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PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION.

e

THE first edition of this work met with more favour from
the public than I could have ventured to anticipate; the
entire impression having been exhausted within a few
months.

I considered it desirable to allow some time to elapse
before the issue of a second edition ; to afford opportunity
for the correction of errors, and the incorporation of any
additional information which might present itself. The
errors pointed out are, I am happy to say, extremely
few, and almost entirely of a very trivial character. In
the somewhat extensive correspondence to which the publi-
cation has led, a few interesting facts have been brought to
light which have been introduced into this edition. The
principal source has been a series of MSS. in the posses-
sion of the Corporation, which had been overlooked and
almost forgotten. This collection, which occupies thirty
volumes, has a curious history. It was commenced about
1791 by Mr. John Holt of Walton, who intended to write
a history of Liverpool, and issued a prospectus with that
object. Very little, however, was written, and the project
proved abortive. At his decease, in 1808, the MSS. were
bequeathed to Matthew Gregson the antiquary, upon cer-
tain conditions, with a view to ultimate publication. At
Mr. Gregson’s decease the collection was purchased by
the Corporation. To this has been added a further series
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of MS. illustrations made by Mr. Charles Okill, quondam
clerk of committees to the Council. The quantity of new
matter is not large, but considerable light is thrown on the
condition of the town during the eighteenth century, of
which I have availed myself in the following pages.

The changes in the topography of Liverpool are so
rapid and extensive, that even the short interval since the
first edition of this work was issued has required much of
the descriptive portion to be rewritten. What further
changes may supervene time alone can show. That they
will be in the direction of improvement can hardly be
doubted. I have endeavoured to exhibit a faithful picture
of our past local history and present outward condition,
and must leave to a future historian the task of continuing
the record of what I trust will be a long period of
prosperity.

J.A. P

SANDYENOWE, WAVERTREE,
August 1875.









MEMORIALS OF LIVERPOOL.
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CHAPTER I

FROM THE EARLIEST PERIOD TO THE END OF THE
SIXTEENTH CENTURY.

TrE TowN of LIVERPOOL is generally regarded by strangers as
something akin to the parvenu who never had a grandfather :

Genus et proavos et que non fecxmus ipsi
Vix ea nostra voco.

Whatever our claims to respect may be, they are usually identi-
fied with the modern and recent. The expansion of our
commerce, and the spirit of modern improvement, have done
much to obliterate our ancient landmarks, and, almost with the
facility of Aladdin’s genii of the lamp, have substituted palaces
for hovels, stone for brick, and spacious thoroughfares for narrow
tortuous lanes, Like honest Dogberry, we have got—meta-
phorically speaking—two new coats, and everything handsome
about us.

Notwithstanding all this, Liverpool is not quite reduced to

CHAP.
i

N
Pre-historic.

the condition of the undemonstrative knife-grinder. We have Incidents.

a story to tell ; a story of small beginnings and great results ;
of early feebleness, long stagnation approaching to decay ; with
a reaction to progress almost unparalleled. Nor are we quite
destitute of the clements of mediseval romance. We have had
a feudal castle, with its donjon, moat, and subterranean
passages. 'We have possessed an embattled tower, one or more
ancient manor-houses, and chantry chapels in our church, We
have been protected by walls and gates, and have stood the

brunt of three sieges. Our charter of incorporation is one of Charters.

the oldest in the kingdom, and we have returned members to
, VoL 1. B
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Parliament, with some intervals, from the time when the first
Royal Writ of Summons gave a “local habitation and a name ”
to the Commons of England.

‘We have only to scratch beneath the surface anywhere to
find relics of the foundations of past ages, and we have only to
perambulate our streets with an observant eye and a little
research, to call up memories of bygone days, not perhaps of
the mediseval period, but interesting, as illustrating the growth
and progress of the town, and the manners and customs of the
olden time.

The part of the country in which Liverpool is situated was
not very distinguished in the earliest periods of our history.
The south-western district of Lancashire, comprising the hundred
of West Derby, was exceedingly slow in development, remaining
in a state of rusticity and barbarism long after the southern
and eastern counties had become flourishing seats of wealth and
commerce. The natural surface of the land had much to do
with this. Composed almost entirely of members of the great
triassic formation, the undulating sandstone ridges were gene-
rally barren heaths, the depressions occupied by peat mosses,
and the intermediate portions where land of moderate quality
existed, were covered with wild forests.

The estuary of the river Mersey is of course the great
feature of Liverpool. Its course is here nearly due north and
south. Into these tidal waters a small stream, fed by a peat
moss on the elevated land to the eastward, ran in an oblique
line from north-east to south-west, forming at its mouth an
open pool or sea-lake, of which many similar existed on both
sides of the river. The triangular piece of land thus separated
rose near its extremity to an elevation of about fifty feet above
the river, where the sandstone protruded through the boulder
clay which covered the lower levels.

No relics of primeval man have been discovered within the
precincts of the borough, but in the immediate neighbourhood
there are indications of settlements of a very high antiquity.
About three and a half miles from Liverpool Exchange, at the
meeting point of three townships, stand five unhewn upright
stones, the remains of a circle, called from time immemorial the
“ Calder Stones.”! These stones are noteworthy, not only as a

1 Qaldar signifies in Anglo-Saxon a wizard, an enchanter, a term not

unlikely to have been applied by the rude Saxon immigrants to a structure
of whose mysterious import they were ignorant.
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specimen of the stone circles to be seen in many other parts of CEAP.
the kmgdom but as offering remarkable examples of the cup \-Y._,
and ring carvings occasionally to be met with, presenting almost

every known and recognised type of these cuttings. Professor

Sir James Y. Simpson, of Edinburgh, who has written a very
interesting memoir on the subject,! ascribes these remains to

the early stone period, before the introduction of metallic tools,

and asserts that the chisellings and carvings can be all easily
imitated even on granite rocks, by flint weapons and a mallet.

He maintains that this and similar structures, with the relics

found in connection with them, *point to a race different from,

and seemingly anterior to the appearance of the Celtic race in

our islands.”

If this view (a view held by some of our first archaeologists) Aboriginal
ultimately prove to be correct, then we have in the Calder nhabitents.
stones, within hail, as it were, of the busy mart and great
modern city of Liverpool, a stone structure erected and carved
by a Turanian race, who dwelt in this same locality, and lived -
and died in this same home, many long centuries before Roman
or Saxon, Dane or Norman, set his invading foot upon the
shores of Britain ; and possibly anterior to that far more distant
date, when in their migrations westward the Cymry and Gael
first reached this remote *Isle of the Sea.”

In July 1867, in sinking the foundations for some villas at Ancient

Olive Mount, Wavertree about & mile from the site of the cemetery:
Calder stones, the workmen came upon the site of an ancient
cemetery, in which were found a number of earthenware urns,
containing ashes and burnt bones. The pottery was of an ex-
tremely rude and archaic type, the paste coarse and thick,
abounding in pounded stone; the only ornamentation the
impression of a thong or cord whilst the paste was moist.
The only implements found were a few flint arrow and spear
heads. Most of the urns were destroyed by the workmen in
digging. Two have been preserved with their contents, and
are deposited in the Liverpool Public Museum. There can be
little doubt that these relics belong to the same pre-historic
age as the Calder stones.

Another relic of antiquity, of a somewhat later period,
formerly existed on Childwall Common previous to its enclosure.
This was a stone cist or coffin, formed with a flat slab below,

1 Historic Society’s Transactions, vol. xvii. (1864-5), p. 257.
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and four upright ones on edge. The cover and -contents had
disappeared. This probably belonged to the Celtic age.

Under the Cymric or British occupation, the site of Liver-
pool was on the southern margin of the territory of the Bri-
gantes ; the opposite shore of Cheshire being the northern
boundary of the Cornavii. The reminiscences of the ancient
Britons are extremely scanty in this part, consisting principally
of references in the names of places to natural features, such as
the river Douglas (black and blue), Tew (muddy) brook, ete.

Under the Roman dominion this part of Lancashire was
included in the province of “Maxima Casariensis,” but it
appears to have been entirely neglected by the great conquerors.
The nearest Roman road crossed the Mersey at Warrington,
west of which I am not aware that any authentic Roman
remains have been found.! The strangest fact connected with
the Roman occupation is that the estuary of the Mersey appears
to have been entirely unknown at that period. It is not men-
tioned either in the Gieography of Ptolemy (the second century),
nor in the Itinerary of Antonine (probably the third century),
though the Dee, the Wyre, and the Ribble, are all noticed.
Had the noble estuary of the Mersey then existed in anything
like its present volume, it would have been impossible to have
overlooked it, and in the highest degree improbable that it
should not have been utilised.

“In the time of the Romans, the Ribble seems to have
been the chief port of this district, and Ribchester (Rigodunum)
is said to have been a city as great as any out of Rome; the
port was Poulton, below Preston, at the Neb of the Naze, so
vastly inferior at the present time to various situations on the
Mersey and the Dee, that it is impossible not to admit that
some extraordinary change has taken place in their physical
condition since that period. Tradition says that the port of
the Ribble was destroyed by an earthquake, and also that there
were tremendous inundations in Cheshire and Lancashire about
the termination of the Roman dominion in Britain. Various
phenomena we have seen point to some such catastrophe.” 2

1 It is stated that in 1866 a sestertius of Antoninus Pius (a.D. 138-
161) was found in Parliament Fields, and in the same year two Roman
coins were found at Formby village, one a silver denarius of late consular
date, the other a brass of the Emperor Constantine.

2 Report of Messrs. Telford, Stevenson, and Nimmo, on the Rivers
Dee and Mersey, in May 1828.
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This opinion is strongly confirmed by the frequent occur-
rence of submarine forests on the shores, and of peat mosses
extending under the sands below the level of the sea. It seems
probable that the broad sheet of water from the Sloyne up to
Runcorn was originally a fresh-water lake, the overflow of which
found its way to the sea, by a comparatively small outlet
through low marshy lands, and that either by the subsidence of

CHIAP.
g
River
Mersey.

the coast line, or from some other natural cause, the sea broke -

in and formed the present narrow portion of the estuary, If
this were so, as there would be no harbour, the insignificant
stream might well be overlooked by the Roman geographers.

In the absence of all historical evidence it would be an
impossible attempt to fix the exact period at which this incur-
sion of the sea, fraught with such important consequences, oc-
curred. It may, however, be inferred approximately. It could
not have taken place hefore A.p. 400, or we should most pro-
bably have had a notice of it in some Latin author; and it
must have been an accomplished fact before the incursions of
the Danes in the ninth century, as they sailed up the estuary
and settled at various points on the coast.

The Anglo-Saxons obtained possession of thé district in the
latter half of the sixth century, and founded the petty kingdom ~*
of Deira—so called in all probability from the wild state of the
country, abounding in game—which included all the lands
north of the Mersey and Humber as far as the Tees. In A.D.
617, Deira and Bernicia were united under Edwin, forming the
kingdom of Northumbria, We still retain in Liverpool some
reminiscences of this period of our history, before the conver-
sion of our Anglo-Saxon forefathers to Christianity. Two
eminences on the east side of the town are called respectively
Low Hill and Brown-Low Hill. Low is a corruption of A.-S.
hldw, a tumulus or grave-mound, which in the times of Saxon
heathendomn it was customary to throw up over the remains of
distinguished persons. As these tumuli were usually erected
on eminences, the hill and the mound became associated to-
gether under the same name, of which we find numerous
instances in all parts of the country. The grave-mounds in the
present case have disappeared ages ago, but there can be little
doubt that in the names Low Hill and Brownlow Hill, we pre-
serve the faint memory of the inferment of chief men of our
own race, more than twelve hundred years since.

In the ninth century, the Danes, after ravaging the country,

Anglo

Low Hill.
Brownlow
Hill,

Danish
names. -
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began to establish themselves along the coast. Hasting, the
Viking or pirate, sailed up the Dee, and took the city of
Chester, A.D. 894. ‘

The nomenclature of the district round Liverpool exhibits a
curious mixture of Anglo-Saxon and Danish ; Toxteth, Walton,
Everton, Bootle, belonging to the former, and Kirkdale, West
Derby, Crosby, Roby, to the latter. The Danish names are

“limited to the curved line of coast between Birkdale (Southport)

and Widnes, and the chord line connecting the two extremities.

That the Danish settlement near Liverpool was of some
importance may be inferred from the existence of the ¢ Thing-
Wald,” or hill of counsel—the forum and place of justice,
which remains to this day under the same name, * Thingwall,”
about four miles from Liverpool.l

The kingdom of Northumbria was converted to Christianity
about A.D. 627, and it is only reasonable to infer that soon
after this date churches began to be erected, and some kind of
ecclesiastical jurisdiction established, but the present divisions
of the parishes and townships are of much later origin. They
date from a period subsequent to the Danish invasion, and are
probably referable to the reign of Alfred the Great (849-901).
The sparseness of the population and its rude state in contrast
with the southern and eastern parts of the island may be
illustrated by a single example. The counties of Lancaster
and Norfolk contain nearly equal areas. In the original division
of the counties into hundreds and parishes, it is natural to
suppose that the amount of population formed an important,
if not the sole elemert. Norfolk is divided into thirty-three
hundreds and 740 parishes. Lancashire, with the same extent
of territory, has only six hundreds and sixty-six parishes. We
may thus fairly infer that at the time of their formation, say
the end of the ninth century, Norfolk was ten times as populous
as Lancashire.

The earliest mention of the river Mersey is in a deed of the
reign of Ethelred, A.p. 1004. The origin of the name it is
not easy to determine, but it seems only reasonable to conjecture

! One of the largest discoveries of ancient coins ever made was at
Cuerdley, near Widnes, at the eastern extremity of the Danish settlements
in Lancashire. About 7000 pieces in all were found, 3000 of which were
Danish ; the remainder Cufic, Italian, Byzantine, Gaulish, and Anglo-Saxon.
Another deposit was disinterred near Crosby, containing Danish coins of a
later date down to the reign of Canute.
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that it has some connection with the name of the kingdom of CHAP.
Mercia (A.-S. Myrcnaric) of which it formed the northern i
boundary.

So matters remained until the period of the Norman Con-
quest. We have glimpses during the Saxon times of good
King Oswald residing at his pleasant retreat at Winwick, and King
being there defeated and slain in battle by the heathen Penda e
King of Mercia, in A.D. 642, the locality being called * Macker.
field,” the field of slaughter, to this day. We find, subsequently,
that Edward the Confessor had a manor and an aerie of hawks
at West Derby. All this time we have no mention of Liverpool.

When the Domesday survey was made in 1086, we find a Domesday
record of the manor of Esmedune, occupying at least a portion ¥
of the site of modern Liverpool. Of this I shall have to speak

more fully by and by.

The land on which Liverpool stands was part of the fief
(inter Ripam et Mersham) granted by the Conqueror to Roger Roger de
de Poitou, one of the great family of Montgomery. After Foira
losing it once during the reign of the granter, he regained and
held it during the life of William Rufus, but was ﬁnally ejected
by Henry I. after the great battle on the Severn. The fief
was then conferred on Stephen de Blois, afterwards King
Stephen, and on his fall it passed to his successor Henry II.

It was possessed for about twelve years by William de Blois,
brother of Stephen, and on his decease again reverted to the
Crown.

Attempts have been made to show that charters were
granted to Liverpool before the end of the twelfth century.
Enfield mentions one by Henry I. in 1129, and there is a Henry L
dubious entry.in the corporation records under the date of
1581, alluding to two supposed charters of Henry I., which
are not given or quoted. Another charter is given in full by
Troughton in his history, ascribed to Henry II., A.D. 1173. Henry IL
This is also quoted by Mr. E. Baines in his History of Lanca-
shire,! on the authority of a copy which he says ““is preserved
in the handwriting of the late Rev. Dr. Adam Clarke.” Not
the slightest proof is attempted of the authenticity of these
documents, which may safely be pronounced clumsy forgeries.?

1 Vol. iv. p. 57.

2 The spurious charter of Henry IL., given by Troughton, is said to
have been fabricated by a Mr. James Wllhamson, for the purpose of
selling it to the Corporation, who were anxious to show that Liverpool
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There can be no question that King John was the real
founder of the borough and port of leerpool He is not
usually considered a model prince ; nor is it customary to pour
out libations to his “pious, glormus and immortal memory,”
yet I confess to feeling, something like Burns in his ¢ Address
to the De'il,” rather a sneaking sort of regard for him. The
“ancient and loyal” borough of Liverpool acknowledges him
as her municipal founder, and perhaps on that account he is as
well worthy of notice as many of the  founders” whose memory
Oxford delights annually to celebrate. It must be admitted
that in his selection of the site for the castle and the port he
showed the eye of a strategist and the foresight of a statesman.

The circumstances which led to this event were the follow-
ing :—After the expedition of Strongbow, Earl of Pembroke, in
1170, and the partial conquest of Ireland, the communication
between the two countries became an object of great importance,
and the attention of the ruling powers was directed to the pro-
vision of suitable ports of arrival and departure. The south-
west of England was well supplied by Bristol and Milford
Haven, but the north-western district was by no means so well
provided for. The Ribble had lost its ancient prestige, and
the ¢ Portus Setantiorum ” of the Romans was silted up and
abandoned. The river Dee at Chester, {which during the
Roman and Saxon periods had been the great port of the
district, had become in consequence of the shallowing of its
channel almost useless for the embarkation of troops. At
Shotwick, about eight miles lower down the Dee, on the
Cheshire shore, a quay was constructed and a castle built to
protect it from the incursive Welsh neighbours. Further
accommodation was still wanting, and it was not long in being
provided.

