 Re-elected 16th April 1783, after appointment as one of the
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty.

8 Of Domgay, elected 4th April 1795, vice William Owen, deceased.

4 Of Glascoed Hall, elected 14th March 1799, vice Francis Lloyd,
deceased.

5 Re-elected 18th February 1822, after appointment as First
Commissioner for the Affairs of India.

6 Re-elected 15th December 1830, after appointment as Secretary
at War.

7 Elected 8th April 1833, 2ice David Pugh, whose election was
declared void.

8 Double Return. The Indenture returning Hugh Cholmondeley,
Esq., was taken off the file by order of the House, dated 14th Feb-
ruary 1848,

® Of 18, St. James’s Square. FElected 11th October 1850, wvice
Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq., deceased.
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COUNTY. BOROUGHS.

1852. Herbert W. W. Wynn, Esq. David Pugh, Esq.
1857. Herbert W. W, Wynn, Esq. David Pugh, Esq.
1859. Herbert W. W. Wynn, Esq. David Pugh, Esq.
[Charles W. Williams Wynn, [John Samuel Willes John-
Esq.? > son.?]
[Charles Richard Douglas
Hanbury Tracy, Esq.3]
1865. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  C. R. D. Hanbury Tracy, Esq.
1868. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq.  C. R. D. Hanbury Tracy, Esq.
1874. Charles W. W. Wynn, Esq., C. D. R. Hanbury Tracy, Esq.,
of Coedymaen. of 63, Eccleston Square.
[Frederick Stephen Archibald
Hanbury Tracy, Esq.4]

The Blue Book ends with the election of 1874. In
April 1880, at the General Election, Stuart Rendel,
Esq., was returned for the County, and the Hon. Frede-
rick Hanbury Tracy was re-elected for the Boroughs.
I will now, in as short a space as possible, point out
where the official list varies with the one compiled for
the second volume of Montgomeryshire Collections :—

1541-2. For Edward Leeche (in Mont. Coll.) read Jacobus Leche
(in Blue Book).

1554. For Lewis Owen read Edwardus Herbert.

1558-9. For John Price read John Man.

1571.  Mont. Coll. gives Arthur Price as member for the Boroughs.
The Blue Book omits the year and the name.

1625-6. For Lewis Powell read Sir Henry Herbert, Knt. After
the entry of Powell’s name follows: “In whose place Thomas
Myddleton, Knt.” This name does not occur in the Blue Book until
1660. In the same year JMont. Coll. adds another name for the
Boroughs, viz., Hugh Owen. This does not occur at all in the
official list.

1627-8. For Richard Lloyd, Knt., read Richard Lloyd, gent.

1640. * For Henry Lloyd, Knt., read Edward Lloyd, Knt.

1661. For Purcell, as merber for County, read Borough.

1661. For Purcell (County) read Andrew Newport.

1 Elected 14th July 1862, vice Herbert Watkin Williams Wynn,
deceased.

2 (aptain, R.N., elected 4th May 1861, vice David Pugh, deceased.

3 Elected 20th August 1863, vice Captain Johnson, deceased.

4 Of Toddington, elected 17th May 1877, vice C. D R. Hanbury
Tracy, called to the Upper House as Lord Sudeley
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1680-1. ZFor Edward Lloyd read Matthew Price. Edward Lloyd’s
name does not again occur.

1688-9. For Lord Herbert read Charles Herbert Esq., of Aston.

1747. For Willlam Herbert read Francis Herbert.

1820. Mr. E. R. Morris says, in a note, that Whitshed Keene
continued to represent the Boroughs till 1820, when Henry Clive
was elected. The Blue Book gives the first return of Mr. Clive
in 1818, Mr. Morris also states that all the Boroughs save Mont-
gomery were disfranchised in 1728, In the official list, these
names are left out in 1702, and never again restored.

As it will make this paper more complete I have
copied, below, from Mont. Coll., vol. ii, the names of
members for the years missing in the Blue Book.

COUNTY. BOROUGH.

1545, William Herbert.
1547. William Herbert.

1554. Richard Lloyd.

1555. Edward Herbert.

1588-9. Rowland Pugh.

1601. Edward Herbert.

1602-4. Sir W. Herbert, Knt. Edw. Whittingham.
1614. Sir W. Herbert Knt. Edw. Herbert.

1654, Sir John Price, Bart. Charles Lloyd.

1656. Hugh Price. Charles Lloyd. i
1658-9. Edward Vaughan. ’ Charles Lloyd.

1661. John Pursell.
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THE FAMILY OF JONES OF CHILTON AND
CARREGHOVA.

By H. F. J. VAUGHAN, B.A., S.C.L.Oxox.

Ox~ page 389 of the Montgomeryshire Collections, vol.
xiii, under the head of ¢ Parochial History of Llany-
mynech”, occurs a pedigree of the Family of Jones of
Chilton, which was divided into two chief branches,
one seated at Chilton, the other at Shrewsbury, the
latter being now represented by Sir Henry Tyrwhitt,
Bart., of Stanley Hall, near Bridgnorth ; and it was to
this branch that the Carreghova property, which is
situated in the parish of Llanymynech, belonged.

The date at which the pedigree before us was com-
piled was about 1733; and, consequently, it partici-
pates in the interest which attaches to genealogical
rolls of that period, when the heralds had ceased to
make their visitations, and many families ceased to
record their members and descent. That the science
of heraldry and genealogy then languished may, we
think, be sufficiently seen from the specimens which
are extant of the family pedigrees of that date, which
are, for the most part, not only defective, but full of
inaccuracies as to the names and the blazons of arms.
Had the visitations of the several counties, and the
importance which formerly attached to a long line of
ancestors been kept up, undoubtedly many families
would have had the opportunity of recording their
descent, which was lost when the burthen of going
up to the College of Arms in London was cast upon
them. But if English families suffered by this means,
a fortiort, Welsh ones were far worse off, since, the
heralds, being Englishmen, were often utterly devoid
of all knowledge of the Welsh language and history.
We are not surprised, then, that families sometimes
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had an account of their forefathers drawn up by men
in their own neighbourhood who were eminent for
their knowledge upon the subject; and Morris Evans
(a Welshman, as the name shows) was thus peculiarly
fitted to draw out the pedigree of a family which
represents not only one of the noble tribes of Wales,
but also a branch of the first royal tribe. A somewhat
greater accuracy in the names, however, might have
been expected. In the heading of the pedigree occur
the names of Griffith Hiravrho, no doubt meaning
Gruffydd Hiraethog, a Denbighshire author of the
sixteenth century, who wrote from 1520 to 1550,
and is buried at Llangollen; William Lleyn (Llyn)
and Simwnt Vychan (Simon Vaughan) were his pupils.
Rhys Cain (Rees Kine) was a Merioneth man, and
born at Trawsvynydd. He flourished in the latter
part of the sixteenth century. Robert Vaughan is,
of course, the celebrated antiquary of Hengwrt, whose
MSS., together with those of John Jones of Gelli
Lyvdy, and others, form the well-known collection now
at Peniarth.

The writer proposes taking each descent of the
pedigree, and giving from other pedigrees of the
family, MSS. in public collections, as the College of
Arms, the British Museum, the Bodleian Library, etec.,
together with private records, papers, deeds, wills, and
parish registers, corrections where necessary, and fur-
ther information. For the sake of reference, a number
will be placed before each descent. It must not, how-
ever, be supposed that a full account could be given in
the limited space of an article. ;

1. Epxowaly BENDEW, or, as in the pedigree before
us, Eden Owen, a name apparently taken from Hen-
wain, prince of Cornwall, his ancestor, is called in the
pedigree of Colone] Jones, the regicide, ** chiefest of the
fifteen peers of North Wales”. In Harl. MS. 2,299,
which formerly belonged to Hugh Thomas, and is in
the autograph of Vaughan of Hengwrt, is the follow-
ing : “ Ednywen Bendew y Pennafor 15 Llwych Gwy-
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nedd . . . Arglwydd Tegaingl, Ano 1079”, and another
MS. of the British Museum confirms his being Prince
of Tegaingl in 1070. He was the son of Cynan
Veiniad, Lord of Trefgarnedd, or, as others give it,
Lord of Tegaingl, or Ingle, by Efa, sister of Iestyn
ap Gwrgan, Prince of Glamorgan, and grandson of
Gwaithvoed, Prince of Cardigan, by Morfydd, daughter
and heir of Ynyr Ddu, King of Gwent. Here we are
brought face to face with the question, were there
one or two Cwaithvoeds, one of Cardigan and one of
Powys ? It would be beside our purpose to enter into
the matter, since it is sufficient to know that our
Gwaithvoed was Prince of Cardigan and Cibwyr, the
former probably in right of his wife, Morfydd, daughter
and heir of Odwyn ab Teithvalch, of Keredigion, a
descendant of Cunedda Wledig. He was son of Eu-
nydd ab Cadifor ab Peredur Peiswyrdd ab Einion ab
Eunydd ab Brychvael ab Ussa ab Idris Gawr ab
Gwyddno Garanhir, Prince of Cantref Gwaelod when
the sea inundated it and formed the present Cardigan
Bay, ab Gorvyniawn ab Dyvnwel Hén, King of Gwent,
ab Ednyvet ab Macsen Wledig (Maximus), whose
wife was Elen, sole daughter and heiress of Eudav
(Octavius), Prince of Ewas and Wrekenfield. The
origin of the royal and noble tribes of Gwynedd was
the effect of a diligent inquiry into family pedigrees,
instituted by the princes Gruffudd ab Cynan of Gwy-
nydd, Rhys ab Tewdwr of Dyvet, and Bleddyn ab
Cynvyn of Powys in the twelfth century. It should
be well borne in mind that the old British did not
recognise any rights in primogeniture, and therefore all
sons of a father in Welsh pedigrees are equal. The
law favoured the youngest, if any, since it gave him
the family place, but distributed the lands equally
amongst the other sons. The arms attributed to Ed-
nowain are, argent a chevron between three boars’
heads, sable, couped, langed and snouted gules, tusked
or. Of course the arms of the ancient British kings
and princes were ascribed to them at a later date ; but
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they often have a foundation in some tradition, and
are useful as marks by which to distinguish families.
The arms of Ednowain are taken from the fact of his
having, single-handed, killed a monstrous and very
fierce wild boar; and the crests borne by his de-
scendants have the same origin, that of Jones of Chil-
ton being a boar’s head, as in the arms, pierced with
a dagger ppr., and that of Evans of Northop the boar’s
head on a ducal coronet ppr., which doubtlessly has
reference to the rank of Ednowain as prince of his
country. Some of the old heralds add to these arms
quarterings derived from the ancestors of Prince Ed-
nowain, as azure, three open crowns in pale or, and
azure, three ducal coronets, two and one, or, for the
Belyns ; or, an eagle with two heads displayed for
Macsen Wledig ; argent, a lion passant guardant,
gules, between three fleurs-de-lis sable for Gwyddhno
Garanhir; or, a lion rampant regardant sable for
Gwaithvoed, quartering sable a lion rampant, argent,
and sable, three roses argent for his mother; and, again,
for Morfydd, wife of Gwaithvoed, party per pale azure
and sable, three fleurs-de-lis or; wvert, a lion rampant
argent, head, feet, and tail gules for Cynan Veiniad,
father of Ednowain. He married Gwerfyl, the daughter
of Llyddocca ab Tudor Trevor, who 1is called Karl
of Hereford, party per bend sinister, ermine and
ermines, a lion rampant or; her mother being Ang-
harad, daughter of lago, Prince of North Wales 1021
to 1031, son of Idwal ab Meurig ab Idwal Voel ab
Anarawd, son of Rhrodri Mawr, King of all Wales,
slain 877. 1In reverting to the pedigree before us, we
may pass over Tegengel as sufficiently near to the
Welsh Tegaingl, but the truer name of Englefield
should be substituted for that of Enghtffild; Seis-
syltt is the true form of Sisell ; and, on the wife’s side,
Llyddocca should stand for Llyddoen ; while, in the
account of the blazon, ermines should stand for ermin-
ois, the latter term being used in heraldry to signify
a fur the field of which is gold and the spots sable.



AND CARREGHOVA. 47

Ednowain is said to have had eleven sons and two
daughters.

9. Mapoc AB EpxowaiNn—i.e., Madoc, son of Edno-
wain—of Tegaingl, or, as the pedigree says, Madock,
Baron Englefield, married Arddun, or, as it is spelt
in Lewis Dwnn, Jarddyn, daughter of Bradwain (or
Bradwen), Lord of Dolgelley (as now spelt), in Merio-
neth, North Wales. Bradwain was the chief of another
of the noble tribes of North Wales, and had his resi-
dence (called, from him, Llys Bradwain) upon the high
ground above Arthog, not far from Dolgelley, and then
on the borders of a lake. The writer, who visited the
spot, may state that of this palace scarcely anything
now remains, and its foundations can only be discerned
by the regular position of certain large stones. It is
close upon a brook, which fed the lake, and which
subsequently discharges itself, by a precipitous descent,
into the estuary of the Mawddac. Bradwain was the
son of Idnerth ab Davydd Esgid Aur ab Owain Aur-
dorchog ab Llewelyn Aurdorchog (so called from wear-
ing the torque bracelets and anklets of gold as ensigns
of sovereign power instead of a crown) ab Coel ab
Gwerydd ab Cynddelw Gam ab Elgyd ab Gwerysnadd
ab Dwyi Lythyr ab Tegawg ab Dyforath ab Madoc
Madogion ab Sandde Bryd Angel, who is said to have
been so beautiful that he escaped from the battle of
Camlan, since every one thought he must be an angel,
and so let him pass. He was the son of Llywarch Hén,
formerly a chief of the Strathelyde Britous, but who
retired to the neighbourhood of Bala Lake, and died
curca 656. Bradwain had a son, Ednowain, who has
been confused with Ednovain Bendew. The arms of
the wife of Madoc ab Ednowain are rightly—gules,
three snakes, enowed or knotted argent.

3. IorwerTH (A nglice, Edward), Baron Englefield, or,
as others say, of Tegaingl, had one, if not two, brothers;
_ but since it would swell this article to too great a bulk
if all the other branches were noticed, the writer will
content himself with those mentioned in the pedigree.



48 THE FAMILY OF JONES OF CHILTON,

He married Arddyn, daughter of Llewelyn ab Owain
ab Edwyn, King of Tegaingl and one of the noble
tribes. In the time of Gruffudd ab Cynan, the last
who bore the title of King of Wales, the above-named
Owain joined Hugh, Earl of Chester, against his sove-
reign, who was also his son-in-law, and thus earned the
unenviable epithet of Vradwr, or traitor. He subse-
quently died, in the earlier part of the twelfth century,
from a disease of the lungs. Owain’s wife was Morfydd,
daughter of Grono ab Ednowain Bendew. His father,
Edwyn, King of Tegaingl (Harl. MS. 2,299, etc.)
married Gwerydd, the daughter of Cynfyn ab Gwery-
stan ab Gwaithvoed, Prince of Powys in right of his
wife, Angharad, relict of Llewelyn ab Seissyllt, Prince
of North Wales, and daughter and heir of Meredydd
ab Owain ab Howel Dda. Meredydd derived his right
to the principality of Powys through his mother, Ang-
harad, daughter and heir of Llewelyn ab Meuric ab
Mervyn ab Rhrodri Mawr. Edwyn was slain by Rhu-
dosa ab Rhys ab Owain near Rhuabon, and buried at
Northop, co. Flint. The father of Edwyn was Grono,
who married Edelfleda, the widow of Edmund Iron-
sides of England, and daughter of Edwyn, Earl of
Mercia, whence probably the name. The Saxon Chro-
nicle says—“1039. The Welsh kill Edwin, brother of
Leofric the Earl, and Thurkill, and Elfget and very
many good men with them.” Edwyn was son of Owain
ab Howel Dda by Angharad, Queen of Powys in her
own right. His father, Howel Dda-—i.e., the Good—
was Prince of South Wales, and married Elen, whose
ancestry is traced through Constans to -Constantine,
the Roman Emperor (vide Annoles Cambrie, Preface).
Howel Dda was the great law-giver of Wales, and son
of Cadel ab Rhrodri Mawr, Prince of South Wales. It
may be remarked that some write the name of Ior-
werth's wife Ardduard; and, apparently, he had also
another wife, Nest, daughter of Rhyn ab Meirchion.
The arms are rightly given in the pedigree.

4. Ririp AB IoRWERTH married, as in the pedigree,
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Agnes, daughter of Sir Robert Pulford, a family much
connected with Cheshire. In several MSS. she is called
Tibot, and her mother was Elizabeth, daughter of Lord
Corbet by Blanche, daughter to Sir Hugh Bukley by a
daughter of Kynric Sais ab Ithel Vychan (Vaughan,
Anglice) of Mostyn (Harl. MS., 1972). The arms are
correct in this generation also. They are sometimes
called—sable, a cross patonce argent.

5. IorwerTH AB RiriDp married Nest (4nglicé, Agnes),
daughter and heir of Iorwerth ab Grono ab Kinion
ab Seissyllt of Merioneth. On consulting the great
pedigree of Colonel Jones the Regicide (Harl. MS.,
1977, etc., Vincent’s Wales, in the College of Arms,
and other authorities), we find that this lady’s grand-
father, Grono, married Middyfis, or Maude, daughter
of Owain Cyfeilioc, Lord of Powys (or, a lion rampant,
gules), whose wife was Gwenllian, daughter of Prince
Owain Gwynedd of North Wales. Einion ab Seissyllt
married Nest, daughter of Cynvelin ab Bosfyn ab Rhi-
wallon ab Madoc ab Cadwgan ab Bleddyn of Nannau,
or, a lion rampant, azure. Seissyllt, who married
Nesta, daughter of Grono ab Einion of Tegaingl, was
descended from Gwyddno Garanhir, argent, a lion
passant guardant, sable, between three fleurs-de-lis
gules. ’

6. RoBERT AB JoRWERTH is called in the Welsh MSS.
Rhotpert, and in Vincent’'s Wales, in the College of
Arms, his wife is called Alicia, daughter of Ithel
Vychan. The name, however, is ordinarily called
Adles in Welsh pedigrees. She was the daughter of
Ithel Vaughan, or Vychan, of Mostyn (azure, a lion
passant argent), son of Ithel Lloyd ab Ithel gam ab
Meredydd ab Uchtred ab Edwyn of Tegaingl. The
wife of Ithel Vychan, and mother of Adles, was Ales,
daughter of Richard (by Alice, daughter of Gwyn ab
Einion ab Colwyn ab Tangno), son of Cadwaladr (by
Alice, daughter of Richard, or Gilbert, Earl of Clare),
son of Gruffudd ab Cynan, King of Wales, by Angharad,
daughter of Owain ab Edwyn of Tegaingl. It will be

VOL. XIV. E
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remembered that Gilbert de Clare married Joan of
Acre, daughter of Edward I of England; and his
father, Richard, who died in 1261, married Margaret,
daughter of Hubert de Burgh; and his grandfather,
Gilbert de Clare, married Isabella, one of the co-heirs
of William Marshall, Earl of Pembroke, by Isabella,
his wife, the heiress of Richard Strongbow and Eva,
daughter and heir of Durmot, King of Dublin and
Leinster, of the line of the old kings of Ireland. From
what has been said, it is evident that the arms impaled
by Robert ab Iorwerth ought to be azure, a lion pas-
sant argent—i.e., those of Ithel Vaughan of Mostyn,
rather than those of his ancestor Edwin of Tegaingl, as
given in the pedigree. Robert was living in 1339, and
Ithel, his eldest son, was archdeacon of Tegaingl, and
no doubt a celibate, who died without issue.

7. Ky~rick AB RoBERT succeeded his father. In the
Welsh Pedigrees he is called Cynric ab Rhotpert, and
some difficulty has been met with respecting his two
wives (both of whom were named Angharad) and their
respective issue. His first wife was Angharad (written,
by mistake, in the pedigree, Auckred), daughter of
Madoc Lloyd of Bryncunallt, son of Torwerth Voel ab
Torwerth Vychan ab Torwerth Hén, descended from
Tudor Trevor, party per bend sinister, ermine and
ermines, a lion rampant or. His second wife was
Angharad, daughter of Gruffudd Vychan ab Gruftudd
ab Davydd Goch, Lord of Denbigh, and by this wife
he was father of Ithel Vychan—Anglice, Vaughan
(Harl. MSS., 1977, 1972, Vincent’s Wales, College of
Arms, etc.) Ubpon reference to the pedigree of the first
Royal Tribe, it will be seen that Gruffudd Vychan
married twice. By Gwervyl, daughter of Uchtred goch
ab Meredydd ab Llewelyn, he had issue Howel Coet-
more, etc. His other wife was Gladys, daughter of
Gruffudd ab Sir Howel y Pedolau (so called because
he was strong enough to bend horse-shoes), son of
Gruffudd (by Gwenllian, daughter of Iorwerth ab
Madoc ab Ririd Vlaidd), son of Iorwerth ab Meredydd
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ab Mathusalem ab Hwfa ab Cynddelw. It may be
observed that the wife of Hwfa ab Cynddelw, Lord of
Llys Llwon, in Anglesey, was Ceinfrid, daughter -of
Ednowain Bendew. It appertained te the office of
this Hwfa to place the royal crown on the head of
the Prince of Wales after he had been anointed at
his coronation by the Bishop of Bangor. By Gladys,
Gruffudd Vychan had issue Moruff and Angharad, wife
of Cynric ab Robert, so that she would appear to have
been his heir by this wife. Gruffudd Vychan was son
of Gruffudd of Nant Conway by Margaret, daughter of
Tudor ab Iorwerth ab Gwrgeneu ab Ryfauth ab Rhun
ab Nevydd Hardd (z.e., the handsome), gules, a lion
rampant between three roses argent, though others say
argent, three spear-heads imbrued, gules. Arms not
being hereditary at this time, the two coats probably
simply belong to two different generations. Gruffudd
was son of Davydd Goch, Lord of Denbigh (sable, a
lion rampant argent, in a bordure engrailed or), by
Angharad, daughter of Sir Heilin ab Tudor ab Ednyvet
Vychan, living 1241, gules, a chevron ermine between
three Englishmen’s heads, couped at the neck proper,
arms given to commemorate his prowess against the
English ; they were also the ensigns of his descendants,
the Tudors, kings of England. Davydd Goch (Z.e., the
red) was the son of Sir Davydd Lloyd, Baron of Den-
bigh, by Tangwystl, daughter of Owain le Flemming
of Dehebarth, gules, fretty or, a fess azure, but others
call her daughter and heir of Owain Blaine. Sir
Davydd Lloyd was son of Gruffudd, Prince of North
- Wales, who died in 1250, having broken his neck by a
fall from the battlements of the White Tower, in the
Tower of London, wherein he was 1mpr1s0ned while
endeavouring to escape; quarterly gules and or, four
lions rampant counterchanged. His wife was Senana,
daughter of Caradoc ab Thomas ab Rhodri ab Owain
Gwynedd. Prince Gruffudd was son of Prince Llewelyn
the Great (quarterly gules and or, four lions passant
counterchanged), who died in 1244, and was buried in
E 2
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Conway Abbey. His wife was Tanglwystl, daughter
of Llowarch Goch ab Llowarch Holbwreh, Lord of Rhos.
Prince Llewelyn was son of Prince Torwerth Dryndwn
(sable, a lion rampant in a bordure engrailed or) by
Margaret, daughter of Madoc ab Meredydd, Prince of
Powys; and, finally, Prince Iorwerth Dryndwn (v.e., of
the broken nose) was son and heir of Prince Owain
Gwynedd, of North Wales (vert, three eagles displayed
in fess or), by Gladys, daughter of Llowarch ab Tra-
haiarn ab Caradoc ab Gwyn ab Colwyn, sable, three
fleurs-de-lis argent. Such 1s the descent of the mother
of Ithel Vaughan of Northop, or Holt, as it is put in
the pedigree; but since many genealogists make him
the son of Angharad, daughter of Madoc Lloyd, of
Bryncunallt, in the lordship of Bromfield, it may be
well to show why this is erroneous. Madoc Lloyd, of
Bryncunallt, married twice, his first wife being Mar-
garet, daughter of Llewelyn ab Teuaf ab Adda ab Awr
ab Ieuaf ab Cuhelyn of Trevor, by whom he was an-
cestor of the Trevors of Bryncunallt and others. His
second wife was Dyddgu, daughter and heir of Llewelyn
ab Grono Vychan ab Grono (obt. 1269) ab Ednyvet
Vychan, and by her he was father of Angharad, wife
of Cynric ab Robert (Harl. MS., 2299, Add. MS., Brit.
Museum, Pennant’s -MS., 9865). But this Dyddgu
was also wife of Robert ab Meredydd ab Howel, of
whom more will be said hereafter, and by him was
mother of a sole daughter and heiress, Angharad, who
was the wife, as we shall presently see, of Ithel
Vaughan, son of Cynric ab Robert. If, therefore,
Angharad, daughter of Madoc Lloyd, was mother of
Ithel Vaughan, then her daughter, by Robert ab
Howel, would be the wife of her grandson, by Madoc
Lloyd. In other words, Ithel Vaughan would have -
married his aunt, which. if not impossible, is, to say
the least, highly improbable. Such being the case,
instead of Auckred, daughter of Madoc Lloyd, with
the arms as described in the pedigree, it should be
Angharad, daughter and heir of Gruffudd Vychan ab
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Gruffudd ab Davydd Goch, and the arms sable, a lion
rampant argent, in a bordure engrailed or, with its
quarterings as above. '