In the early part of the reign of Henry IL, Gilbert de
Furnesis or Furness, Baron of Kendal, was appointed the King’s
receiver for the honour of Lancaster, and his youngest son
Warine or Warren was made keeper of the castle and prison of
Lancaster. As a reward for his services, Warine received from
the Crown, amongst other possessions, the manors of Litherland,
French Lea, and Liverpool. The deed of grant is not extant,

had been a borough by prescription long before the time of King John.
To show this he inserted the phrase “ Lyrpul quondam vocata Litherpul,”
which Troughton has absurdly travestied by *‘Lyrpul quondum wvocant
Litherpul,” which conveys no meaning whatever.
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but its existence is proved by a subsequent deed executed by CHAP.
King John when Earl of Mortaigne, about the year 1190, ;
confirming the possession of the property to Henry Fitzwarine,
the son of the Warine above mentioned, in which the previous
deed is alluded to and the name of Liverpool first occurs. The
grant runs as follows :—

“Know ye that we have granted, and by this our deed Grantto
confirmed, to Henry, the son of Warine de Lancaster, the lands Fitzwarine.
which King Henry our father gave to Warine his father, that
is Ravensmeols, Ainsdale, Litherland, Liverpool, and French
Lea, and eight pence (rent) in the borough of Preston.” 1

It is almost certain that the attention of John, whilst regent
in his brother’s absence in the Holy Land, had been called to
the advantageous site of Liverpool for a port. Very early in
his reign he executed another deed of confirmation to Henry
Fitzwarine of the lands above mentioned, with the exception of
Liverpool, which is omitted from the list. By the accounts in
the Pipe Rolls, and the statements in the Testa de Neville of
offices held under the Crown, it appears that large sums were
expended in West Derbyshire in the third and fourth years of
John’s reign in strengthening the castles in that district. Tox-
teth was at the same date formed into a royal park.

In the Charter Rolls in the Tower of London, under the
head of vi. Johannis (1205), Henry Fitzwarine is entered as
possessed of Ravensmeols, Ainsdale, French Lea, and 8d. rent
in the borough of Preston, but no mention is made of Litherland
‘or Liverpool.

In the year 1206 John visited Lancashire. On February a.o.1206.
26th he was at Lancaster, and on the 28th at Chester. It
cannot absolutely be proved that he passed through Liverpool
on his journey, but all the probabilities lie that way, as his
subsequent proceedings indicate his interest in the Jocality. On
the 28th of the following August (1207) he formally entered a.o. 1207.
into possession of Liverpool by a deed of confirmation and
exchange with the aforesaid Henry Fitzwarine as follows :—

“John, by the grace of God, etc. Know ye that we have mxchange
granted, and by our present charter have confirmed to Henry Wit Fitz-
Fitzwarine of Lancaster, the lands which King Henry our
father gave to Warine his father, for his services; to wit,
Ravensmeols, Ainsdale, and the French Lea, and eight pence

1 T quote the translation from Mr. T. Baines (Liverpool, p. 73), not
having access to the original.

N~
1190.
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rent in the borough of Preston—and the English Lea which we
have given to him in exchange for Liverpool—and Up-Litherland,
which the aforesaid Henry our father had given with the afore-
said lands, to the aforesaid Warine his father, and which the
sasd Henry hath remised to us and our heirs; to be holden to him
and his heirs, ete,”1 ~

This document was signed at Winchester, witnessed by a
number of the earls and barons of the day, and countersigned
by the Archdeacon of Wells,

At the same time and place was executed the first charter
constituting the borough of Liverpool. From its language it
may be fairly inferred that the burgages alluded to had already
been commenced, which would confirm the inference of John's
personal visit some eighteen months previously. The following
are the exact terms of the charter in the original, supplying the
contractions :—

CARTA REGIS JOHANNIS,

““ Rex omnibus qui burgagia apud villam de Liverpul habere
voluerint, etc. Sciatis quod concessimus omnibus qui burgagia
apud Liverpul cepint quod habeant omnes libertates et liberas
consuetudines in villa de Liverpul quas aliquis liber burgemotus
super mare habet in terra nostra. Et nos vobis mandamus
quod secure et in pace nostra illuc veniatis ad burgagia nostra
recipienda et hospitanda. Et in bhujus rei testimonium has
litteras nostras patentes vobis transmittimus. Teste Simon de
Pateshill apud Winton xxviii die Aug. anno regni nostri nono.”

CHARTER OF KING JOHN,

“The King to all who may be willing to have burgages at
the town of Liverpul, etc. Know ye that we have granted to
all who shall take burgages at Liverpul, that they shall have
all liberties and free customs in the town of Liverpul, which
any free borough on the sea hath in our land. And we command
you that securely and in our peace you may come there to
receive and inhabit our burgages. And in testimony hereof we
transmit to you these our letters patent. Witness Simon de
Pateshill at Winchester the 28th day of August, in the ninth
year of our reign.”

1 The remainder of the deed it is- unnecessary to quote.
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The “burgages ” mentioned in the charter were tenements CHAP.
or dwellings which must have been constructed by the King’s — —
order before the charter was granted.! Burgagest

The original form of the town was dictated by the necessities
of the case. The castle occupied the most prominent position, castle.
commanding the slope to the beach on three sides. On the
fourth or north side a street ran from the castle gate. There
were two approaches to the town from the land side. One from
the east crossed the Pool brook at the end of Dale Street, and Streets.
crossing Castle Street approached the sea by the line of Water
Street. The other approaching from the north curved westward,
forming the line of Tithebarn Street and Chapel Street. Be-
tween these two cross streets ran the High Street, and at each
intersection our pious ancestors set up a cross, one called the
High Cross, the other the White Cross.2

These burgage tenements were no doubt humble enough in
their construction, probably for the most part built with oak
framing from the wood of West Derby, filled in with wattle and
clay. As trade prospered, here and there a stone house would
be erected, a town hall for the meetings of the burgesses, and
by and by a chapel of ease to the mother-church at Walton.

After granting the charter to the new borough, King John a.n.120s.
ordered the Hundred or Wapentake Court of West Derby to be Hundred
removed to Liverpool, where we find it recognised in a Pipe a1
Roll of 1208.

From the Patent Rolls and the sheriffs’ accounts we learn
that use was made of Liverpool in the reign of John for ship-
ping stores and reinforcements to Ireland and to Wales. In
1215 the town was garrisoned for the king during the rising
which took place after the granting of the Great Charter. g

The borough and port seems to have commenced its career a.p. 1222.
prosperously. In the 6th Henry III. (1222), fifteen years
after its foundation, a tallage or subsidy was levied on all the

1 Littleton, sect. 162, says of burgage, ‘‘Tenure en Burgage est lou
attiennement Burgh est, de que le Roy est Seignior, et ceux que ont tene-
ments deins le Bourg teignont del Roy leur tenements, doit payer al Roy
un certain rent par an.”

2 The extent of the old borough and existing parish of Liverpool is
2300 yards from east to west, and 4420 yards from north to south. The
area comprises 2102 acres, of which about 900 acres belong to the corpora-
tion. There is, however, considerable doubt whether the original borough
included any lands beyond the Pool. See below in the chapter on Toxteth
Park.
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king’s manors, according to a valuation. Liverpool was
assessed at five marks, equal to £50 at the present day. West
Derby had fallen to one mark or £10.

In the 13th Henry III. (1229) a new charter was granted
to Liverpool, which presents some points very significant of the
progress of the borough and of the tendencies of the times.
The charter of John was based on the widest principles of free
trade. The king offered his burgages to all who chose to come
and settle at Liverpool, with liberties and free customs to all
alike. In the course of twenty-two years, vested interests had
grown up. The burgesses in possession wished to keep the

‘good things to themselves, and we see in the charter obtained

at this date symptoms of a protectionist and exclusive policy.
Henry does not, like his father, grant ‘“to all who shall take
burgages at Liverpul ” liberties and free customs ; but he enacts
““that the burgesses of the same borough shall have a merca-
torial guild (gildam ercatoriom) with a hanse and other
liberties, and free customs to the same guild pertaining ; and
that no one who s not of the same guild shall transact any mer-
chandise in the said borough, unless by consent of the same burgesses.
‘We have also granted to the same burgesses and their heirs,
that they shall have sac and soc, and thol and theam, and in-
fangenethef, and that they shall be quit throughout our whole
land, and through all seaports, of toll, lastage, passage, pontage,
and stallage ; and that they shall do no suit of counties and
wapentakes for their tenures which they hold within the
borough aforesaid,” etc.

Some of these terms will probably require a little explana-
tion. The first privilege granted is that of a mercatorial guzid.
The word is of Teutonic origin, and originally signified a rate-
able payment, which was made by the members of the societies
for mutual help, which were a prominent feature of the Anglo-
Saxon polity. English guilds are noticed as recognised institu-
tions in the laws of Alfred, Ina, and Athelstane. They sur-
vived the Norman conquest, and were frequently confirmed in
their privileges by the two Williams and Henry I. They are
typical of the self-reliance and power of combination which has
always distinguished the English character. Municipal eorpo-
rations are only one type out of a variety of forms which the
guilds assumed — the guild merchant—an association for
mutual protection in matters of trade—in fact a trades’ union.
The charter of Henry III. gave power to the burgesses of Liver-
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pool to form such an association, and so led to the incorporation
of the borough.! King John’s so-called ¢ Charter ” was not in
reality a charter at all ; it was merely a Letter Patent, offering
to all his subjects who chose to accept them, certain induce-
ments to settle at the new borough of Liverpool. King
Henry's charter gave power to the persons who had taken up
the burgage tenures to form themselves into a * communitas,”
guild, or corporation of an exclusive character. The guild so
formed was to have a hanse. ‘“Hansa” was originally a duty
levied on ships and goods. It is also employed in the sense of
union or assembly, as in the Hanse Towns. In the charter
granted by Archbishop Thurstan to the Great Guild of St. John
of Beverley (temp. Henry I.), he grants permission to the
burgesses of that town to have their Hans-house, in order that
therein they may transact their business (ut ibi sua statuta per-
tractent). The Hanse at Liverpool must have been a place for
the receipt of custom or for assembly ; very probably for both
purposes. ‘“Soc and sac” was the privilege of holding courts
and inflicting penalties.

Thol was a tax upon seamen’s wages received on coming
ashore. Theam was the right of pursuing serfs or “mnativi”
who might have escaped from bondage. Infungenethef was the
right to capture a thief found on the premises. Toll, lastage,
passage, pontage, and stallage, were -payments exacted in the
“good old times” from traders under the pretexts of taking in
or putting out ballast, passing rivers, crossing bridges, or expos-
ing goods for sale, from all of which the burgesses of Liverpool
were to be free in every town of His Majesty’s dominions. The
sum paid for procuring this charter is not endorsed on the face

of the document as in many subsequent instances, but in the’

Pipe Rolls there is an entry of the same date : * Burgenses de
Livrepol receptum de x marcis pro habenda carta regis quod
villa de Livrepol liber Burgus sit in perpetuum. Et quod
habeant Gildam mercatoriam cum aliis libertatibus in carta
illa contentis.”

1 Charters of Incorporation do not and cannot create corporations.
They have always depended and still depend, even for their validity, upon
the pre-existence of the  Communitas,” and upon their assent and accept-
ance of the charter. Charters, therefore, do not ‘‘incorporate.” They
merely record. They may declare the form and shape of certain munici-
pal titles, offices, or functions within the corporation, but they do not
touch the inherent characteristics of it.” —Toulmin Smith’s English
Guilds, Introduction, xxii. London, 1870.
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The power of incorporation carried with it the right of
electing municipal officers. In Saxon times the head of the
community was called the reeve or steward, shire-reeve or
sheriff, borough-reeve, or port-reeve, as the case might be.
Under the Norman dominion he took the title of bailiff or
provost (prepositis). In Liverpool it appears probable that
two bailiffs were annually appointed from the commencement,
though we have no names of earlier date than 1309 (3d Ed.
II.) The appointment of mayor is later still. i

To this period of the charter of Henry III. there can be
little doubt must be ascribed the origin of the common seal of
the borough. As previous to this time no incorporation existed,
there could have been no seal required, but with the grant of
the guild, a common seal was essential to give validity to their
documents, at a period when the art of writing was so rare an
accomplishment as to confer immunity from punishment for
felony upon its possessor. The common seal of the borough of
Liverpool (still in use) has been a crux antiguariorum, giving
rise to controversy amongst the cognoscenti as animated as that
between Jonathan Oldbuck and Sir Arthur Wardour respecting
the famous Pictish inscription.

The present seal is of silver of the wesica piscis form, two
inches and a quarter in length, and an inch and five-eighths in
breadth, bearing a bird with elevated wings, a sprig in its beak,
and a scroll below. On the extreme right is the symbolic
crescent and star. The inscription round the margin is in
rudely-shaped Lombardic capitals as follows :




»
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On the scroll CHIAP.

10DI2

Of this jargon it would be impossible to make any sense
without such conjectural emendations as would almost destroy
its identity. Fortunately, however, we are not left in this
condition of dim obscurity. Much has been written on the
subject by persons well qualified from the study of ancient
documents to pronounce an opinion. Not to weary the reader
by wading through a discussion which would be somewhat
tiresome, I will briefly give the conclusions arrived at by a
careful comparison of the various views of the writers,

The original seal was lost or destroyed at the time of the oOriginal
siege in 1644, It is stated in an order of the Long Parliament 53"
in 1646, relative to a dispute between the corporation and
Lord Molyneux, that “all the wrytings and ancient records
belonging to y® said corporation were taken away when that
Towne was taken by the Enemy.” Impressions of this ancient
seal are extant, bearing the inscription as follows :

Ny —
1229.

SIGIELCOMMV YA BORGASID'LEVERPOLx

Or, supplying the contractions, Sigillum commune Borgensium
de Leverpol (the common seal of the burgesses of Leverpol).
Mr. Gough Nichols has conclusively shown from analogy with
other examples that the so-called liver or cormorant was intended
to represent the symbolic eagle of St. John the Evangelist, to

whom the inscription on the scroll, IOPIZ, a contraction for
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Johannis, referred.! The crescent and star were adopted by
Richard Ceeur de Lion, and are found on his great seal. They
are found also on the Irish penny of King John, and on the
first great seal of Henry III., and are very common as a device
during the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. The sprig is

-probably intended for the fleur-de-lis, The modern seal is a

rude and barbarous copy of the original, imitated by an unprac-
tised hand from an impression, and the enigmatical letters are
simply blunders.2

The usual translation of the motto round the seal is ¢ The
common seal of the burgesses of Liverpool.” Mr. Toulmin
Smith, in his work on the English guilds, maintains that the
word commune in similar cases is not to be taken as an adjective,
but as intended for the genitive of the word communa (French,
commune), which was used as identical with guild or corporation.
It would then read, “ The seal of the guild (or corporation) of
the burgesses of Liverpool.” :

The seal of antiquity has expanded into the heraldic shield
of modern times, which is thus described : “The Borough of
Liverpool beareth argent, a Lever azure, and has for its motto,
¢ Deus nobis heac otia fecit.” The supporters were granted when
Charles Jenkinson was created Earl of Liverpool.”

The name of Liverpool is even more enigmatical than the
seal, and has hitherto baffled all investigators in endeavouring
satisfactorily to account for its origin. That the name was
originally applied to the water rather than to the land appears
to be agreed on all hands. The embouchure of the small stream
was called “the Pool” down to the time of the formation of
the Old Dock, and the name was perpetuated until recently in
Pool Lane (now South Castle Street). It is the first portion
of the name which constitutes the difficulty. Many conjectures
and ‘etymologies have been hazarded, but none has hitherto

1 The guilds or corporations had almost always their patron saint, and
St. John was rather a favourite. Out of 600 English guilds, the records
of which were examined by Mr, T. Smith, scarcely any were found without
this appendage.

2 Anyone who wishes further information on this subject may consult
with advantage the following articles: Gentleman’s Magazine, July 1847.
Archeologia, vol. xxi. p. 543, paper by Mr. Hamper. = Transactions of
the Liverpool Historic Society, vol. i. pp. 56, 105, by Mr. H. C. Pidgeon ;
vol. i. p. 76, by Mr. Rd. Brooke, F.S.A. ; vol. iii. p. 52, by Mr. John
Gough Nichols, F.8.A. ; vol. xix. p, 217, by Mr. H. Ecroyd Smith ; and
in the Liverpool Mercury, April 25, 1828, a paper by Mr. Barron Field.
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been found which meets with general acceptation. The spelling ki 5
has been tortured into a variety of forms, no less than forty W

variations being given in Mr. E. Baines’s Lancashire; but it has
ultimately settled down into very nearly the original orthography
in the charter of John, where it is spelled Liverpul.

The royal charters of the olden time were usually matters
of bargain and sale, Under the Norman monarchs the bailiff Bailiff.
of a borough was the king’s officer, who had to account to the
exchequer for the customs and rents received. It became the
practice with the monarchs when wanting money to farm these
bailiwicks to the highest bidder, and hence arose a system of
rapacity and extortion declaimed against by the contemporary
chroniclers. The burgesses, in order to free themselves from
this scourge, found it advantageous to farm.the royal dues them-
selves, giving, no doubt, the highest price in the market. Hence
the frequent charters of the Plantagenet period, granting the
- revenues in fee-farm to the burgesses themselves. Some such
transaction evidently took place at the granting of the Liverpool
charter of incorporation, for by a deed, bearing date the day
following that of the charter (March 25, 1229), Henry declares
that ““ we have granted to our honest men of Liverpool, our Fee-farm
town of Liverpool, to be held at farm from the feast of St. Hass
Michael, in the thirteenth year of our reign, unto the end of
four complete years, rendering therefore unto us in each of the
aforesaid years, at our exchequer, by the hands of the Sheriff of
Lancaster, at two terms, £10; to wit, at Easter in the thirteenth
year of our reign, £5; and at the feast of St. Michael, in the
same year, £5 ; and so from year to year, at the same terms,
£10, as is aforesaid.” It will be seen that his Majesty gives
no credit ; he takes care to provide for payment in advance.