8. ItHEL VycHAN AB Cy~NRrIC. Vychan being the same
name as Vaughan, and signifying the less or younger,
in the present instance it was no doubt used to distin-
guish him from his uncle Ithel, Archdeacon of Tegaingl.
The marriage of Ithel Vaughan with the heiress of
one branch of the first royal tribe of North Wales is the
great match of the family, since it constituted his de-
scendants representatives of the royal family of Wales.
The Hustory of the House of Gwydir, several of the Har-
leian MSS.,the Additional MSS. in the British Museum,
and Vincent’s Wales, in the College of Arms, all call her
Angharad ; and as Sir John Wynn, the historian, pro-
bably knew as much of his own family as anybody,
the account given by him is worthy of reception.
Angharad, then, was the sole daughter and heir of
Robert or Robin, by Dyddgu, daughter and heir of
Llewelyn ab Grono Vychan ab Grono ab Ednyvet Vy-
chan. The family mansions of this Robin or Robert
were at Cefn y fan and Cesylgyfarch. He was the son
of Meredydd, who dwelt in Evionydd, and held the
lordship of Gest, 6 Richard 1I, by his wife Morfydd,
daughter of Ievan ab Davydd ab Trahaiarn Goch ab
Madoc,ab Rhys Gloff, .e., the lame; sable, a lion ramp-
ant, within a bordure engrailed or, the arms of his an-
cestors, the princes of South Wales. Meredydd was
the son of Howel of Rhiwlwyd, who married Eva (by
some called Myfanwy), daughter and coheir of Ievan,
living in the month of May, 2 Henry IV, son of Howel
ab Meredydd of Cefyn y fan in Evionydd, descended
from Colwyn ab Tangno; sable, a chevron between
three fleurs-de-lis argent. Howel was son of Davydd,
lord of Rhiwlwyd, by his wife Efa, daughter and heir
of Gruffudd Vychan ab Gruffudd ab Moreiddig of
Penyfed in Evionydd. She brought the land in Peny-
fed called Gwely Griffri. There were two persons
named Moreiddig, one of South and the other of North
Wales. The above Eva seems to have been the
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descendant of the latter, who was Lord of Burton
and Llai, and married Tanglwystl, daughter of
Cadwgan ab Cadwalader, lord of Cardigan, who re-
sided at Aberystwith Castle. Cadwalader was second
son of Gruffudd ab Cynan, King of Wales; gules,
three lions passant in pale argent. The father of Mor-
eiddig was Sandde Hardd (the handsome), who, for his
services in the wars against the English, received from
the Prince of Powys the lordship of Burton and Llai, in
the parish of Gresford. He bore vert, semée of broom-
slips, a lion rampant or. The mother of Moreiddig was
Angharad, only daughter and heir of Gruffudd ab
Cadwgan of Nannau; or, a lion rampant azure. Her
mother being Angharad, only daughter and heir of
Davydd ab Owain Gwynedd, Prince of North Wales,
and Emma, his wife, daughter of Geoffrey Plantagenet,
Count of Anjou, and sister- of Henry II of England.
Quarterly, 1 and 4, or, a lion rampant azure, 2 and 3
vert, three eagles displayed in fess or. The arms of
Moreiddig are azure, three boys’ heads couped at the
shoulders, proper, crined or, each wreathed round the
neck with a snake vert. He having been said to have
been born with a snake round his neck. Moreiddig
Warwyn of South Wales was son of Drym Bennog, lord
of Cantref Selyff, son of Maenarch ab Dyffryn, Prince
of Brecknock (Harl. MS., 2289). Davydd, the father
of Howel, was the only son of Gruffudd ab Caradoc,
who, with his brother Eignion ab Caradoc, took part
with their nephew, Prince Llewelyn, at the battle of
Buellt. Sir John Wynn says that there was a tradition
among the men of Evionydd to the effect that when
Prince Dafydd ab Llewelyn, who was made prince by
the aid of his uncle, the English king, came to Pwlheli
in Lldn, to treat of peace with these two brothers,
Eignion and Gruffudd ab Caradoc, they met him ac-
companied by so large a force that the prince told them
they were too strong for subjects, but they replied that
he rather was too weak to be prince, and so they sepa-
rated. However, they lost their possessions in con-
tinuous wars, and joined Prince Llewelyn ab Gruffudd,
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who gave them other great possessions near Denbigh,
and subsequently restored their former lands. After
the death of the last Prince Llewelyn, these brothers
were forced out of their lands by Henry Lacy, Earl of
Lincoln, who wished to accumulate a large territory
round Denbigh Castle; and, by Justice William Sutton,
on behalf of the queen of Edward I, by whom they
were compelled to exchange their patrimony for other
lands. The wife of Gruffudd ab Caradoc ab Thomas
was Lleuki, daughter of Llowarch Vychan ab Llowarch
Goch ab Llowarch Holbwrch ; vert, a stag argent, ant-
lered or. Caradoc ab Thomas ab Prince Rhrodri of
Anglesey, married Efa, daughter of Gwyn ab Gruffudd
of Cegidfa, sable, three nags’ heads erased argent, who
was a descendant of Brochwel Yscithrog, Prince of
Powys in 607. During the reign of Prince Llewelyn
ab lorwerth, the descendants of Prince Rhrodri of
Anglesey were kept under lest they should aspire to
the princely dignity which their ancestors had held.
Thomas ab Prince Rhrodri, married Marged, daughter
of Einion ab Seissyltt, lord of Merioneth, and descended,
as previously stated, from Gwyddno Garanhir; argent,
a lion passant sable, between three fleurs-de-lis gules.
Prince Rhrodri of Anglesey, son of Owain Gwynedd,
Prince of Wales, by his second wife, Christian, daughter
of Grono ab Owain ab Edwyn of Tegaingl or Engle-
field, was buried in the Collegiate Church of Caergybi,
t.e., Holyhead, where his tomb was found in 1713, when
the choir of that church was repaired, and upon it a
brass shell wrought with network. He was imprisoned
(1175) when young, by his brother, Prince Davydd at
Buellt, but, escaping into Anglesey, he remained there,
and took under his protection Llewelyn ab Iorwerth
(Anglicé, Edward), the son of his eldest brother, Iorwerth
Dryndwn, who afterwards became Prince of Wales.
Prince Rhrodri married his first cousin once removed,
Agnes, daughter of the Lord Rhys of South Wales (by
Gwenllian, daughter of Madoc ab Meredydd, Prince of
Powys), son of Prince Gruffudd of South Wales (by
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. Gwenllian, daughter of Gruffudd ab Cynan, King of
North Wales), and his posterity enjoyed large tracts of
country in Denbighland, called Rhuvoniog, near Denbigh
Castle, as well as lands in Evionydd, ete. It seemed
necessary to enter more fully into the genealogy of
Angharad, the heiress of the great Holt property, which
subsequently became the seat of the family, because of
its intrinsic interest, and also because the pedigree, by
dismissing her so curtly as “Tanghwyst, daughter and
heir of Robert Davis of Holt, gent.”, gives no idea of the
position and importance of her family. Holt is a town
in Bromfield, co. Denbigh, situated upon the river Dee,
and having the remains of a castle, which was garrisoned
by the friends of the Parliament in 1643, but taken
and destroyed by the Royalists next year. It was a
curious pentagonal structure, with towers at the cor-
ners, surrounded by a deep moat, which was fed by the
Dee, and in the midst of which was a tower, to which
there was a drawbridge from the castle, and from which
there was a drawbridge to the main land. A few scarce
prints remain of it, one of which is in possession of
the writer. The Holt estate, which was brought into
the family by the wife of Ithel Vaughan, consisted pro-
bably of lands which had been given in exchange for
those which had been taken away by the wife of
Edward I of England. The arms are correct as given
in the pedigree, but are generally given with many
quarterings, e.g., 1, vert, three eagles displayed in fess
or; 2, gules, three lions passant in pale argent ; 3, sable,
three nags’ heads erased argent; 4, azure, a cross patée
fitchée or, for Cadwaladr last called King of the Britons,
obt. 689 ; 5, sable,a lion rampant argent, for Angharad,
Queen of Rhroderic the Great; 6, azure, three boys’
heads couped at the shoulders proper, crined or, each
wreathed round the neck with a snake wvert, for Mor-
eiddig ; 7, sable, a chevron between three fleurs-de-lis
argent, for Colwyn ab Tangno; 8, gules, a chevron
ermine between three Englishmen’s heads couped,
proper, for Ednyvet Vychan; 9, gules, a Saracen’s head
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erased, proper, wreathed argent and sable, for Mar-
chudd.

9. Kynrick aB ITHEL VAavucHAN of Holt, or, as the -
Welsh pedigrees, Cynric ab Ithel Vychan, succeeded to
and settled upon his mother’s estate at Holt, co. Den-
bigh. The pedigree seems quite correct as to his wife,
and her arms, though they are often blazoned, vesrt, a
stag trippant argent, attired or, being those of her an-
cestor, Llowarch Holbwrch. She was the daughter of
Gruffudd Lloyd (by Redylan, daughter of Tudor ab
Tthel ab Cynric ab Iorwerth ab Madoc), son of Davydd
ab Meredydd of Demeirchion ab Rhys ab Gruffudd ab
Llewelyn ab Meilr (by Maud, daughter of Heilyn ab
Howel), son of Pill ab Cynan ab Llowarch Vychan (by
Angharad, daughter of Cloddien ab Meredydd ab
Trahaiarn of Emlyn), son of Llowarch Goch (by Tan-
gwystl, daughter of Llowarch ab Bran), son of Llowarch
Holbwrch of Rhos in Denbighland, lord treasurer of
Gruffudd ab Llewelyn, Prince of Wales, son of Pill ab
Cynvyn ab Gwrydyr Goch ab Heli ab Glanawg ab
Gwgan ab Caradoc Vreichvras, t.e., of the brawny arm,
who was one of the knights of Arthur’s round table,
and Earl of Hereford. He bore, sable, a chevron between
three spears’ heads argent, imbrued gules, and married
Tegairvron, daughter and heir of King Pelinor ; argent,
a griffin’s head erased vert, holding in its mouth a dexter
hand gules. He was also grandfather of Bleddyn ab
Maenarch of Brecknock.

10. Joun aB KynNrick of Holt, is called in Harl. MS.,
1971, John ab Cynric ab Ithel Vychan of “Plase in
llanassa”, and he is there said to have married Ionnett,
daughter of John Conway, “the ould ayer of Conway”,
38 Hy. VI, and 14 Ed. 1V. There were two families
of Conway, but the older pedigrees are in favour of
John ab Cynric,- having married a daughter of the
House of Conway of Bodrhyddan, not Conwey of Bryn
Euryn. It is true that sometimes the name is written
Jonet or Sionet, sometimes Margaret. There is also a
difference as to the generation, some making her the
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daughter of the above-mentioned John Conway, others
his granddaughter, and daughter of his son, also named
John. Lewis Dwnn makes the wife of John ab Cynric
of Holt, Sionet, daughter of John Conway of Bod-
rhyddan, by Janet, daughter of Thomas Salsberie hén,
and her sister, Margaret, “yn gynta gwr Gruffudd Lloid
ab Ievan, ag wedy, gwr Elis ab Harry ab Kynfrig”, the
last husband’s arms being those of Ednowain Bendew.
A reference to the full pedigree of the Chilton family
shows that this Elis was the son of Harry (by Alis,
daughter of Simon Thelwall), who was brother of John
ab Cynric of Holt. 1t would appear, therefore, that
some confusion has arisen between the names of these
two sisters (or aunt and niece), who both married into
the same race. The father of John Conway, who married
Janet, daughter of Thomas Salsbury Hén, v.e., the elder,
was John Conway, who married Jonet, daughter of Ed-
mund Stanley,argent, on a bend azure,three stags’ heads
caboshed or, by Angharad,soledaughterand heir of Howel
ab Tudor ab Ithel Vychan of Mostyn ab Ithel Llwyd ab
Ithel Gam ab Meredydd ab Uchtred ab Edwin of
Tegaingl. This Edmund was second son of Sir William
Stanley of Holt Castle, co. Denbigh, which explains the
fact of the Chilton family having been called the de-
scendants of ancestors who lived at Holt Castle. Sir
William Stanley of Holt Castle, K.G., was younger
brother of Thomas, first Earl of Derby, and son of Sir
Thomas Stanley, King of Man, by Joan, daughter and
coheir of Sir Robert Goushill. The wife of Sir Robert
Goushill was Elizabeth, daughter and coheir of Richard
Fitzalan, fourteenth Earl of Arundel and Surrey, K.G.,
by his first wife, Elizabeth, daughter of William de
Bohun, Earl of Northampton. Richard was beheaded
in 1397, and was the son and heir of Richard Fitalan,
thirteenth Earl of Arundel, by his second wife, Eleanor
Plantagenet, daughter of Henry, Earl of Lancaster, and
widow of John, Lord Beaumont. But, to return to the
Conways, the last, John, was son of Jenkyn, by Marsli,
daughter of Meredydd ab Howel ab Dafydd ab Gruf-
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fudd, and so aunt of the wife of Ithel Vaughan. Jenkyn
was son of John, by Anne (the Golden G'rove Book says
Elen), daughter and heir of Sir Henry Torbois, son of
Richard Conway, by Anne, daughter of Sir Richard
Ratelyffe, Kt., son of Sir Hugh Conway, by Ancreda,
sole heir of Sir Harry Crevecceur, lord of Prestatyn (the
Golden G'rove Book says Elizabeth, daughter of Hugh
Courtenay, Earl of Devon), son of Sir John Conway, by
Avicia, daughter of Sir James Butler of Wormwood.
But here the Golden Grove Book is probably more cor-
rect in making Sir Hugh, son of Sir Henry de Conway,
by Ancred, daughter and heir of Sir Hugh Crevecceur,
lord of Prestatyn, which Sir Henry was son of Sir John
Cogniers of Richmond, co. York, brother to Lord Con-
yers, who came to Conway in the time of Edward I.
Sir John was son of Sir Ralph, by Joyce, daughter of
Sir Peter Croft, son of Sir Richard, by Sybil, daughter
of Sir Roger Mortimer of Wigmore, son of Sir Richard,
by Felis, daughter of Sir Robert Corbet of Caus Castle,
son of Sir William, High Constable of England, by
Isabel, daughter of Baldwyn, Earl of Blois. Consider-
able interest attaches to this match with the Conways,
since, as the late Mr. Morris of Shrewsbury stated, the
Chilton property came into the family from them by
this means. Another consideration is that probably by
this means they became more drawn into the Wars of
the Roses, which were so disastrous to the older nobility
of England, being connected with the Stanleys, and the
House of Tudor, from which Henry VII sprang. John
ab John, or Jones, as the English called it, the eldest
son of John ab Cynric and Janet Conway, was the first
to settle at Chilton in Shropshire, but, as will be here-
after seen, was succeeded by his brother’s son, having
fallen in the Wars of the Roses, it is believed ; from
which time the family gave up the sword and took to
the study of law. In the pedigree, then, the wife
of John should be Jon2t, daughter of John Conway of
Bodrhyddan, and the arms, sable, on a bend cotized
argent, a rose between two annulets gules, for Conway ;
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quartering, azure, a cross of the field double voided or,
for Crevecceur. '

11. RicHARD JONES, or in Welsh, Ab John, of Holt,
the brother of John Jones of Chilton, and son of John
ab Cynric of Holt. He married Margaret, daughter
of Llewelyn Vychan of Mold, co. Denbigh, and there
is some difficulty in exactly giving her descent, because
some pedigrees make Llewelyn Vychan, or Vaughan,
the son of Ieuan ab Cynric, others make him the son
of Ieuan ab Davydd ab Cynric. It may, therefore, be
well to give both descents. Llewelyn Vaughan mar-
ried Sionet, or Jonet, daughter of Evan (by Catherine,
daughter of Gruffudd ab Rhys ab Davydd ab Howel)
ab Davydd (by Angharad, daughter and heir of Cyuric
Vychan ab Cynric ab Ieuan, or Madoc, of Wepre) ab
Ithel Vaughan of Northop, the descendant of Edno-
wain Bendew, as given above. Ieuan, the father of
Llewelyn Vaughan, if the son of Cynric, married Nest,
daughter of Ednyvet ab Grono, by Gwladys, daughter
of Bleddyn ab Ithel Anwyl. This Ithel Anwyl was a
son of the above Ithel Vaughan, though others call him
son of Bleddyn ab Ithel Lloyd, and lived at Northop,
in Flintshire, in the time of Edward I. He lies
buried in the parish church there, 1284. If, however,
Llewelyn Vaughan, who is also called of Llewenni, was
the son of Ieuan ab Davydd (and this seems to have
the better MSS. authority), then Ieuan married Gwen-
llian, daughter of Rhys ab Grono, the son of Owain
(by Efa, daughter and co-heir of Madoc Goch, a natural
son of Gwenwynwyn, and Lord of Mawddwy and Caer
Einion) ab Bleddyn (by Annes, daughter of Llewelyn
ab Torwerth, but the Cae Cyriog MSS. say ab Idnerth
Lord of Buellt ab Meredydd Hen ab Howel ab Seissyllt
ab Cadwgan ab Elystan Glodrydd, Prince of Fferlis).
Bleddyn was son of Tudor, Lord of Whittington and
Maelor, by Jane (or Janet), daughter of Rhys Vychan ab
Rhys ab Meredydd Goch, or, as others say, Rhys Vychan
ab Gruffudd ab Rhys ab Tudor Mawr. Tudor was the
eldest son of Rbys Sais (descended from Tudor Trefor),
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by Efa, daughter of Gruffudd Hir ab Gruffudd ab the
Lord Rhys of South Wales. Rhys Sais died in 1070.
Davydd ab Cynric, the father of Ieuan, married An-
gharad, daughter of Bleddyn Vychan ab Bleddyn ab
Grono Goch of Heurthig, a descendant of Llowarch
Holbwrch. Davydd was son of Cynric ab Ieuan
Vychan of Rhuddlan, by Tangwystl, daughter of
Robert ab Iorwerth, descended as above from Ednowain
Bendew. Teuan Vychan of Rhyddlan was the son of
Griffith (ab Madoc of Rhuddlan ab Ririd ab Llewelyn
ab Owain ab Edwyn of Tegaingl) by Gwladys, daugh-
ter of Bleddyn ab Owain Brogyntyn, who was a natural
son of Madoc ab Meredydd, Prince of Powys. It will
be noticed that this marriage of Richard Jones with
Margaret, daughter of Llewellyn Vaughan, was one of
the last Welsh alliances of the family, and it brings in
two, if not three, strains of their own blood, though
otherwise this race is singularly free from intermarriages
with its relatives. The pedigree is correct in this des-
cent, both as to names and arms.

12. Wirniam Joxgs, born at Holt, Co. Denbigh, but
succeeded his uncle John in the property at Chilton,
near Shrewsbury, which came from the Conways. This
seems to have been the time when the family became
scattered, and their estate at Holt broken up and lost
in the changes and chances of the Civil Wars of the
Roses, wars which naturally affected a family related
to the Stanleys and Tudors, and which changed the
face of England, destroying and ruining most of the
ancient nobility, while they raised others to eminence
and affluence. Henceforth, the family estate was so
curtailed that it could only support one branch, and
that quietly, while the offshoots, with one brilliant
exception, t.e.; the Shrewsbury branch, sank out of the
number of those who held landed estates, and for the
most part seem to have taken up the profession of the
law. The Chilton estate, which lies about three miles
from Shrewsbury, consists of some eight hundred acres,
and though it may formerly have been larger, certainly
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was not one of the great estates of Shropshire. William
Jones married Alice, daughter of Richard Brereton of-
Brereton, in Cheshire, or, as he is called by others,
Ralph, who was a younger son of William Brereton of
Brereton, and Alice, daughter of John Corbet of Leigh-
ton, and sister and sole heir of Richard Corbet of
Leighton. William was son of Sir William “Brereton,
by Amylla, daughter of Hugh Venables, married in
1386, and Sir William was son and heir of another
Sir William Brereton by his first wife, Ellen, daughter
and heiress of Sir Philip Egerton of Egerton, co.
Cheshire. Upon reference to a pedigree of the Egerton
family, kindly lent to the writer by Sir Philip de-Malpas
Grey Egerton, Bart., and of the date 1651, we find that
Sir William de Brereton (mentioned above) married
Audella, daughter of Sir Hugh Venables, Baron of
Kinderton, azure, two bars argent, and his father,
Sir William de Brereton, argent, two bars sable,
married Ellen, daughter and co-heir of Phillip de
Malpas, alias Egerton, surnamed Le Large, and with
her he obtained a part of the Barony of Malpas. Ellen
was named apparently after her mother, Ellen, daughter
of John de St. Pierre, son of Urien de St. Pierre, by
Idonea, daughter and co-heir of David le Clarke, by
Constance, daughter of Owain Cyfeilioc, Prince of
Powys. Beatrix, the other co-heir, married William
Patrick, and had an only daughter and heir, Isabel,
who married Richard de Sutton; or, a lion rampant
vert, from whom descended the Barons Dudley and
Ward, and also the present Earl of Dudley. Sir Wil-
liam Brereton was son of William, by Margery, daughter
of Richard de Bosley, son of Sir William, 1321, by
Rohesia, daughter of Ralph de Vernon, son of Sir
William, by a daughter of Richard de Sandbach, son of
Sir Ralph de Brereton, by Ada, daughter and co-heir of
David, Earl of Huntingdon, by Maud, eldest daughter
and co-heir of HHugh Cyfeilioc, Earl of Chester; azure,
six garbs, 8, 2,and 1 or. David, Earl of Huntingdon,
or, three piles gules, was the son of Prince Henry of
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Scotland (by Adama, daughter of William, Earl of
Warren and Surrey), whose father, David, King of
Scotland, married Maud, daughter of Woldeofus, Earl
of Northumberland ; and his father, Malcolm Canmore,
who died in 1093, married Margaret, sister of Edgar
the Atheling, and so heir of the Saxon line of Knglish
kings. The Lady Adama, mentioned above as wife of
Prince Henry of Scotland, was the daughter of Wil-
liam, Earl of Warren (grandson of William the Con-
queror), by his wife, Isabel, or Elizabeth, daughter of
Hugh the Great, Count of Vermandois, in right of his
wife, Adelheid, daughter of Herbert, Count of Ver-
mandois; and Hugh was the son of Henry, of the
Capetian line of the kings of France, by Agnes,
danghter of George, King of Russia, whose father,
Wlademir, King of Russia, married Anne, daughter
of Romanus, and sister of Basilius II and Constantine
VIII, Emperors of the East. In the pedigree, William
Jones, though born at Holt, was of Chilton, co. Salop,
the name of his wife’s father was Brereton, not Broue-
ton, and the arms of that family are argent, two bars
sable.

13. RicuarD JonEs of Chilton, in the year 1488,
4 Henry VII. It may be noticed here how carefully
the date is marked, and what took place at this time
—namely, a change of the family arms. This seems
to show that the compiler of the pedigree was in pos-
session of the family tradition that Henry VII, in his
passage through Shrewsbury, visited Chilton, or, at
least, was visited by the owner of Chilton at that
time, who proffered what assistance he could give;
and that Henry Tudor, who claimed the throne not
only through his relation to the House of Lancaster,
but also as the descendant of the old blood royal of
the Britons, and who was very jealous of those who
bore the old Royal arms, changed the insignia which
had been borne so long by the family, wherein the arms
of the old kings of Wales appeared, and caused them to
assume their present coat, argent, a lion rampant vert,
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armed and langed gules (sometimes borne wounded in
the breast, proper). There are reasons for believing
that Chilton was formerly a much larger mansion than
now, since the writer, when there, was informed by
R. L. Burton, Esq., the present owner of the estate,
that during some alterations of the drive and flower-
beds in front of the house, the workmen came upon
what appeared to be the remains of a courtyard. There
is also some reason in favour of the pedigree before us
being correct as to this Richard Jones being the one
who succeeded to Chilton, since there is a record that
John Jones of Chilton paid twenty-six shillings and
eightpence to the benevolence, as it was called, of the
7th Henry VII; and we know that John Jones was
the man who was succeeded at Chilton by the son, or
perhaps grandson, of his brother Richard. Richard
Jones of Chilton married Elizabeth, daughter of Lee
of Gloucester, as the pedigree says, and so the heralds
leave it in their visitations. The object of stating that
she belonged to the Gloucestershire Lees is to distin-
guish her from the family of Lee of Langley, a very
ancient Shropshire race. The pedigree of the great
Cheshire family of Lee, or Leigh, or Legh, is in itself
a genealogical study, so many and various are its
branches ; and it would appear, from the arms in the
pedigree, that the author of it considered her as belong-
ing to the same branch as that of Sir Thomas Leigh, Lord
Mayor of London in 1555, who married Alice, daughter
of John Barker of Wolverton by Elizabeth, daughter
of Thomas Hill, but they were not connected with
Gloucestershire until a later date. This Elizabeth was
the daughter of Richard Lee and Elizabeth, his wife,
daughter and co-heir of William Saunders of Oxford-
shire by Joane, daughter of John Spenser of Worm-
leighton, in that county. This branch of the Lee
family was connected with Gloucestershire through
the marriage of Margaret Lee with Thomas Lane,
who bought the lands of Mattesdon and the lands of
Llanthony Abbey from the city of Gloucester, to which
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they had been granted by Henry VIII. The Lee
family seem to have been great purchasers of Church
lands. John Lee of Lee, county Chester, married a
daughter of Dutton, and had issue John, who married
a daughter of Sir Thomas Foulshurst, by whom he had
a son, Thomas, who, by a daughter of Sir John Aston
of Aston, co. Stafford, was father of John Lee of Lee,
who married- Margaret, daughter of — Hocknell, and
their fifth son was Benedict Lee of Quarndon, county
Bucks, who, by his wife, Elizabeth, daughter of —
Wood of Warwickshire, was father of Richard Lee,
whose daughter, Elizabeth, married Richard Jones.
Harl. MS., 1535, says that this Richard Lee changed
his arms-from argent, a chevron engrailed between
three leopards’ heads sable, to argent, a fess between
three crescents gules; so that the arms stand, quarterly
—(1) the new coat; (2) the old coat, as above; (3)
argent, a fess between three unicorns’ heads, erased
sable ; (4) or, a lion rampant azure in a bordure of the
second charged with estoiles of the first. John Lee,
the elder brother of the above Benedict, seems to have
settled at Aston, near Stone, co. Stafford, and married
Grace, daughter of — Bagott, by whom he was father
of Sir William Lee of Aston, who changed his arms to
sable, a scythe in pale argent, and, having married
Maud, daughter and heir of Sir John Cheyney (argent,
a fess, and in chief three martlets gules), had issue Sir
James Lee of Aston, father of a daughter and heir,
Elleyn Lee of Aston, who married Sir Humphrey
Stanley of Pipe, co. Stafford. Sir John Spenser of
Wormleighton, previously mentioned, died in 1521,
having married the sister of Sir Richard Empsonne,
Knt., of Southam, co. Warwick. In the pedigree it
would be well to change the arms for those given
above. The arms of Jones (z.e., argent, a lion rampant
vert) are by some said to be those of Gwaithvoed.
Before passing on to the next generation, it may be
well to remark that the Heraldic Visitations of Shrop-
shire say that Thomas Jones of Uckington (wrongly
VOL. XIV. F



66 THE FAMILY OF JONES OF CHILTON,

spelt Vekington in the pedigree) was the younger
brother of this Richard Jones of Chilton, though there
seems reason to believe that a pedigree of the family
is correct which makes him a younger son of this
Richard.