On October 19, in the same year (1229), all the lands Grantto
between the Ribble and the Mersey were transferred by the Tenwf
king to Ranulf, Earl of Chester, including, as the document
states, “ the Borough of Liverpool with the appurtenances.”

Three years after this (1232) the Earl of Chester died a.p. 1232
without issue, and in the division of his property Liverpool fell
to the share of William de Ferrers, Earl of Derby, who had William de
married the deceased earl’s sister Agnes This venerable couple ey
died in 1247, at the age of ninety-four years, within a month
of each other, having lived together as man and wife seventy-
five years, and left behind them a memory long respected for
justice and good conduct. A second William inherited the

VOL. I, i ¢
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title and estates, from whom they passed in succession to his
son Robert de Ferrers, a minor at the time. The unprincipled
rapacity of the period is manifested in the grant by the king to
his son Prince Edward, of the wardship of the young earl and
his estates during his minority, for the express purpose of making
good the deficiency in a previous settlement which had been
made by the king on his son.

In the 41st Henry III. (1257) a return was made of the
revenues on these estates, by which it appears that the fee-farm
rent of Liverpool still continued at the sum of £10. The
lessees are not stated, but very probably the lease remained in
the hands of the burgesses. |

Earl Robert de Ferrers, who had no great reason for grati-
tude to his royal master, on attaining his majority joined the
popular party under the leadership of Simon de Montfort, and
was present at the battle of Lewes (May 14, 1264), by which
the power of the Crown was for a fime shattered and almost
destroyed. In the convention of burgesses, usually called the
first Parliament, summoned by De Montfort in 1264, Liverpool
was not represented. On the fall of De Montfort, at the battle
of Evesham, De Ferrers for a time escaped ruin by making his
submission to the Crewn.

On February 5, 1266, at Liverpool, he signs an *‘ Inspexi-
mus ” of the charter of the borough, by which he confirms all
the existing privileges. The same year he again rebelled, join-
ing the sons of De Montfort, and raising his standard in Derby-
shire, where he had large estates and influence. He was
defeated and captured, and, although his life was spared, all
his property was confiscated to the Crown, and immediately
regranted to Edmund Plantagenet, younger son of the king,
created Earl of Lancaster. On July 11, in the same year, the
king issued an order to his niece, Maria de Ferrers, wife of the
earl, to deliver up the castle of Liverpool to Adam de Gosmuth,
who was appointed keeper of the lands and tenements of the
quondam earl,

On the accession of Edward I. (1272) the wars in which
he engaged led to continual pecuniary difficulties, to supply
which extraordinary means had to be resorted to. One of these
was the issue of writs of Quo warranto, to test the titles of
corporations and landed proprietors, and wherever a flaw could
be found to seize on the property as lord paramount. Hugh
de Cressingham, the king’s treasurer—the man who a few years
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afterwards made himself so hateful to the Scotch that after
the battle of Stirling (September 11, 1297) they flayed his
dead body and cut the skin into straps—was sent down with
others to hold the inquiries in Lancashire. He held his court
at Lancaster in the octaves of the Holy Trinity, 1292, where
the bailiffs and commonalty of Liverpool were summoned to
appear ““to show by what warrant they claim to be quit of
common fines and amercements of the county and suits of
counties and wapentakes, and of toll, stallage, through-toll,
passage, pontage, and lastage, throughout the whole kingdom of
England, etc., which belong to the Crown and dignity of our
lord the king, without the license and will of the lord the king,
or of his progenitors.” It is on the record that “ certain men
of the borough of Liverpool came for the commonalty, and say
that they have not at present a bailiff of themselves, but have
been accustomed to have, until Edmund the king’s brother”
(the then earl) *“impeded them, and permits them not to have
a free borough, wherefore at present they do not claim the
aforesaid liberties, except that they may be quit of common
fines and amercements of the county, etc., and of toll, stallage,
ete., through the whole kingdom.”

They proceed to complain that as to the other liberties they
have been accustomed to have them, but the aforesaid Edmund
now has them. They then quote the charters of John and of

. Henry IIL to show that the liberties of which they have been
deprived were held direct from the Crown.

The court came to the conclusion that, ‘ whereas it appears
by their evidence that the aforesaid Edmund hath usurped and
occupied jthe aforesaid liberties, the sheriff is commanded that
he cause him to come here on Monday next, to answer for him-
self,” and the commonalty were directed to be present to prose-
cute for our lord the king, together with William Inge, one of the
king’s council. The deputies of the Liverpool commonalty were
John de la More, Adam Walsemann, and Richard Liverpol.

It appears from these proceedings that the new Earl of
Lancaster had carried things with a high hand, and had revoked
on his own authority most of the privileges conferred by the
royal charters. Notwithstanding the peremptory bearing of
the commissioners, there is no record of any action being taken
against the earl. The king’s brother was too exalted a person-
age to deal with summarily, and he and his successors went on
collecting the tolls for forty years subsequently. Several other
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CHAP. - inquiries were heard at the same time, in which Liverpool was
~——~ concerned, touching wreck cast on the shore, respecting prisoners

escaping from the castle of Liverpool, ete.

A.D. 1296. In the year 1296, urged by pecuniary difficulties, the king
imitated the example of Simon de Montfort, and summoned the

Burgesses to boroughs of the kingdom to send representatives to a Parliament

Parliament. o Westminster. This was the first Parliament called by writs
of the Crown, and in this Liverpool was represented by two
honest and discreet burgesses, Adam Fitzrichard and Robert
Pinklowe. They were paid their travelling expenses and wages
for their services. They had the honour of taking part in the
passing of the celebrated statute ““ De tallagio non concedendo,”
which established the principle of the right of the Commons to
control the public purse.

Death of Edmund Plantagenet, the first Earl of Lancaster, died in

Edmund, 1296, From the ““Inquisitio post mortem ” we learn that his
income from Liverpool amounted to £25 per annum, equal to
£375 of our currency. This was a large increase from the
fee-farm rent of £10 in 1229 and 1257. No doubt the town
had progressed in the interim, but one main reason probably
consisted in the earl’s usurpation of the town’s privileges, setting
aside the terms of the charters and collecting the tolls by his
agents. {

‘We have now reached the close of the thirteenth century,
the first in the existence of Liverpool. The materials for
recording the progress of the town are few and far between.

hopulation In 1272, at the accession of Edward L., a census was taken of
' the inhabited houses, amounting to 168, which at five persons
to a house would give -a population of 840. The issue of a
writ to Liverpool to send representatives to the first Royal
Parliament, indicates that the town was considered at least a
place of some promise ; but when we compare its fee-farm rent
of £10 with the corresponding lease of the Crown rights at
Bristol at the same period of £266:13:4 per annum, the
insignificance of our northern port is strongly shown by the

contrast.

Fourteenth Century.

A.D. 1306, On the accession. of Edward II., 1306, a new Parliament
Edward I wag called, to which Liverpool sent as its representatives Richard
writs sus- DMore and John More. No further writs of summons were
pended.  jssued to Liverpool for the next 240 years, which is sufficient
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testlmony to the poverty of the town and its slow rate of CEHAP.
increase. aad
In various orders issued during the reign of Edward I, for 13%
the regulation of the ports, such as prohibiting the export of

bullion, supply of vessels for transporting troops to Scotland,

ete., Liverpool is not thought worthy of notice.

Edmund Earl of Lancaster, - was succeeded by his son Earl
Thomas, Who by his own wealth and his alliances was probably e
the most powerful noble in the kingdom. He seems to have
had a kindly feeling towards the town. In the 3d of Edward
I1. (1309), he made over by deed to ‘“our burgesses of our 4. 1309.
town of Lyverpole” six large acres of moss land to the east of
the town, to which I shall have occasion hereafter to refer.

In the same year we first find official mention of the names of Bailifts.
the bailiffs. It occurs in a deed relating to the estates of Crosse,
of Crosse Hall in Liverpool, which is witnessed by John de la
More and Adam Walsemann, bailiffs. These are the same
names which occur as deputies in 1292 to the Quo warranto
inquiry at Lancaster.

In 1314 the royalty of the castle and borough was valned a.p. 1314,
at £30:10:0 per annum,

In 1322 came the ruin of the proud Earl Thomas. He 4.p.132.
raised an insurrection against his royal cousin, but was encoun- poreat
tered and overthrown at Boroughbridge, and brought to the
block at Pontefract, his own fortified castle. His estates, and
Liverpool along with them, passed into the possession of his
brother Henry. Soon after the execution of Earl Thomas the
unfortunate Edward II. made a progress through the northern
parts of England, and visited Liverpool, where he lodged in the
castle, from whence a deed, quoted in Rymer’s Federa, is dated.

In 1325 the bailiffs and commonalty received a royal order a.p. 1825.
to allow no persons to pass through Liverpool unless they were
proceeding to Flanders. Another order required them to arrest
all vessels; and to send them round to Portsmouth; and a
third directed them to examine all letters, and to arrest all
suspicious persons. All these precautions proved in vain. The
king’s vacillating, weak, treacherous conduct had so disgusted
his adherents, that his ruthless queen and her paramour carried
public opinion with them, and brought his reign to.an ignomi-

nious end in 1327. A.D, 1327,
At the accession of Edward III. the Scots were ravaging Ravgge: of °
COLS.

1 See below, vol. ii. chap. i



CHAP.
L

N~
1327.

Earl Henry.

Report on
Liverpool.

22 MEMORIALS OF LIVERPOOL.

the north of England, wasting the country, and driving the
inhabitants before them. The governors of Liverpool and
other fortified castles received orders to open their gates to
receive the fugitives. The male inhabitants of Lancashire
capable of bearing arms were required to join the king at New-
castle. The northern part of the county was reduced to great
distress. Many of the townships petitioned to be relieved from
their taxes on account of their miserable condition. Every man
had to arm himself at his own expense, according to his state
and condition of life. Even the poorest were required to provide
a bow and arrows, or a cross-bow and bolts. In Liverpool the
archers were accustomed to exercise at a place called Shooters’
Green, the locality of which it is not possible now to identify.

The unfortunate state of the times prevented Liverpool
from making progress. At the time of Earl Henry’s accession
to the estates of the honour of Lancaster, of which Liverpool
formed a part, a jury was impanelled to inquire into, and report
on, the value of the earl’s property in the borough. They
report ‘“ that there is at Lyverpoll a certain castle whose trench
and herbage are of the value of 2s. per year ; and that there is
a certain dovecote under the castle of the value of 6s. 8d.; and
that there is a certain borough in which are divers free tenants
holding in burgage, and paying yearly £8 : 8s. ;1 and that there
is a certain market held on Saturday whose tolls are worth
£10; and that there is a certain ferry beyond the Mersey which
is worth 40s. ; and that there is a windmill of the value of 26s. ;
and a watermill of the value of 24s. ; and that there is a certain
fair held on the day of St. Martin, whose toll is of the value of
13s. 9d. ; and that there is a certain park which is called Tox-
teth, whose herbage in summer is of the value of £11; sum
total, £35:0:5.” If we deduct the value of Toxteth Park,
the amount of revenue from Liverpool is £24—equal to £360
against £25 in 1296. It must be remembered that the customs
duties are not included in this estimate. The burgesses were
free, and it is probable that the duties levied on strangers passed
to the Crown. The summary presents rather a pleasing picture
of a small medieeval town with its wind and water mills, and
its annual fair, which was no doubt a gala time for the inhabi-
tants. The weekly market, producing a revenue of £10 per
annum, equal to £150 modern, must have been rather important
to the surrounding district.

1 168 burgage tenements at 1s. each.
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During Earl Thomas’s possession of the honour of Lancaster, CHAP-
he had made considerable grants of land and manors in Liver- ~——
pool and elsewhere to a follower named Robert de Holland. The g, 1327,
family took their designation from the township of Up-Holland, Holland.
near Wigan, where they settled soon after the Conquest. Sir
Robert de Holland was secretary to Thomas, the second Earl of
Lancaster, and was endowed by him with large estates. In the
35th Edward I. (1307) he built and endowed a collegiate
church at Up-Holland for a dean and twelve secular priests,
which was subsequently (in 1319) converted into a Benedictine
priory.

Sir Robert was not quite faithful to his patron on his last

unfortunate expedition; but he seems, nevertheless, to have
been looked upon with considerable suspicion by thé new king
(Edward IIL.). In the first year of his reign a writ of inquiry Inquiry.
was issued, and a jury impanelled at Wigan, before Simon de
Grimsby, to examine the title of Sir Robert to the lands which
Earl Thomas had bestowed on him, and which were now claimed
by the new Earl Henry. The jury consisted of lords of manors,
or what would in Scotland be called lairds. Amongst the
names we find several closely connected with Liverpool, as John
le Norreys of Speke, John de la More of Lyverpoll, Adam Clerk
of Lyverpoll, Galfrey de Waleton, Richard de Walton, etc. The
jury found that seven years before the decease of Earl Thomas,
Sir Robert de Holland had been in possession of the castle and
borough of Lyverpoll, worth £30 : 16s. per annum, of the park
of Toxteth, of the manors of Everton, Wavertree, Great Crosby,
and others, but that he produced no charter or deed proving
the grant from the late earl, nor had the free tenants on the
estates attorned themselves either from their homages or fealties
to the aforesaid Robert de Holland. They therefore refused to
deliver a verdict between the contending parties. The issue is
left in obscurity by the existing records; but as we find that
in the 46th of Edward III. a considerable portion of the
property was in possession of Sir Robert’s descendants, and as
we hear no more of him in connection with Liverpool, it seems
probable that a compromise was effected, by which Liverpool
was handed over to Earl Henry.

It will be seen that the revenue from Liverpool had increased Revenue
from £25 in 1296 to £30:10s. (equal to £457:10s.) in f“’m Liver-
1327. It is in the reign of Edward III. that we first find any
reference to the streets of Liverpool by name. Castle Street, Streets.
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Dale Street, Chapel Street, Moore Street (now Tithebarn Street),
and Banke Street (now Water Street) are mentioned in deeds
of this date. To these I shall have occasion again to refer.
In the 2d Edward IIL (1328) authority was granted to the
burgesses to levy tolls on all articles of merchandise in aid of
the paving of the town. Similar grants were repeated at
various times in the succeeding reigns; but paved streets had
not become general in the towns of England until long after-
wards, for we find Leland, writing in the reign of Henry VIII,,
describing Liverpool as “a pavyd towne,” indicating thereby
that there were many towns at that time which were not
13 pa‘vyd‘)’

In the 6th Edward IIIL (1333), the first of the * Inspexi-
mus ” charters was granted to Liverpool. TUnder the Planta-
genet monarchs this was a favourite mode of wringing from the
reluctant traders a contribution to the exhausted exchequer of
the king. During the early reigns succeeding the Conquest,
charters and grants were looked upon rather as a.personal act
of grace from the feudal superiors, than an official grant from
the sovereign. At the decease of a noble his successor was
frequently called on to produce the title by which he held his
estates, and on the accession of a new monarch the cities and
boroughs were summoned to produce their charters for inspec-
tion and renewal.

A money payment was always demanded as an equivalent
for the royal sanction. The present instrument merely records
the inspection of the two previous charters of John and Henry
III., and after reciting them verbatim, concludes thus: “We
moreover, the grants and confirmations aforesaid holding firm
and valid, do for us and our heirs, as much as in us is, grant
and confirm them to the aforesaid burgesses and their heirs and
successors, as the charters aforesaid do reasonably testify, and
as the same burgesses and their ancestors the liberties aforesaid
have hitherto reasonably used and enjoyed. These being
witnesses ; the venerable father W. Archbishop of York,” and
others. The fine of forty shillings is stated at the foot as the
price of the confirmation.

In 1335, on the occasion of the king’s invasion of Scotland,
Simon de Beltoft and Henry de Kendall, were commissioned to
impress six ships of war of the larger and stronger kind which
may happen to be found on the coast, and to fit them out with
mariners and soldiers, and to be provided with victuals and
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other things necessary for war; to proceed from the port of CHAP.
Liverpool to the port of Skynburnness on the Solway, and to ——
cruise against any Scotch vessels they might find on the seas, 133
The expense to be paid by orders on the king’s exchequer.

A letter is extant, bearing date the 11th Edward III. (1338), a.p. 133s.
from Earl Henry to the Sheriff of Lancaster, William le Blount,
stating that he had forwarded certain leases (cartas) for his Leases.
tenants in Liverpool, and charging him to take good security
that he might receive the fines for increase in value. The
amount stated, five marks, or £3:6 : 8, for each acre (equal to
£50 in modern currency), is so large as to raise a suspicion of
an error, either in the document itself, or in the transcription.!

In the 15th Edward IIL (1342), a subsidy of a ninth on a.p. 13:2.
all personal property having been granted by the Parliament in SuPsidy:
aid of the Scottish war, an inquiry was made into the value
of the property in each locality. The tax produced £12:5:11
in Liverpool. This being one-ninth of the value, the personalty
of the burgesses of Liverpool amounted at that period to
£110:13:3, or £1659:18:9 in modern money.

At this time there were 168 burgesses holding burgage
tenements in the town. The average personalty of each
burgess was therefore assessed at one mark (equal to £10),
which does not give a very exalted idea of the wealth of the
place.

It is probable, however, that the valuation was very low,
and that it did not include merchandise, which paid the tax in
a different form. The furniture and chattels of the bourgeoisie
of the period were of the simplest possible deseription, as we
may read in the pages of Chaucer and Piers Plowman. Wearing
apparel and arms were the only objects on which expense was
indulged except amongst the upper classes.

In 1348, at the siege of Calais, Liverpool contributed one 4o 134s.
bark and six men. London sent twenty-five, Bristol twenty-
four, Hull sixteen, and Portsmouth five ships.

Two Liverpool men, William de la More and William
Molyneux, distinguished themselves in these wars under the
Black Prince, and were duly knighted, one at the battle of
Poitiers, the other at Navarrete.