14. WirLriam Joxes of Chilton was dead in 1600. He
married Joan, daughter of Richard Blakeway of Cronk-
hill, an estate adjoining that of Chilton. She was born
in 1534, and her father was still living in 1592. Her
mother was Elizabeth, daughter of William Oteley,
who was Sheriff of Shropshire in 1500. Richard Blake-
way was the son of Edmund Blakeway of Bridgnorth
by Anne, daughter of William Farmer, a family much
connected with Berrington, the next parish to that of
Atcham, wherein Chilton is situated. The Blakeways
bore argent, on a bend engrailed sable, three bezants.
In Blakeway’s Sheriffs of Shropshire, speaking of
William Oteley, he says, “ William Ottely of Pitch-
ford was son and heir of Thomas Ottely of the same
place, third son of Philip Oteley, Lord of Oteley”, a
manor in the lordship of Ellesmere. The arms borne
by the family are argent, on a bend azure, three garbs
(v.e., oat-sheafs) or. Thomas Oteley, being a younger
son, engaged in the wool trade, and acquired so much
wealth thereby that in 1473 he was enabled to pur-
chase the Pitchford estate, near Shrewsbury. Harl
MS., 1396, gives the following pedigree, which is not
without interest, as showing how this marriage con-
nected the Chilton family with many of the principal
ones in Shropshire. George Oteley married Anne,
daughter of Robert Corbet of Lee (called Roger in
other pedigrees). Their son, Philip, married Anne,
daughter of John Lacon, fourth son of Sir Richard
Lacon of Willey by Alice, daughter of Thomas Hoorde
of Bridgnorth, son of William Lacon of Willey by Mag-
dalen, daughter of Richard Wisham of Holt, co. Wor-
cester, son of Sir Richard Lacon by Elizabeth, daughter
and heir of Sir Hamon Peshale of co. Stafford by Alice,
sole heir of Robert Harley of Willey by Joan, daughter
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of Sir Robert Corbet of Morton Corbet. Philip Oteley
and Anne Lacon had issue Thomas of Pitchford, who
married Anne, daughter of Robert Scriven of Frodesley,
near Shrewsbury, by Alice, daughter of Thomas Corbet
of Lee, her mother being Jane, daughter of Sir John
Burley of Bromeroft Castle, in Corvedale, co. Salop.
But the wealth of the Oteley family was greatly in-
creased by the marriage of William, son of the above
Thomas, with Margery, daughter and heir of John
Bruyn of Bridgnorth, whose mother was Joan, daughter
of John Leighton by Angharad, one of the daughters
and co-heirs of Sir John Burgh of Mowddwy. This
Sir John, who married Jane Clopton, daughter and
heir of Sir William, was son of Hugh Burgh (0bt. 18th
August 1439) by Elizabeth, daughter and heir of John
ab William ab Griffith de la Pole, her mother being
Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Sir Fulke Corbet. The
wife of William ab Griffith de la Pole was Margaret,
daughter and co-heir of Thomas ab Llewelyn, and sister
of Eleanor, mother of Owain Glyndour. This Mar-
garet married as a second husband Sir Tudor ab Grono
of Penmynydd, in Anglesey, by whom she was mother
of Sir Owain Tudor, grandfather of Henry VII. From
which it is evident that Angharad de Burgh, wife of
John Leighton, was second cousin of the half blood
to King Henry VII. The pedigree is correct as to
William, but the name of his father-in-law was Richard
Blakeway, which should be put as a correction, and the
arms of the family are as above stated, argent, on a
bend engrailed sable, three bezants. Moreover, Thomas
Jones of Uckington, the ancestor of the Shrewsbury
branch, was a younger brother of this William Jones of
Chilton (the heralds call him his uncle), and ought so
to be placed ; indeed, it is manifestly improbable that
there should be two sons of the same name living at
the same time and the same generation, as in the
pedigree. The issue of William Jones of Chilton and
Joan his wife was a son, Thomas, and a daughter,
Elizabeth, born in 1549.
F 2
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15. TromAs JoNes of Chilton, born in 1550, married
at Hodnet, 14th June, Margaret, daughter and co-heir
of John Gratwood of Wollerton, co. Salop. He was of
Stoke in his own right, and Wollerton came through
his wife, Joan, or Johanna, sister of Sir Rowland Hill,
and one of his co-heirs. Thomas Jones was in pos-
session of the Chilton estate at the time of the Heralds’
Visitation of 1623, and his son and grandson were
living, so that he was then an old man. His wife’s
name is entered on the Herald’s books as Maly, very
possibly the error of a copyist, since Mary is entered
mn another MS. of the British Museum as wife of Sir
Richard Leveson. Most of the Gratwood estates passed
away with the eldest daughter, Alice, who married
Reginald Corbet of Stoke. John Gratwood was the
son of William Gratwood, by Mary, daughter of
Thomas Newport of High Ercal. It is curious that
in two generations of the Newport family daughters
married persons of the name of William Gratwood ;
firstly, the one mentioned, and secondly, the daughter of
Sir Richard Newport, who married William Gratwood,
the brother of these co-heirs, who died without issue.
The Gratwoods did not enter their pedigree at the
Heralds’ Visitation, though they were evidently people
of position, William having been Sheriff of Shropshire
in 1572 and 1581, nor are there any impressions of his
arms as Sheriff. Blakeway, therefore, in his Sheriffs
of Shropshire, leaves the shield void. There are,
however, in the writer’s possession impressions of some
family seals of this date, one of which is Jones impaling
gules, a bend argent (Gratwood) then Jones quartering
this coat, and a third with these two quartered impa-
ling Burton of Longner, which will be explained here-
after. This proves that the arms used by the family
were gules, a bend argent. There is, in Harl MS.,
1241, a short pedigree, which seems defective, giving
three generations of Gratwoods—i.e., Nicholas, son of
Robert, son of Thomas. The Thomas Newport men-
tioned above married Anne, daughter of Sir Robert
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Corbet, of Morton Corbet Castle, by Elizabeth, daughter
of Sir Henry Vernon, of Tong Castle, co. Salop, and
Haddon Hall, co. Derby, Governor of Prince Arthur,
the eldest son of Henry VII. Sir Henry’s wife was
Lady Anne Talbot, daughter of John, second Earl of
Shrewsbury, by Elizabeth, 1473, daughter of James,
the White Earl of Ormond, 1452, and his wife, Lady
Jane, daughter of Gerald, fifth Earl of Kildare. Sir
Henry died 13th of April 1515, having rebuilt his
residence, Tong Castle, co. Salop, and is buried in the
parish church there. Thomas Newport was son and
heir of John Newport of High Ercal, who died 13th
October 1512, by Alice, daughter of Sir Thomas Swin-
nerton, who was son and heir of William Newport, of
High Ercal, by Elizabeth, the eldest daughter and
co-heir of Sir John Burgh, Knt., previously mentioned.
Joan or Johanna Hill, the wife of John Gratwood, was
the sister and co-heir of Sir Rowland Hill, the first
Protestant Lord Mayor of London, and daughter of
Thomas Hill of Malpas and Hodnet, by Margaret,
daughter of Thomas Wilbraham of Woodhay, co.
Chester, son of Humphrey Hill, or Hull, by Anne, or
Agnes, daughter and co-heir of John Bird of Charlton,
by the niece and heiress of David David de Malpas. A
reference to the Egerton pedigree shows that Roger,
natural son of Sir William de Malpas, had issue David,
father of David of Bickerton and Hampton (gules, a
chevron between three pheons, points downwards,
argent), who married Katherine, daughter of Hugh -
de Bickerton, argent on a chevron sable, three pheons
of the field. They had issue John, whose son, David,
died without issue, thus leaving his aunts his co-heirs,
Humphrey Hill, or Hull, as the name was formerly
spelt, was the son of Griffith Hull of Buntingsdale and
Wilonkeslow by Margaret, or Mary, sister of Griffith
Warren of Ightfield, son of William Hull, the son of
Hugh Hull of Hull by Eleanor, daughter and heir of
Hugh de Wlonkeslow. The arms of Hill, or Hull, are—
ermine on a fess sable, a castle, triple-towered, argent ;
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and those of Wlonkeslow, sable, a lion rampant or,
crowned gules between three crosses formée fitchée
gules. Thomas Jones, by his wife, Margaret, or Mary,
daughter and co-heir of John Gratwood of Wollerton,
had issue two sons, William, the successor of his father,
and Edward. In the pedigree, for Gracewood read
Gratwood, and for the arms of Gratwood, gules, a bend
argent. As an heiress, Margaret Gratwood’s coat would
be quartered by her descendants with its quarterings
as follows: 1. Gules, a bend argent, for Gratwood ;
2. ermine on a fess sable, a castle, triple-towered, for
Hull; 8. sable, a lion rampant or, crowned gules,
between three crosses formée fitchée gules, for Wlon-
keslow ; 4. argent, a cross flory, between four martlets
gules, and a canton azure, for Byrd ; 5. azure, a bend
argent, cotized ermine between six martlets or, the
ancient arms of Byrd; 6. gules, a chevron between
three pheons, points downward, argent, for David of
Malpas.

( To be continued.)
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PAROCHIAL HISTORY OF LLANYMYNECH.
By JOHN FEWTRELL.

" (Concluded from Vol. xiii, p. 416.)

CuAPTER IX.—NONCONFORMITY.

NoxcoNrForMITY had not commenced in this parish
earlier than the year 1823. Rev. Walter Davies
(Gwallter Mechain), writing in 1795, says, ‘There
are no professed Dissenters in this parish—they are
all either of the established religion, or of no religion
at all”. Probably the earliest attempt to spread views
differing from the Established Church, took place under
the Commonwealth, when the “Committee of Seques-
tration” deprived the Rev. G. Griffiths of his living,
but allowed him residence, and one fifth of the tithe
proceeds to support his family. The rector did not
forsake his faithful band of followers, but continued to
administer to them, both here and at Llandrinio. It
is not known who was recognised as the legal minister
for the time being. At the Restoration, the living was
immediately given to Dr. J. Edwards, whose name is
unhappily remembered, on account of his persecution of
the Quakers, while Chancellor of the Diocese. A long
interval then ensues, till the introduction of Inde-
pendent views in 1796.

INDEPENDENTS.

Llanymynech is situated between two early settle-
ments of the Independents, Oswestry and Penrhos.
From these centres, itinerant preachers went out to
establish churches in the surrounding parishes. Hence
the history of Independency here is closely connected
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with that of Oswestry. At the Commonwealth, the
Rev. Rowland Nevett, M.A., was appointed minister
of the parish church of Oswestry, by the “Assembly of
Divines.” He retained the living at the Restoration,
but was deprived, in 1662, by the Act of Uniformity.
He then retired to Sweeny Hall, the residence of a
Puritan lady, Madame Baker, where he continued to
minister to those of his former congregation who chose
to follow him. When greater toleration appeared, this
small party of Puritans removed to a more commodious
meeting-house in the town, and were known simply as
“ Protestant Dissenters”. In course of time the old
chapel was erected, and the ‘Protestant Dissenters”
became the nucleus of the Independents of Oswestry,
styling themselves by the latter name.

It was during the pastorate of the Rev. John Whit-
ridge in 1796, that an attempt was made to establish an
Independent church in this parish. He was one of the
first to establish in Oswestry, a day-school for the educa-
tion of the children of the poor. He established a day-
school at Pant, in this parish, about the same time. At
first his preaching was in the open air, sometimes at
Pant, and other times nearer the village, the county stone
being a favourite site. ~ In the year 1820 Mr. Whit-
ridge induced six of his congregation to become mem-
bers of the Oswestry church, and to form a branch
in Llanymynech. In the following year, 1821, funds
were raised to erect a chapel. A difficulty arose as to
the purchase of a site. It was desirable to build in
the village, and a piece of land purchased by the Primi-
tive Methodists was offered to them. As this was
adjoining the parish church, disputes arose, and they
relinquished the offer. A site was afterwards obtained
from the late Mr. Thomas of Morton, at the boundary
line between the parishes of Llanymynech and Morton.
The chapel is a small rectangular brick building, and
has a central aisle, with pews accommodating 200 per-
sons. The cost of the building amounted to the modest
sum of eighty pounds. The trust deed is dated 9th
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~ July 1823. The chapel was opened for divine service
in January 1822.

Until 1823 the officiating minister was supplied by
the Oswestry church ; but in that year the Pant mem-
bers formed themselves into a separate church. The
following is an extract from a pastoral charge, found
among the muniments of the Old chapel, and has
reference to this change.

“ As we cannot know anything of the members at Pant and

Blodwel, and as they have a place of worship of their own ;
and as they do not in their present connection benefit us nor
we them, we recommend them to separate from us, and to
form a church of themselves. They can, until they have an
ordained minister of their own, have either our ministers or
others to administer to them.”
In the following year, 1824, the Rev. John Griffiths
was appointed to the congregation at Pant, taking
along with it the ministry of the church at Dovaston.
He remained pastor of Dovaston and Pant for many
years, the only change in his pastoral oversight being
that, after a time, Domgay took the place of Dovaston,
he residing at Llanyblodwel. The pastorate of Domgay
and Pant, he retained, until the infirmities of old age
necessitated retirement from the public ministry in
1858.

From the death of Mr. Griffiths until 1878, the
services were conducted by ministers from neighbouring
churches. At that date Rev. D. H. Shankland was
appointed to the charge of the Pant, and Domgay
churches. At the latter place a beautiful residence
has recently been erected.

PrimiTive METHODISTS.

About the year 1822, the Nantwich circuit of the
Connexion appointed Mr. William Doughty to open a
mission in North-west Shropshire. Whitchuech was
the scene of his first efforts, and from that place he
proceeded to Wem, Ellesmere, and Oswestry. A chapel
was built in Oswestry, where Mr. Doughty afterwards
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resided, and the mission was extended to the adjacent
villages and hamlets. He visited and preached at
Sweeney, Morton, Porthywaen, Pant, Llanymynech, and
Llandrinio. He and a colleague, Mr. Fitzgerald, carried
on their labours at Pant and Llanymynech, holding
their meetings in the open air. Mr. 8. Ward, a mem-
ber of the body, then purchased a piece of land near
Pant, and presented to them a site, whereon the chapel
was built, at a cost of £350. It is a neat structure of
bricks, with large plain Gothic windows. Formerly the
chapel was included in the Oswestry circuit ; it is now
the centre of a circuit, and has several neighbouring
stations associated with it. The present minister, Rev.
J. Clare, is the first whom the Conference has appointed
here. A residence is provided for the minister in the
village. '

Cavvinistic METHODISTS.

. About the year 1849, a project was entertained by
the Calvinistic Methodists, to erect a chapel in this
parish, but it was frustrated for many years, by some
dispute about the title to the land which had been
purchased for the purpose. In 1864 the difficulties
were overcome, and the plans for a chapel were pre-
pared by Mr. W. H. Spaul of Oswestry, and the first
stone was laid, on the 11th of June in that year, by
Edmund Cleaton, Esq., J.P., of Llanidloes. In
the following October it was opened for religious
worship. It is constructed of lime-stone, in the
Gothic style, with facings of red sandstone. The
front, facing the south, is lighted by large Gothic
windows, and the south-east corner has a spire. This is
said to have been the first chapel of the Calvinistic
Methodists which had a spire. 'When the chapel was
openedy the Rev. J. Ffoulkes was appointed the first
minister. He was succeeded by the present minister,
the Rev. R. Jones. A residence is provided in the
village. :
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CuAPTER X.—EDUCATION.

The education of the poorer classes in this parish,
in bygone years, seems to have been neglected, and
much 1gnorance and superstition prevailed. A resident
here during the latter part of the last century says of
them—“There is scarcely an inhabitant here who is
not able, with the greatest ease and indifference, to
speak both English and Welsh. The Welsh language
being still spoken on the confines of Offa’s Dyke, is a
proof of its permanency. Strength, courage, and activity
have always been the characteristics of the men of this
parish, but, unfortunately, too often applied to sinister
purposes. It is a melancholy fact that more coroner’s
iquests have been held here within thirty years, than
have been, perhaps, in any other parish in Wales. The
source of these misfortunes must be the prevailing vice
of drunkenness. The disposition of the people in general,
is open-hearted and communicative. Nature has not
been niggard in the endowment of their minds.” The
parish registers show that, out of 204 marriages solem-
nised here since 1837, there were 116 cases in which
one or both parties were unable to sign their names.
In 58, of these neither of the married persons signed ;
of the remainder, there are 29 instances in which the
bridegroom alone could write, and an equal number in
which only the bride could write. The witnesses appear
to have been better educated. There are but 66 cases
when one or both were unable to sign. In nine of these
neither party signed, in 14 cases the male witness alone
signed, and in 13 the female witness alone could write.
Some of these persons were strangers to the parish, but
the above analysis proves a deficiency in the education
of many who, after marriage, settled here.

Prwate Schools.—Two schools appear to have been
in existence during the last century; one conducted by
the curate in charge of the rectory, and held at the
rectory house; the other, a parish school, held in the
tower of the old church. In country districts the
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curates often became the schoolmasters, especially when
the stipend was small. The first record of a school in
the parish is found in a memorandum book kept by the
Rev. J. Whitridge, pastor of the Old Chapel, Oswestry.
Amongst other accounts are the following :—

1796 —Remaining towards the school, Llanymynech, 13s.,
balance of an account received, to be paid to him (Enoch
Thomas, Schoolmaster), of Mr. Lewis, Superintendent of the
School, and Mr. Lewis of Wrexham, £12 0s. 0d., paid £11 7s.0d.;
balance, as above, 13s.

1797.—Enoch Thomas. Paid to him for teaching the
Charity School at Pant-trwstan, near Llanymynech, at various
times, and inserted in Day Book, £10 7s. 9d.

N.B.—The school commenced November 8th, 1796, ended
September 18th, 1797.

From the latter date the school appears to have
been conducted at Llanyblod@{ as shown by the next
entry :(— '

¢ Paid for teaching the school at Blodwel, from September
18th, 1797, to May 28th, 1798, £7 12s. 3d.”

This school, which was held at Pant, was one of the
circulating schools established in the Oswestry district
by the Independents, just before the close of the last
century. The idea originated with the Rev. Griffith
Jones, rector of Llanddowror. This clergyman under-
took long tours, for the purpose of preaching in districts
remote from places of worship. Wherever it was prac-
ticable he established schools, and teachers were em-
ployed to conduct them for a few months, and then
pass on to other places, returning again to the school
they originally commenced to teach. Through the
benevolence of a Madame Bevan, he was enabled to
found a school for the training of these itinerant
teachers. At his death, in 1761, it was found that he
had established no less than 215 of these circulating
schools, attended by 8,637 scholars; and in twenty-
four years he had been the means of teaching more
than 150,000 Welsh people to read the Bible in their
mother tongue. The system was the same as that
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adopted in later years by Mr. Whitridge, when Enoch
Thomas became the itinerant schoolmaster. Unfortu-
nately, the book referred to, does not state in what year
the Llanymynech school was finally closed. In 1800
a subscription was commenced, to enable Enoch Thomas
“to maintain his family one quarter of a year, during
which time he hopes to establish a school adequate to
their maintenance”. The same year Mr. Powell was
appointed schoolmaster of the ¢ Salopian Circulating
Charity Schools”.

The old rectory school was probably held at the same
time as this “ circulating” school. It was attended
principally by the sons of farmers and tradesmen of
the village and district, and a fair education seems to
have been given. At the commencement of this century
Mr. Hughes was the master. Since his time it has
been discontinued.

A similar private school was afterwards opened at
the old house, known as Siamber Wén, between the
church and the rectory. This place was very com-
modious for the purpose, containing some very large
rooms. It was held in a room on the second story, and
approached by a flight of steps from the inside. The
other portion of the house was then kept as an inn.
When the present National School was built, the
master of the church school, Mr. Robert John Baugh,
resigned, and commenced the Siamber Wén School,
but it was closed at his death.

Several other schools of this class have been carried
on at various times. One was held in a house in the
row belonging to the Earl of Bedford. The principal
was an auctioneer, named Cooke. Later, a gentleman,
who had formerly been a Baptist minister, opened a
school in another part of the village, and for a short
time it was known as the “Llanymynech Academy”.
At present there are two schools for young ladies; one
at Verniew Bank, the other at Ashfield House.

Free School.—The parish, or free school, was held for
a number of years in a room on the ground floor,
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beneath the belfry of the old church. The room was
small, and did not contain many scholars. It was
chiefly supported by subscriptions from the landed
proprietors and farmers. The education was free until
a certain age, when the weekly payment amounted to a
penny. Many of the children were sons of farmers,
and were known as “ pay scholars”, on account of paying
a higher rate of fees, usually five shillings per quarter.
The free scholars were popularly known as * paupers”,
a name which was often the cause of schoolboys’ riots.
The subscribers were appointed visitors, a duty taken
in rotation, notice being sent each week to those ex-
pected to attend.

National School.—About the year 1825 the present
schoolroom was built, subscriptions being raised by the
Rev. W. E. Evans, curate of the parish, and son of
Dr. Evans of Llwynygroes. It is erected on the east
side of the churchyard, and is built of lime-stone. It
was enlarged and improved in 1870, and again in 1878.

Sunday School.-—In addition to the religious educa-
tion given in the day school, there is a Church Sunday
School, held on each Sunday morning and afternoon.
The number of children and adults attending, amount
to about 120, with a staff of nine teachers.

APPENDIX.

Blasting Expervments.—Various attempts have been made
by the proprietors of the limestone quarries, to introduce some
method of obtaining the stone in sufficient quantities, to enable
them to compete successfully with other quarry proprietors,
principally those of Staffordshire. The primary idea seems to
have been, to offer the fluxing stone to the iron-masters, at a
lower price than formerly. This they were unable to do as
long as the old, slow method of drilling holes, and blasting on
a small scale was continued. The experiments were carried
out in a similar manner to those in use at Holyhead, viz., by
forming shafts and chambers to contain a large quantity of
powder, and firing by a “ time-fuse”, or electricity. The stone
at Holyhead was used for the harbour works, and the quarry-
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ing took place under the direction of Capt. G. R. Hutchinson,
an officer of the Engineers. Reports of the scheme were pub-
lished by the Government, and the success appears to have
influenced the proprietors of these rocks. The great difficulty
they had to fight against, was popular prejudice among the
quarrymen. They looked. upon the affair as a means of
abolishing much manual labour, which it would certainly have
done, unless there was a corresponding increase of trade.

The first experiment took place 17th September 1867.
Preparations were made by sinking a shaft, at a distance of
12 yards from the edge of the perpendicular face of the rock,
and to a depth of 60 feet. From the bottom of this, a chamber
was cut, inclining at an obtuse angle to the shaft, and towards
the face of the rock. It measured 7 feet long, 5 feet wide,
and 4 feet in height, and was intended as a receptacle for the -
blasting material. The powder used weighed 14 tons, and to
it were attached three fuses, inclosed in gutta-percha, and
computed to burn from fifteen to twenty minutes. Great pre-
cautions were taken to aveid any accident, either in the quarries,
or the immediate neighbourhood. Men were stationed at
various points along the hill with signals, and traffic was
stopped along the roads adjoining. The firing signal was
given, and in sixteen minutes the explosion occurred, and an
immense mass of rock was brought down, considered to
amount to eight or nine thousand tons, and about half that
quantity loosened.

At the next experiment it was intended to make use of
electricity, and operations were at once commenced for the
purpose. The plan adopted was somewhat more elaborate than
in the preceding trial. A level was driven into the rock a few
yards above the base, and to a distance of 12 yards. At the
end of the level, a cross level was driven, cutting the main one
at right angles, both to the right and left of it. At equal dis-
tances small shafts were sunk in the cross level, until the base
of the rock was reached. From the bottom of these shafts
chambers were cut to contain the blasting powder. The total
number of cubic yards to be operated upon, was assumed to be
about 25,000, and, as the specific gravity of limestone is
about two tons to the cubic yard, the quantity to be removed
would be about 50,000 tons, or nearly four tons to each pound
of powder. The three chambers were charged respectively
with 6,000 lbs., 4,000 Ibs., and 38,000 lbs, making a total of
13,000 lbs., or 6% tons of Messrs. Curtis and Harvey’s L.C.B.
blasting powder. Two of Grove’s powerful electrical batteries
were used, one consisting of eighteen cells, and the other of ten
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cells. The largest battery was connected with insulated wire to
the two largestcharges, and the other battery to the small charge ;
this arrangement enabled the three charges to be exploded
simultaneously. The batteries were placed in a small structure,
or hut, and amply protected from danger, the operator being
Mr. Edward Gledhill of Penpompren Mines, Aberystwith, an
eminent electrician. All was in readiness by 11th March 1868,
and a large concourse of people had assembled to witness the
explosion. An eye-witness thus describes the result :—*“ The
arrangements being pronounced complete, a few minutes after
the hour appointed for the explosion, three o’clock, signals were
given to ascertain that the precautions previonsly arranged to
ensure safety were also complete. These being satisfactory, Mr.
Savin gave the final signal for the explosion, which, it is almost
needless to say, was instantaneous. The effect was terrific.
The huge rock was burst from base to summit with tremendous
force, and poured down, with a fearful roar, on to the floor of
the quarry, the dull thunder of the explosion causing a tremor
to pass through the rock.’” Some of the débris fell at an
immense distance, a portion of the tramway bridge was de-
stroyed on the Oswestry road, beneath the rocks, and a large
quantity of fragments of powder was carried npwards of a
mile distant. The report of the explosion was distinctly heard
at Welshpool, a distance of ten miles. No other experiment
of the kind has since taken place, with the exception of one
by the British Dynamite Company, and it is apparent the
results were not satisfactory.

Nelson’s Monument.—In the early part of this century, a
movement was commenced, to celebrate the victories of Lord
Nelson, by raising a monument to his memory on Llanymynech
Hill, similar to that of Liord Rodney on Breidden Hill. Meet-
ings were held here, and the scheme was decided,! but finally
it was abandoned, though the reason is not known.

1 See “ Bye-Gones”, 1880.
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OLD PARR OF WINNINGTON.
By ASKEW ROBERTS.

It might reasonably be supposed that a name so well
known all over the kingdom as that of ““ The Olde, Old,
very Olde Man, or Thomas Par”, would be a house-
hold word in the district where he was born; but I
question if many of those who live round Rodney’s
Pillar know how near to the Breidden Hills he was
reared, and lived so long a period as to have become
fabulous. The juniors of the present generation vaguely
associate his name with a quack medicine, and many of
the elders, who would hesitate to swallow his pills,
take in the old-age theory without investigation.

One day during the summer of 1876, accompanied
by a friend, I paid my third visit to the cottage at
Glyn, in which Parr lived for so many years, and for
the first time was able to get inside, the woman who
has occupied it for more than thirty years having been
from home on my two former visits. The cottage is in
much the same state as it was when Parr left it two
centuries ago, to journey to London, and the present
resident has, on the walls of the kitchen, two likenesses
of Parr himself, and one of his so-called son, who was
also reputed to have been a centenarian. Of course
the custodian of the place believes in the Old Parr
fiction, and in support of it triumphantly told us she
had seen it all in a book! We asked her what the
book said ? and she replied that when they came for
Old Parr “to take him to the Parliament” they went
into the house, and said to “an owd mon by the
chimbley cornel,  owd mon we’en cum for yo’, but un
said, ‘ Tinna me it’s me fayther’, and ther the fayther
wun in the oak tree afore the door, and they ta’ed
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‘un out’n the tree”. ¢ But”, I ventured to suggest in
answer to this circumstantial narrative, ¢ Parr had no
children who lived beyond infancy”, when I was met
with the prompt reply, “Oh! it wun the base child he
had by the ooman he dun penance for in Abberbury
Church”. To the narrator this was conclusive, never-
theless it might be objected that Parr was said to be
105 when he did penance, and 152 when he was taken
to London, so the age of the junior by the fire-side, if
he existed, could only have been 47 years, at the time
of the visit, certainly not an age at which he would
have been mistaken for a patriarch. For all this we
have a well-engraved picture purporting to be a like-
ness of the elderly son of -Old Parr, which my readers
can see for themselves if they are fortunate enough to
visit the cottage on a day when its occupant is not out

‘nurse-tending”.!

My purpose in this paper is to give a short history
of Thomas Parr, and to see how far it is reasonable to
suppose that he lived in this world more than a century
and a half, and then died prematurely! For his history
we usually turn to the metrical account by Taylor the
Water Poet; interesting enough, but scarcely trust-
worthy. The best account of him that has yet ap-
peared was written a few years ago by Sir Baldwyn
Leighton, Bart., for the Alberbury Almanack,and from
this I take the following extract :—* It appears from
contemporary records that John Parr, the father of
Thomas, was a petty farmer at Winnington, holding
his cottage and a few acres of land on lease from a Mr.
Lewis Porter. Thomas lived with his father till he
was 17, and then went to service; there is a tradition
that he was In service at Rowton Castle, and the
picture (a half length of the School of Vandyke) which
hangs in that dining-room is one of the best extant of
him.* At the age of 35 he returned home on his

1 Parr’s cottage is only half a mile from the Middletown station,
on the Shrewsbury and Welshpool railway ; so is very accessible.

2 There is an excellent copy of this picture at Sweeney Hall
Oswestry,the seat of Stanley Leighton, Esq., M.P.
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father’s death, who left him four years of the lease of
the place. In 1522, at the age of 39, he renewed his
father’s lease from Mr. Lewis Porter, for twenty-one
years; and at the age of 60 (in 1543) he renewed
again for twenty-one years from Mr. John Porter, the
son of Mr. Lewis Porter; and at the mature age of 80
he married Jane Taylor, by whom he had a son and
daughter, both of whom died young. In 1585, at the
age of 102, he renewed his lease again from Mr. Hugh
Porter, the son of Mr. John Porter; and three years
afterwards, at the discreet age of 105, he did penance
in Alberbury Church for disorderly conduct with
Katharine Milton. When, towards the end of his life,
King Charles I. asked him, after having lived so long
what he had done more than other men? he is said to
have related to him this occurrence :—
‘How for having satisfaction *twas thought meet
He should be purged by standing in a sheet ;
Which aged (he) one hundred and five yeare,
Tn Alberbury’s Parish Church did weare,

Should all that so offend such Penance doe,
Oh what a price would linen rise unto.”

“In 1595, when Thomas Parr was 112 years old, his
wife Jane, to whom he had been married thirty-two
years, died, and ten years afterwards this mature
Juvemle, at the age of 122, married another Jane,

perhaps in memory of his first. She was the daughter
of' John Lloyd (or Flood) of Gilsells (possibly Guils-
field) in Montgomeryshire, and the widow of a Mr.
Anthony Adda. He lived with her thirty years, but
had no children. After having again renewed his lease
(this time for life, of which he saw fifty years) from
Mr. John Porter, the son of Hugh, and grandson of
John, who had granted him his second lease, his fame
reached the Court, and in 1635 Charles I sent for him.”

Sir Baldwyn goes on to say that most of his facts
are taken from Taylor’s narrative, “who evidently
obtained them direct from Thomas Parr and his rela-
tions, so they have nearly the value of an autobio-

G 2
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graphy”. In his preface, Taylor says that the Earl of
Arundel, being on a visit to Shropshire on seme busi-
ness connected with lands he held in the county, heard
of this “remarkable piece of antiquity”, and went to
see Parr; and, being pleased with his visit, “in his
inated noble and Christian piety, he took him into his
charitable tuition and protection”. This included the
dragging of the poor old fellow off to London to see—
or rather to be seen by—the king.! To make the
journey easy and pleasant for the old ' rustic, his
daughter-in-law, Lucy, attended him; “and to cheer
up the old man, and make him merry, there was an
antique-faced-fellow, called Jack, or John the fool,
with a high and mighty no beard, that had also a
horse for his carriage”. One of the earl’s own servants
attended the party, and defrayed expenses. The fame
of the old man went before him, and at some of the
halting places ¢ the rabble were so unruly” that Parr
was nearly stifled by the crush, “so greedy are the

vulgar to hearken to or gaze after novelties”.?

1 «“QOne Thomas Parr is dead at a wonderful greate age, being, it
is said, 150 yeares old. The Earle of Arundell had him brought to
Whitehall, and the change did shortly affect his Health ; no marvel,
poore old Man, he would have beene better pleased, methinks, to
have beene lett alone.”—Dzary of Lady Willoughby, November 24th,
1635.

2 Taylor thus describes the journey to London :—* Winnington is
a hamlet in the parish of Alberbury, near a place called the Welsh
Poole, eight miles from Shrewsbury, from whence he was carried to
Wim, a town of the Earl’s aforesaid ; and the next day to Shefnall, a
manor house of his Lordship’s, where they likewise staid one night ;
from Shefnall they came to Wolverhampton, and the next day to
Brimicham, from thence to Coventry: and although Master Kelley
had much to do to keep the people off that pressed upon him in all
places where he came, yet at Coventry he was most oppressed ; for
they came in such multitudes to see the old man, that those that
defended him were almost quite tired and spent, and the aged man
in danger to have been stifled ; and in a word, the rabble was so
unruly, that Bryan was in doubt he should bring his charge no
further; so greedy are the vulgar to hearken to or gaze after
novelties. The trouble being over, the next day they past to
Daventry, to Stony Stratford, to Redburn, and so to London, where
he is well entertained and accommodated in all things, having all the
aforesaid attendants at the sole charge and cost of his Lordship.”
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The “ poet” does not seem to have been aware of the
satire conveyed in his reflections on ““the vulgar”; and
he goes on to state that his hero had outlived most
part of the people living near him round the Breidden,
three times over; and that his children, of which he
only had two, died in infancy.

‘When in London, Old Parr was turned into a show
in the Strand, where “ the vulgar” went to see him, and
where authors wrote him up and artists depicted him.
When he died—which event took place during the
same year—Dr. Hervey made a post-mortem exami-
nation of his body, the result of whick showed that
Parr might have lived “a great while longer” had he
not undergone such a change in life as the journey to
London necessitated.

From all this, Sir Baldwyn Leighton comes to the
conclusion that “ Thomas Parr did attain to something
like twice the alloted span of man’s ordinary life—to
twice the three-score years and ten of the Psalmist
David”. Sir Baldwyn thinks “Taylor’s and Hervey’s
accounts so minute and graphic”, that he cannot but
conclude “that, either from some accidental strength of
constitution, or owing to the moderate and healthy life
he led”, Parr did attain the fabulous age recorded. In
common with a host of sceptics, may I venture totally
to differ with him in this opinion. To me, Taylor’s
evidence seems utterly worthless. He found a show,
and he became the showman. He greedily swallowed
all the stories told him, to enhance the value of the
article exhibited, and was not particular to investigate
the truth of what he wrote. He tells us that Parr
never had any children to grow to man’s estate, yet
quotes a daughter-in-law, Lucy. He speaks of the

“cyder” manufactured Where Parr lived, and the

“ nightingales” that sang round his home. In short,
he takes “poetic licence” with such a vengeance that
his plain prose becomes quite apochryphal. Dr. Hervey
too, could be no authority. He is asked to make a
post-mortem examination on the body of a man he is
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told died at the age of 152 years. He finds the body
wonderfully healthy, and his examination goes far to
prove that Parr was nothing like so old as his friends
asserted he was. Still, the old age theory was accepted,
and, in course of time, a will' makes its appearance,
which, by the way, utterly ignores the statement of
Parr’s leaving no descendants, and of one of Taylor’s
reasons for the extreme age of his hero—that he took
no physic. The will is doubtless as authentic as the
narrative Taylor has put into verse, and the pills it
indicates as genuine as the likeness on the outside of
the boxes in which they are contained.?

1 The audacity of this document is only surpassed by its extraordi-
nary results. It was revealed to the world some time about the year
1843, as follows :—

‘A most singular document hds recently been brought to light,
written by the celebrated OLp Parr, who attained the almost in-
credible age of 152 years. It is written on parchment,and, although
upwards of 200 years old, it is in an excellent state of preservation.
The following is an extract :

“¢These do certifie yt ye undermentioned is ye method of pre-
serving health, which by ye grace of Almighty God has caused me
to attain to my miraculous old age. Albeit, in my youth I was
afflicted with ye bloody flux and King’s evil, but which left me by
using some dayes ye herbs as herein written.””

¢ (Here follows the receipt).
¢ Moreover, I bequeath to my second Great Grandson ye
method I employ for preparing ye medicament.
““Given this day, and in the 147th year of my age.
“TaoMAS PArR.

¢ Winnington, Salop, Januarie 17th, 1630.”

Messrs. Ingram and Cooke, two unknown young men, were the
fortunate ¢ discoverers”. They set up the Illustrated London News,
and with it, and ¢ Parr’s Life Pills”, made a princely fortune.

2 This likeness represents Parr dressed in a flowing wig, and eyes
wide open ; although Taylor describes him as having long been blind.
He says, in the introduction to his metrical account of Parr, and in
allusion to this :—* One remarkable passage of the old man’s policy
must not be omitted or forgotten, which is thus; his three leases of
sixty-three years being expired, he took his last lease of his landlord,
one Master John Porter, for his life ; with which lease, he hath lived
more than fifty years, as is further hereafter declared ; but this old man
would, for his wife’s sake, renew his lease for years, which his landlord
would not consent unto ; wherefore Old Parr, having long been blind,
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The old Parr fable has had a long run, and no one
seems to have attempted to investigate it until 1869,
when Mr. W. J. Thoms took up the subject in Notes
and Queries. Tailing to get any satisfactory replies,
he wrote to the Shrewsbury newspapers, to the vicar
of Alberbury, and to other parties who were likely to
render assistance. All his labour was in vain. One
reply, indeed, he did get to his newspaper query, by a
correspondent who said—* Alberbury Church adjoins
Loton Hall, the residence of Sir Baldwin, and I have no
doubt the particulars of Parr’s penance may be found
in the church records, to which I would refer all
sceptics”.  Unfortunately for the writer, these church
records had already been overhauled, and no mention
of Parr found in them. Where, then, are * the records
and true certificate” Taylor speaks of as shown to the
Earl of Arundel? All the records we have are the
veriest hearsay evidence; and there is little doubt
“the vulgar” of two centuries ago were easily led to
believe in monstrosities, and were not confined to the
rabble.

There are several portraits of Old Parr extant. In
addition to the one already noticed, “of the school of
Vandyke”, there is the well-known picture by Dobson,
in which he is represented as a very old man, and
blind. A copy of this was exhibiteéd at the Wrexham
Fine Art Exhibition of 1876, also one representing a
much younger-looking man, the property of the Earl of

sitting in his chair by the fire, his wife looked out of the window, and
perceived Master Edward Porter, the son of his landlord, to come
towards their house, which she told her husband, saying, ¢ Husband,
our young landlord is coming hither.” ¢Isit so?’ said Old Parr; ‘I
pr'ythee, wife, lay a pin on the ground near my foot, or at my right
toe,” which she did, and when young Master Porter, yet forty years
old, was come into the house, after salutations between them, the old
man said, ¢ Wife, is not that a pin which lies at my foot?’ ¢Truly,
- husband,’ quoth she, ¢it is a pin indeed’ ; so she took up the pin, and
Master Porter was half in a maze that the old man had recovered his
sight again ; but it was quickly found to be a witty conceit, thereby
to have them to suppose him to be more lively than he was, because
ho hoped to have his lease renewed for his wife’s sake, as aforesaid.”
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Powis. Colonel Heyward of Crosswood, writing to
Bye-gones of April 14th, 1880, says he saw the portrait
by Rubens, “lot 94 of the Novar collection”, knocked
down for 180 guineas, at Christie’s, in 1878. Sir Bald-
wyn Leighton mentions seven portralts in his memoir
of Parr, but some of these he has reason to think are
duphcates A good engraving of Parr’s cottage appeared
in the Gentleman’s Magazine some years ago, and it
has recently been copied into Chambers’s Book of
Days.

Old Parr was buried in Westminster Abbey, and,
says Mr. Thoms, in his Longevity of Man,  the inscrip-
tion which marked his resting-place has lately been
carefully re-engraved, by order of the present Dean
[Stanley], and is as follows :— Tho: Parr of ye County
of Sallop, Borne in A® 1483. He lived in ye reignes of
Ten Princes viz: K. Edw. 4, K. Ed. 5. K. Rich. 3.
K. Hen. 7. K. Hen. 8. K. Edw. 6. Q. Ma. Q. Eliz.
K. Ja. & K. Charles Aged 152 yeares & was Buried
Here Novemb. 15, 1635’.”

-
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ROADS, BRIDGES, CANALS, AND RAILWAYS
IN MONTGOMERYSHIRE.

By A. HOWELL, RHIEWPORT.

(Continued from Vol. ix, p. 192.)

III.

WE have noticed the changes brought about by the
extension of the canal systems of England into Mont-
gomeryshire, and now propose giving some account of
the leading incidents in the history of that extension.

This closely followed upon the improvement of our
main lines of road on their conversion into turnpike
roads, and which took place chiefly under the first
“ Montgomeryshire Roads Act”, which was passed in
the year 1769. In 1793 the Ellesmere Canal Act,
33 George III, was passed, and in its title it is stated
to be—

““An Act for making and maintaining a navigable canal
from the river Severn, at Shrewsbury, to the river Mersey, at,
or near, Netherpool, in the county of Chester; and also for
making and maintaining certain collateral cuts from the said
intended canal.”’

The Act in its preamble recited that—

¢ Whereas, the making and maintaining a canal, for the
navigation of boats, barges, and other vessels, from the river
Severn, at Shrewsbury, through, by, or near to, the towns of
Ellesmere and Wrexham, the city of Chester, and through the
several counties of Salop, Denbigh, Flint, and Chester, and the
county of the city of Chester, and also certain collateral cuts
to be connected with the said canal, as hereinafter described,
will open a communication for the cheap and easy conveyance
of goods, wares, provisions and merchandise, and all heavy
commodities, between the rivers Severn, Dee, and Mersey,
and the ports of Liverpool, Chester, and Bristol, and the
several intermediate towns and places, will greatly promote
and facilitate the intercourse of trade and commerce between
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the several places aforesaid, will encourage and increase manu-
factures, and will materially assist the agriculture of the country
throughout the line and neighbourhood of the said canal and
collateral cuts, by a supply of lime and other manure at a
moderate expense; and the said canal and collateral cuts will
tend very much to reduce the price of coals in the neighbour-
hood thereof, and will be in other respeects a great public
utility.”” The Act then incorporated some 1,500 or more
persons named in it, and their successors, with others to be
named by them, into a Company for making such canal and
cuts, by the name and style of “ The Company of Proprietors
of the Ellesmere Canal”, and empowered such Company to
make such canal and cuts, to be called ¢“The Ellesmere Canal”,
from and out of the river Severn, within the liberties of the
town of Shrewsbury, above a bridge called Bagley Bridge, and
also at a place adjoining a close of land called Warehouse Field,
through the several parishes, townships, and places named,
lying in its way in the counties of Salop, Denbigh, Flint, and
Chester, to unite with the river Mersey at or near Netherpool,
and also to make a collateral cut to branch out of such canal in
Horderley, in the county of Salop, passing through the several
parishes, townships, or places of Hordley, Whittington, Frank-
ton, Felton, Rednal, Sutton, Wooton, Oswestry, Aston, Twy-
ford, Maesbury, Moreton, Criccieth, and Llwyntydman to
Llanymynech ; and other branches, which are described in
like manner, to Brumbo Holt and Prees, in Denbighshire and
Flintshire. Surveys and plans, signed by the Speaker of the
House of Commons, were to be deposited with the clerks of the
peace of the respective counties.

The Company were authorised to raise and contri-
bute among themselves a competent sum for making
the canals, tents, and works, not exceeding £400,000,
and further sums if needful, not exceeding £50,000, by
shares or by mortgage, and an additional sum of £50,000
by mortgage. The first general assembly was to be
held at the sign of the Royal Oak, in Ellesmere, on the
3rd of July 1793. The act appointed the persons
resident within the counties, through which the canal
or branches passed, possessing certain qualifications, to
be commissioners to settle the amounts payable to land-
owners for or in respect of their lands, subject to
appeal to a jury, and for determining differences
between the company and any other persons. Powers
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were given to elect officers and a committee for the
management of their affairs. The company were autho-
rised to take tolls for coal, lime, limestone, and rock
salt at 13d. per mile; for freestone, timber, slate, iron-
stone, lead ore, iron, and lead, 2d. ; and for all other
goods and things, 3d. per ton per mile, with powers
to lower those rates, and with the consent of the com-
missioners to fix the rates for the conveyance of small
parcels. There were exemptions for manure (except
lime) for the improvement of the lands through which
the canal or cuts should pass, and for road materials,
powers to landowners to carry manure toll free, reser-
vation to them of the fisheries, and a right to use plea-
sure boats, and other exemptions and privileges. The
navigation was to be free to all parties on payment of
the rates and subject to regulations and restrictions.
And after authorising a further collateral cut from the
Llanymynech Branch at Maesbury Marsh to Morda
Bridge, near Oswestry, and after stating that it was
conceived to be practicable to make a navigable canal from
the summit of the Ellesmere Canal, thereby authorised
at or near Morton Hall Farm, in the township of Prees
Henlle, by or near, as conveniently might be, to the
town of Oswestry, to the limestone quarries at Porth-
ywaen, there to communicate with a navigable canal
which had been proposed to be made from the said
quarries to Welshpool, and to substitute such canal
from Prees Hentle to Porthywaen, or some other cut or
canal between Prees Henlle and Porthywaen, or
Llanymynech, more advantageous to the public, in
lieu of the branch hereby authorised from the Elles-
mere Canal to Llanymynech, and application might at
a future session of Parliament be made for that pur-
pose; and it had been proposed that, previous to the
making of such authorised branch, an investigation
should take place as to whether such a substituted
canal, more advantageous to the public, might be made
in lien of the branch thereby authorised from the
Ellesmere Canal to Llanymynech, and application
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might, in a subsequent session of Parliament, be made
for that purpose ; and it had been proposed that, pre-
vious to the making of such authorised branch, an in-
vestigation should take place as to whether such a
substituted canal, more advantageous to the public,
could be made, then the construction of the authorised
Llanymynech branch was thereby suspended for two
years, in order to give time for such investigation and
application to Parliament, and engineers were appointed
to report thereon.

Another Act of the 36th year of George III (1796)
was passed to explain and amend the Act of 1793 :—

¢ And for varying and altering certain parts of the Whit-
church line of the said canal and collateral cuts, and for extend-
ing the same from Franckton Common to Sherryman’s Bridge,
in the parish of Whitchurch, and for making and maintaining
several other branches and collateral cuts to communicate
therewith.”

In the preamble of that Act, after references to the
Act of 1793, it is stated that commissioners were ap-
pointed for carrying its powers vested in them into
execution, and that the company had begun to make
the canal and cuts, and had raised and contributed
amongst themselves a considerable sum of money, part
whereof had been laid out and expended in the under-
taking, and the company were desirous to complete and
finish the said canal, but it was found that the powers
given by the said Act required to be altered and
amended ; and that it appeared, upon a re-survey of
the country through which the company were by the
said Act empowered to make and complete those parts
of the canal and collateral cuts which yet remained
unfinished, that it would be convenient to vary and
alter some parts of the line of the canal and collateral
cuts, and to make, extend, and maintain several other
collateral cuts and branches to communicate therewith,
as thereinafter mentioned. The Act then made pro-
visions accordingly, and it restrained the company from
taking water from the Ellesmere Lakes or meres, or
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any other lakes or meres belonging to Francis Duke of
Bridgwater, in the county of Salop.

By another Act of the same session, power was given
to alter the previously authorised line between Ruabon
and Chester, and the construction of several branches.
In that Act also, after stating that upon a survey it
was found practicable to make a branch from the
Ellesmere Canal at Morton Hall, within the township
ot Prees Henlle, to communicate with the Montgomery-
shire Canal at Porthywaen, and whereby the making
of the proposed branch from Maesbury Marsh to Morda
Bridge would be saved, then authority was given to
construct such branch to Porthywaen, in a line described,
or other line as near as conveniently as might be
to the town of Oswestry and make a feeder out of
the river Tannat at Abercynlleth on the landowners’
consent being obtained, or failing which, on obtaining
Parliamentary powers to go through the lands, and in
default of the Ellesmere Company doing this, power
was given to the Montgomeryshire Canal Company to
do it. By an Act of the 41st of George IIT (1801),
power was given in furtherance of the power of the
Act of 1790, to extend the Whitchurch branch from
the New Mills, in the parish of Whitchurch, to the
Chester Canal, in the township of Stoke, in the parish
of Acton, in the county of Chester; and by a subse-
quent Act, after stating that the making of the portion
of the line between Pontcysyllte and the upper end of
Cegedog Valley, near Brymbo, would be considerable
an exemption of coal, coke, culm, lime, and limestone
was repealed, and powers were given to raise additional
capital, amounting to £67,000. The company were
exempted from repairs of roads over the approaches to
the canal bridges after such roads should be made and
put into good and durable repair; and after stating
that steam engines had become of great use for various
purposes, and such engines consumed considerable
quantities of coal, and could be used only where
sufficient cold water could be obtained to condense the
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steam, then power was given to supply them therewith
by pipes from the canal.