In the 20th Edward III. (1346), Henry, Earl of Lancaster, a.o. 1346.

died and was succeeded by his son the second Henry, not long ﬁ‘;ﬁﬁy,

114§ee T. Baines, History of the Commerce and Town of Liverpool,
P {
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CHAP.  subsequently created first Duke of Lancaster. From the
~——~ . “Inquisitio post mortem,” and from a subsequent return, we
Inﬁﬁg‘mo learn some particulars of the state of the town in the middle of
post o the fourteenth century. The original burgage-tenements in
" passing from hand to hand by purchase or inheritance had
become divided sometimes into very minute portions, as we
read of a third of a burgage, an eighth part, and a forty-eighth
part. The ordinary quit-rent of a burgage was 12d. payable at
Lady-day, and 2d. at the feast of St. Michael. One burgage
in the possession of Dionysius Keelynge was held by service of
finding stabling for twelve horses on every visit of the lord
within the borough. Forty acres of land on Salthouse Moor
are recorded as let at 68s. 6d. per annum, or 1s. 81d. per acre
(equal to £1:5: 7}). There was a horsemill and two windmills
let to John de la More. The rental of land and buildings
amounted to £12:7:14; the tolls, markets, etc., including
the ferry-boat, were leased at the rent of £26. The total
revenue, therefore, was £38: 7 : 1§, against £30 :10s. in 1327,
A.D. 1850. In 1350 a mandate was issued to the ports of Liverpool
and Chester to arrest a sufficient number of ships to convey to
Ireland the king’s justiciary, Sir Thomas Rokeby, with his
retinue of thirty men-at-arms, and thirty archers, to embark at
Liverpool.
First men- In this reign we first find mention of the mayor. It occurs
von oy in a letter patent from the king, dated May 19, 1356, authoris-
.. 1856, ing Richard de Aynsargh, ¢ mayor of the town of Liverpool,”
to invest £10 in land, and to assign it to the performance of
divine service for the souls of the faithful deceased in the
Chapel of the Blessed Virgin Mary and St. Nicholas, at Liver-
pool—the Statute of Mortmain notwithstanding.

The assumption of the title is enveloped in obscurity. The
charters throw no light upon it, as they make no mention of
either mayor or bailiffs. Both titles are French in their origin.
The reeve under the Saxon regime took the name of bailiff
under the Norman dominion. It is supposed that one of the
two elected when appointed to preside was called sometimes
“ prepositus ”’ or provost, and sometimes ¢ majeur” or mayor,
In England the latter name prevailed, in Scotland the former.
From the fourteenth century in Liverpool a mayor and two
bailiffs were ordinarily appointed annually, down to the Muni-
cipal Reform Act of 1835.

The lord duke not improbably found the collection of the



FOURTEENTH CENTURY. 27

rents and dues attended with inconvenience, for on March 24, CHAP.
1357, he executed a lease in fee-farm for ten years to the fol- — —
lowing persons on behalf of the burgesses: Richard de 139
Aynsargh, mayor, William de Liverpull (clericus), probably the Duke
priest of the chapel, William Fitzadam, John de More, Alex- Hen:
ander Cumming, William de Grenelf, Adam Fitzrichard, ‘and

Robert Fitzthomas. The lease included all the burgage rents,

tolls, mills, and the ferry, reserving to the lord the castle and

its precincts, and any escheats or forfeitures. The rent to be

50 marks per annum, or £33 :6:8. As the entire produce

ten years before was only £38:7 : 1, there was a very small

margin left for profit, unless we suppose, what was probably

the case, that the revenue was improving.

In 1360 the king (Edward III.) confirmed to John Barrett, ... 1360.
along with the manor of Everton, a messuage and six sellions
of land in Liverpoole at a rent of 6s. 8d., and twenty acres of
moss ‘“ in parco de Toxteth,” super le mossa de Liverpoole, at a
rental of 10s.

Henry, styled the good Duke® of Lancaster, died on March Death o
24, 1361, leaving two daughters; the younger, Blanche, Qune,
married to John of Gaunt, fourth son of the king, who was John ot
promoted to the title of his father-in-law, and endowed with aunt-
his estates in the county palatine and elsewhere. The
¢ Inquisitio post mortem ” contains no particulars beyond the
mere mention of the castle of Liverpool amongst the late duke’s
possessions,

About this time the port of Liverpool is mentioned in
several documents as being used for collecting ships to trans-
mit troops and stores to Ireland and elsewhere.

In 1362 a proclamation was issued directing the seizure, in a.po. 1362.
the ports on the west coast, of 80 ships of 30 tons burden and
upwards, to be sent to Liverpool to assist Prince Lionel in
carrying on the war in Ireland.

- The middle of this century is memorable for the awful Black death.
visitation of the plague or black death, which swept over
Europe like the destroying angel. “ From the heart of China
this pestilence, sweeping across the desert of Cobi and the wilds
of Tartary, found its way through the Levant, Egypt, Greece,
Italy, Germany, France, and at last embraced the western
coast of England, whence it soon spread all over the land. It
appeared in London in November 1348, and there committed
the most frightful ravages. According to some historians, one-



28 MEMORIALS OF LIVERPOOL.

half of the whole population of England was swept away, and
~——— the dreadful malady affected the cattle in an equal degree.
The poor suffered most, and at the end of the great pestilence
there were not hands enough left to till the soil.¥! The
gloomy shadow of this pestilence passed over Liverpool about
40.1360.  1360. The number of deaths was so great that the carrying
out the bodies to the parish graveyard at Walton became im-
practicable, and permission was obtained from the Bishop of
Lichfield to form a cemetery round the chapel of Our Lady and

St. Nicholas (since one of the parish churches).

After the expiration of the fee-farm lease for ten years,
granted in 1356, John of Gaunt appears to have kept the
revenues of the town in his own hands for some years. In

4.0.1378. 1373 he gives an order on the receiver of the county of Lan-
caster in favour of William de Bradshagh, ¢ constable of our
castle of ‘Liverpool, and keeper of our parks of Toxtat and
Croxtat,” etc., for an annuity of 13 marks, payable from the
issues of the lordship of Liverpool. In the same year he enters
into a contract with a Flemish esquire, Rankyn d’Tpres, whom

Rankyn  he had retained in his service on the following terms: ‘ That

@Ipres.  the said Rankyn is retained and dwelling with our said lord for
peace and war, for the term of his life, in manner following :
that is to say, in time of peace the said Rankyn will board
at court in the manner as other esquires of the household
of our said lord ; and for his fees in time of peace” . . . he
had a donative of 100 shillings down, and a rent charge on the
manor of Skerton of 17 marks, and 25 marks sterling from the
farm of the town of Liverpool ; and in time of war he was to
have by the year twenty pounds sterling from the latter source.
“ And further, that should the annuity be in arrear, in part or
in whole for one month from the stipulated term of payment, it
should be lawful for the said Rankyn to distrain in the said
town or in any part thereof, until full satisfaction be made, The
engagement for life in this document, without any reservation,
seems a little remarkable.

A.D, 1373, In 1373 Liverpool was appointed the place of rendezvous
for ships arrested between Bristol and Liverpool to convey Sir
William de Windsor, Governor and Warden of Ireland, across

- the Channel.
A.D. 1374, In 1374 the duke renewed the lease to the burgesses for

Lease o ten years, on the same terms as before, but at a rent increased

1 Pictorial History of England, vol. i p. 771.

CHAP,
I*
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by two marks, making the entire fee-farm rent £35 (equal to CHAP.
£525 in modern currency). L

Edward III. died, and Richard IT. succeeded in 1377. Five
years after this (June 11, 1382) another ““ Inspeximus ™ charter a.o. 1382,
was granted, reciting and confirming the three previous ones, harter of
with one very notable exception. In the charter of Henry III.
the burgesses had managed to introduce a clause, * that no one
who is not of the same guild (or corporation) shall transact any
merchandise in the aforesaid borough, unless by consent of the
same burgesses.”

In the charter of Richard IIL. this clause is expressly
excepted : “Illa clausula superius expressa quod nullus qui non
sit de gilda illa mercandisam aliquam in predicto burgo faciat
nisi de voluntate eorumdem burgensium, penitus excepta.”

‘Whether this was “ proprio motu” on the part of the king’s
‘advisers, or, what is more probable, whether representations
had been made of the injustice and injurious effect of the
monopoly, it is pleasant to see, at a period not remarkable for
sound political economy, a recurrence to the common principles
of justice and equity.

On this Mr. T. Baines remarks with great truth,! that the
insurrection of the commons under Wat Tyler a short time
previously, in which one of the chief demands was ‘full liberty
of buying and selling in all fairs and markets,” may have had
some influence on the conclusions of the government.

The fine for the grant of this charter was rather heavy, being
£5 sterling, equal to £75 in modern money.

Contemporary documents give occasional peeps into the
domestic economy and mode of life of bygone periods. William wipiam
Fitzadam was a prosperous and well-to-do burgher in Liverpool Fitzadam.
in the middle portion of the fourteenth century. In 1357 we
find his name amongst those to whom the lease of the fee-farm
was granted on behalf of the burgesses by Henry, Duke of
Lancaster. He filled the office of mayor in 1378. In 1380 he ,.p, 130,
executed his last will and testament, of which the following is
a copy : 2—

“ Last Will and Testament of William Fitzadam of Lyver- mis wil
pull In the name of God. Amen. I, William, the son of
Adam, being of sound mind, though weak in body, make my
last will in this manner. Imprimis, I bequeath my soul to God,

1 History of the Commerce and Town of Liverpool, p. 172.
2 Given by Mr. Baines from the muniments of the Crosse family.
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and to the blessed Virgin Mary and all the saints; and my
body to be buried in the chapel of Lyverpull, before the face of
the white image of the Virgin, which is my perpetual place of
burial. I leave to be distributed in bread on the day of my
burial three quarters of wheat. I leave six pounds of wax to
be used about my body. I leave to every priest in the chapel
of Liverpool 4d. T leave the rest of all my goods to Katherine
my wife and our children, To perform my will I appoint as my
executors, John le Fuller, and William Parker, chaplain. Given
at Lyverpool on the Tuesday next after the feast of St. Luke
the Evangelist, in the presence of Thomas de la More, the
Mayor, and John de Eccleston, and others of my neighbours, in
the year 1380.” .

The worthy ex-mayor’s goods were appraised as follows :
“Inventory of the goods of William Fitzadam of Liverpull.
Imprimis, in grain, 10 marks. In seven oxen and cows, each
10s. In two cows, two horses, and a mare, each half a mark.
In three horses, 1 mark, In eighteen pigs, 30s. In twenty-
four sellions of wheat sown on the ground, £7. In domestic
utensils, 11 marks. Sum total, £28 : 6 : 4 (equal to £429 :10s.
modern).” This is of course independent of any real estate the
testator had left. It would have been interesting to know the
locality of the honest burgher’s residence and farm, but on this
point the documents are silent.

In 1383 a precept was issued by John of Gaunt, Duke of
Lancaster, to the sheriff of the county, commanding him to
distrain on certain persons in Liverpool, having in their posses-
sion a number of casks of wine, purchased from parties who had
wrongfully taken them from the port of Inchgalle, contrary to
the truce which the duke had concluded with Scotland the
year before. A penalty was levied on the merchants in posses-
sion of the wine of ten marks for each cask.

In 1386, amongst the forces raised to accompany John of
Gaunt in his expedition to Spain, we find the name of John
Eccleston, Esquire, mentioned above.

In 1394 another lease was granted by the duke to the
corporation, represented by Thomas de la More, twelve times
mayor between 1374 and 1406 ; Robert de Derby, six times
mayor ; Richard de Hulme, bailiff in 1397, and William de
Raby. In addition to the burgages, tolls, markets, ferry, mills,
etc., the lease includes “the common pasture lying between our
said town and our park of Toxteth, and any portions of the
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turbary which had reverted to the lord by the death of the CHAP.
tenants. The rent was 57 marks of silver or £38, being an \——w
advance of £3 on the prevmus lease.”

John of Gaunt died in 1399, and was interred in old St. ao. 1399.
Paul’s. His son, Henry of Bollngbroke united the Duchy of
Lancaster to the Crown, where it has ever since remained.

Fifteenth Century.

The progress of the port and town continued very slow.

The time had not yet come for the development of the latent
capabilities of the northern districts, and the foreign wars, and
the internecine contention with which the country was dis-
tracted during the greater part of this century, checked and
subdued every attempt at industrial improvement.

In the first year of his reign King Henry IV. granted a Tk pAvASE
new “ Inspeximus” charter, whlch repeats in the same words o4
the recitals of the previous ones, restoring the obnoxious
monopoly of the burgesses, struck out by Richard II. For this
the corporation paid 6 marks (equal to £60) into the royal
treasury. At the same time the king renewed the lease to the
corporation on the same terms as before.

In the 7th Henry IV. (1406) we first meet with the name .. 1406.
of the Stanley family as connected with Liverpool. In this
year Sir John Stanley obtained the royal license to fortify a SirJohn
house he had built or enlarged in Liverpool, To this I shall ®*™%- .
have occasion again to refer. ]

Nicol de Atherton, early in this relgn receives a pension of Nicol de
£20 per annum, one half of which is charged on the fee-farm AMerton:
of Liverpool. Tn 1410 Robert Bickerstath is granted two- a.p. 1410,
pence per day out of the proceeds of the ferry.

The charters hitherto granted conveyed to the burgesses Jurisdiction
the privilege of sac and soc, that is, of holding their own courts °f ®"r
and inflicting penalties, and likewise exempted them from suit
and service in the county and wapentake (or hundred) courts.

The jurisdiction of these courts sometimes clashed, and led to
disputes. In the 1st Henry V. .(1413) a petition was pre-
sented by the burgesses, complaining that their privileges were
infringed upon, by the county officers coming into the borough
and holding courts by force, by which the said burgesses are
grievously molested, vexed, and disturbed, to the great hin-
drance and detriment of the said borough, and the disinheriting
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_ of the said burgesses.” The king’s officer met this attack by a

countercharge that the mayor and bailiffs had held the king’s
courts without authority, and received the tolls and profits.
On this representation a warraut was issued by the Crown,
authorising the wapentake stewards to distrain upon the mayor
and bailiffs for all the toll and profits received by them from
the time of the king’s coronation. How the dispute was ter-
minated there is no record to show.

In July 1421, the king granted the fee-farm for one yearv
to the corpora,tlon, pending an inquiry into the value of the
property, and its tenure since the time of John of Gaunt. The
king’s death soon after put a stop to the proceedings.

From this time the system of “ inspeximus” charters was
suspended, so far as relates to Liverpool, until the reign of
Philip and Mary.

In the 3d Henry VI. (1424) a circumstance occurred which
illustrates- the lawless manners of the times. The noble and
knightly families of Stanley of Lathom and Molyneux of Sefton
were the dit majores who predominated in the narrow sphere of
Liverpool affairs. In rank and position they were pretty
equally matched, and each had their stronghold in the locality;
the custody of the castle being frequently in the hands of the
Molyneuxs, whilst the Stanleys possessed their own fortified
tower on the edge of the river. Generally adopting the same
political party, and not unfrequently connected by marriage,
they nevertheless indulged in jealousy and rivalry to a degree
which sometimes disturbed the peace of the neighbourhood.
About Midsummer, 1424, a gathering took place in Liverpool
of the followers of the two parties, it is not stated with what
object. The result is described in a report given in Dods-
worth’s MSS. from ¢ Ralph of Ratcliffe and James of the
Holts, Justices of the Peace,” to the chancellor of the duchy,
dated July 16, 1424, wherein it is certified that “ on Monday
next after Midsummer day . . . . Sir Richard Ratecliffe, sheriff
of the county of Lancaster, showed us a writ directed to him
from our lord the king, making mention that there was great
rumour and congregation of . routes between Sir Richard Moly-
neux, sometimes dwelling at Sefton, Kt., on the one part, and
Thomas Stanley the younger of Liverpull, Esq.,' on the other
pantas v Wherefore the said sheriff charged us and many
other gentry of the king’s behalfe . . . . that we should go

1 Grandson of the first Sir John.
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with him to Lierpull, then as the said congregation and riots CHAP.
were ordained to be; and the said sheriffe and we gede to ——
Lyerpull on Wednesday next after, and there we found the said 42
Thomas of Stanley in his father’s house, and with a multitude
of people in the town to the number of two thousand men or
more;” his pretext being “ that the said Sir Richard will come
hither with great congregations, riots, and great multitude of
people, to slea and beat the said Thomas, his men, and his ser- Disturb-
vants, the which he would withstand if he might.” Thereupon “"***
¢ y° sheriffs arrested the said Thomas, and committed him to
ward.” Having secured one combatant, the sheriffs and their
posse comitatus, * that there was, yadden up to the West Derby
fen, and there on a mow within the said town we saw the said
Sir Richard with great congregations, route, and multitude to
the number of a thousand men and more arrayed in manner as
to go to battle, and coming in fast towards Lierpull town; and
the said sheriff arrested the said Sir Richard and committed
him to ward.” The two belligerents were ordered by the king
to withdraw, one to Windsor, the other to Kenilworth Castle.