It does not appear there was anything further done
in regard to the proposed branches to Morda Bridge
and Porthywaen, or the proposed canal from Porthywaen
Quarries to Welshpool and the Montgomeryshire line,
as afterwards made, as a continuation of the Ellesmere
Company’s Llanymynech branch, seems to have been
substituted. The Ellesmere Company accordingly con-
structed their main line from Shrewsbury to the right
of Ellesmere by Chirk, Pontcysyllte, Ruabon, to the
right of Wrexham, and by Gresford and Chester to
Ellesmere Port on the Mersey, also the branch from near
Frankton to Llanymynech, and another from the same
point in the opposite direction by Ellesmere, Whit-
church, and Wrenbury, to join the Chester Canal, near
Nantwich, with other smaller branches.

Those lines of canal were as necessary to Montgomery-
shire as to the districts through which they passed,
and the Act for and the construction of the Mont-
%omeryshire Canal followed on the heels of those
ines. The Montgomeryshire Canal Act was passed in
the 34th year of George III (28th March 1794), being
the next year after the year in which the first Ellesmere
Act was passed. By the Montgomeryshire Act the

following persons, viz. :—

George Baker, George Baxter, clerk, Jane Baxter, William
Baxter, Samuel Yate Benyon, Arthur Blayney, Evan Bowen,
William Brown, clerk, Thos. Brown, Pryce Buckley, Aaron
Bywater, John Palmer Chichester, The Right Hon. Edward
Lord Clive, Thomas Colley, Robert Corbett, Phillip Wyatt
Crowther, Ann Davies, Pryce Davies, Thos. Dadford, Richard
Edmunds, John Edwards, Susannah Edwards, Edmund Edye,
Thos. Evans, Henry Foulkes, Ambrose Gethyn, Geo. Gould,
Rebert Griffiths, Athelstan Hamer, John Herbert, Geo. Hodson,
John Home, Samuel Home, Charles Gardner Humphreys, David
Jones, Evan Jones, Humphrey Jones, John Lloyd Jones, Mat-
thew Jones, Oliver Jones, Robert Jones, Thomas Jones, clerk,
Thos. Jones, surgeon, Thos. Jones of Liymore, Thos. Jones of
Garth, Richard King, clerk, Whitshed Keene, Sir Edward
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Lloyd, Bart, Edward Pryce Lloyd, Joseph Lyon, Maurice
Lloyd, Devereunx Mytton, Arthur Davies Owen, Pryce Owen,
Margaret Parry, Martha Parry, The Right Hon. Geo. Edward
Henry Arthur Earl of Powis, Clopton Phrys, Henry Proctor,
John Probert, John Pryce, clerk, Catherine Pugh, John Pugh,
William Puagh, Evan Stephens, Maurice Stephens, Thomas
Sturkey, Henry Lord Viscount Tracy, Richard Tudor, James
Turner, William Turner, John Williames the elder, John
Williames the younger, John Williams, Martha Williams, John
Winder, and Sir Watkin Williams Wynn, Bart., and their suc-
cessors, executors, administrators, and assigns,

Together with such other person or persons, bodies
politic, or corporate, or collegiate, as they or the major
part of them at their first general meeting should ap-
point, were incorporated into a company under the
name of “the Company of Proprietors of the Mont-
gomeryshire Canal”, with power to make and maintain
a-canal to be called ““ the Montgomeryshire Canal”, from
or near Porthywaen Lime Rocks, in the parish of
Llanyblodwell, to the town of Pool, and from thence,
by Berriew and Garthmill, to or near the river Severn,
opposite to the east side of the town of Newtown ; and
also a branch out of such canal at or near Porthywaen,
to, or near to, Llanymynech Lime Rocks; another
branch in the township of Burgedin, in the parish of
Guilsfield, to Sarney Crowner Bridge, in that parish,
and to supply those canals with water from the river
Tannatt, at Abercynlleth, and from the rivers Verniew,
Rhiew, and Severn, and from all brooks and water-
courses within 2,000 yards thereof, and to divert the
Tannatt between Abercynlleth Hall and Carreghovah
Hall, and to erect one or more fire engine or fire engines,
or other machine, to supply the canals with water, and
also feeders, aqueducts, and channels for supplying the
canals, fire engine, and reservoirs with water. But not
to take water from the Lledan, Country House Brook,
and Llivior Brook, except the water of the Lledan
Brook at Welshpool, for twenty-four hours in every
week, from twelve o’clock on Saturday night to twelve
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o'clock on Sunday night.! And in case the company
should take any water to the injury of Aberbechan,
Berriew, Brithdir, Luggy, Dommin’s Green, Guilsfield,
Ceunant, Mardu, and Carreghovah Mills respectively,
and if any injury to any of those Mills should be caused,
then the company were, if required by the owners, to
purchase the mills. The owners of estates in the
counties of Salop, Denbigh, or Montgomery, to the
annual value of £40, and the heirs apparent of the
owners of such estates, value £200, or possessing per-
sonal property value £800, were appointed commis-
sioners to settle all questions between the company
and the owners of property, but none to act in cases
wherein they were interested ; appeals to juries were
given. The company were authorised to raise the capital
aniong themselves to defray the cost, not exceeding
£72,000, in shares of £100 each; and, if that amount
should be insuflicient, a further amount not exceeding
£20,000, and with the option to raise the last-men-
tioned sums by shares or mortgage. The first general
meeting was to be held at the Royal Oak, Pool, the
7th July 1794, the second meeting on the 28th of that
month, and subsequent meetings on the first Mon-
day in July annually. Power was given to appoint
at such meetings thirteen proprietors, possessing £500
of the share capital respectively, to be a committee to
manage the company’s affairs and to appoint other
offices. The company were authorised to levy ton-
nage not exceeding, for limestone, 1d. per ton per
mile ; for coal and lime, 2d.; for other stone, pig-
iron, brick, timber, tiles, slates, gravel, sand, lead
ore, and all other raw materials, 3d. ; for bark, cord-
wood, coke, charcoal, lead, wrought iron, plank and
deal, 33d.; and with the higher rates of 23d., 3d., 5d.,
53d., and 6d. in respect of such things respectively

1 This was enacted to protect the supply of water to the Old
Domen Mill, and was observed by an arrangement at the aqueduct
there, until a few years ago, when the Mill was removed, and the
road to the Smithfield then constructed was made over its site.
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between Llivior Brook and Newtown. But dung, soil,
marl ashes, or other manure, (except lime and lime-
stone,) used for improvement of the lands through
which the canals passed, and also stone, gravel, sand,
or other materials for the roads in the parishes passed
through, were exempted from the tonnage, provided the
water should, at the time of the passing of the boats
containing such things, be flowing over the waste
weirs. The right of fishing was given to the lords of
the manors and the landowners, as were also powers
to use pleasure boats. The minerals, and also powers
to construct railways and roads communicating with
the canal wharves, were given to them. And, after
stating that the Ellesmere Company intended to apply
for an Act for the making of a canal from Preeshenlle
to communicate with the Montgomeryshire Canal at
Porthywaen, the Act provides and regulates between
the two companies the supply of water by a feeder from
the Tannatt at Abercynlleth.

It does not appear that there was any subsequent
Act obtained in respect of the Montgomeryshire Canal
until the Western Branch Act in 1815, and the Elles-
mere Company, not having constructed their branch to
Porthywaen, the portion of the Montgomeryshire
main line to that place appears to have been aban-
doned, and the Llanymynech Branch substituted, that
is, the Montgomeryshire Canal was made as a con-
tinuation of the Ellesmere and Llanymynech Branch, as
the main line, and which thence as far as Garthmill, and
the Guilsfield branch were completed within the first
decade of the present century. Until very lately
there were persons alive who well remembered the
completion and opening of it to Welshpool, about the
middle of that decade.

We cannot do anything better than, or as well as,
give here, in his own words, the following, from the
Rev. Walter Davies’s very interesting book, published
in 1813, entitled, General View of the Agricultural
and Domestic Economy of North Wales.

VOL. XIV. H
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““ The Ellesmere Canal, which connects the rivers Severn,
Dee, and Mersey, commencing from the latter at a place now
called Ellesmere Port, crossing the Hundred of Wirrall to
Chester, and from the Dee proceeding in a direction nearly
south, enters the county of Denbigh near Pulford, it then
crosses the Alan, and proceeds to Gwersyllt; from thence a
branch turns off westerly to Brynbo Iron and Coal Works, to
Ffrwd Colliery, in the county of Denbigh, and to Talwern
Colliery and Nant y Ffridd Lime Rocks, in the county of
Flint, where it terminates in a reservoir of eighty-two acres ;
the water whereof, when necessary, is to supply the summit-
level of the canal. The main trunk proceeds from Gwersyll
to Bersham Iron Works; and, by a connection of iron rail-
roads pervading the Ruabon collieries, it appears a second
second time upon the Dee at Pont Cyfsylltau, where it crosses
both river and dale upon an aqueduct of the following extraor-
dinary dimensions :—

Ft. In.
Length of the cast-iron trough, which supports the water 1007 0
Height from the bed of the Dee to the top of the side plates 126 8
Breadth of the water-way, within the iron-work - - 11 10
Number of freestone pillars, including abutments, 20.
Distance between the pillars at the top, being of a
pyramidal shape - - - - - - - 45 0
Depth of the iron sides of the canal - - - - 5 3
Length of the earthen embankment, formed for the carriage
of the canal to the level on the south bank of the
Dee - - - - - - - - - 1503 0
Height of the embankment at the south abutment - - 75 0

“ The iron-work was cast in a foundry erected for the purpose
on the spot, and the stones for the pillars were raised in a
neighbouring quarry at Plas Kynaston.

¢ This magnificent aqueduct was opened with great ceremony
on the 26th day of November 1805, in the presence of about
8,000 spectators.

“The three great Italian aqueducts have celebrated the names
of as many Roman Pontiffs, and that near Maintenon has dis-
played the magnificence of the Grand Monarch ;' but neither
of them had the principle of commerce for its foundation ; in
which light this aqueduct over the Dee is the first in Europe.
Its expense was estimated at £40,000.

“ On the north side of the Dee a branch extends to Llan-
gollen and to the vicinity of the Oernant slate quarries. From

! Louis X1V, who built it to convey the river Bure to Versailles.
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the end of the embankment at the aqueduct, the main canal
proceeds to the west of the Park du Collieries, the east of
Bronygarth lime rocks, and between Chirk Castle and village
to the bank of the river Ceiriog; which, together with the
dale, it crosses upon a freestone aqueduct 700 feet in length,
consisting of ten arches, and 70 feet above the surface of the
plain. At this place it quits the North Wales district for a
space, and enters Shropshire. Having proceeded towards
Shrewsburyas far as Frankton, a branch, near that place, takes
a south-western direction to Llanymynech lime works,
where it re-enters the county of Denbigh,! and where the pro-
perty of the Ellesmere Canal Company terminates, and that of
the Montgomeryshire commences. From the lime rocks at
this place, about two-and-a-half miles of railway have been
formed for the easier conveyance of limestone into the boats.
From thence the Montgomeryshire branch proceeds,and crosses
the river Vyrnwy upon an aqueduct of five arches, 40 feet in
each span, and 25 feet above the ordinary surface of the water ;
exclusive of a number of arches adjoining the aqueduct to
discharge the surplus water of floods. I'rom thence the canal
proceeds along the Severn Vale to Welshpool and towards
New Town as far as Garthmill, which is the limit of its present
extent. This branch may most peculiarly be styled the Agri-
cultural Canal; the chief articles of its import into the county
being limestone and coal ; and of its export, timber, grain, and
the produce of the dairy. The whole expense of the Mont-
gomeryshire canal amounts to upwards of £70,000, including
the sum of £2,000 expended in bringing a branch, the extenst
of three miles, towards the village of Guilsfield.””?

' This refers to Careghova township at Llanymynech, which then
was a detached portion of the county of Denbigh ; but was, subse-
quently, some thirty years ago, more or less, by Act of Parliament,
made part of Montgomeryshire.

2 The author adds:—¢ Notwithstanding the Montgomeryshire
Canal being formed chiefly for the encouragement of agriculture, yet
farmers are loth to grant that they derive any advantage from it.
Those through whose farms it was cut, complain of loss of land with-
out any reduction in rent; and that their meadow-lands lying below
it become rushy, owing to the oozing of the water. A farmer already
keeping a team, would rather take it the distance of from ten to
eighteen miles to the lime-rocks or coal-pits, where he has the article
at prime cost and superior weights or measures. But these land-
carriage advantages are counterbalanced by others arising from the
local conveniences of the canal. A team cannot return from the
Ruabon coal-pits to the upper parts of the Vale of the Severn in less

H2



100 ROADS, BRIDGES, CANALS, AND RAILWAYS

The period of and following upon the construction of
the canal to Garthmyl, which portion afterwards took
the name of the Eastern Branch, was, as is well known,
a period which may, perhaps, without exaggeration, be
called one of unparalleled pressure upon the nation’s
resources, arising mainly from the gigantic and ruinous
war by sea and land with our neighbours, and subse-
quently our very good friends and allies, the French,
in which England took such prominent part. The
scarcity of money, and great increase in the cost of
labour and materials, continued to increase at an ad-
vancing rate as the work proceeded and afterwards.
The efforts and means of the Company were exhausted
by the construction of that portion of their undertaking,
though at the commencement it was thought suflicient
for the cost to Newtown. The work, therefore, there
stood for a good many years, and was not taken up
again until after the close of that war. It became

than four days, exclusive of two days’ rest; whereas, within a moderate
distance of the canal, only one day is lost for the necessary work of
the farm. Lime also cannot be procured in sufficient quantity by
land-carriage at a great distance. A farmer who could lately procure
but fourteen loads in a season from the rocks, at the-distance of
twenty miles, and for which he paid about £10, is now enabled to
carry thirty loads from the canal wharf, the distance of five miles,
though at the expense of £54. This farmer could not carry his four-
teen loads with one team, in less than seven weeks, but he can carry
the thirty loads in five weeks. By this means he gains twelve days
to work his summer-fallow or turnip-ground, and sixteen loads more
of lime ; besides a saving in gate-tolls, ale- and victual-money, wear-
and-tear of horses, gearing, waggon and wheels, towards counter-
balancing the £44 extra lime bill ; and if the soil he cultivates be im-
proveable by the additional quantity of lime, he need not be long be-
fore he is fully reimbursed. Nothing, therefore, but either penurious-
ness or want of foresight will cause the farmer to prefer the distant
carriage ; especially if the profits of the Canal Vendors would permit
them to give equal measures of lime, and equal weights of coal, with
those of the rocks and pits. One other advantage arising from the
convenience of the canal is, that the farmer within a moderate dis-
tance is enabled to lime his Lent crops before sowing; by which
means the lime becomes incorporated with the soil, and one load may
have greater effect than two, spread as usually, upon the growing
grain.”
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necessary, before it could be proceeded with, to obtain
a new Act of Parliament constituting a new Company,
and with new capital. During that gloomy period,
hopes were kept up, first by our naval successes, after-
wards by the success of our arms in the Peninsula, and
revived by the subsequent successes of England and
her allies, which in 1814 culminated in the reduction
and occupation of Paris and the abdication of the
Emperor. The Bill for the new Act was introduced
into Parliament in the Session of 1815. The period of
its passing through Parliament was an eventful one.
The enthusiastic feelings and rising expectations of the
country were doomed to temporary disappointment by
Napoleon’s escape from Elba and landing on the coast
of France on the 1st of March, and the renewal of the
war which followed. Then came the crowning Battle
of Waterloo, which was fought just four days before
the Act obtained the Royal assent.

That Act (55 Geo. I1I, c. 83) was passed on the 22nd
of June 1815, and was known as “The Western Branch
Act”. It was entitled

“ An Act to authorise the raising of a further sum of money
to complete the Montgomeryshire Canal, and to extend the
power of deviating from and making certain alterations in
part of the original plan; and for explaining and rendering
more effectual an Act of the thirty-fourth year of his present
Majesty for making the said canal.”

In its preamble, it stated in general terms the object
of the prior Act, to which we have above referred :—

“ And that the Company of Proprietors had proceeded in
the execution of the prior Act, and had raised and contributed
among themselves £71,100, part of the £72,000 authorised by
that Act, in 711 shares of £100 each, and had expended that
amount in carrying out the undertaking. Also that the Com-
pany had nearly completed the main line of the canal from
Garthmill eastward, and also the collateral cut in the parish of
Guilsfield. That the continuing of the canal from Garthmill
westward, to or near to Newtown, and the varying of part
thereof from the course authorised by the original Act, and
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carrying the same by Bryn-y-derwen Bridge to Aberbechan,
and thence to or near to the Severn, at or near Newtown,
would be more beneficial to the Company and useful to the
public, and would preserve a better level and save a consider-
able expense ; and for the purpose of so completing the canal,
it was expedient to raise a further sum of money as therein-
after mentioned. And it would tend to the better carrying of
the purposes of the original Act into effect if the powers and
provisions thereof were in various other respects explained,
altered, and amended.”

Then it was enacted that John Davies, clerk ; John
Edwards; John Hunter; Evan Jones, clerk; Sir
Edward Pryce Lloyd, baronet; Sir Arthur Davies
Owen, knight; David Pugh; Evan Stephens; and
Charles Hanbury - Tracy (being proprietors of the
Montgomeryshire Canal Company), together with
such other persons as should be nominated, were
thereby incorporated into a Company for the making
and completing of such continuation, 1n accordance with
the powers of the original Act, and with similar powers
except as thereby altered. The number of shares pos-
sessed by proprietors at their general meetings, to enable
them to choouse a committee, and for other purposes, to
be 150, instead of 500, as in the original Act. The com-
missioners were to be paid 10s. 6d. a day for their
attendance at meetings. The Company were prohibited
from constructing wharves, except with the consent of
the landowners to whom the sites belonged, and the
same in regard to lime-kilns. And after stating that
the original Company had constructed a feeder for the
supply of water from the Severn to the terminus at
Garthmill, such feeder was transferred- to the new
Company. The new Company were authorised to
raise and contribute, in addition to the £71,100
already contributed, and to the £9,000 residue of the
original £72,000 and £20,000 authorised by the original
Act, the sum of £40,000, in shares of £100 each, and all
the said sums were to make one joint capital stock of the
Company of proprietors of the Montgomeryshire Canal.
After the completion of any portion of the Western
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Branch, and until such branch should, under this Act, be
vested in the Company of proprietors of the Mont-
gomeryshire Canal, the profits from the completed por-
tions or entire branch were to go to the Western Branch
proprietors to the extent of five per cent. per annum on
their shares,and the rest applied to the completion of the
canal. The portion of the canal east of Garthmill was
to be called ““the Eastern Branch”, and the portion on
the west side of Garthmill to be called “the Western
Branch”, but after the Western Branch should be com-
pleted and certified,as thereinafter mentioned, the whole
was to be under the control of the proprietors of the
Montgomeryshire Canal. When the whole of the
Western Branch should be completed, and certified
to be navigable by the justices of the Court of Great
Session of the county of Montgomery, then from the first
Monday in July next following, all the powers given to
the proprietors of the Western Branch, and the powers
given to the committee for the time being of the Eastern
Branch, were to cease, and the Western Branch powers
were to vest in the Company of proprietors of the
Montgomeryshire Canal ; the proprietors of the Western
Branch thereupon becommg proprietors of the Mont-
gomeryshire Canal, and at a general assembly of the
united proprietors, a new committee was to be ap-
pointed, and both branches were thenceforth to be
one concern.

In the preamble to this Act the portion of the main
line authorised by the original Act to be made to
Porthywaen is referred to as a collateral cut from
Porthywaen to Llanymynech, and it was enacted that,
until the union of the eastern and western branches as
one concern, the construction of that collateral cut was
not to be commenced, and was not at any time to be
constructed unless by an order of the majority of all
the proprietors of the entire concern at a general as-
sembly. Asalreadymentioned,it was never constructed.
Until such consolidation of the two branches, the surplus
profits of the eastern branch, after payment of five per
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cent. per annum on the eastern branch capital, were to go
in aid of the completion of the western branch, and, after
such completion, in augmentation of the dividends of
the western branch proprietors, until they should re-
ceive five per cent. per annum on their shares ; and
when the proprietors of both branches received five
per cent., then all the capital of both branches was to
be united as one capital, and on an equality in all
respects.

The rates of tolls authorised by the original Act
were repealed, and, in lieu thereof, on the eastern
branch, the tolls were to be for limestone, 1d. per ton per
mile ; for coal, culm, and lime, 2d.; for stone, pig-iron,
brick, timber, tiles, slates, gravel, sand, lead ore, iron
ore, and all other raw materials, 8d.; for bark, cord-
wood, coke, charcoal, lead, wrought iron, baulk and
deals, 31d.; and for all other goods and things, 4d.
per ton per mile. And, on the western branch, for
limestone, 21d.; for coal, culm, and lime, 3d. ; for stone,
pig-iron, brick, timber, tile, slates, gravel, sand, lead
ore, iron ore, and other minerals, 5d.; for bark, cord-
wood, coke, charcoal, lead, wrought iron, baulk and
deals, 54d. ; and, for all other things, 6d. per ton per
mile. If the canal should not be completed in five
years, the powers were, at the expiration of that period,
to be void. ’

As is well known, an exceedingly bad harvest fol-
lowed the close of the war in 1816, such as was never
seen again—at least, until 1879. That, and a great
stagnation of trade and commerce, the pressure which
continued after the close of the war fromn the heavy
taxes imposed to meet the enormous public burdens
caused by the long-continued and heavy war, the de-
preciation of the currency by the suspension of cash
payments, and a large issue of notes during the war,
the change now from war prices and return to a me-
tallic currency caused, it may be said, even a greater
pressure than was felt during the war. Foreigners at
this time began to compare Great Britain to a stately
but strained vessel which, after having weathered the
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fury of the storm, was sinking amidst the heaving
waves before their agitation subsided, little knowing
the vitality inherent in British energies, or anticipating
the force of the elasticity with which the people of this
country bore the pressure, and, by degrees, repaired
their disasters and continued to maintain the high
position which they held during the heavy trials of the
preceding twenty vears.

The pressure, however, retained its force during all
the period of the construction of the western branch,
yet by reason, it may be said, of the indomitable energy
and devotion to that work of the late Mr. William
Pugh of Brynllywarch, and a few devoted friends of his,
the means were found, and the work was done within
the five years, being the period of the powers of the
Act, or thereabouts ; not, it is true, without very serious
sacrifices to Mr. Pugh and his family, and which were
never retrieved, and heavy losses, to a smaller extent,
to others. That work, invaluable as it was to the in-
habitants and proprietors of Newtown and its sur-
rounding country, was not the only great benefit
which they derived from Mr. Pugh’s devotion to their
interests. To him was almost wholly owing the con-
struction of the superior roads from Newtown to Llan-
drindod, and from Abermule into Radnorshire,and other
public works, for which Newtown and its district have
ever since owed to him and his family a heavy debt of
gratitude. The eastern branch was a fairly paying un-
dertaking to the proprietors, but the western branch
was far from being so for many years, and never be-
came remunerative during the time it remained in the
hands of the original proprietors; the two branches
were, therefore, never consolidated as proposed by the
Act. There was subsequently an Act for, among other
things, further defining and regulating the relative posi-
tions of the two branches towards each other. The
affairs of the two branches were conducted by the local
proprietors and their committees until the sale of both
to ¢ The Shropshire Union Railways and Canal Com-
pany” on the incorporation of that Company in 1846,
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and when, also, the Ellesmere and other canals passed
into the hands of that Company. The original intention
was to convert the capals into railways, but that it was
afterwards found would not answer. The opening of
the canal to Welshpool made, as previously stated,
a great and very beneficial change, affecting nearly
the entire county, and this was greatly increased after-
wards, as to a large portion of it, by the extension
to Newtown. The navigation of the Severn to Pool
Quay soon came to an end after the opening of the
eastern branch. The estuary of the Dovey and its
Derwenlas Port near Machynlleth continued even after
the opening of the western branch as the place of em-
barkation of the exports and disembarkation of the
imports of the Dovey Valley and its adjoining dis-
tricts ; but the rest of the county above Newtown
changed its intercourse with that port, partially, at
first, to Berriew and Garthmyl, and afterwards more
completely to Newtown. A considerable portion of
the exports and imports of the lighter commodities
continued to be conveyed by stage waggons along the
improved turnpike roads between Shrewsbury and the
Montgomeryshire towns of Welshpool, Newtown, Llan-
idloes, and Machynlleth, until the construction of the
railway, which wholly superseded them and to a great
extent the canal also, as it did also the Dovey, and
its once famous Derwenlas Port, which was physically
destroyed in the construction of the railway, and the
traffic whereof the railway appropriated to itself.

(To be continued. )
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THE DESCENT OF DAME MARGARET
BROUGHTON,

WIFE OF SIR GRIFFITH VAUGHAN,
KNIGHT BANNERET OF AGINCOURT.

THE following pedigree is taken wverbatim from Mr.
Joseph Morris’ MS. Visitations of Salop. His volumin-
ous MSS. have this introductory preface :—

“From the Herald’s Visitations of Shropshire, made by
Robert Treswell, Somerset Herald, and Augustine Vincent,
Rouge croix Pursuivant, Marshalls and Deputies to Wm. Cam-
den, Clarencieux King-at-Arms, 1623.

“Together with the former visitations made by Richard
Lee, Richmond Herald, Marshall to Robert Cook, Clarencieux
King-of-Arms, taken in the years 1564 and 1584, with notes
and additions from the visitations of Lewys Dwnn, Deputy-
Herald for the Principality of Wales and the Marches thereof,
in the reign of Queen Elizabeth and King James the First,
and from other sources.

“To which are added continnations and further pedigrees
from public and accredited private authorities to the present
time.

¢ Collected and arranged
“ By Josepr Morris, Shrewsbury.”

FMadoc or Roveries (alias Roveras or de Overs), near Bishop’s Castle,
Salop, son of Einion, son of Godrys Vawr, son of Sir Wm. Godrider,
Kut., son of William Glandford, Lord D’Eolbeeuf in Normandy, whose
mother was sister to William the Conqueror.