The unsettled state of the times during the Wars of the
Roses gave great encouragement to deeds of violence and
wrong. A very brutal outrage of this kind was perpetrated
in 1437 by a Liverpool man, William Poole, one of the family .p. 1437.
of Poole, of Poole Hall in Wirral, Cheshire, connected by Outrage on
marriage with the Stanleys of Hooton, upon Isabella, widow of home,
Sir John Butler, of Bewsey Hall, near Warrington. The cir-
cumstances are quaintly set forth in a petition to the House of
Commons praying for redress, an abstract of which is as fol-
lows :—* That where Isabel that was the wife of John Botiller
of Bewsey, Knight, was in God’s peace, and our sovereign
lord’s the king, at the town of Burtonwood, in her manor of
Bewsey aforesaid, in the county of Lancaster, the Monday next
after the feast of Saint James the Apostle last past; there
came one William Poole, sometime of Leverpoole in the county
of Lancaster, gentleman, with many other felons and disturbers
of the peace of our said sovereign lord the king, unknown, har-
nessed and arrayed in manner of war, at v of the clock in the
morning the said Monday, and there feloniously as felons of our
said sovereign lord, in await lying, by assault prepense, against
God’s peace and our sovereign lord, his crown and his dignity,
the said Isabel feloniously there then took and ravished, and
from thence led the said -Isabel unto Birkhede, in the county

VOL. L D
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of Chester, and there by subtle imagination of such counsel as
him list take to him, to the intent to exclude her of her suit
and lawful remedy of the said ravishment, her imprisoned, and
in prison her held unto the Tuesday then next following ; that
the aforesaid William Poole, the aforesaid Isabel drew and led
against her will to the parish kirk of Bidstone, in the same
county of Chester, within his own strength, having with him a
priest of his own assent, to wed them together ; at which time
it was asked of her by the priest if she would agree her to have
the said William Poole to husband, and she said, nay, never by
her will ; whereupon the said William menaced her that she
should be dead, unless she would say the words of matrimony ;
and thereupon the priest against her will wedded them ; which
wedding by coercion so done, the said William led. and drew
the said Isabel again to the said Birkhede the same Tuesday,
and there put her in a strong chamber till night ; and then
there the said William feloniously and fleshly knew and
ravished the said Isabel.

‘ Wherefore please it your said wise discretions these pre-
mises to. consider, and thereupon to ordain by authority of this
present Parliament that the said Isabel may have pursue by
attorney an effectual appeal within the county of Lancaster of
the said ravishment against the said William and other parties
to the said felony; and thereupon to have due and lawful
execution, the espousals had betwixt the said Isabel and the
said William notwithstanding. And that any matter that is
or shall be to be tried in the said appeal be tried within the
said county of Lancaster, considering that the two shires be
counties palatine and adjoining; and neither having power
within the other nor jurisdiction.”

Nothing could more clearly illustrate the deplorable condi-
tion of the country in the fifteenth century than the fact that
a ruffianly act of this kind could be committed openly in the
face of day, and that the ordinary tribunals were so powerless
or incompetent to deal with it that a special application to Par-
liament was necessary before any attempt at redress could be
undertaken. Parliament passed an act that unless William
Poole surrendered himself after proclamation made against him,
he should be taken as a traitor attainted. What ultimately
came of the matter we are not informed. The case attracted
considerable attention, and is mentioned by Sir Edward Coke
in his Znstitutes under the article “ Rape.”
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In 1440 the Lady Eleanor, Duchess of Gloucester, having CHAP.
been banished on a charge of witcheraft, whilst on her passage ——
to the Isle of Man, was temporarily confined in the tower of 44

. Liverpool, under the charge of Sir Thomas Stanley.

The fifteenth century was a disastrous period in the history Liverpool in

of England. War, pestilence, and famine, desolated the land, ggtﬁftr;f“th
and carried off the population by myriads. The advancing tide
of industry and prosperity, so promising at its commencement,
was pushed back at least for a century at its close. No part of
the country suffered more than Lancashire. The district was
poor, and the people rude and turbulent. Whilst their leaders
carried off the able-bodied to fight in the ranks of the rival
Roses, the land was left untilled, and the population perishing.
Goaded almost to frenzy, the people rose in 1463 in Lancashire a.v. 1463.
and Cheshire to the number of 10,000, but no redress could be
obtained. Liverpool suffered grievously under this state of
things. Its trade fell off, and its population diminished. It Decay of the
is very difficult to ascertain the precise facts, but several cir- ©™™
cumstances concur in showing the deplorable condition of the
town from the middle to the latter part of this century. With
respect to the population we have no records whatever at this
period, nor for a long time after. We have a return of. the
number of burgages in 1272, 1342, and 1346, being 168 at
the two former dates, and 164 at the latter. There is reason,
however, for thinking that these burgages were a fixed quan- Burgages.
tity, representing the original tenements established by King '
John, which had become divided and subdivided frequently into
very minute portions, and which, therefore, give no kind of clue
to the number of inhabitants. A much better test is afforded pee-farm
by the fee-farm rents and leases granted from time to time, the Tents:
amounts varying with the prosperity of the place. From the
year 1229, when the first lease was granted at £10 per annum,
there had been a progressive increase in the annual amount,
until, in 1394, it reached the respectable sum of £38 (equal to
£570 in modern money). The disastrous fifteenth century
exhibits a manifest decline.

In the 22d Henry VI. (1444) a new lease was negotiated a.o. 1444.
by the mayor and burgesses, in which they were aided by the New lease.
good offices of Sir Thomas de Lathom of Parbold. The in-
structions for this lease are written on the back of the previous.
lease of 1394, granted by John of Gaunt, now in the possession
of the Earl of Derby, and are curious as showing the points
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deemed worthy of attention by the ‘honest and discreet men”

who then managed the affairs of the town. ¢ These be the

points and the articles that the mayor of Liverpoole, with

assent of all the good men and commoners of the same town,

praying Thomas of Lathom to sue to the Council of the Duchy :

in the first, to take the town to farm to as easy a rent as he

can get it by his good labour; the second article, to get the

annual fair on one day ; the third article is, to get us power to

take a man by his body; the fourth article is, to get us a

recognizance of . . . . ,!and with the seal that belongs

thereto ; and these three last articles must be in a patent, both

to ourselves, to the mayor, and to the bailiffs, and to their suc-

cessors for evermore. Half in mind to take the castle orchard

in our taking, and the meadow in anywise. Half in mind also.
to speak to my lord Sir Thomas for the Moldkirke. Half in

mind also to get a privy seal direct to the mayor, charging all

those that hold of the king in Liverpool 2 to appear before the -
council in London, else they will agree” (query disagree %)
“ with the mayor.”

The rent under this lease was at the reduced rate of £21
per annum.

The decline, however, still continued, and in the 33d Henry
VI. (1455) another lease Was granted at the further reduction
of £17:16:8 a year, being less than one-half the amount in
the time of John of Gaunt.

On the fall of the Lancastrian dynasty, the Stanleys and
Molyneuxs, who had fought under the banner of the White
Rose, received valuable grants from the conqueror Edward IV,
The Stanleys held the borough of Liverpool and other estates
formerly belonging to the duchy. Sir Richard Molyneux re-
ceived the chief forestership of the royal forest and parks in
the wapentake of West Derby, with the office of sergeant or
steward of that wapentake and the wapentake of Salford, and
the constableship of the castle of Liverpool.

The Molyneux family did not suffer by the fall of the line
of York, for in the Act of Resumption passed in the 1st Henry
VIL (1485) a provision was made that nothing in the Act
contained should be ‘hurtful or prejudiciall unto Lawrence

1 Defaced in MS.
2 These were probably the holders of the burgage tenements.
3 See Gregson’s Fragments, App. lxiv.
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Molyneux, of or in the office of Constable of our Castell of CHAP.
Lyverpool, within the Countie Palatyne of Lancaster.” ——

Another fee-farm lease was granted in the reign of Edward 148
IV., when the amount had dropped to £14, being little more
than a third of the revenues eighty years previously.

The * crook-backed tyrant,” Richard III., bid high for the
support of the Stanleys and Molyneuxs. To the former he
granted numerous manors in Lancashire, including Bolton and
Chorley, 1000 marks per annum, and the rangership of Maccles-
field forest. The latter he confirmed in the previous grants
made by his predecessor.

In the second year of his reign (1484), the king made g pa
grant to an unknown person, Richard Cook, in consideration of n‘f “s”g%ant
“the good and grateful service which our beloved servant hath Ly
performed and shall perform for us in time to come,” of the
ferry over the water of Mersey between the town of Lythepole
and county of Chester for his life, without any account therefor
to be rendered, or anything therefor to be paid. ’

Sizteenth Century.

The lowest point of depression had been reached towards
the close of the previous century, and from this time the affairs
of the town began slowly to revive. With the establishment
of settled peace, the resources of the district began gradually to
develope. King Henry VII. upon his accession lost no time in 4.p. 14¢5.
securing to himself the possessions of the Duchy of Lancaster.
In the first year of his reign an Act was passed vesting in the
monarch the estates of the duchy and all its ancient royal and
manorial rights, “all toll, pannage, passage, pickage, stallage,
lastage, tallage, tollage, and carriage, which the tenants, in-
habitants, and residents had been accustomed to pay in all
lands, market-towns, and places whatsoever belonging to the
duchy.” Liverpool of course passed with the rest.

The rapacity and greed of the new monarch pressed very
heavily on his subjects. Everything capable of being turned
into money was made merchandise of Richard Cook, the
grantee of the ferry under Richard III. was compelled to sur-
render his gratuitous lease, and to receive a new one, subject to
an annual payment of 60s. (equal to £45).

In 1495 a lease of the fee-farm of the borough was granted a.o. 149.
for seven years to a Welshman, David ap Griffith, at the annual
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rent of £14, the same rent which was paid under the previous
lease from Edward IV. Ap Griffith is said to have been one
of the followers of the Tudor family from the principality.
However this may be, he settled in Liverpool and filled the
office of mayor ; and it seems likely that it was in this capacity
that he became lessee as the representative of the burgesses.

The avarice of the king sometimes overreached itself. Dur-
ing the unsettled times of the Wars of the Roses, the titles to
much of the property in the kingdom fell into confusion. This
gave a splendid opportunity to the Government to issue writs
of Quo warranto, compelling the parties summoned to come
forward and prove their titles, or submit to the forfeiture or a
fine, as the circumstances might be. Three years after granting
the fee-farm lease to David ap Griffith, a Quo warranto was
issued against the mayor, bailiffs, and burgesses of Liverpool.
As under the depressed and ruined state of the town there was
nothing to be extracted, the proceeding was abandoned.

In the 17th Henry VIL (1502) the lease to David ap
Griffith was renewed, he being mayor at the time.

In the sixth year of the reign of Henry VIIL., the decayed
condition of Liverpool attracted the attention of the Government,
not so much from any sympathy with the misfortunes of the
inhabitants, as from the fact of the reduced amount of their
contributions to the exchequer; and a commission was sent
down to investigate and report. It was alleged that the mayor
had in great measure caused this decline in the customs revenue,
by the enfranchisement of strangers resident in the borough,
thus liberating them from the payment of the dues which were
the property of the Crown. There is no record of the report—
if any—presented by the commissioners,

In the 16th Henry VIII (1525) the fee-farm lease was
renewed to Alice Griffith, widow of David, and to Henry
Ackers, supposed to have been her son-in-law, for the term of
twenty-one years. In the 20th Henry VIIL (1529), another
lease was granted to the same parties for a further period of
twenty years. On March 15, 1531, Henry Ackers sub-leased
to the mayor and burgesses one moiety of the fee-farm of the
town for six years, at the rent of £10, the mayor undertaking
to collect the whole of the dues and pay over one-half,

A list is extant, prepared in 1525, of the rental yielded to
the corporation out of the common lands within the borough.
It is recorded in the town’s books under the date of 1558,
Robert Corbett, mayor:
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The true copy of the rental that is found written in these words follow- CHAP.
ing by the hand of Wm. More, Esquire, deputed, due at Michaelmas

anno regni 16 Henrici VIIL ete.— Renlt‘?f'
Sir Wm. Molyneux, Knight, for the new Tythebarn . d 6d.
Rd. Barker for certain common ground lying betwixt St.
Catherine’s Hey and his eroft . k 3 G : ¢ 20d.
John Smyth, Mariner, for common ground . 2 : - 8d.
Gilbert Cooke for common . 2 A B : 8 6 10d.
Robert Dobbe for common . ¢ 5 3 2 2 5 20d.
Adam Dandye for mill dam . 3 : : 3 : g 10d.
Jenkey Baxter for common . F y il i : : 5 4d.
Thomas Wynstanley for common . ' . 3 5 3 12d.
Sum total . 5 . 7s.6d.

In the year 1533, just on the eve of the Reformation, a a.p. 1533,
refurn was made of the royal property in Liverpool. It is
headed “ The Kings Rentally of Leverpoole made the viij day
of October in the xxiiij yeare of the Reign of Kinge Henry the
Eight (1533).”*

The number of tenants is eighty-six, the total amount of Rent-ron.
quit rent, £10:1:4. The localities are given in very few
instances, but mention is made of Castle Street, Castle Hey,
Moore Street, and Chapel Street. Many of the names are
familiar in the annals of Liverpool, and some of the families are
still connected with the town, We have ‘“ my Lord of Derby,”
Sir John Stanley, Sir William Molyneux ; the Mores, Crosses,
Fazakerleys, Blundells, Halsalls, Seacomes, Tatlocks, Bolds,
Houghtons, Johnsons, ete. A proportion of the entries are for
burgages, half and quarter burgages, each of the burgages bear-
ing a uniform quit rent of xij%, but the majority make no
reference to burgage tenure. The fair inference to be drawn is
that in the course of three centuries the burgage system had
“become rather obsolete. Many were no- doubt forfeited, and
regranted independent of the burgage tenure, and other lands
had been granted not included in the original scheme. The
largest payment on a single property is xlix® vj® for the lands
of William More, Esquire, the smallest iii® for several quarter
burgages. There is an entry for “ half a burgage in Chappel
Streete, occupyed by the parson of Sefton.” Another entry to
“William More for the rent of an howse in Castle Streete,
built upon a vacant ground of the said William letten unto the

1 The rent-roll is given at length in Gregson’s Fragments, App. 1xv.
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CHAP. King’s Farmers; to discharge the said William of the rent of
v~ liij* by the yeare, soe long as the said William and his heires,
1533.  and the sayd farmers should be contented, iiij®.
Value of A passing remark may here be made on the enormous differ-
money.  ence between the olden times and the present in the value of
money. In order to assimilate the medieval currency to the
modern, it is usual, as a rough approximation, to multiply by
15, This may serve for ordinary use, but it is far from an
accurate estimate. There is no more difficult problem to solve
than that of estimating the purchasing power of money in the
mediseval period as compared with our own times. The fluctua-
tions in prices were so great, the tampering with the currency
so frequent, the habits of life so different, and the laws of supply
and demand so frequently interfered with, that the greatest dis-
crepancies are met with, and inferences from one class of facts
are continually falsified by reference to others of the same
period.

The elements of any inquiry of this kind consist mainly

of the following particulars :—

1. The intrinsic value of the coinage—that is, the nominal
value of the ounce of silver at any particular period.

2. The rate of wages of the ordinary labourer.

3. The price of the necessaries of life in the currency of the
period, taking wheat and cattle as the main articles.

4. The rent of land at the time.

By comparing these particulars, inferences may be drawn as
to the purchasing power of money at any point in our history,
and conversely of the condition of the people.

Let us take, as an example, Liverpool in the early part of
the sixteenth century, before the Reformation. At this time
the ounce of silver was worth 3s. 4d., or, in other words, six
ounces of silver were coined into 20s. As silver now bears the
value of 5s. 2d. per oz., the shilling of Henry VIIL’s time was
worth 155 times the modern coin ‘in intrinsic value. The

Valueof  price of wheat fluctuated from 1350 to 1500 from 4s. 6d. to

commodities G 84, per quarter, but 6s. 8d. was considered the standard
price. In the 30th Edward I. (1302) a quarter of wheat was
worth 4s., a bull, 7s. 6d., a cow, 6s., a fat sheep, 1s.

In the Inventory of William Fitzadam, inserted above,
prime cattle are quoted at 10s. each ; pigs at 1s. 8d.; as the
ounce of silver was at that time worth only 2s. 1d., the value



SIXTEENTH CENTURY. 41

in money of the sixteenth century would be cattle 16s., and CHAP.
pigs 3s. 2d. each. N

The wages of an ordinary labourer were throughout the %%
sixteenth century about 64d. per diem.

The rent of land in the nelghbourhood of Liverpool was on
the average about 2s. per acre, as given in the returns of the
chantry property at the time of the dissolution. The rents of
cottages are quoted at 3s., 4s., 2s. 8d., ete.

Let us now see what inferences we can draw from these
facts.

A labourer earning 61d. per day, would earn in twelve days Wages of
the value of a quarter “of Wheat at 6s. 8d. ; in six days he might 120%™
purchase a pig, or in thirty days he Would have wherewith to
purchase a fat beast. Compare this with the present day.
2s. 6d. may be considered a high average for agricultural
labour. With wheat at 45s. per quarter, it takes eighteen Price of
days of labour to earn the price, whilst to obtain the amount to "¢
purchase a fat cow or pig it would take at least three times the
extent of labour it cost the peasant of the sixteenth century.

Let us now look at the rent the labourer pays for his Rent.
cottage. In the sixteenth century from six to eight days’
labour paid the rent. At the present day, with a cottage at
£5 per annum, no less than forty days’ labour are required for
the purpose. Even at £3 per annum, twenty-four days’ labour
are taxed for the payment. 3

The contrast would be still more striking in the thirteenth,
fourteenth, and fifteenth centuries. The conclusion is inevit-
able, that the cottager and labourer of the sixteenth century
obtained the necessaries of life on much easier terms than his
descendant of the nineteenth.

As to the rent of agricultural land, if we estimate the Rentofland.
present annual value of fair arable land at 30s. per acre, it will
be about ten times the rent before the Reformation, allowing
for the difference in the standard of coinage. Or, comparing
the rent with the produce :—In 1533 a quarter of wheat repre-
sented the rent of 3} acres of land ; at the present day it only
represents 14 acre. At the same time it is only fair to state
that the 14 acre on the modern farm will produce larger and
better crops than the 3 acres of the olden time.

In comparing the monetary values of the figures given in Monetary
medizeval documents from the thirteenth to the sixteenth cen- values.
turies, we may consider that the purchasing power of the neces-
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CHAP- saries of life in wheat, cattle, and rent will be about fifteen
Ber ok times the nominal value as compared with our own time, but as

the labouring class nominally received one-fifth of the present
rate of pay, it follows that their command of the prime elements
of subsistence was three times greater than at the present day.!

It is proper, however, to make the qualifying remark that
the employment at the rate of wages mentioned above was not
a constant quantity. At harvest and seedtime there was a
great scarcity of hands, of which the peasantry naturally took
the advantage by increasing their demands, against which the
“ statutes of labourers” vainly strove by prohibitory enact-
ments. '

Mr. Froude’s  The reign of Henry VIII. has of recent years become a

Nt battle-field for the theories of rival historians. One school, of
which Mr. Froude may be considered the exponent, look upon
this period as the golden age of England, in which the nobles
and gentry were liberal and open-handed, and the people faith-
ful and obedient, where want "was unknown, and peace and
plenty scattered their blessings around.

Westminster Another school, the views of which are ably summarised in

Review.  the Westminster Review for January 1871, have drawn con-
clusions the very opposite. According to them no period in
our history was more disastrous or disorganised. Disorder and
discontent prevailed on every side. Famine and pestilence
stalked through the land, and crime was only restrained within
bounds by punishments of the most sanguinary and cruel
character.

The inquiry is by no means foreign to our present history,
as the fortunes of Liverpool were closely bound up with the
events passing in the country and the results which flowed from
them. -

g of The fact is, there is considerable truth both in the optimist

y VIII N : ; :

and pessimist view of this portion of our annals. The early
years of the reign of Henry VIII. were on the whole prosperous.
The land had rest from the harassing wars of the previous
century, and, though impoverished, was slowly recovering itself.
Labour was in demand, and the necessaries of life were cheap
and abundant. The feudal system was dying out, and the
burghers and middle class were assuming an importance never
known before.

1 See, on this subject, Tooke’s History of Prices, and Smith’s Wealth
of Nations.
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This progressive state of things continued to about the CHAP.
middle of King Henry’s reign, when it received a rude shock — —
from two causes. The first arose from what might and ought . 15%;
to have been a national benefit, the demand for English wool wool
abroad.  This led to the aggregatlon of farms, the enclosure of
commons, and the conversion of arable land 1nto pasture.

“ The cultivation of the land, which heretofore had em-
ployed and maintained, not in affluence but with all necessaries,
the great bulk of the people, was suddenly suspended. Thousands,
most likely millions, of acres, which had been under the plough
from time out of mind, were all at once converted into pasture
to meet the new and increasing demand for English wool”*

Even so early as 1518, Sir Thomas More writes that ¢ the Sir Thomas
sheep were devourers of men, women, and children ; villages °™
decaying, tenants evicted, commons enclosed.” It was publicly

asserted that 50,000 ploughs were thrown out of use, and

675,000 persons rendered destitute of employment.

In the Tth Henry VIII (1516) a proclamation was issued, a.o. 1616.
commanding the land thrown out of tillage to be again brought Land thrown
under the plough. In 1534 a statute was passed (25 Henry ‘t’l‘{fagi
VIIIL c. 13) for the same purpose, in the preamble of which it 4.0 1534.
is stated, that “ a good sheep for victual that was accustomed
to be sold for 2s. 4d. or 3s. at most, is now sold for 6s., or 4s.
at least ; and a stone of clothing wool, that in some shires of
this realm was accustomed to be sold for 1s. 6d. or 1s. 10d,, is
now sold for 4s., or 3s. 4d. at the least.” No doubt, in the end,
as manufactures arose in the country and took off the superfluous
labour, the evil was partially remedied ; but, in the mean time,
the poor suffered greatly.

This suffering was much aggravated by another cause, the Suppression
suppression of the monasteries and the sale and dlsperswn of e
their property (1535-38.) Whatever the faults of the monks a.p.153. -
might be, they were kind and easy landlords. They never en-
hanced their rents nor harassed their tenants by arbitrary fines,
as was too much the case with the temporal owners. The poor
were fed, with perhaps too lavish a hand, at the gates of the
monasteries, The monastic lands fell into the hands of greedy
and rapacious nobles and hangers-on of the court, who raised
the rents in many cases to three times their previous amount.?

1 Westminster Review, January 1871.
2 It is a curious fact, account for it how we may, that from the time
of the suppression of the monasteries, the price of wheat took a permanent
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The poor, losing employment from the cause above men-
tioned, and in the absence of a poor law having no longer the
monastic dole to fall back upon, endured grievous sufferings,
which the prevailing epidemic of the century—the sweating
sickness, greatly aggravated.

Let us now return to the ancient and loyal borough, from
which perhaps we have wandered too far.

Notwithstanding the depressed condition of affairs at the
commencement of Henry VIIL’s reign, the transactions relative
to the leasing and subleasing of the town’s revenues indicate
something of a revival of trade. There are a few fragmentary
portions of the town’s records which extend back to about the
year 1525, and throw a little light on the internal condition of
the town. The local government at that time consisted of the
mayor, Thomas Houghton, two bailiffs, whose names are not
given, and twelve aldermen, in addition to the burgesses in
common hall assembled. The Town-hall stood in High Street,
on the site of the present Liverpool and London Chambers, and
was called “ Domus Beatee Mariee.”

On State occasions the officials were bound to attend his
worship, armed with halberts and bills, and he had the power of
calhng for the attendance of the burgesses at his pleasure. Every-
mornmg mass was said at St. John’s altar in the chapel before
six o'clock, that the labourers might commence the day by
divine service ;.and every evening at eight the curfew was rung,
after which all well-disposed people were expected to be at
home, and no suspicious persons were allowed to walk the
streets after the hour of nine.

The worthy burgesses seem to have been of a cheerful turn,
for a company of ‘waits,” or, in modern phraseology, a band
of musie, was provided at the expense of the town, to play
every day except Sunday. There was a public warehouse for
the storage of ‘goods, the keeper of which was a corporate
officer.

The only branches of industry mentioned, besides the
ordinary purveyors of meat and drink, are flax-dressing and
tanning. Sanitary provisions were not entirely forgotten. No
flax was to be gigged in any house in the town, nor was any
flax or hemp to be watered within its precincts. Persons
rise. Down to 1534 the price per quarter usually ranged from 5s. to 9s.

In 1537 it was 18s. 4d., in 1541, 18s. 8d., and never again went down to
its former level.
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afflicted with pestilence were to be kept separate from the rest CHAP.
of the inhabitants. No horns or hides were to be left in the — —
streets by the tanners. For the regulation of the streets it was ~ 1°%5
provided that all carts should pay 4d. a-year towards mend-

ing the roads; that no country carts should ply within the

town ; that eorn and malt should not be winnowed in the

streets ; that no sheep should be turned out without a shep- )
herd, nor swine without a swineherd. The liberties or bounds Liberties.
of the borough were to be walked once a-year, on Midsummer

Eve, when all the inhabitants were required to join the mayor,

bailiffs, and aldermen, in public procession.

The narrow spirit of monopoly and jealousy of strangers Monopolies.
peeps out in one or two of the regulations, On market days
no eorn was to be sold before the bell rung, and country per-
sons were not allowed to buy any until an hour after. Foreign
burgesses should bear equally with those of the town, scot and
lot ; but they should not follow their occupations in the town,
nor bake, brew, nor sell ale, nor expose their goods for sale, ex-
cept on market days. This provision that strangers should be
compelled to contribute to the local burdens whilst deprived of
the means of earning a livelihood, is about as cool an exhibi-
tion of selfishness as will often be met with.

When the confiscation of monastic property took place at Chapel and

the Reformation, Liverpool was little affected by it.  The chantiges
Chappell of Leverpoole ” had four chantries, to which I shall
further refer in connection with the account of the church. The
lands belonging to these chantries were sold principally to the
tenants. A list of these is extant, signed by * Thomas Hoken-
hall, mayor, for the notification of the truth in tyme to come.”
Many of the names are still existing in Liverpool, or were so
in the last generation, as landholders—such as Secome, Rose,
Crosse, Moore, Tarleton, Fazakerley, Dyson, Bixteth, Mell-
ing, e’cc

Liverpool suffered along with the rest of the kingdom from
the causes mentioned above. In an Act passed in 1544 a list . 1544
of towns is set forth which had fallen into decay, and in which Decay
it is declared, “ That there hath been in times past many beau-
tiful houses which are now falling into ruin.” Amongst these
decayed towns Liverpool is included.

John Leland,  the king’s antiquary,” received a royal com- Leland.
mission in 1533, empowering him to search for all records,
manuscripts, and relics of antiquity in the cathedrals, colleges,
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abbeys and priories throughout England. This' roving com-
mission lasted six years, His journal, or * Itinerary,” was
first published in 1710-12. In the course of his visit to Lan-
cashire he passed through Liverpool, and thus alludes to it :—

“ Lyrpole, alias Lyverpoole, a pavid Towne, hath but a
chapel, Walton a iiii miles off, not far from the se is a Paroche
Chirch. The King hath a Castelet there, and the Erle of Darbe
a Stone Howse there. Irisch Marchauntes cum much thither,
as to a good Haven.” In the margin heremarks—“At Lyrpole
is a smaule costome payid that causeth marchantes to resorte.”
Again—* Good Marchandis at Lyrpole, moch Irisch yarn that
Manchester men do by ther.”” The yarn here mentioned was
doubtless linen yarn spun in Ireland and ‘woven in Manchester
and the neighbourhood. This is the first intimation we have of
the textile manufactures of South Lancashire—the first feeble
rill of that manufacturing industry and commerce which has
swelled into such a mighty stream.

I have already alluded to two leases of the fee-farm of the
town granted in 1525 and 1529 to Alice Griffith and Henry
Ackers for two successive terms, expiring in 1566, and to a
sublease from the latter of one moiety to the corporation for
six years. In the 21st Henry VIIL (1530), Henry Ackers
prosecuted a number of persons for a breach of the custom of
toll of the ferry at Lyverpole. There must have been some for-
feiture or other determination of the lease, for we find that in
the 28th Henry VIIL (1537), the fee-farm was let to Thomas
Holcroft, a great speculator in the property of the dissolved
monasteries ; and in the same year Ilolcroft assigned his in-
terest to Sir William Molyneux of Sefton.! From this time
forward the lease of the Crown rights was principally in the
hands of the. Molyneux family. Two years afterwards (Septem-
ber 3, 1539) Sir William Molyneux ‘granted a lease of one
moiety of the fee-farm to the mayor and burgesses at the yearly
rent of £10 ; he afterwards assigned the other moiety to Edmund,
or Edward Gee, for a fine of £4 down, and a yearly rent of £8.

- Gee was connected both with Liverpool and Chester, having

been mayor of the former borough in 1548, and of the ancient
city in 1551, during which latter mayoralty he was carried off by
the fatal scourge, the sweating sickness. He is said to have been

1 This Sir William was at Flodden field. He died in 1548, and lies
buried in Sefton Church, where an altar tomb displays his effigy with those
of his two wives.
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a large importer of wine from Spain, and undertook to give CEHAP.
the right of pre-emption of his importations to his patron, Sir \..,,_/
William Molyneux. ik

The dreadful epidemic just mentioned ravaged Liverpool
twice during the space of eight years—in 1540 and 1548. The .p. 1548,
numbers carried off during the first visitation are not mentioned ;
but at the latter date it is recorded that 250 of the inhabitants
died of the disease. As the population could not at this time
have exceeded 1000, it is probable that in these two epidemics
nearly one-half of the population perished. The plague returned
in 1558, when it is alleged that 250 persons were again swept a.o. 1558.
off. ThlS is probably an exaggeration ; but these repeated
visitations may account for the fact, that whilst the trade of the
port was falling into its natural channel in connection with the
incipient manufactures of Lancashire, the town is frequently
referred to in the reign of Elizabeth as a poor and decayed
place.

In 1547, the borough resumed its privilege of sending a.p. 1547
representatlves to Parliament, which had been suspended from fissue of
1306. During the early period .of our Parliamentary history
writs were not issued to the boroughs separately and by name,
but a general writ of summons addressed to the sheriff of each
county required him to return two citizens or burgesses for each
city and borough within his county. During the fourteenth and
fifteenth centuries nearly the whole of the returns of the sheriffs
of Lancashire were to the following effect: “ Non est aliqua
civitas seu aliquod Burgum de quibus aliqui Cives seu Bur-
genses venire possunt seu solent secundum temorem Brevis,
propter eorum debilitatem et paupertatem.” (There is not any
city or borough from which any citizens or burgesses are ‘able
or accustomed to come, according to the tenor of the writ, by
reason of their debility and poverty.) Lancaster and Preston
once or twice returned members during this interval, but Liver-
pool was altogether lost sight of. In the 1st Edward VI. (1547)
the whole of the Lancashire boroughs were again summoned,
and continued to exercise their privilege down to modern times.

The members returned for Liverpool at this time were Thomas
Stanley and Anthony or Ambrose Cave.

In the 32d Henry VIIL (1541), an order was passed that a.p. 1541.

the boundaries of the borough should be perambulated yearly,

“ to the intent that every burgess may well know the circuit
thereof.”
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% The perambulation is from Water Street to Beacon’s
Gutter, on the north side of Liverpoole, thence to the grove and
mere-stone in Mr. More’s meadow ; thence to Kirkdale Lane,
to the mere-stone there, over against the Beacon. Thence to
the mere-stone in Syers’s ditch, joining to the Breck there ;
thence through to . . . . (illegible) ; thence through several
closes to a merestone in Everton Causey; thence through
several fields to Liverpool common, and after the common side
to the mere-stone at Johnson’s field, on the east side of the
town, and so up the gutter or vale to the Mosslake, to a place
called Hollin hedge ; and thence straight to the Park wall, and
80 to the sea side, and all along the sea side over the Pool, and
thence along the sea side to Water Street end.”

Early in the reign of Edward VI. disputes arose between
the Crown lessees and the corporation respecting the right to .
the tolls and customs. The corporation claimed under the old
leases granted to Griffith and Ackers in 1525 and 1529, and
insisted that the present farmers under the Crown, the Moly-
neuxs, had an inferior title. The mayor, John Moore, took the
matter into his own hands, persisted in holding the borough
courts, and received the fees thereto belonging. Whereupon Sir
Richard Molyneux applied for and obtained an injunction to
restrain the corporation from proceeding in this course. The
questions remained in litigation until the accession of Queen
Mary (1553), when the Roman Catholic party, to which the
Molyneuxs belonged, obtained the ascendency. The burgesses
prudently elected for mayor Sir William Norris of Speke, the
representative of an ancient Catholic family in the neighbour-
hood, but it was all in vain. The queen renewed the lease of
the fee-farm to Sir Richard Molyneux for forty-one years. This
s0 exasperated the burgesses that they again resisted, and threw
into prison Sir Richard’s collector of the dues, Hugh Dobie.

1 Speke was held at an early period by the Molyneux family. By the
marriage of Joan, the.daughter of Sir John Molyneux of Sefton, in the
fourteenth century, to William Norreys of Sutton and Blackrod, the
Norreyses became possessed of Speke. This is Gregson’s account, given in
the pedigree ; but by another record, Alan le Norreys was the first, to
obtain Speke, by purchase, from the daughter and heiress of Molyneux of
Little Crosby. J

Sir Edward Norreys of Speke was at the battle of Flodden (1513), and
obtained the spoils of the Scottish king’s palace in reward of his services.
To him, and his comrade in arms, Sir William Molyneux, King Henry
VIII. addressed letters of thanks.
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The consequence of this contumacy was that Mr. Thomas More, ~CHAP-
then mayor, was arrested and committed to the Fleet for con- ——
tempt of court, and was only released on making an ample
apology.1

In 1552, two members were returned to Parliament, Ralph .o. 1552.
Ashton and William Bromley, and to the Parliament in 1553,

Wm. Bromley and Sir Giles Allington, knt.

In 1553, a muster of soldiers was made for the royal service. a.o. 1553.
Derby hundred had to raise 450 men under the command of
Edward, Earl of.Derby ; Sir Richard Molyneux, of Sefton ; Sir
Thomas Gerard, of Bryn; Sir Piers Legh, of Haydock ; Sir
William Norris, of Speke, ete. Liverpool had to furnish four
men ; West Derby township, eleven; Walton and Fazakerly,
seven.

On January 4, 1555, a new charter was granted to the town A.p. 1555.
in the joint names of Philip and Mary. There is a remarkable NeW charter.
point in this charter, which appears to me to throw some light
on the local history of the period. Any of my readers who have
taken an interest in the subject will perceive, in looking over the
earlier documents, that the original charter of John gave no
monopoly of trade to the burgesses. This prohibition of
strangers was first introduced into the charter of Henry III.,
and in that of Richard II. it was struck out. In the charter of
Henry IV, the earlier charters were recited and confirmed which
gave the monopoly, but that of Richard II., which repealed it,
was omitted. In the charter of Philip and Mary, that of Richard
IL., repealing the monopoly, is recited and confirmed, but the Abolition of
charter of Henry IV. is wholly omitted. There is no doubt that ™°"°P°les-
at the accession of Mary the burgesses of Liverpool were zealous
Protestants, and by the monopoly clause in the charter they had
the power to keep out the Catholics. Hence the significant
reproduction and confirmation of the charter of Richard IL
throwing the trade open to all comers.

_The privilege, restored in 1547, of sending two burgesses to
Parliament, does not seem to have been much valued at first.
In 1555, the town returned Sir Richard Sherburne, Knight,

! Mr. T. Baines (Hist. Liverpool, p. 210) gives an extract from the
town’s records, under the date of 1556, being an audit by Thomas More,
mayor, of the accounts of his predecessor, Ralph Sekerston, from which he
infers that at this date the corporation held a lease from the Molyneuxs.