Madbcls de la Home. Temp. K. Ed. L

I

Wallter. F Sir Robert ap Madoc, Knt., FJoyce, dr. to Peter Corbet,
Lord of Home. | of Leigh.

v
>
‘Walter de Broughton, 18 Edw. II, 1325. Arms, sab.,F Avicia, f. h. Thos.
three owls (2 and 1) argt.; some places a chevron de Winsbury.

between.

| w
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la
‘Walter de Broughton, 18 Edw. Il.F

John Broughton, of Broughton and Home.F

|
Jenkin Broughton, of Broughton and Home, FElen Verch Griffith ap Gwen-
co. Salop. | wynwyn ap Owen Cyveilioc.

[

Griffith Broughton, aliasF Gwenhwyver, dr. and h. of Dav. Vychan ap Ieuan
Griffith ap Jenkin, of | ap David Goch ap Ieuan ap Tudyr Vychan ap
Broughton, Esq. Tudyr Goch ap Tudyr Lloyd ap David ap Gwyn

ap Ednowen ap Bradwen. Her mother was
Gwervyl, dr. of Evan Lloyd ap Ieuan Vogan to
| Llowdden.

l
Margaret Broughton, dr. and co-heir. F Sir Gruffydd Vychan, Knt. Banneret.
- |

\

Lewys Dwnn, deputy to Robert Cook, Clarencieux,
thus follows the latter “Sir Robert ap Madoe, ap Sir
Einion Goodrich, Knt., ap Goodrich Vawr, ap Sir
William Goodrich, ap William Lord Elbeth”. He is
thus described as the ancestor of the Edwards of
Pentre, or Castle Trynn;' and of Griffith Fordyn,?
steward of Over and Nether Gorddwr manors to his
father-in-law Ralph, Earl of Stafford. The Cedwyn
MS., which has been found tolerably accurate in its
genealomcal details, styles Madoc (the father of Sir
Robert htz Madoc) the “Good Knight”, and makes
him the son® of William Glandford, the sister’s son of
William the Conqueror. This statement is not incon-
sistent with what is recorded. The three generations
introduced by the Shropshire and Welsh heralds
between a nephew of the Conqueror and Madoc, whom
we can show to have been living in 1174, cannot stand
the test of chronology. Some modern’ annotator of
the Cedwyn MS., questioning, however, the possibility
of Madoc’s descent from a sister of William the
Conqueror, has qualified his opinion by pronouncing it
“apocryphal”.t This is rather hard upon the fairly
respectable authority who compiled the MS., circa

1 Visitations of Wales, vol. i, p. 323.

2 Tb., vol. i, p. 285, and note,
8 Mont. Coll., vol. x, p. 14. : ¢ Ib., p. 41.
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1630. There is certainly the possibility of a sister of
William the Congueror having given birth to a son.
Of course we can only reason on such matters, and this
we can do in connection with the dates of known
events. There is historical evidence to prove that
Madoc “ Godrider”, or the “Good Knight”, was living
in 1174, that he was the father of Sir Robert fitz
Madoc, and that he became a Monk, perhaps a Knight
of the Holy Sepulchre, before the year 1200. Since
the name of the lady is not given, and as many of the
natural issue of Robert Duke of Normandy doubtless
find no place in the records of history, it seems a hope-
less effort to pursue this portion of the inquiry further.
That the ancestor of Dame Margaret was a nephew of
William the Conqueror must remain a tradition, but
need not, in the absence of records, be considered
“apocryphal”. The further tradition, that this ancestor
built Goodrich’s Tower in Bishop’s Castle, must not be
considered void of every element of truth, nor must it
in the absence of records be allowed to discredit the
general accuracy of the family descent. Thanks to the
laborious and conscientious researches of the Rev. R.
W.Eyton, and their results in his invaluable Antiquities
of Shropshire, we are enabled, on the undoubted au-
thority of our public records, to show not only the
existence of the individuals mentioned in the pedigree
of Dame Margaret Broughton, but also to illustrate, by
many interesting incidents, the personal history of
these individuals for such periods as there are records
extant. It is needless to remark how few of our
received English pedigrees can bear the test of critical
historical investigation from so early a period as the
middle of the twelfth century. This Welsh family is,
however, in all essential particulars, able to stand such
a test ; and this may also be affirmed of many of those
families whose descent is recorded in the visitations of
Lewys Dwnn; that where the testimony of contempo-
rary records has been available, there their general
accuracy has been vindicated. It is not reasonable,
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because the sources of family local or national history
have been often contaminated by the unwisely prolific
imagination, or the carelessness of transcribers, that all
Welsh family history is to be pronounced apocryphal
when the charters and deeds of their Norman invaders
are not always forthcoming in evidence.

Leaving the sister’s son of William the Conqueror as
a tradition, to share the tender mercies of that opinion
which is popularly entertained of the general accuracy
of Welsh pedigrees, we will, as briefly as the subject
will permit, proceed to enumerate certain evidences of
the family descent.

The ascertained era of Madoc de Overs will chrono-
logically suit his assumed position as a grandson, if
not a son, of the Conqueror’s nephew. If we are to
favour the tradition it may be taken as very probable
that the Sir William Glandford, Sir William Goodrider,
knt., and Godrys Vawr, refer to that and the same
individual who has been assumed to be the Conqueror’s
nephew.

There is a Linley deed, quoted by Mr. Eyton, to the
effect that, in the year 1174, about the time when
Robert Foliot succeeded to the Bishopric of Hereford,
he found in his chatellany of Lidbury a certain Madocus,
Radulphus, and Agneta, his wife, in possession of the
manor of Linley.! This Madocus was also a tenant wn
capite of Overs and Home (near Bishop’s Castle), of
Mucklewick (in the parish of Hissington), of Middleton
and Brompton, a feudatory of the Barony of Caus for
Weston Madoc, and of the Bishop of Hereford’s feudal
Barony of Lydbury North for Broughton. . In the face
of the tradition it is significant that Overs and Muckle-
wick were royal demesne. As Madoc de Overs was of
mature age in 1174, and had retired, as we shall see,
from secular life to assume the cowl by the year 1200,
his grandfather, whoever he may have been, would be
a contemporary of the Conqueror’s nephew. Assuming
that the latter was living at the time of his first cousin’s

1 Antiquities of Shropshire, vol. xi, p. 208,
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(Henry I) death, in 1135, we can admit but one inter-
vening generation between the Conqueror’s nephew and
Madoc de Overs.

Speaking of Middleton, in the parish of Chirbury,
Mr. Eyton says'its tenants were first those of De
Boulers, Lord of Montgomery, ‘“and afterwards tenants-
tn-capite of the Crown. Madoc, the earliest of these
tenants whom I can name, became a monk early in the
year 1200. His son, Robert Fitz Madoc, instantly
proffered a fine of fifteen merks to King John, that
he might have seizin of such lands as his father had
held by right hereditary on the day when he put on
the habit of religion, which thing he had done recently,
saving to the seigneural lords of such lands all services
and reliefs, and saving the claims of all persons. The
king ordered the sheriff to take security for the above
fine. Later in the year it was renewed—or, rather,
increased—by a palfrey. No instalment of Robert Fitz
Madoc’s debt had yet been received at Michaelmas
1202, At the Salop Assizes of October 1203, Robert
Fitz Madoc sat as a juror, and, apparently, a knight, in
some principal causes. In 1209 he occurs as one of
the manucaptors, or sureties, concerned in the forest
trespass of Robert Corbet of Caus.

On February 6th, 1224, King Henry IIT orders his
treasurer to make Robert Fitz Madoc a present of 20s.
towards his expenses. Another writ, of July 16th,
1224, orders Godescall de Maghelines (then Bailiff of
Montgomery) to restore the house and lands of which
he had disseized the said Robert, and to protect him.
A third writ, of October 4, 1224, is addressed to Bald-
win de Hodnet, then Seneschal and Custos of Mont-
gomery. He is to give Robert Fitz Madoc such seizin
of Middleton and Bromton as he had when he set out
to see Llewellyn on the King’s affairs. Moreover,
the challenge or appeal made by one Thomas Fitz
Ivette against Robert Fitz Madoe, for murdering his
(Thomas’s) daughter, is to be adjourned till the King

1 Antiquities of Shropshire, vol. xi, p. 85.
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should visit those parts. On November 28th, 1224,
Robert Fitz Madoc being dead, the King, at the in-
stance of Lewellyn, orders Godescal de Maghelins to
deliver to the widow of the said Robert such portions
of his lands and chattels as was customary i those
parts, she having been nurse to the King’s niece,
Lewellyn’s daughter. On February 13th, 1225, the
same functionary is ordered to take lawful men of the
honour of Montgomery, and go to the late Robert
Fitz Madoc’s estate of Weston, and, after assigning his
widow her dower therein, to deliver the residue up to
Thomas Corbet, of whose fee Weston was. Another
precept of February 25th extends the above order to
any other lands of the deceased, besides Weston, the
King repeating the grounds of his personal interest in
the widow—viz., that she had nursed his niece. A
writ of March 21st, 1225, aims to secure to Thomas
Corbet his seignural rights in Weston.™

Now there is enough in the above to warrant the
belief that some such relationship as the heralds describe
existed between King John and Sir Robert Fitz Madoc ;
for we find him a tenant-in-capite of a portion of the
royal demesne; that during his lifetime he was the
object of some consideration to both John and Henry I1I;
that he was employed by the latter king on delicate
and important state affairs, as a mediator between the
King and his brother-in-law, Prince Lewellyn; and
that after his death we find King Henry III taking a
personal interest in the welfare of his widow, inasmuch
as she had nursed his niece. This lady is said, in the
pedigrees, to have been a Corbet of Caus, or Legh, and,
by the light of the above connection, might be a sister
of Thomas, and daughter of Robert Corbet of Caus, but
certainly not a daughter of the first Peter Corbet of
Caus, who, chronologically, would be her nephew.

On Aprll 3rd, 1225, we have yet another writ, im-
plying that Howen ap Robert ap Madoc was of full
age.? Sir Robert Fitz Madoc left another son, Meurich

1 Eyton’s Antig., vol. xi, p. 85. 2 Tb., vol. xi, pp. 83, 86.
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de Hope, who in 1240 held the eighth of a knight’s
fee in Rhiston and Brompton, which William de Boulers
afterwards succeeded to in 1346.! Some doubt having
existed as to Owen’s legitimacy, we find another son of
Sir Robert—viz., Howell, or Hoel, de Brompton—who
died seized of all Brompton and all Weston about the
year 12422 From this Howell the Edwards’ of Pentre,
or Castle Trynn, claim descent. We are, however, im-
mediately concerned in a second

Mapoc pe Oviers and HoME, a brother of Sir Robert
Fitz Madoe. We have seen that their father, Madoc,
became a monk, and therefore took no part in secular
affairs after the year 1200. Overs is situate a mile
S.W. of Ratlinghope, to which it parochially belongs.
Of the status of this Overs, and its feudal tenants,
Mr. Eyton affords the presumption that, like Stitt
and Ratlinghope, it formed part of the demesne of
King Henry II. As there is no positive record of
its seigneural lords, it was. afterwards probably
annexed to one of the Abbot of Haughmond’s estates,
such as Stitt, Linley, or the Boveria on the Long
Mynd.®> This family of De Overs had an estate at
Mucklewick, near Hyssington. They also held under
what was called the Fee of la More; and a certain
Robert de Overs, probably identical with Sir Robert Fitz
Madoc, held as early as the reign of King John (1199
to 1216) a virgate and a mill in the fee of More, of the
gift of Roger de la More,* the ancestor of the Mores of
Linley. Between the years 1200 and 1216, we have
Grenta de Middleton releasing, for a consideration, to
Haughmond Abbey, his right in three half-virgates in
Linley. The first witness is ¢ Robert Fitz Madoc”, and
the third witness “ Madoc de Overes”.? Another Linley
deed, of the year 1220, has among its witnesses Madoc
de Ham (Home), Philip de Ploudene (Plowden). This
Madoc de Overs, Lord of Overs and Mucklewick, granted
Little Radley Wood, together with his body, to Haugh-
mond Abbey, where his father, Madoc the monk, had

1 Eytou’s Antiq., vol. xi, p. 72. 2 Jb., p. 150,
S QOwepN 2975 & Ib.5p 295 5 Ib., p. 210.
VOL. XIV. i
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probably assumed the cowl. He was succeeded by his
son, Robert de Overs, in 1221 ; but Mr. Eyton thinks
it probable that he was deceased before 1216. He left,
besides Robert, several other sons, of whom one was—

WarLrer FrrzMapoc, in whom we are principally
interested. He was a mesne lord in Bishop’s Castle in
1255, and, like his progenitors, a military vassal of the
Bishop of Hereford for Broughton in the bishop’s
manor of Lydbury North.' To give you an idea of the
enormous extent of this manor, Mr. Eyton states ‘ that
if restored to its Domesday integrity, and leased out at
a modern rental, it would furnish forth the average
endowment of four English bishoprics. Its importance
is implied in its very name, for it was called Lydbury
North to distinguish it from a manor of the same
bishop’s which lay many miles south of Hereford, and
which is now spelt Ledbury. The possession of Lyd-
bury North may almost be said to have made a Lord
Marcher of every Bishop of Hereford till Wales was
conquered. The foundation of Bishop’s Castle was
a feudal obligation, no less than a secular precaution,
and to protect or control the tenantry of more than
18,000 acres.”

The mention of Broughton (now Upper and Lower
Broughton, near Bishop’s Castle) and the circumstance
that the De Overs family were military retainers of the
Bishops of Hereford, recall the tradition towhich we have
before alluded. ¢ The Good Knight”, and “ Knight of
Rhodes,” although an anachronism, are cognomens
given to Madoc de Overs, the monk of the year 1200.
We might assume, in connection with his era and what
follows, that he was a Crusader or Knight of the Holy
Sepulchre. His neighbour and contemporary, Roger
de Plowden, is said to have been at the Fall of Acre in
1191, as a vassal of the Bishop of Hereford. It can
readily be imagined, then, that Madoc de Overs, re-
turning from the toils and turmoil of Palestine, after

1 Eyton’s Antiq., vol. xi, p. 204.
2 See Cedwyn MS., Mont. Coll., vol. x, p. 19.
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a victorious career with Richard Ceeur de Lion, should,
with the advance of age, retire to the quiet seclusion
of Haughmond Abbey, an institution which we have
seen enriched by the pious offerings of his family. It
requires no flight of poetic imagination in this case to
surmount anything improbable. The accidents of the
position were such as to call forth the chivalry and
pious instincts of the neighbourhood. Plowden, Oak-
ley, Walcot, and Broughton were all members of
Lydbury North or Bishop’s Castle. They gave family
names to the mesne lords who owed feudal service to
the mitred semi-military barons who sat enthroned
in Hereford Cathedral, and who, when holy war was
proclaimed against the enemies of' the Cross, or when
serious Welsh combinations of Llewellyns and Gwen-
wynwyns made life on the borders bristle with excite-
ment, had to rally their retainers within the precincts
of their feudal fortress of Lydbury North. It is well
known that William de Vere, Bishop of Hereford,
preached up and urged on the crusade with ardent
zeal. The recorded benefactions of the local families
to abbeys and churches would alone indicate the spirit
likely to be shown in the cause of oppressed Chris-
tianity, and the family traditions of the Plowdens,
Oakleys, and Walcots, as well as the arms' borne by
their lineal descendants, indicate the crusader spirit
and origin of the family honours. “It is worth ob-
serving”, says Mr. Eyton, ¢ that the ancient coat of the
Walcots was charged with a cross and fleur-de-lys.
The coat undoubtedly belongs to the same origin,
whatever that origin may be, as the coats of Plowden
and Oakley ; but whereas the Walcots bore a cross in
addition to the fleur-de-lys, and the Oakleys three
crescents, it becomes exceedingly probable that all

1 It may here be convenient to state that the coat borne by the
Plowdens was ““4z., a fesse dancettée, the two upper points terminat-
ing in fleurs-de-lis o7”’; by the Oakleys, “4r., on a fesse between three
crescents gu., as many fleurs-de-lis or”’; and by the Walcotts, “4r., on
a cross flory sa., three fleurs-de-lis or”.

12
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these coats originated at the time of the Crusade, and
in some such way as tradition relates when referring
to the Plowden arms in particular.”

After this digression we return to the few but re-
liable historical details which refer to the grandson of
Madoc the Monk and assumed Crusader, viz. :—

Warrer Fitz Mapoc oF BrougHTON, whom we have
also shown as a mesne lord of Bishop’s Castle in 1255.
“In August 1252 an inquest was ordered as to the
immunities theretofore enjoyed by the men of Ludlow,
in the markets of Montgomery. Six of the jurors
belonged to the district of Lydbury, viz., Roger de
Walcote, Roger de Plaueden, Walter de Borchton,
William de Munedey, Roger Fitz Celestria, and Wil-
liam de Pleweden.! As Walter’s elder brother, Robert
de Overs, succeeded his father in 1221,* and died in
1255, we may assume that the following relates to
Walter, son of Walter Fitz Madoc.

Warter pE BroucuToN (11). He, as “ Walter de
Broughton”, April 3, 1282, witnesses an obligation of
John de Linley.®* His marriage with the Awicia of the
pedigree is thus confirmed under ““ Upper and Lower
Broughton”. ““In Kaster term, 1305, a conventional
fine was levied, whereby David de Burgheton, Defor-
ciant, is allowed to have a right of 5 messuages, 60
acres of arable land, 12 acres of meadow, 60 acres of
bosc, and 12s. annual rent in Burghdon. The said
David forthwith settled the premises on Walter de
Burgheton, his wife [{awise (Avicia), and his heirs by
Hawise—to hold of the lords of the fee, with remainder
to the right heirs of Hawise”.* This Hawise, or Avicia,
the pedigree tells us, was a daughter and heiress of
Thomas de Winsbury, in the parish of Chirbury. It
was doubtless her son, who, as

WaLter DE BurcHTON (1n1) is entered as Lord of
the vill of Burghton in the Nomina Villarum of 1316.°
We find a Walter de Boritton, who sat as seventh

1 Eyton’s An#ig., vol. xi, p. 220. 2070, , ps 20
3 7o, p. 212. 4 1b., p. 224. 5 [b., p. 224
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juror for Purslow Hundred at the assizes of 1292, and
who is called Walter de Brohton in a Minton jury list
of 1295. These may refer to the husband of Hawise.
On December 13, 1310, he, as Walter de Borton,
witnesses a grant of Griffin de la Pole, Lord of Long-
norle to William de Acton Burnell, clerk.!

““In 1316, the sheriff of Shropshire having to serve
the king’s writ on Griffin de la Pole, being unable to
find him, notified its contents on the lands of the said
Griffin and his tenements at Deuder in Powys, by
Edmund de Langdon and Walter de Burghton, in the
presence of Peter Corbet and Thomas de Wynnesbury.”

According to the Shropshire Heralds’ Visitation,
Walter de Broughton 111 was succeeded by his son—

JoHN BrouenTON, of Broughton and Home. Mr.
Eyton’s account of Upper and Lower Broughton closes
with the year 1316. Earlier members of the family,
however, occur in connection with Ham, or Home, as
early as 1220, when the king’s writ, surrendered to the
Seneschal of Haghmon Abbey, is witnessed by Roger de
More, Madoc de Ham, Philip de Ploudene, and Walter
de Newton. This Madoc is probably identical with
the Madoc de Overs, who granted Little Radley Wood
and his body to Haghmon Abbey in 1216.°> At an inqui-
sition, held 28th July 1260, on the death of Roger de
la More, king’s constable in the Welsh wars, Robert de
Overes, William and John de la Hom appear as wit-
nesses.* He was succeeded by his son—

JENKIN BrouaHTON, of Broughton and Home. The
Shropshire Heralds inform us that he married Elen
daughter of Griffith ap Gwenwynwyn ap Owen Cyfei-
liog, Prince of Powys, by his wife Hawise, daughter of
the John le Strange (111) of Nesse and Stanwardine.
This must be an error in transcription, for Ellen,
daughter of Griffith (de la Pole, fifth son) ap Griffith
ap Gwenwynwyn. “Walter de Burghton” seems to have

1 Eyton’s Antig., vol. vi, p. 62 et seq.

2 Mont. Coll., vol. i, p. 72.
3 Eyton’s Antiq., xi, p. 210. 4 1b., p. 288.
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been the locum tenens of Griffith de la Pole on his
lands of Deuddwr in 1316. Griffith was living in
1330, and is known to have had female issue, two of
his daughters being incidentally mentioned as having
married Sir Roger Chamber and Hugh Montgomery;
so it is not improbable that Ellen, daughter of Griffith
de la Pole, married a grandson of the above “ Walter
de Burghton”, or Broughton, viz., the above Jenkin
Broughton. He was succeeded by his son—

GrirritH  BroucHTON, or Griffith ap Jenkin, of
Broughton and Home, who married Gwenhwyver,
daughter and heiress of David Vychan, as given in the
pedigree, descended from Ednowen ap Bradwen, whose
arros were gules, three snakes entwined in a triangular
knot, argent. The remains of “Llys Bradwen”, or the
palace of Bradwen, are near the River Krogennan, under
Cadir Idris, and measure nearly thirty yards square.
This Griffith is also styled ¢ Griffith ap Jenkin' of
Mochdre”, which appears to have been the inheritance
of one of his daughters and co-heiresses. His uncle,
Philip ap Jenkin, was living in 1461, when, with
Thomas Corbet of Lee, he enfeoffed John Middleton
on a feofment of land by John de Boulers, or Bowdler,
of Marrington, Chirbury.?

By his wife Gwenhwyver he left three daughters and
co-heiresses, whose seniority is not known, of which Ta~-
G¢LWYST married Morris ap Madoc ap Einion, of Mochdre,
descended from Elystan Glodrydd. David Lloyd ap
Einion, ancestor of the Prices of Newtown, and Madoc
ap Kinion, were brothers.® Their great granddaughter,
Elizabeth,* daughter of John Lloyd of Gwernygo, Kerry,
(ap Jeuan ap Morris ap Madoc) married John ap Cad-
walader, also descended from Elystan Glodrydd, whose

1 Lewys Dwnn, Vis., vol. i, p. 276. 2D, Dt 279

8 Mont. Coll., vol. x, p. 10.

* Her brother Morris ap John Lloyd of Gwernygo, married Lucy,
daughter of David Lloyd Vaughan of Marrington. Hugh ap John
Lloyd, another brother, left a daughter and heiress, Jane, who married

William Herbert of Kerry, third son of Sir Richard Herbert of Mont-
gomery.—Mont. Coll., vol. x, p. 43.
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son Robert took the surname of Broughton of Lower
Broughton or Owlbury, doubtless so styled in reference
to the arms (the owls) of the old Broughton family.

Als, or Alice, another daughter and co-heiress, mar-
ried David ap Howell of Arwystley. Their daughter
and heiress Margaret married Ririd Myddleton, ances-
tor of the Myddletons of Chirk Castle, Gwenynog, and
Garthgynan, in the county of Denbigh, and brother of
Philip Middleton of Middleton, Chirbury.*

DamMeE Marcarer, wife of Sir Griffith Vaughan,
Knight Banneret of Agincourt, was another daughter
and co-heiress of Griffith ap Jenkin. They had issue
three sons and three daughters. David Lloyd of
Mathavarn, in his elegy to the memory of Sir Griffith
Vaughan, thus alludes to them in addressing the spirit
of his departed friend :— '

“Lie not in thy grave and stones

In St. Mary’s chancel, my comely friend ;

See the course of fraud and fear,

To the Lord of Llai, the brave Lloyd,

Six stags are yonder hiding

That were hunted in the Black Ridge.””?
The inheritances of Sir Griffith and Dame Margaret
were thus apportioned to their sons :—Llai or Leighton
went to David Lloyd ; Maesmawr and Trawscoed to
Cadwallader Lloyd ; Reginald, the youngest, took the
paternal seat, Garth, in Guilsfield, and a portion of his
mother’s inheritance of Broughton and Owlbury, near
Bishop’s Castle. Gwenhwyver, the eldest daughter,
married Griffith ap Aron ap Ednyved of Peniarth,
Merionethshire, who was living 2nd November, 9th
Henry VI (1430).® Their son Rhys was on a Merioneth-
shire grand jury, 23 Henry VI.* Anne, their second
daughter, married Ieuan Vaughan ap Ieuan ap Griffith
of Llanuchllyn, in Merionethshire. Their son David
was the ancestor of the Vaughans of Glanllyn, and

L Lewys Dwna, vol. ii, p. 335.

2 See Mont., Coll., vol. vi, p. 93.

8 Lewys Dwnn's Vis., vol. ii, p. 238, and note.
4 Mont. Coll., vol. vi, p. 98.
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subsequently of Llwydiarth. Margaret, their youngest
daughter, married, first, Morris Ludlow, son of Sir
Richard Ludlow of Stokesay. ¢ Mauricius Ludlowe
armiger” occurs on an inquest held at Shrewsbury,
11th Edward IV, 1471, on the death of Sir John
Burgh, Lord of Mawddwy. She married secondly Sir
Walter Inglis Knight.!

The three owls, the arms of Dame Margaret’s family,
without the chevron elsewhere introduced, are still to
be seen as a quartering on a shield, with two griffins as
supporters, at Marrington Hall, the seat of her grand-
son, David Lloyd Vaughan; and the same on a shield
of six quarterings, with the griffins as supporters, in
old stained glass, at Garth, the seat of her son Reginald.?
The owls also appear as prominent ornaments in the
carved cak of Guilsfield Church to this day.