This is an error in the date; Sekerston was mayor in 1550, and Thomas
More the year following. At this date the questions at issue were in liti-

gation. Thomas More was again mayor in 1557.
VOL, 1. E
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steward to the Earl of Derby, as one member, and

courteously

left the other place vacant to be filled up by the Chancellor of
the Duchy, Master Burchett, who nominated Mr. John Beaumont.
The extant municipal records commence in 1551. One of

the first, entries is as follows :—

Anno 1551. The Rentals belonging to the towne of Liverpoll and to

the Mayor w'® the burgesses of the same.

In primis, a burgage in the Wat® streete, now in the
holdyng of Alexander Garnet?! . .

Item a Burgage in the Dale Street now in the holdyng of
Richard Warmyngham .

A Burgage in the holdynge of Thomas Atherton in the
Dale Street

A tenement in Garston now in y° holdynge of Rd. Pryce

Added on the same page, under the date 1558 :

Item, Rent growing out of Barbons lands gyven by the
Jady’s mercie .

Item, that it is recorded 'by the Great Inquest a" 1558
Robt Corbet Mayor,? a yearly rent growing out of one
Gill’s lands of Bye Lane in Darby, late in the holdynge
of Will™ Smyth of Liverpole deceased

Item, by the same Inquest halfe a burgage of land or
Mess#e and Buyldyng in ye Dale Street late in the
occupation of Robert Nicholas deceased ; and his wyffe
Dorothy is now admitted unto the same by the sayd
Great Inquest.

1558. Thomas More, Mayor.3 Item ; it is ordered by
the said Inquest that the Mayore for the tyme being
cause proclamation to be made at ye Crosse that no
shoemaker of the countrie doe bring shoes to sell in
Liverpole Market made of horse hyde or of unlawful
barked leather, to forfitt the same for the fyrst tyme,
and the second tyme to forfitt the same that be made
of horse hyde or of unlawful barked and tanned
leather, and further to make fyne at the Mayor’s dis-
cretion. And the thyrd tyme soe doeing to have im-
prisonment at the Mayor’s discretion, and to be ban-
nyshed the Market.

xiiiis. iiid.
vis. viiid.

xiis.
viiis.

vis. viiid.

1 Mayor in 1559 and 1564. 2 Robert Corbet was mayor in 1558-59.
3 Thomas More was mayor 1557-58. 'He preceded Corbet, the entry

under whose name above is an insertion.
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In 1557, the members returned to Parliament were William  CHAP.
Stopforth and George White, and in 1558 Sir Thomas Smith, ——
knt., and Ralph Browne. §

The plague of 1558 is described rather graphically in the a.p. 1558,
following extract from the corporation records :— Rlegue

“This year and the year before was great sickness in Liver-
poole, as was all the country of these parts in Lancashire, and
specially a great plague in Manchester, by reason whereof this
town was in great dread and fear ; and on St. Lawrence’s day
was buried Mr. Roger Walker,! and also a child of Nicholas
Brayes, at the Pool House, the new house that Robert Corbett
made, at the death of which said Brayes’s child was great mur-
mur and noise that the plague should be brought into that
house by.an Irishman, one John Hughes, coming sickly from
Manchester, and brought his linen clothes thither to be washed,
which after could not be found true by ne probation before Mr.

Mayor then being, nor Mr. Mayor then next after, which was -
Mr. Corbett ; but for all that, ever after that day, the whole
town suspected it for the very plague and pestilence of God,
because there was out of the same house buried, within five or
six days late before . . . . persons;? and so after that
it increased daily and daily to a great number, that died be-
tween the said St. Lawrence day and Martlemas then next
after, the whole number of 240 and odd persons, under thirteen
score ; and that year was no fair kept at St. Martin’s day, nor
market till after the Christmas next.”

In the same records the following entry appears under the a.p. 1559.
year 1559 :—

“This year was one Hodgson, a gentleman retaining to Sir
Henry Sidney, Lord Chief-Justice of Ireland, had in prison for
railing against the noble Earl of Darbie, and also for his evil
demeanour and disobedience towards Mr. Maior ; who after he
had taken his natural rest in the said prison, weakened and
humbled himself to Mast® Maior, and desired of him forgiveness,
and so was released for trespass against Mr. Maior—but he
went under sureties.”

In the year 1561 Liverpool was visited by a tremendous a.p. 1561.
hurricane, during which the violence of the waves destroyed Hurricane.
the jetty or breakwater of the old haven, the exact site of
which is not known. The little community, depressed as they

1 Roger Walker had been mayor in 1553.
2 Defect in the MS.
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were by their recent misfortunes, exhibited signs of that energy
and public spirit which have subsequently, under their succes-
sors, produced such wonderful results. The corporation records
furnish the following account :— ¢ Robert Corbett, mayor.
Sunday being the 9th of November, this year, and next after
the great wind and storms aforesaid, Mr. Mayor called the
whole town, as many as then were at home, together, unto the
hall, where they counselled all in one consent and assent, for
the foundation and making of a new haven, turning the fresh
water out of the old pool into the new haven ; and then and
there before he rose, by the side of the bench, of his free will
gave a pistole of gold towards the beginning, which that day
was good and current all England through for 5s. 10d., although
after, in a few days, it was not so, but by proclamation in Lon-
don, by the Queen’s Majesty, was prohibited and not current.
Also, the same day Mr. Sekerston did give, also all the rest of
the congregation did give, so that in the whole was gathered
that present day the whole sum of 13s. 9d. current, and put
into the custody of Richard Fazakerley and Robert Mosse, who
were then appointed to be collectors for that time. On the
Monday morning then next, Mr. Mayor, and of every house in
the Water Street, one labourer went to the old pool, and there
began and enterprised digging, ditching, and busily labouring
upon the foundation of the new haven ; and so the Tuesday, of
every house in the Castle Street was a labourer sent to the same
work. Wednesday next then after came forth of every house in
the Dale Street to the said new haven, a labourer gratis.
Thursday then next after the Juggler Street; with the More
Street, Mylne Street, Chapell Street, every house sending a
labourer, and this order continued until St. Nicholas’s day then
next after, gratis.”

The idea of commencing to build a new haven with a capi-
tal in hand of 13s. 9d. may excite a smile, but there is some-
thing in the earnestness of the whole proceeding calculated to
call forth our sympathy and admiration. We are reminded of
a similar simultaneous movement of the people for the erection
of the walls of Jerusalem in a time of emergency.}

This record brings under our notice the names of two active
and energetic men to whom the Liverpool of that day was
deeply indebted—Robert Corbett and Ralph Sekerston. Cor-

1 ¢80 built we the wall ; and all the wall was joined together unto
the half thereof : for the people had a mind to work.”—Nehemiah, iv, 6.
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bett was the leading merchant of the town, and filled the office
of mayor five times between 1558 and 1573. His name fre-
quently occurs in connection with the records of the time.
Sekerston was a man of a more versatile character, and seems
to have been looked up to in times of need as the sage counsel-
lor and adviser. We first find his name recorded as mayor in
the 3d Edward VI. (1550). During the reign of Mary he was
under a cloud, but emerged on the accession of Elizabeth, and
was again elected chief magistrate in 1560.

CHAP
L

S———
1561.

In 1562, a difficulty arose from which the town was extri- a.o. 1562.
cated by the dexterity and adroitness of Sekerston. I have Election.

already mentioned that the recently revived privilege of return-
ing members to Parliament rather pressed heavily on the worthy
burgesses. They appear to have been troubled

With the burden of an honour
Unto which they were not born.

The chancellor of the duchy and the Earl of Derby were
the two magnates with whom it behoved the corporation to
keep on good terms, and ““ make things pleasant.” At the last
election, in 1555, one member had been nominated by each of
these grandees. Now, however, there was a third party, who
as a patron demanded a share in their allegiance. After the
litigation about the town’s dues and tolls which led to the in-
carceration of the mayor, a reconciliation took place, and Sir
Richard Molyneux granted a sub-lease to the corporation. In
gratitude for this the burgesses elected Mr. Richard Molyneux,
son of Sir Richard, one of the members, intending to reserve
the other seat for the disposal of my lord of Derby. The chan-
cellor, however, was not to be put off so easily, and put in his
claim,!

The circumstances are very quaintly detailed in the town’s
records. After mentioning the election of Mr. Richard Moly-
neux before the chancellor had communicated his wishes, the
recorder proceeds to say that they had “reserved the other for
my lord the Earl of Derby, marvelling much that he sent not
to the town, as he was wont to do, requiring the nomination of
one burgess, which was a great stay (hindrance), and caused the
town to meet in the hall divers times about the same; and in

1 According to another account, Sir Humphrey Radcliff and William

Winter were first returned, but owing to some informality the election
was void.
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one meeting, Sir Thomas Hesketh, Sheriff of Lancashire, sent
his servant with letters from Mr. Chancellor of this duchy, Sir
Ambrose Cave, directed to Mr. Mayor and his brethren, for the
nomination of a burgess, and the said servant was diligent ex-
pectant of an answer ; but Mr. Mayor and his brethren willed
him to go to his dinner, and after that he should be answered ;
and it was thought good to take deliberation therein, and so
showed to the servant and desired his master not to be dis-
pleased, for so much as one burgess was granted before Mr,
Chancellor’s mind was known, and promised to send him answer
after my lord the Earl of Derby’s pleasure were known to us,
whom always we were most naturally beholden and bounden to,
and in this doing Mr., Sekerston was appointed one day and dis-
appointed another day ; so that then the town agreed that Mr.
Sekerston should go up to London, and so he rode almost post,
and took the said certificate with him, and also to go to my
lord the old Earl of Derby, and show his lordship that whereas
he did not send to the town for a burgess, yet the town thought
good his lordship do his pleasure therein.” The sequel does
credit to the tact and adroitness of Mr, Sekerston, for we find
“my lord was well pleased with the town, giving us thanks, and
gave his election to Mr. Sekerston ; and he showed himself and
kept time and hour (at the Parliament), but was put back by
the means of Mr. Chancellor. Yet he stuck to the matter still,
and obtained his room (place) and served there; and when
other town burgesses had and did retain speakers for them in
the parliament house, he retained none, but stood up after the
manner there, and was speaker himself, to the great grief of Mr.
Chancellor ; so that in his fumes he caused privy seal made ”
(7.e. a writ to be issued) ““and was ready directed to fetch Mr,
Mayor up to appear in the Duchy Chamber—but as God would
—by means of the Earl of Derby, the privy seal was called in
again, which, if' it had not, the town would have been put to a
great charge. In the meantime a cess was laid for Mr. Seker-
ston giving his attendance in the parliament house, for the
charges of him, after 2s, a-day.”

Brave and shrewd old Sekerston ! he must have been a very
crabbed and discontented burgess who would have grudged the
the 2s. a-day so well earned.

A.D. 1563, it is recorded—¢ This year, in April and May,
the Queen’s Works at Berwicke ceased, and Irisch masons well
paid, and came to Liverpool for shipping into Ireland, their
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native country, and here in Liverpool they bestowed part of CHAP
their money, and apparelled themselves honestly, many of \-y«-f
them.”

In November 1565 a census was taken, from which it ap- a.o.1565.

pears that there were then in the town 138 inhabited houses Census.
and 7 streets. According as we reckon 5 or 6 inmates to a
house, the population would amount to 690 or 828 inhabitants.
This is a sad falling off from the 168 burgages in the fourteenth
century, and is probably the lowest point of depression ever
reached. The number of vessels belonging to the port was 12,
with an aggregate burden of 223 tons, navigated by 75 men.

The town’s records in the reign of Elizabeth are very full
and complete. They throw such light on the habits, customs,
and tone of thought of the period, that I make no apology for
quoting from them pretty freely.

Although a truce had been patched up between the corpora-
tion and the Molyneuxs, the Crown lessees, yet the burgesses
groaned under the yoke,-and were anxious to shake it off.

Master Ralph Sekerston being now in Parliament, took the op-
portunity of bringing the subject before the Queen’s grace, which
he did in the following petition :—

¢ Anno 1566, 31st March. To the Queen’s most excellent 4.o. 1566.
majesty. Your poor subject, Ralph Sekerston, of your grace’s Seerston’s
decayed town of Liverpool, in the county of Lancaster, most
humbly desireth your highness to have respect in what estate
your said town is in, for all liberties and franchises given to us
by any of your majesty’s progenitors is from us, your poor
tenants, clearly taken away. My petition is to your grace that
you may have the governance still over us, and your grace shall
have our charter under the broad seal given to your majesty,
and then of your merciful goodness to grant us what shall please
your grace; and also that we may, from henceforth, continue
under your grace’s said governance, and we will obey and truly
serve your majesty, under God ; for to us there is no other help
but by your majesty ; only your highness hath as full power to
help us, your said subjects, in these days, as any others your
grace’s progenitors have had in times past, and as our bounden
duty is, we shall pray for your majesty long to reign over us.

¢ Liverpool is your own town. Your majesty hath a castle
and two chauntries clear, the fee-farms of the town, the ferry-
boat, two windmills, the custom of the duchy, the new custom
of the tonnage and poundage, which was never paid in Liverpool
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before your time ; and the commodity thereof is your majesty’s-
For your own sake suffer us not utterly to be cast away in your
grace’s time, but relieve us like a mother.

“ This supplication was devised by Master Ralph Sekerston
of his own politic wit and wisdom, and fair written by a notary
or clerk of the court, that cost him 8d. the writing, as Master
Sekerston declared and saith openly this 31st day of March,
this present year 1566, which supplication, verbatim agreeing
herewith, he put into the queen’s majesty’s hand at the parlia-
ment, this said same year, he one of the -burgesses of this
town at and in the same parliament and in the parliament
house.”

Poverty-stricken as the  politic wit” of Sekerston showed
the town to be, the burgesses were not without a zest for amuse-
ments. In 1567 a cock-pit was erected at the public expense,’
and in 1576 horse-races were established on the shore, to be run
on Ascension Day in every year.

On August 5, 1566, a visit was paid to the town by the
Earl of Derby, who had in his train his sons, Lord Strange and
Sir Edward Stanley ; Sir John Savage, Sir Piers Legh of Lyme,
William Molyneux of Sefton, Grosvenor of Eaton, and ¢ other
esquires and gentlemen.” The mayor, Master John Crosse, with
the bailiffs and burgesses, met them at the town’s end (now the
end of Dale Street) and attended them to the tower of Liver-
pool, “ where the said earl and his train rested, and had a
couple of partridges, and to drink with of his lordship’s cost,
and other things at his lordship’s; and there Mr. Mayor, his
brethren with the bailiffs and common burgesses, did present
him with a banquet of delicious delicates of two courses of ser-
vice,” etc.

In March 1567, a muster of soldiers was ordered to rein-
force the army in Ireland, when the following proclamation was
issued in Liverpool :—

¢ Everyone must have a cassock of blue watchet Yorkshire
cloth, gnarded with two small guards, stitched with two stitches
of blue apiece, a very good yew bow and a sheaf of arrows in
case, a red cap, a stag or stirk buckskin jerkin, a sword dagger,
and every man to have 13s, 4d. in his purse.

1 In taking down some old buildings at the top of Shaw’s Brow, in
1868, the remains of a cock-pit, having a sunk area, with tiers of benches
round, cut in the rock, were laid bare. This may possibly have been the
relics of the one in question.
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“ Walton Parish must furnish William Lyddell with a har- CHAP.
quebus the charge whereof is 64s. 10d. This William Lyddell —~—
is a butcher, late come to Liverpool from York as he saith.” S

The same month the levies of South Lancashire mustered in
Liverpool, and were sent to Chester, where they were joined by
the forces from Derbyshire, Staffordshire, Cheshire, Denbigh-
shire and Flintshire. The Staffordshire uniform was red ; all
the others were dressed in blue. They were shipped part in
Chester and part in Liverpool, whence also 650 horse soldiers
were forwarded to Ireland.

In 1571, Thos. Avery and Ralph Sekerston were returned to .p. 1571
Parliament. In the same year the conspirators under the Duke
of Norfolk, in their plans for the escape of Mary Queen of Scots Mary Queen
“ had a device to carie the Quene of Sco away to the seaside, °f 5%t
and then to have a shippe redy about Lyrpole, or some such
place in Lancashire.”

In 1572, Ralph Sekerston was elected member for the last a.p. 1572.

time. On this occasion the chancellor was allowed to have the Sekerston
nomination of the other member, Mr. Thomas Greenacres. In
1574, when war with Spain was considered imminent, Seker-
ston, along with five others, undertook the entire charges of
putting the town into a state of defence. The other contributors
were William Moore and John Crosse, the two Liverpool squires ;
Robert Corbett, the greatest merchant and shipowner of the port ;
Richard Howard and Richard Mosse. From this time we lose
all record of Sekerston. He died about 1580, and his place as
member was supplied by Matthew Dale. Sekerston had served
the town long and well. His memory was cherished, and a
saying of his applicable to the troublous times of the middle of
the sixteenth century was handed down for several generations :
¢ Save me and mine, and the good town of Liverpool and theirs,
and then let the nobles kill whom they please.”

In 1573, the Earl of Essex passed through Liverpool, and a.o. 1573,
set sail for Ca.rrlckfergus to take the command of the queen’s pos.of
army in Ireland. A detachment of his troops was left behind
to follow him, when an émeute took place, very glaphlca.lly de-
seribed in the town’s records, of which the following is the
substance :

¢ Magister Jno. Crosse, armiger, mayor.

‘“ Edward Bartley, esquire, Captain of the Motley Coats, Emeute.
and Roger Sydenham, gent. Captain of the Blue Coats, came to
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this town after the said Earl of Essex and his company were
departed and sailed for Knockfergus, alias Carrickfergus.