Uvrrer BroucHTON became the property of, and gave
a surname to, John Wynn ap Reginald ap Sir Griffith
Vaughan, alias Jou~ BroucnrTon of Broughton. He
first occurs as ‘ John Brockdyn”, one of nineteen wit-
nesses in a suit between Grifhith ap Howell ap David
Bowdler, of Churchstoke, and Margaret Middleton,
wife of David Lloyd Vaughan and heiress of Marring-
ton,® in 5th Henry VII, 1489. He last occurs as
John Broughton, King’s Bailiff of Montgomery, 29
* Henry VIII, and as John Broughton, Gent., on a county
grand jury, 35 Henry VIII. He left an only son,
Edward, and several danghters, by his wife Ellen,
daughter of David Lloyd ap Evan ap Griffith Vaughan.
Of these

Lucy married Randolph Hanmer of Penley, Sheriff
of Montgomeryshire, in 1561.

Margaret married Walter Hockleton of Hockleton,
Chirbury, son of the “John Hockleton”, another of the
nineteen witnesses with “ John Brockdyn” in 1489.

Petronella married John Harris of Stockton, perhaps

1 Mont. Coll., vol. vi, p. 99. 2 Ib., vol. vi, p. 140,
P I
3 Ib., pp. 67, 68,
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another of the nineteen witnesses, called “John Penry
(ap Henry) of Stockton”.

Jane married Robert Broughton ap John ap Cad-
walader, descended from Elystan Glodrydd.

EDWARD BroucrToxn, by his wife, Joan Pilsworth,
left four sons and four daughters. Jane, one of the
latter, married the imaginative old chronicler, Oliver
Matthews of Bishop’s Castle. Their sons and grand-
sons are given in a tabulated form in Lewys Dwnn’s
visitation of Montgomery.! It is not known who suc-
ceeded to the estate, or for how long the Upper
Broughton property was in the possession of this line.

Lower BrouegHTON seems to have been called
Owlbury, and became the property of a family des-
cended from Elystan Glodrydd, viz., of Robert ap John
ap Cadwalader,” who doubtless assumed the name of
Broughton on his marriage with Jane, daughter of
John (Wyn ap Reginald ap Sir Grifith Vaughan of)
Broughton.? He was succeeded by his son

Rrcaarp BrouguTON of Owlbury. He first occurs to
our notice in the enrolment of a grant, 2 March, 12
Eliz., wherein it is stated that Richard Broughton for
twenty-one years is to enjoy, under the Crown, nume-
rous lands and tenements in the lordship of Kerry and
Kedewen, mines and slate in Corndon Forest, as well
as Jands and tithes of the dissolved monastery of Chir-
bury, at Lydham, Hissington, Hurdley, Castlewright,
and elsewhere. Certain of the lands enumerated were
those of Enor ap Ieun ap DD and Ieun ap Enor,
attainted ; and Fern Vill and Brinllowarch, Brenor
Vill, Arthnul] Keven y Beren, etc., in the Iordsh1p of
Kerry, the property of John ap Meledlth attainted ;
Pengelley, in Kerry lordship, part of the possessions of
the said John ap Meredith, who was doubtless of Glan-
meheli, in the parish of Kerry How the latter incurred
the disgrace of attainder is not known, his father,
Meredith ap Rhys, having filled the position of steward

1 See Lewys Dwnn, vol. i, p. 329. ;
2 Ibid. 8 Ibed.
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of the lordships of Kerry and Kedewen, and Constable
of Montgomery Castle, under King Henry VIL'
Richard Broughton, or ¢ Brogden”, is given by Lewis
Dwnn as “one of the Council of the Marches” at
Ludlow, and therefore in a favourable position to have
acqmred Crown grants. He also includes (in the year
1586) his name amongst “the aristocracy, by whom I
was permitted to see old records and books from
religious houses, that had been written, and their
materials collected by abbots and priors.” "Tohn Rhyd-
derch, the transcriber of a portion of Dwnn’s Visitation,
tells us that he wrote concerning all England and parts
beyond seas ; and that he had a commission to search
the ancient records of the White Tower of London,
where the Welsh records are said to have been kept.
“Richard Broughton, Esq., of Broughton and Owlbury,
near Bishop’s Castle”, was admitted of the Inner Temple
in 1568 ; and, since he was born in 1524, must have
adopted the profession of the law late in life. He was
an original fellow of the Society of Antiquaries, and
esteemed by Sir John Wynn of Gwydir ‘““the chief
antiquary of England”. He married Anne, daughter
of Richard Bagot, Esq., of Blithfield, and, from some
letters to this gentleman, he appears to have been a
retainer of Devereux, Earl of Kssex. The interest of
the latter, he being a member of the Council of the
Marches, and having certain influential family con-
nections, procured for him the office of ““deputy judge
of Chester”. In this capacity we find “ wine geven to
Mr. Justice Broughton, 6s. 4d.” by the corporation of
Shrewsbury, in the year 1596. On the death of
Edmond Walter, the Chief Justice, in 1594, he had
aspired to succeed him as Chief Justice of South Wales.
“My Lovd Essex,” he writes, “told me her Majestie
sald I should have any favor for my lord’s father’s
sake.” But, in spite of his reliance on royal promises,

1 Mont. Coll., vol. iii, p. 148 ; and Lewys Dwnn, vol. i, p. 315.
2 Lewys Dwnn, vol. i, p.



BROUGHTON PEDIGREE. 123

his ambition had to satisfy itself with the position of
deputy judge of Chester.!

The Cedwyn MS. has the following reference to Owl-
bury as the resort of antiquarian gleaners. Giving the
particulars of the issue of Catherine, daughter of David
Lloyd ap Sir Griffith Vaughan, it says, “These notes
were had at Owlberry, drawn in a table by Richard
Lloyd of Marrington, Esq.”®> The latter, as well as
Richard Broughton, is commended by Lewys Dwnn
for his assistance to the Herald on his visitation tours.

Hugh Broughton, styled, for his eminence as a
Hebrew scholar, Rabbi Broughton, was a younger
brother of Richard Broughton. Their sister married
Thomas Lingen of Whitton, whose daughter and heiress,
Elizabeth,? gave her hand and Whitton to Alexander
Topp, ancestor of the Topps of Whitton. Richard
Broughton had a son Robert, who must have died
without issue, as his daughter and heiress married, and
conveyed the Owlbury estate to Edmund Waring, son
of Thomas Waring of Lea, Staffordshire, and of Llandi-
nam, in Montgomeryshire. Walter Waring, fourth in
descent from this marriage, was M.P. for Coventry, and
sold Owlbury to Lord Powis.* Walter Waring of Owl-
bury was sheriff for Montgomeryshire in 1724. 1t is
probably to his widow that the following memorial was
erected in Aberhavesp Church: “In memory of Mrs.
Abigail Waring, who, after a life spent in great piety
and virtue, and every amiable quality that could adorn
her sex, died 12th day of November 1753, in the 88th
year of her age.” This lady was the daughter of
Matthew Morgan, Esq., of Aberhavesp; and on a
monument in the same church to her sister, * Mrs.
Anne Morgan”, is described as ‘“her only surviving
sister and executrix, Mrs. Abigail Waring, the wife of

Walter Waring of Owlbury, in Com. Salop, Esq.”

! Owen and Blakeway's Hist. of Shrewsbury, vol. i, p. 399.

2 Mont, Coll.. vol. x, p. 35.

3 Blakeway’s Skeriffs, p. 142. ¢ Ib., p. 132

% From inscriptions kindly communicated by the Rev. F. W. Parker,
formerly Rector of Aberhavesp, but now Rector of Montgomery.
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The following genealogical table has been formulised
from information afforded of the family in Mr. Eyton’s
Antiquities of Shropshire, and gives the correction for
several inaccurate dates in the Herald's Vis. pedigree.

Madoc. Living in 1174, a monk in 1200.5=

|
Ma.(goc de Overs, died 1216== Sir Robert FitzMadoc,==
to 1221, | died in 1224.
|
Roert def Wa,llter Fitz —Griffin de Holel,; Howen. Mt!,urich
Overs, ob. | Madoe, Mesne Overs,1256. ob. I Full age deHope,
1255. Lord of —~Eynion. 1242, in 1225. 1240.
Bishop’s CastleF |-Llewelyn.
| in 1255. —~Wronon.
| —~Tudor.
| | '-Madoc.
| I . l I l i
Robert Walter der Hawise. Robert ap ¥ Roger Owen =Sibil, 2nd
de Broughton Howell de or de  sister and
Overs  occurs in Bromp- Howell, Bromp. co-h. of
occurs 1282, ton, Juror a minor ton, John de
1260. 1292-5, in 1292, in 1255. living =~ Wother-
1301. : in ton, 25
1296. years in
I 1206.
' R
Walter de Broughton, Hovlrell, LordF Melllrich.=F Robelart Vaug-F
Lord of Broughtonin | . of Brompton | | bhan, ancestor |
1316. Ancestor of Vv in 1316, Vv \Y of Edwards of v
Dame Margaret Pentre.!
Broughton.

Griflin de Forden, steward of the manors of Over
and Nether Gordwr to bis father-in-law, Ralph, Earl of
Stafford, is said to have been fourth in descent from
Meurich ap Robert ap Howell.? On July 8th, 1389, Griffin,
son of Griffin de Forton, was presented to the rectory of
Lydham by his first cousin John de Cherlton, Lord of
Powys ; and, on 22nd December, 1391, exchanged pre-
ferments with Sir Roger Bromelowe, late rector of
Machynllaith.” :

Eliza Constantia, daughter of the Rev. Samuel D’El-
beuf Edwards of Pentre Hall,! Montgomeryshire, mar-
ried, 3rd March 1795, Richard Pryce of Gunley, Sheriff
of Montgomeryshire in 1817, and was the mother of
the late Rev. R. H. Mostyn Pryce of Gunley.

W. V. L

1 See their pedigree in Mont. Coll., vol. xii, p. 425.
2 Lewys Dwnn’s Visitations, vol. i, p. 285, note 3.
3 Eytow’s Antiquities of Shropshire, vol. vi, p. 283,
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PETITION OF RICHARD GREY, LORD POWYS,
TO KING HENRY VI.

WEe are indebted to the research of Mr. Morris C. Jones,
for the discovery of the following document. After an
interval of four hundred and ten years, it unexpectedly
comes to light, and affords a further ray of confirmation
and testimony to the truthfulness of our local bards.
It made its appearance in the Trevelyan Papers}!
printed by the Camden Society in 1857, and records
the fact of the arrest of Sir Griffith Vaughan, for rebel-
lion in the very year, 1447, that Welsh poets and
chroniclers say that he was beheaded in the court yard
of Powys Castle. It is a petition to King Henry VI
by Richard Grey, Lord Powys, for five hundred marks
which had been due to Henry Grey, Earl of Tanker-
ville, his father, as the captor of Sir Griffith Vaughan.
Neither the king’s proclamation, the act of council
referred to, nor the petition, appear in the published
“ Acts of the Privy Council”, but the document itself
must have come into possession of John Trevelyan, in
his capacity of “keeper of the Council Chamber, at
Westminster, and Usher of the receipt of the Ex-
chequer”, to which offices he was appointed in the year
1447, but held them only a short time.?

Before we refer to its contents, it may be remarked
that there is no part of our history since the conquest
of England so obscure, so uncertain, so little authentic
or consistent as that of the Wars of the Roses; historians
differ about many material circumstances, and are with-
out records to settle or enlighten their doubts. It seems
incredible that there should not be scattered about,

L Trevelyan Papers, p. 36, recently presented to the Powys-land
Museum and Library by Mr. T. B. Barrett. 2 Jbid., p. 32.
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perhaps mouldering, in many libraries, the works in
MS. of many Welsh poets of the fifteenth and six-
teenth century, capable of furnishing this dark period
with many historical illustrations nowhere else to be
found. These, if we ever hope to complete the history
of the period, must be published in a collected form,
and then submitted to our most competent Welsh
scholars for translation. Many of these poet-historians
enable us to throw much light upon the contents of
the following document :—

A.D. 1446.— Petition of Richard Lord Powes to Henry VI.

Sheweth unto your highnesse your humble sujet and true
liegeman, Richard Gray Lord Powes, son and heir of Henry
Grey sumtyme Lord Powes, That where as ye sov’ain Lord,
by your letters of prive seal, beryng date at Westin the XX
day of July the XXV yere of your most gracious regne, com-
aunded the Tresorer and Chambelleyns of your Eschequer to
pay and content the seid Henry Grey, that tyme Lord Powes,
the some of V* mark, to be had of your yeft, by wey of reward
for takyng of Griffith Vaghan, of Wales, open Rebell unto
your Lord, which some of V° marcs was p’mytted by open pro-
clamacion in your behalf made to that persone that might take
your seid Rebell: as in the seid proclamacion it is att large con-
teyned. Wherfor, your most gracious sovran Lord, in asmoche
as the said some of V° marcs was not payed to the seid Henry
in hys lyf, according to your comaundment, ne your seid letters
of prive seale put in execucion, that it plese your highnesse to
graunt newe letters of prive seale to be made in due forme,
direct to the Tresorer and Chamberleyns of your seid Es-
chequer, chargying and comaundyng them straitely -to pay and
content your seid suppliant the seid some of V® marcs, due
unto his fadre for the cause above rehersed, to be had of your
yeft. And your seid suppliant shal ever pray to God for
your.

It may be remarked that 1446 is not the date of
Richard Grey’s petition, but is a part of the 25th
regnal year of Henry VI (Sep. 1, 1446 to Aug. 31,
1447), in the “spring ” of which, accordlnur to Lewys
Glynn Cothi, Sir Griffith Vaughan was ensnared and

beheaded. Hemy Grey, second Earl of Tankerville,
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and Lord of Powys, did not die until the year 1450,
and therefore Richard Grey, Lord Powys, could not
have presented a petition as ““son and heir of Henry
Grey, sum tyme Lord Powes,” until after that year.
The capture having taken place in the spring of the
year, 1447, we find the sovereign’s “letters of prive
seal 7 dated July 20, 1447, with an order to the
Treasury for the reward of 500 marks.

The document seems to strengthen the arguments
already adduced,' to show that the Barony of Cherle-
ton, or Cherleton de Powys, falling into abeyance
between Sir Edward de Cherleton’s two daughters, was
revived and transmitted through the family of Grey.
Sir John Grey having predeceased his father-in-law,
would not be styled Lord Powys, but his son Henry,
on the death of his mother, Joan de Cherleton, in 1425,
although then a minor, was knighted under the title
of Dominus de Powys. In ordinances of the king, and
in various public records, this title was given him up
to his death ; still there is no evidence that he ever
had a writ of summons to, or sat in Parliament with
that title. In the absence of this testimony, the barony,
if not taken out of abeyance in his time, was certainly
so in that of his son Richard, who sat in the seat of
his ancestors, the Cherleton’s, in the thirty-third Par-
liament of Henry VI. But as no subject would dare
to assume for himself or his father in a petition to the
sovereign himself, a dignity to which they were not
entitled, this interesting document is inferentially a
proof that the barony of Powys was out of abeyance
before the year 1446-7. Joyce de Cherleton, Lady
Tiptoft and Powys, and co-heiress with Joan, Countess
of Tankerville, left a son John who, as ““ John Typtoft,
Lord of Powys,” confirmed charters, granted by his
ancestors the Cherleton’s, to the burgesses of Llanid-
loes in 26 Henry VI (1447-8), and was beheaded for
his adherence to the house of York about the year
1470,

1 «Feudal Barons of Powys”, Mont. Cull., vol. i, p. 362 et seq.



128 PETITION OF RICHARD GREY, LORD POWYS,

The person styled by Richard Grey Lord Powys,
“Griffith Vaughan of Wales, open Rebell unto your
Lord”, was no less a person than Sir Griffith Vaughan,
Knight Banneret of Agincourt, of Garth, Lord of Guils-
field, Burgedyn, Trelydan, Gaervawr, and Lord of the
Manor of Broniarth. It was the custom of the age to
be liberal in discourtesy to political or religious oppo-
nents. The illustrious Lollard and reformer, the great
and good Sir John Oldcastle, Knight and Baron of
Cobham, in a charter of privileges granted by Edward
de Charlton, Lord Powys, to Sir Griftith Vaughan and
his brother Ieuan, for the capture of Lord Cobham, is
described as ‘““John Oldcastell, a heretic, perverter
of the Catholic Faith, and a traitor to our most illus-
trious Sovereign, ng Henry the Fifth, now King.”

The document itself confirms what we are told by
contemporary Welsh writers,” that Sir Griffith Vaughan,
being suspected of holding correspondence with some
adherents of the House of York, incurred the ill-will of
the Government. This suspicion having been insinuated
to the Queen, Margaret of Anjou, and her Council, a
Treasury warrant is said to have been sent to Henry
Grey, Lord Powys and Earl of Tankerville, for the
apprehension of Sir Griffith; and accordingly, under
some pretence or other, the knight was summoned to
appear at the Castle of Pool. He at first demurred,
but on receiving what David Lloyd of Mathavarn, his
relative and eulogist, describes as a ¢ safe conduct”, he
resolved to confront his accusers; but as soon as he
arrived at the courtyard of the castle he was appre-
hended, and, in the presence of Henry Grey, beheaded
on the spot, “without judge or jury”.

The warrant for his arrest is not forthcoming in the
minutes of the Council. The only reference of the
year 1447 (19th March) to any apprehension of poli-
tical disturbance in Wales is the following :—*Ttem,
that letters be written to the constables and others

1 Mont. Coll., vol. i, p. 321.
2 See “The Feudal Barons of Powys”, Mont. Coll., vol. i, p. 335.
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having places in Wales that they see to the safeguard
of the said places, as they will answer to the king.” It
appears that Henry Grey had certain authority of the
king, Henry VI, for this summary proceeding, as is
stated in the petition, by the reward of v° marks
“p'mytted (? promised) by open proclamation in your
behalf made to what persone that might take your
said rebell”.  Letters of Privy Seal, bearing date
at Westminster the 20th of July, the 25th Henry VI,
1447, gave an order on the Treasury for the five
hundred marks to Henry Grey for the capture; but
it is still a question whether Henry Grey, under the
segis of this royal proclamation, of which he may have
been the instigator, did not, for the sake of a very
ample reward, or from an instinct of jealousy, commit
an unjustifiable murder. Before the discovery of the
above document, the very year, 1447, was the one
given by the Welsh bards as that of Sir Griffith’s
decapitation in the courtyard of Powys Castle. If
their writings have been found authoritative as to
facts, their testimony must be accepted as to motives.
Although Lewys Glyn Cothi certainly, in the fol-
lowing, ascribes the act to the king—
“’Twas a marvel that, in the presence of all men,
King Harry, with his councillors,

Should honour the head that protected us,
And having honoured it, cut it off' !

still, he traces the motive of the act as one of summary
vengeance to a secret foe.
“ For his enemy’s sake, hath a man been doomed,
Of his doom were his arms the seal,
‘Where he was gnileless,
They were full of guile.”

David Lloyd of Mathavarn, addressing the dead,
names the man.

 May God avenge thy fair brow ;
No man even with a vengeful hand
Could kill thee but the demon of jealousy.

VOL. XIV. K
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My loved one, T did not advise

Reliance on a Saxon’s word.

Was not the safe conduct detestable

When his head was killed (severed) from anger ?
That safe conduct which a double-tongued Earl broke,
Harry Grey—may he be long crucified ! ”” 1

Causes of jealousy there probably were. The Greys,
although of ancient standing in the north,® were new
to the dignity and people of Powys. Griffith Vaughan
represented the line of the ancient princes of the land
through his ancestor, Brochwel ap Aeddan ap Cyngen,
second son of Eliseg, Prince of Old Powys,® and had
claims upon the inheritance of Griffith de la Pole, fifth
son of Griffith ap Gwenwynwyn, Prince of Powys.
This Griffith de la Pole had a life-long struggle to
retain his inheritance of Powys, which he had seen,
through his niece Hawise, transmitted to a Norman
adventurer. Gathering together all the resources he
could command, by the sale of Longnor to his cousin,
Fulke le Strange, and other outlying estates, and by
the enlistment of connections and compatriots, he, in
1312, laid claim and siege to the Castle of Powys, and
nothing but the energy of the powerful Roger de Mor-
timore of Wigmore, instructed by Edward II to sup-
port Hawise and her husband, Sir John de Charlton,
prevented Griffith from capturing the princely seat of
his ancestors. The living representatives of the parties
to this disputed interest in 1447 were Henry Grey,
the descendant of Sir John Charlton, and Sir Griffith
Vaughan, the representative, through his wife, of Ellen,
the daughter of Griffith de la Pole. :

Moreover, the illustrious descent, local connection,
valour, and general popularity of Sir Griffith com-
manded an influence in Powys-land, which, on the eve
of the impending struggle for supremacy between the

v Mont, Coll., vol. vi, pp. 92-96.
2 Of Berwick, Heaton, and Chillingham.
8 Mont. Coll., vol. vi, p. 78.
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rival houses of York and Lancaster, was of considerable
importance in the scale. Mourning his loss, Lewys
Glynn Cothi says—

“ Not a day passes, but I ail,
Bowed down with grief for Sir Gruffydd Vychan.
For the man that here was so honoured,
In memory of the valorous Knight.”

Speaking of Powys—

¢ Gone is her name, her Beloved,
Her head, her owner, her guide.

From herlce to Yori< it has béen a drea.ry auntumn
And sad spring for the Gwenwys.””?

David Lloyd of Mathavarn, alluding to his decapi-
tation, says—
““The head of Gruffud with the fine lurid spear of

lightning.

Vaughan, the active lion, him they killed.

The worthy knight, with the arm of an impetuous
thruster.

A head of priceless value,

A lovely head, like that of John,?

A fair head when presented—

The Chief Judge of broad Powysland,

A happy head—a head that was deceived ! ”

The rebellious act which brought such a man to the
block is not specified in the petition of Richard Grey.
We are left partly to the statement of the bard, “from
hence to York it has been a dreary autumn”, and partly
to the consideration of the current events of the period,
to conclude that he had been in correspondence with
certain local emissaries of the Duke of York. We
know that public discontent began to prevail about
this period. The loss of France, with the exception of

1 Alluding to Sir Griffith’s family and descent (ap Griffith ap
Teuan ap Madoc ap Gwenwys ap Griffith ap Beli ap Brochwel, etc.)
2 The Baptist ?
K 2
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Calais, the king’s weakness of intellect, the prejudicial
influences of his foreign wife, whom he had recently
(1445) married, the mal-administration of a clique of
Court favourites and adventurers, to whom the king
had committed the government of the realm, all com-
bined to favour the pretensions of the Duke of York,
whose administration of affairs, both in France and
Ireland, had gained him a reputation for wisdom,
moderation, and valour. Through his mother, Anne,
and her father, Roger Mortimer, who in 1385 had been
nominated heir-apparent by Parliament, he had certain
rights of succession to the throne; but what is more
relevant to our subject, he succeeded to her estates, and
could command the support of the chief families of
Shropshire, Herefordshire, and the Marches of Wales,
who then held dependencies of the heir of Mortimer.
Issuing from their princely possessions, the castles
and lordships of Wigmore, Montgomery, Kerry, and
Kedewen, armies of military tenants and retainers, had
ever been willing to support any cause a Mortimer
might elect to promote. Generally speaking, the
Welsh of the Marches were faithfully attached to the
house of Mortimer, and it is in accordance with the
popular feeling of his countrymen and the best interests
of his country that we should expect to find Sir Griffith
a Yorkist. In those times, any one burdened with
troublesome convictions, or serving interests opposed
to those of the party in power, was either deemed, or
could be easily proclaimed, a rebel. Nothing was then
known of the amenities of political life. There was no
interchange of courtesies between majorities and mino-
rities. An expression of what we euphemistically style
“advanced opinions” would be considered rank treason,
and, though called the age of chivalry, the only
strength of an argument then lay in the amount of
brute force with which you were prepared to maintain
it. :

Since, in the opinion of Richard Grey, Sir Griffith
was an ‘“open rebell”, what are we to say of the
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loyalty and consistency of Lord Powys himself. Richard
Grey, presumably like his father Henry Grey, was a
Lancastrian. As a Lancastrian we find him sueing for
the 500 marks—the price of blood—which the needy
Henry VI bad promised, but had hitherto failed to
pay. The proper date of his petition must be subse-
q\141ent to 1450, the year of his father’s death. In

59 what does histor y record ? Why that this same
loyal ‘“humble sujet and true liegeman” was an “open
rebell” in arms against his king on the field of Lud-
ford, and after the defeat and flight of the Duke of
York to Ireland, is found, in the company of prominent
Yorkist partisans, sueing for mercy; and the king,
more generous than his subject, mindful perhaps of the
more faithful services of his father, Henry Earl of
Tankerville, refused his consent to Richard Grey’s
attainder. On the fall of his sovereign he was con-
sidered too new a convert to Yorkist principles to be
trusted, and was, on the accession to power of the
Duke of York, deprived of his governorship of Mont-
gomery Castle.

The conflict of interests, the internecine feuds and
vicissitudes of families, arising from the Wars of the
Roses, is amply exemplified in the family connection of
Richard Grey and of Sir Griffith Vaughan. Hum-
phrey Duke of Gloucester, grandfather of Richard
Grey, and a companion' in arms of Sir Griffith, was
murdered in the same year, 1447, as the latter.
Richard Grey’s father-in-law, James Lord Audley, was
slain by the hand of Sir Roger Kynaston, the brother-
in-law of Richard Grey. Lucy, the neice of Sir Roger
Kynaston, married David Lloyd of Leighton, the
eldest son of Sir Griffith Vaughan, beheaded by Richard
Grey’s father, and this picture of family horrors must
need be complicated and overshadowed by a hypo-
critical petition for 500 marks on the plea of loyalty and
good faith.

The doctrine of a retributive justice would also seem
to trace its evidences and find its exposition in the
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events of which we are treating. 500 marks, it will
be remembered, was the original amount offered for
the apprehension of Lord Cobham, the Lollard, in
1414, the year after his escape from the Tower. This
failing to secure him, Archbishop Chicheley, and the
Church generally, being anxious for his capture, in-
duced King Henry V, in 1416, to increase the reward
to 1,000 marks and an annuity of £20. These sums
offered considerable inducements to an energetic
search, and an estimation of the social influence and
position of the assumed culprits. Taking the decrease
in the purchasing value of money in our day to be six-
teen times what it was in 1414 or 1447 ; 500, if they
were silver, marks would represent £2,000 of our cur-
rency ; if gold marks £10,000.

The discovery of this document affords an important
link in a chain of interesting local personal history of
which we have already the following occasional records
from 1406 to 1447 :—

In 1406 “Sir Griffith Vaughan ap Gwenwys, Knt.”,
appears on the roll of burgesses of Welshpool, found by
Lewys Dwnn on the Inspeximus Charters of Edward
de Charleton Dominus Powys, 29 June, 7 Henry IV.
Looking at the wording of certain clauses of that
charter we can almost acquit Sir Griffith of being
“out” with Owen Glendower ; for Sir Edward Char-
leton avers that the burgesses “in the time of the
rebellion of Owen ap Griffith (Glendower) were always
faithful to our sovercign lord the king and to us”. A
particular clause states—¢ That no Welshman ought
to be taken into the said liberty from this time except
those who are faithful to our lord the king and us, and
were always with us in the time of the rebellion afore-
said.” He perhaps committed no overt act of rebel-
lion, but it is certain that his heart must have been in
the cause espoused by his father, Griffith ap Ieuan of
Caus, and by his uncles, “ David Lloit ap Ieuan ap
Madoc de Southstrad-Margell” and ‘“Mer'd ap Ieuan
ap Madoc ap Gwenwys ; the former pardoned in 1408,
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the latter attainted in 1405 for participation in the
rebellion of Owen de Glendoudoy”.*

In 1415 the battle of Agincourt was fought.
“ Griffin Fordet” appears on a roll (in French) which
purports to be that of the retinue of the Duke of
Gloucester. Sir John Grey, afterwards created Earl
of Tankerville, father of Henry Grey, had a retinue of
thirty lances with him at the battle. Sir John Gr ey
and Sir Hugh Stafford, both known to have been at
Agincourt, are neither of them on the roll. Of the
“gix knights, one hundred and ninety-three esquires,
and six hundred horse archers” of the Duke of Glou-
cester’s retinue, only one hundred and forty names are
recorded ; so we have no means of ascertaining, as the
roll is mamf'estly incomplete, on whose particular re-
tinue Sir Griffith Vaughan served. Sir John Grey and
Sir Hugh Stafford were probably part of the Duke of
Gloucester’s retinue. The former was Lord of Powys,
the latter of the Barony of Caus, and Sir Grifhth
Vaughan was a military retainer of both baronies.

In 1417 he and his brother Ieuan captured Lord
Cobham, the Lollard, on their estate at Broniarth.
In 1419 they received certain privileges by charter of
Sir Edward de Charleton, Lord Powys, for the said
capture.

In 1420, in the month of March, Sir Griffith, his
brother Ieuan, and two of their armed retainers, par-
ties to the capture, wrote a letter to Sir Edward Char-
leton, Knight, Lord of Powys, stating that they had
“ben fully satisfied” as to the © guerdonn and rewarde”
offered by the king’s proclamation, and that the matter
had been ““compownyd with us and fynaly accorded”.?
A testing clause is appended to this letter of agree-
ment, stating that they had set their seals thereto “in
the hie and noble presence of our said sovereigne lord
(Henry V), and also of the hie-and mighty prince the
Duc of Gloucestre, brother unto oure soveraigne lord

1 Mont. Coll., vol. vi, p. 86 ; vol. iv, pp. 336-7.
% The letter is printed in Mont. Coll., vol. i, p. 295.
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byforesaid, and also of Umfray, Erle of Stafford, John
Lord Fornyvall,” and others, “ at Shrosbery the iiij day
of March, the yere of oure said soveraigne lord the
viijth.” A Latin endorsement states that the parties
to the letter of agreement appeared at Wattlesborough
Castle, vicesimo die Aprilis anno presenti, and acknow-
ledged and bound themselves by its contents in the
presence of John de Talbot Lord Furnyvall! and the
Abbot of St. Peter’s, Salop.

The date of the month (iiij) of March, in the 8th
year of Henry Vth, is manifestly an error of the tran-
scriber of the original letter.

The critical observation of Mr. Morris C. Jones de-
tected this discrepancy, and in his “ Feudal Barons of
Powys” led him to conclude that King Henry Vth
could not have been present at Shrewsbury when the
letter was said to have been sealed in his presence.
He argues, with apparent force, that “ the King tested
a charter on the 2nd March of that year (8th Henry V)
at Windsor, and on the 5th of the same month we find
him testing several documents at the Castrum Rotho-
magi (Rouen). The Royal movements”, he says, “must
have been rapid for the King to have been at Windsor
on the 2nd, at Shrewsbury on the 4th, and at the Cas-
trum Rothomagi on the 5th of the same month. It
was not possible. It is safer to conclude”, continues
Mr. Morris Jones, “that the letter was not sealed in
the actual presence of the Sovereign”.? :

The 8th regnal year of King Henry V commenced
on the 21st March 1420, and ended 20th March 1421,
so that Mr. Morris Jones’ dates refer to acts of the
Sovereign at Windsor and Rouen in 1421, and are,
therefore, no proof that he was not at Shrewsbury in
March 1420. The wording of the endorsement, “cogno-
verunt scriptam preedictam”, shows that the date of
the letter must be antecedent to the act of recognisance
recorded thereon ; and as the date of the endorsement

! First Earl of Shrewsbury. 2 Mowt. Coll., vol. i, p. 296.
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is 20th April 1420, the date of the letter must, to have
been in the 8th Henry V, have been on or subsequent
to the 21st day in the previous month of March 1420.
The discrepancy is better overcome by assuming that
the transcriber wrote iiij for xxij, than, in the face of
the explicit declaration 1n the letter, to conclude that it
was not possible that it could have been sealed in the
actual presence of the king.

After the 20th April 1420, no incident of Sir
Griffith’s eventful life occurs to us until that of its
disastrous close in 1447. He, like Sir John Grey,
was a soldier by profession. They had been com-
panions in arms at Agincourt, and doubtless through-
out the French wars; and he is not likely to have
led an inactive and uneventful life at home, when
ample facilities presented themselves for military
adventure abroad. Sir John Grey, having died dur-
ing the life-time of his father-in-law, Sir Edward de
Cherleton, never attained the dignity of Lord Powys;
but doubtless commanded all the feudal interests and
military services of the Barony. Of the latter was
the Commot of South Strata Marcella, held in fee by
Sir Griftith Vaughan and his family, who, both by
tenure and inclination would be found in the following
of Sir John Grey. In 1417 the latter was retained
by indenture to serve king Henry V in the wars of
France with forty men at arms, and for his valiant
services he had a grant of the Castle and Lordship of
Tilye, in Normandy; and in the following year that of
the Earldom of Tankerville, the Governorship of
Harfleur, and of the Castle of Gournay, in Normandy.
On the 3rd April 1421, one year after the above
incident of the letter, the Earl of Tankerville fell on
the field of Beaugé. With him were slain the Duke
of Clarence, brother of Henry V, the Earl of Kent,
and others. The FEarl's body is said to have been
recovered from the field, brought home, and buried in
the chancel of Welshpool Church. Who could have

been a more likely and suitable custodian of the honoured
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and venerated remains, than his companion of the battle
field, the chief feudal retainer of the Lordship of
Powys ?

The bard, in his elegy recording the incidents of the
Earl’s burial, might seem to echo Sir Griffith’s plaintive
sympathy, when he says :—

« Alas the time when on his grave I stood,
And on my honoured chief I placed my foot.”

The poet’s doleful strain is appropriately prophetic of
his end.

“ Woe to the cheerless country! to watch over the oak
Whose top the wind has broken off.”

And the very wail of Joan Charlton, the youthful’
widow of the Earl—

¢ The Countess of the land of Gwent, with the varied coloured
mansions, '

So feeble was she that once she swooned,

Uttered a scream with voice so loud,

That it echoed through the chancel of Trallwng”?

might describe, as the mutilated remains of Sir Griffith
also lay “in S. Mary’s Chancel”,® the horror and pros-
tration of his bereaved ones.

W. V. L

1 She was twenty at the time the Earl was killed.
2 Mont. Coll., vol. i, p. 332. 8 Ibid., vol. vi, p. 95.
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ARCHAIC WORDS, PHRASES, ETC., OF MONT-
GOMERYSHIRE.

By tae REV. ELIAS OWEN, M.A.

(Continued from Vol. xii, p. 324.)

From the names of places in the border land between
England and Wales it will be seen that Welsh was
spoken in places where at present it is not heard;
and from places’ names, however strangely disfigured
by the tongue of the foreigner, we learn how tena-
cious of life is the name of a place. What is going
on, and has gone on in Wales, has likewise occurred in
other parts of England, and many an English town,
river, and brook, mountain and dale, owes its name to
the Celt, who, in ages long gone by, inhabited the
whole country and freely roamed over the downs in
the south of England and along the valleys of Derby-
shire, and other parts of the kingdom, and gave names
to the places therein that have come down to our days.
These names, though, can in the lapse of time be
hardly recognised in their modern garb even by a
Welsh-speaking Welshman. It requires an ingenlous
aptitude for such a work ere the present name of an
English place can be referred to its undoubtedly Celtic
original appellation. The writer does not lay claim
to such a gift, but in his various journeys, the some-
what disguised names of places, evidently at one time
Welsh, strike his ear, and he has thought that it
would be well to record a few, if only a few, of
these names, merely to indicate what may be done
by local word-worms who have the curiosity and time
for collecting a list of place names undoubtedly derived
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from the Welsh in former years. Such an undertaking
would be interesting and useful, and there is ample
scope for it in many parts of England, and particularly
in the English counties adjoining Wales, as well as in
the English-speaking parts of Wales.

The other day I was in the parish of Buttington,
near Welshpool, and I had several instances of the
corruption of the names of places from an intelligent
lad who accompanied me in my walk. Pointing to a
conical summit of a branch of the Breidden Hill, I
asked him what it was called. He said, “That point
there is called Pennyrozin.”

Pennyrozin. This word I took down just as the boy
pronounced it. The first part was clear—the pen—
but what could the 70zin mean ? This was the crux,
but wupon looking round the difficulty vanished.
Stretching before me right up to the Long Mynd
Mountains was a valley, which, before its cultivation,
was a regular 7hos, or moist meadow land. On the
other side, again, was the Severn ; and ere the land at
the foot of the mountain was drained, that, too, must
have been a rhos; hence, the plural of rhos, rhosydd.
The Penny is made to do duty for Pen y (the top of),
and the name undoubtedly at one time was Pen-y-
rhosydd, which in the course of years has been
corrupted into Pennyrozin.

A summit not far from Penyrhosydd was called by
the boy Molly golfa. Here, again, a similar change to
that which Penyrhosydd underwent was evident. The
Molly of to-day was the Moel y of former days. Moel
means a conical hill void of wood. The latter part of
the name, viz., golfa, is not clear. There are those
who derive it from collf, a place of execution ; others,
again, think it comes from gwylfa, a watching-place.
The ¢ is certainly often dropped when an initial in
Welsh words in Montgomeryshire, but other changes
would be required to convert wylfa to collfa, and such
changes as do not occur. Perhaps the root of the word
is to be looked for in coll, hazel wood ; thus, Moel-y-
gollfa would mean the hazel wood hill.
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ié j\comes from Maes, an open space, plain, or field, and

§ » tref, a homestead. 1)

ey § X Kossett, a parish adjoining Cheshire, is evidently a

4 oy corruption of rhosydd, marshy land.

- Gresford derives its name from Croes, a cross, and
fford, a road. A few hundred yards from the village is
still to be seen the pedestal or base of a wayside cross.

Cytte, a place in Whittington parish, comes from
coed, wood, and ty, a house.

Such changes as those now referred to are common ;
but there is another peculiarity observable in various
parts of Wales, but more particularly so on the border
land, that is the translating of the names of places
from Welsh into English, both names being current
at the same time. Thus in the valley of Trefeglwys
there is a house known as T'ycoch, and it is always so
called by the Welsh-speaking population of those parts,
while the English-speaking people call it Redhouse.
Thus, too, we have Whitehouse for Tygwyn. In the
neighbourhood of Denbigh stands the mother church of
that parish. It is also one of those places that have
the peculiarity alluded to. It is known to the Welsh-
man as Fglwyswen, and to the Englishman, White-
church.

Whitechurch, the terminus of the Cambrian railway
line, was once Eglwyswen.

Bettisfield, a station between Oswestry and White-
church, and which is also an ecclesiastical district,
seems to be an attempt at a translation of the word
Caerbettws. The cae, field, is translated, and the
bettws is judiciously left alone, and this gives us the
mongrel word Bettisfield.

I bave no doubt that the key to the meaning of
many names of places will be got by bearing in mind
that partial or literal translations of Welsh names
often took place.
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There is another peculiarity in reference to the
names of places which shall be referred to, viz., the
addition of a word in English, to make the meaning
of the term intelligible to English-speaking people.
Thus, not far from Llanymynech is a bridge now com-
monly called ““ Pont Meredith Bridge”. Pont is the
Welsh for bridge. This the English population either
is ignorant of, or it has Anglicised the term, to make it
a descriptive term to them. In the same manner yr 0gof,
the cave on the Llanymynech Hill, has been converted
into “the ogo hole”. In the uplands of Radnorshire,
between Buillt and Knighton, 1s a lake, locally called
Lynbucklyn Pool, llyn meaning pool, or lake. This
combination of synonymous words 1s not uncommon.

Passing on from the names of places to words used
in ordinary conversation, it is in this case also observ-
able that there is an interchange of words between the
Welsh and English. Some of these I have already
mentioned in the course of these papers, such as
pendre, for the sickness to which sheep are subject,
and which affects their heads, and causes them to
turn round and round; glasder for glasdwr, etc.
Words like these are common. In this manner do
concurrent languages affect each other. '

In this paper I will put down, without alphabetical
order, Welsh words, or words used by Welsh-speaking
people in Montgomeryshire, that are either not used,
or are not commonly used, in other parts of the princi-
pality.

Shettin, a hedge. In other parts of Wales a hedge
is a gwrych. In Carnarvonshire, where -stones are
plentiful and trees scarce, the hedge becomes clawdd,
a mound ; but the divisions between field and field
there are stone-built walls. Shettin has an English
sound about it, and probably it is derived from shut in,
to enclose.

Wttra, a lane; sometimes the w aspirated as hwttra.
In Carnarvonshire a wttra is a 1on ; in Denbighshire, a
rhewl.
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Cog, a lump. A short, lusty fellow is called a cog—
“Mae o yn glamp o gog lusti”. The cog may be ap-
plied to thick-set, short men, but it is usually applied
to children, as “ Pan oeddwn 1 yn gog bach”—* When
I was a little cog”. “Cymmerwch gog o gaws’—
““Take a cog, or lump, of cheese”.

Anferth, which Dr. Owen Pugh gives as “ without
beauty, monstrous”, is a word of wide application in
Montgomeryshire. It answers somewhat to the word
ofnadwy, terrible, frightful. It is one of those words
intended to intensify an expression. ‘“Yn sal anferth”
—“very ill indeed”, or “extremely ill”. “Y mae yn
rhewi yn anferth”— It freezes very hard, or tremen-
dously”.

Manwes. An open sow that has not had pigs.

Mwlwg mawn, the peat-ash, or remains of peat after
they areburnt. In some parts thisis called munwsmawn.

Caenen, a heavy fall of snow. This word is com-
monly used in Carno parish. In Cardiganshire the
word used for the same thing is Haen.

Talch, coarse meal.

Stican, a spoon. In Carnarvonshire, and other parts
of Wales, the usual word for a spoon is llwy. There
is, however, a piece of wood used to stir the porridge
called a stican in Carnarvonshire.

Grwn, a seed bed, called in parts of Wales Gwely.
Thus, in Llanfair Caereinion they would say, “ Dyma
grwn o foron anferth o fawr”—* This is a very large
bed of carrots”. In Anglesey the same information
would be conveyed thus—*“Dima wely o garattch
mawr ofnadwy.”

Moron, carrots. In some places called moron cochion,
or red carrots, to distinguish them from parsnips,
called moron gwynion, or white carrots. The usual
name for this vegetable is a corruption of carrots, as
given above.

Ifebrys, gooseberries. In Carnarvonshire the word
used is a corruption of the English word, as coesberrins.
Similar corruptions are used in other parts. In Llan-
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fyllin, T have heard gooseberries called Eirin-Mair,
Mary’s plums.

Gomedd, to refuse. The common word is gwrthod,
or nachu, but gomedd is the word used in Llanfair,
Montgomeryshire, and the parts there about. Thus,
there a person would say, “Yr oedd o yn gomedd dod
getha 1”, which in Flintshire would take the form—
“Yr oedd o yn naca dod gyda mi"—*“ He refused to
come with me.”

Dannod, to upbraid, is a word that, while it is good
Welsh, 1is, nevertheless, a local word. The usual
word in other parts of North Wales is edliw, to up-
braid, or reproach.

Ffwrn, an oven. The use of this word strikes a
person from Carnarvonshire as singular, where an oven
18 a pobty, or baking-house.

Fﬁm na, to bake, or, in Flintshire, “I rhoi yn y
pobty”’—is to put into the bakehouse.

Cligeth, a funeral. This is a word common to Sou’rh
Wales, as well as Montgomeryshire. It is an abbre-
viation of Claddedigaeth. In Anglesey and Carnar-
voushire, a funeral is a cynhebrwng. In Montgomery-
shire hebrwng is the word used when a person goes
“to send a person on his way”.

Gythge, necks. Gythge seems to be a corruption of
the word gyddfau, plural of gwddf, neck.

Gwddwg, neck. A word heard in Llanfair, Mont-
gomeryshire “Y mae llawer a dolur gythge y mis
yma”—* Many suffer from sore throats this month.”

Enfedd, ripe. The usual word is addfed.

Modyd, for teimlo, to feel.

Moyn, to go for a thing, or to fetch a thmg The
usual words in other parts of Wales are “Yn hol”.
The common use of the word moyn in Montgomery-
shire would strike a Carnarvonshire person as very
strange.

Da, cattle. This is a good Welsh word, but as
applied to cattle it is not often heard out of the
county; at least, I have not heard it. The usual
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word for cattle is gwartheg, or amifeiliard. In Den-
bighshire, cattle becomes cattal. Thus, in a booklet,
by Robert Davies, Nantglyn, published in 1803, p. 27,
is the line—

“ Ac ar ei gattal gyrn.”

Nant, a brook. In most counties in North Wales a
nant is a dingle, or narrow valley, and not a brook.
Thus sings the bard of Nantglyn of his native valley,
Nantglyn—

“ Nantglyn drwy’r flwyddyn yn flith—nant gyrchog,
Nant gorchwyl y fendith,

Nant winwydd, nant o wenith,
Nant is law, hwyl glaw, haul, gwlith.”

Clwyd, a hen-roost.

Clwyd, a sort of a gate, which is not secured to its
posts by hinges, but by a straw, or other kind of, rope.
The word is in Dr. Owen Pugh’s Dictionary, and is
defined by him as a hurdle and wattled gate. It is a
local term, and it is interesting to find it current in
Montgomeryshire. It is common in Trefeglwys parish.

Plancio, to protest, or affirm a thing, as “ Yr oedd
yn plancio na wyddai ddim am y peth.”—He pro-
tested that he knew nothing of the matter. This
word is heard in Llangadfan parish.

Burr, a whetstone. It is called calenhogi in Flint-
shire. In some parts it is called maen hogi, and in
other parts of Wales it goes by other names. Burr is
heard in Llangyniew parish, Montgomeryshire.

Penty, a cottage standing alone, a detached house
without land belonging thereto, a farm-servant’s house
built by itself, a hovel. The word is in Dr. Owen
Pugh’s Dictionary, but there it is defined as “a build-
ing added to the main house; penthouse, a shed ; also,
the head house”. It is used in quite a different sense
to this in Montgomeryshire, for instead of being “the
head house”, it is a mean building, standing by itself,
without any pretension to distinction of any kind.

Blaid, cowhouse. The general term for cowhouse in

VOL. XIV. ' L
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Welsh is Beudy. “ Dew’ch a getho ii'r blaid”—“Come
with me to the cowhouse”—is heard in Llangyniew for
“ Deuwch gyda mi i'r beudy” in more northern parts of
Wales. In Flintshire a cowhouse is called a cor.

Wap, soon, immediately. The sense in which the
word is used may be seen from the following example :

“Ni a fyddwm wedi darfod wap”— We shall finish in
the twinkling of an eye”. Wap is a slang term. In
some parts of Wales the equivalent is wap is toc,
which means instantaneous; thus, “Fyddwn wedi
darfod toc.”

Dyl means the same as toc, or wap.

Allusion has already been made in a former paper to
the dropping of ¢h, when an initial letter, in the neigh-
bourhood of Llanidloes. It appears, though, that this
peculiarity extends to other parts of the county. Thus
I am informed by my friend, the Rev. G. Edwards,
M.A., that it is common in Llangadfan, of which parish
the reverend gentleman is rector. My friend Mr. Grif-
fiths, schoolmaster, Llangyniew, tells me that such also
is the case in that parish. In Llanwnog and Llanidloes
I have myself noticed repeatedly this provincialism.
There is, however, a difference, which I think I have
observed, in the pronunciation of such words as begin
with ¢k in the eastern and western parts of the county ;
thus, in the western parts, where Welsh only is the
language of the people, the w is preceded by the aspi-
rate—thus, chwech becomes hwech ; whilst in the east-
ern parts of the county there is a tendency to drop the
aspirate altogether, and the chwech becomes wech; this,
however, will require further corroboration. The pe-
culiarity of dropping the ch leads to the abbreviation of
words ; thus, chwyad becomes hwyd, and chwyaden
hwyden. In such words as these, where the initial is
aspirated, it is difficult to state with certainty whether
the A precedes or follows after the w. In the English
word, when, and such like, the aspirate appears after
the w, but it is a question whether in sound it does not

precede it.
(To be continued. )
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(Continued from Vol. xiii, p. 382.)

Lewis AB MAReDpYDD ab Ieuan Vychan of Llanwrin,
a generous, wealthy, and influential person, a warrior,
and an esquire of the body-guard to Henry VI, to
whom Lewys Glyn Cothi has addressed a spirited
Ode. (Works, p. 452.) He was a nephew of Sir
Richard Gethin, a brave and warlike knight, who fell
at one of the sieges of Rouen, in Normandy.

Lewis AB JouN AB JENKIN, Vicar of Darowen, was
one of the bards who attended the great Eisteddfod at
Caerwys in 1567.—(A4rch. Camb., 1st series, iv, p. 146.)

Lewis Powys, was another bard who attended the
same Eisteddfod.-—(1b:d.)

Lroyp, HumpeREY, of Leighton, was the first Sheriff
of Montgomeryshire. He served that office for the
year ending Michaelmas 1541. He was a grandson of
Sir Griffith Vaughan of Guilsfield, Knight Banneret
(who was knighted, as is alleged, on the field at Agin-
court, and who in 1447 was decapitated by Henry
Grey, Lord of Powys) and a descendant of Brochwel
Ysgythrog. Prior to the dissolution of the Abbey of
Strata Marcella, he held (in 1523) the appointment of
steward or judge of the Abbey Court, and subsequently
that of receiver of the Abbey lands. He was also
Ringild, or Crown receiver of rents of assize, of the
Crown demesnes of Tregynon, Llanllwchaiarn, Kerry,
Egville and Teirtref; and in 1553 was high constable
or steward of the barony of Caus. His name appears

L2
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on the roll of magistrates as late as the 2nd Eliz
(1560). He was the ancestor of the Lloyds of Leighton,
Talgarth, Forden, and other Montgomeryshire families.

(Mont Coll., ii, pp. 139, 211.)

Lroyp, LUDOVICK or LODWICK, fifth son of Oliver
Lloyd of Marrington, was sergeant-at-arms to Queen
Elizabeth. and a distinguished herald. Anthony Wood
mentions Lodowyke Lloyd as one of the contributors
to Richard Edwards’ Paradise of Dainty Devises (Lon-
don, 1578, qu.). In 1590 was also published “The
Consent of Time, disciphering the errours of the
Grecians 1n their Olympiads, the uncertain computa-
tions of the Romanes in their Penteterydes and build-
inge of Rome, of the Persians in their accompt of
Cyrus, and of the vanities of the Gentiles in fables of
antiquities disagreeing with the Hebrews, and with
the sacred histories in consent of time. Wherein is
alsoe set down the beginninge, continuance, succession,
and overthrowe of kinges, kingdoms, states, and govern-
ments, by Lodowick Lloid, Esquire.” An illustrated
coloured Geography was also published by the same
author. The three above named were probably one
and the same person.—(Wood’s Athenae Oxon., 1, 152;
Mont. Coll., vi, 112 ; Byegones, Oct. 8, Nov. 15, Dec. 17,
1873.) 29 Eliz., May 31.—By letters patent of this date
““of her Maiesties speciall grace certain knowledge and
meere motion did graunt and to fearme sett (for 40
years) unto Ludovick Lloyd, esquier, then one of her
Maiesties seriant-at-Armes, amon<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>