“On the 4th day of September a grievous contention and
discord sprang betwixt these two, Bartley and Sydenham ; and
Sunday morning next after, being 5th Sept., the same year,
Roger Sydenham, Lieutenant of the Blue Coats, at his uprising,
walking and coming forth of Roger Jameson’s house, his host,
with three or four of his soldiers, and the said Capt. Bartley
coming with a company of his Motley Coats, drew their swords
and set upon the said lieutenant and forced him and his men
for safeguard of their lives to take in to the houses, where,
against the ragious persecution and enterprise of the said Bartley,
therein by the good shift of the roof of the same house, the said
Sydenham and his men all but one were conveyed into a high
loft or chamber by the ladder, and so they drew up the ladder
up to them in the said loft, and so escaped death, as pleased
God, but that one soldier which was stayed in the house was
all to much swynged and beaten, kneeling upon his knees bare-
headed, calling and crying out most woefully for mercy and
pardon of life. In these the said Capt. Bartley caused that
soldier bluecoat to be set in the stocks at the high cross, and
caused a cantel of a chest board to be nailed to his side, and
there was watched with a dozen tall bills of this town. Roger
Sydenham, poor gentleman, was in cover all the while. It is
long to repeat and more to rehearse the riot, tumult, and dis-
order of the said Capt. Bartley and his motley coats, and over
tedious to write of the spoils of both motleys and blue coats, as
well abroad in the country hereto adjoining as within this town.

“Truth is, there was such insurrection stirred by the said
Capt. Bartley as the like was never seen in the town and this
country, for to be short, Mr. Mayor and all the town suddenly,
as pleased God Almighty, were ready upon the heath of this
town, every man, with their best weapons, so as by good
chance every householder being at home Sunday morning, eager
as lions, made show almost even like to the number of the said
captains and all their soldiers, so as the captains and all their
men being arrayed and there upon the said heath, the said
Capt. Bartley and all his gentlemen moved Mr. Mayor to order
all in good part, and to think no other but all shall be well
and quiet and so proved ; and after the said battle array Mr.
Captain showed all courtesy and gentleness to Mr. Mayor, and
came up to the town in friendship and amity ; and after all this
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done, the captains and their soldiers were more gentle to deal ~CHAP.
with all the while they abode within the town.” ;

Allowing for a little pardonable exaggeration as to the 1973
prowess of the townsmen, it is clear that every householder was
provided with weapons and prepared to use them as members
of a trained band or volunteer corps.

In a requisition for an armament in August 1574, in which a.p. 1674.
the contributions of each landholder in the county of Lancaster Beg
are set forth, the Earl of Derby amongst other weapons is re-
quired to provide 30 long bows, 30 sheafs of arrows, and 30
. steel caps for the archers. Other landholders in like propor-
tion. It would seem, therefore, that the national weapon which
won the fights of Cregy, Agincourt, and Flodden, had not gone
out of use at the end of the sixteenth century.

The loyalty of the country to “ good Queen Bess” was most Loyalty.
remarkable. Here is an account of the celebration of one of
the anniversaries of her accession to the throne : :

“This year, the 17th day of November 1576, and entering a.o. 157.

upon the 18th year of the reign of our most gracious sovereign
lady Elizabeth, Mr. Thomas Bavand being mayor of this her
majesty’s corporation and port town of Lirpole in the county of
Lancaster, caused the same day in the evening a great bonefire
to be made in the market-place, near to the high cross of the
same town, and another anenst his own door, giving warning
that every householder should do the like throughout the town,
which was done accordingly. And immediately after caused to
call together his brethren the aldermen, and divers others of the
burgesses of the same town, and so went all together to the
house of Mr. Ralph Burscough” (mayor in 1583) alderman,
where they banqueted a certain time, which done, Mr.
Mayor departed to his own house accompanied of the said
aldermen and others, a great number, upon whom he did bestow
sack and other white wine and sugar liberally, standing all
without the door, lauding and praising God for the most pros-
perous reign of our said most gracious sovereign lady the
queen’s most excellent majesty, whom God grant long over us
to reign with great tranquillity and victorious success over all
her grace’s enemies. And so appointing his bailiff and other
officers to see the fires quenched he departed.”

In the following year (1577) during the mayoralty of the a.n. 1577,
same Mr, Thomas Bavand, Henry, Earl of Derby, en route for Jarlof

Derby’
the Isle of Man, came to Liverpool and waited for a fair wind. visit,
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The corporation in their efforts to do him honour, seem to have
excelled themselves. The earl arrived on the 15th of April
and remained until the 28th, residing at his fortified mansion
in Water Street. On Monday the 22d “his honour came to
the church or chapel to view and appoint out a fit place for the
cloth of state, which was on the south side of the same church
or chapel, richly hanged with costly ornament and cloth of
gold. And Mr. Thos. Bavand being then mayor of Lyrpole
aforesaid, caused preparation to be made for a great triumph ;
to honour the said noble earl, at the said most honourable feast,
appointing Thomas Englefield to be captain and leader of a
great number of town’s men, burgesses of Lyrpole and others,
whom he caused his bailiffs Roger Roose and Robert Ball, to
see furnished and trimly set forth as soldiers in warlike manner
to march and skirmish before the said right honourable earl,
who did the same very orderly and right well at divers and
sundry convenient times during the said most honourable feast.
The same said 22d day of April aforesaid the said right honour-
able earl came to evening prayer at five of the clock in the
afternoon, accompanied with Mr. Mayor, the aldermen, bailiffs
and others aforesaid, going in due order; that is to say, the
said two bailiffs foremost, and then the bailiffs’ peers, then after
them the aldermen, then certain of my lord’s gentlemen, then
the serjeant bearing the mace before Mr. Mayor, and then next
after Mr. Mayor my lord’s honour’s usher, and then the said
right honourable earl in his robes of red purple, his train being
borne up by Mr. Leigh of Bagguley, and then came after a great
number as well of his honour’s gentlemen as yeomen, and so his
honour coming to the church at that time, first of all he did
mark himself unto God, and then trimming himself did his duty
in making obeisance to the place of estate, and before his honour
did take his own place obeisance again to the said place of
estate and so sat down. And afterwards, service being done,
at his honour’s going from church, there was the said Capt.
Thomas Englefield with his soldiers ready, and there skirmished
very bravely and orderly ; shooting of great store, not only of
culliver shot, but also of great cast ordinance and chambers,
being placed in the churchyard according to Mr. Mayor’s
appointment, besides shooting off from the ships riding in the
river.”

The next morning—Tuesday, St. George’s Day—the fes-
tivities were resumed, when “ his honour came to the church
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very gorgeously, and after went in solemn procession about the
churchyard and so entered again into the church, and there
offered a piece of gold which was given to Sir James Seddon,!
clerk, minister there. That being done, Mr, Cadwell, his
honour’s chaplain, made a godly and learned sermon upon the
Psalm 50, v. 7, Audi populus meus et contestabor te Israel, ete.
And at every time of my lord’s departure from chureh there
was great triumph as aforesaid ; so that there was shot at the
least 1200 culliver shot during the said most honourable feast.
And the same evening, at after supper, one Ralph Powell,
gunner, being ready with squibs, to make pastime, cast the said
squibs abroad very trimly, whereat his honmour took great
pleasure.”

On Wednesday “ his honour ” came to church again in the
same state, when one Mr. Untter, her Majesty’s chaplain, made
‘g passing famous learned sermon” on Rev. xxii., Ecce venio
cito, et merces mea mecum, which sermon, it is very unkindly
remarked to the prejudice of Sir James Seddon,  was lyked
much above the other.”

Our record continues : “ There were many things done and
pastimes made, as a morris dance—over and beside the pre-
mises ; which were all so orderly and trimly handled as was to
the liking and great pleasure of the said right honourable earl,
the like whereof was never seen or known to be done in the
said town of Lirpole, for the which his honour did not only give
unto Mr, Mayor manifold thanks, but also constrained him to
take his honour’s liberality, sore against Mr. Mayor's mind, to
bestow upon the said company. All these things being finished
in decent order, then on the Sunday next following, God send-
ing his honour a prosperous wind and fair weather, his honour
took shipping at Lirpole in the Edward, Mr. Tarbuck’s ship,
about four of the clock in the afternoon, being accompanied with
the Michael of Lirpole, the Bee of the same, the Elizabeth of
Alt, and the Good Luck of Douglas.”,

It has often been said that ““ Liverpool loves a lord,” and
certainly the incense of adulation was never presented in a more
demonstrative form than on the occasion here set forth. One
would imagine “his honour ” must have been heartily sick of
the daily iteration during a weary week of the ¢ merry pastimes,”
sermons, “ triumphs,” shootings, and squibs with which they

! The title of * Sir,” given to the minister, illustrates Shakspeare’s Sir
Hugh Evans, the parson, in the ‘¢ Merry Wives of Windsor.”
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AR delighted to honour him. How all this expenditure in so small

; a community can be reconciled with the dreary picture of

1577, poverty presented in Sekerston’s petition eleven years before I
will not take upon myself to say.

Streets. The number of streets in the town had increased from five
in the reign of Edward IIL to seven in the reign of Elizabeth,
the additional ones mentioned being Juggler Street (afterwards
High Street) and Mylne Street (now Oldhall Street).

A.D, 1579. In 1579, the burgesses asserted their. right to be carried
across the Mersey gratis. It is in the records ‘‘ agreed, that not
any freeman nor his family pay any ferry, but upon good will,
and that the ferryman shall carry, or cause to be carried, into
the boat and out again, all freemen and their families without

contradiction.”
g llégé In 1581, a dispute of long standing between the rival ports
i of Liverpool and Chester was brought to a legal issue. Chester

Chester.  had from an early period claimed to look upon Liverpool as a -
mere dependency, and to control the course of trade there, not-
withstanding letters patent and Acts of Parliament to the
contrary.

In 1570, a contest for the right of search took place, with
what result we are not informed. In 1581, the dissension
broke out afresh on occasion of a company of Spanish and Por-
tuguese merchants in Chester wishing to restrict the trade in
Liverpool. The Earl of Derby, who had been so handsomely
féted four years previously, could do no less than interfere on
behalf of his enthusiastic admirers. He brought the subject
before the Privy Council, whence it was referred to the Master
of the Rolls. Secretary Walsingham, in making this communi-
cation, describes the Earl of Derby as * the chief person in
those parts, and patron of that poor town of Lyverpoole.” The
decision of the judge was in favour of Liverpool, and it was
thought quite consistent with the usage of the times that a
compliment should be paid him for the favour thus shown.

The following is the town’s record —

A.D. 1582, ¢ Johannes Crosse, armiger, mayor, 27th day of April, 24th

Prasecitation aaT of her majesty’s reign, 1582. Item at the same assembly

0 MIeJUCEe o motion was made by Mr. Mayor to his said brethren and
burgesses, concerning- a hogshead of wine to be bestowed and
presented at their cost upon the right worshipful the Master of
the Rolls, as a simple token of the town’s good will towards
his worship, at whose hands the town hath received much good-
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ness and great trophies in matters touching the affairs and com-
modity thereof ; which hogshead of wine it was agreed should
be with all convenient expedition provided and sent to his
_ worship’s house, toward the which Mr. Mayor proffered 10s.,
Mr. Wm. More, 10s,, Mr. Wm. Secome, 6s. 8d., Mrs. Burscough,
5s., Mr. Robt. More, 10s., Mr. Mainwaring, 3s. 4d., Mr. Bailiff
Nicholson, 5s.”

Incidents of this kind exhibit in a clear light the enormous
difference in the tone of feeling on public matters between the
sixteenth and nineteenth centuries. Imagine the right honour-
able the Master of the Rolls of the present day accepting a
present from a successful suitor for the ¢ goodness and favour,”
in other words, the gross partiality, shown in his decision in
an important cause !

About this time the antiquary Willlam Camden obtained
the information respecting Liverpool which is embodied in his
¢ Britannia,” first published in 1586. Camden was rather a
compiler than an original observer, most of his information
having been derived from ILeland and Glover. It is very
doubtful if he ever visited Liverpool. The following is his
reference to the town—

“From Warrington the Mersey grows broader, and soon after
contracts itself again; but at last opens into a wide mouth
very commodious for trade, and then runs into the sea, near
Litherpoole, in" Saxon Liferpole, commonly Lirpoole, called so
(as ’tis thought) from the water spread like a fen there. It is
the most convenient and frequented place for setting sail into
Ireland, but not so eminent for its being ancient, as for being
neat and populous. For the name of it is not to be met with
in old writers ; but only that Roger of Poictiers, who was lord
of the honour of Lancaster (as they expressed it in those days),
built a castle here ; the government whereof was enjoyed for a
long time by the noble family of the Molineaux, knights, whose
chief seat lies hard by at Sefton, which the same Roger de
Poictiers bestowed upon Vivian de Molineaux about the begin-
ning of the Normans.” !

This description is meagre, and incorrect in several par-
ticulars, and wants the life-like truth of old Leland’s personal
narrative.

The trade of Liverpool undoubtedly took from this period
the forward movement which more or less it has maintained

1 Gibson’s “ Camden,” edit. 1695, p. 790.
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ever since. In 1570 the income of the corporation was
£20:14:8. In 1590 it had reached £86:13:2. The
Liverpool customs duties produced in 1586 the sum of
£272 : 3s., whilst the associated ports of Chester, Conway, and
Beaumaris yielded only £211:4 :8.

The members returned in 1585 were Arthur Atye and Wm.
Molyneux, and in 1586 John Poole jun. and William
Cavendish.

In 1588 came the excitement of the great Spanish armada.
Lancashire bore its full share in the patriotic uprising in defence
of English independence.

The Earl of Derby, as Lord-Lieutenant of Lancashire and
Cheshire took the lead in the military preparations, in which
he was aided by his son Ferdinando, Lord Strange. The
trained bands were called out, and the beacons on the various
eminences—Everton, Billinge, Ashhurst, Rivington, etc.—kept
in readiness with watchers to flash their messages of fire through
the country on the first alarm. Some idea may be formed of
the superiority of Cheshire, by much the smaller county, over
Lancashire, by the number of armed men furnished by each,
Cheshire sending 2189 against Lancashire 1170.!

The first tidings of the sailing of the armada were brought
to England by a Liverpool merchant and mariner, Humphrey
Brooke, in returning home from St. Jean de Luz. He furnished
to the queen’s ministry the particulars of the Spanish fleet as
follows—

The particular note of the King of Spain his fleet departed cut of
Biscay and the province the 13th of August, whereof is General
Don John Martinas de Realde, natural of the town of Bilboa.

Imprimis viij armados or great ships of vii and viii hundred tons
the piece.

Ttem iiij reserves of small ships of the burden of 60, 70 and 80 tons.

Item vj small barks made gally wise that row 30 oars upon’a side.

Ttem, 2000 mariners.

Item, 4000 soldiers.

Ttem, 20,000 calivers.

Item, 20,000 muskets.

Ttem, 1000 Quintals of powder.

1 See an article by Mr. Jos. Mayer, F.S.A., “ On the arming of levies
in the Hundred of Wirral."—Hist., Socy. Trans. xi. 83.
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Item, 20,000 long pikes for horsemen.

Item, 78,000 Quintals of biscuit.

Ttem, 100 tons of garlic.

Item, 20,000 porkers for victuals.

Item, 3000 Quintals of Holland fish.

Item, the King’s Commission sealed up, not to be opened before
they were thirty leagues at sea.

Item, the common speech of the vulgar people was that they did
go either to Ireland or else to Rochelle, but the opinion of the most
was that they went for Ireland.

By me, Humphrey Brooke of Liverpoole, Merchant, departed out
of St. Jean de Luz in France the day after that the fleet set sail from
the passage to go along the coast to meet the rest of the fleet which
was incastred.

This was of course only a portion of the great armament
which soon came to so signal a discomfiture.

About this time we find connected with Liverpool one of
the most illustrious names in the galaxy of England’s worthies.
In 1588 the two members returned for Liverpool were Edward
Warren, Esq., and Francis Bacon, Esq., to be hereafter so sig-
nally dlstmgulshed as

The wisest, greatest, meanest, of mankind.

He was at this time about twenty-seven years old. He had
Jjust previously beer made a bencher of Gray’s Inn, and during
the time of his service for Liverpool he was made Queen’s
Counsel and Registrar of the Court of Star Chamber.

Bacon sat for Liverpool from 1588 to 1592, when he was
returned for Middlesex. Just at the time of severing his con-
nection with Liverpool, he wrote as follows. The passage is
deeply interesting as indicating an 1mportant crisis in his
career :

“I wax now somewhat ancient : one and thirty years is a

1 Bacon’s connection with Liverpool has been strangely ignored by
several of his biographers. It is not mentioned in the Life prefixed to his
collected works in the edition of 1824, 10 vols., nor is it alluded to in Mr.
Spedding’s more recent exhaustive ‘Life of the great philosopher. In the
article “ Bacon,” in the Ency. Brit., by Mr. W. Spalding, it is stated that
he first entered Parliament in 1592 as member for Middlesex, the fact
being that in 1584 he sat for Melcombe, and in 1586 for Taunton. Mr.
Hepworth Dixon, in his Personal History of Bacon, 1861, and in his
Story of Lord Bacow’s Life, 1862, has recorded his election for Liverpool,
which is also noticed in the article ‘“Bacon” in the Imperial Biography.

VOL. I. F :
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great deal of sand in the hour-glass. My health, I thank God,
I find confirmed, and I do not fear that action shall impair it,
because I account my ordinary course of study and meditation
to be more painful than most parts of action are. I ever bear
in mind, in some middle place, that I could discharge to serve
her majesty, not as a man born under Sol that loveth honour,
nor under Jupiter that loveth business, for the contemplative
planet carrieth me away wholly, but as a man born under an
excellent sovereign, that deserveth the dedication of all men’s
abilities. B~k

 Again, the meanness of my estate doth somewhat move
me, for though I cannot accuse myself that I am either prodigal
or slothful, yet my health is not to spend nor my course to get.
Lastly, I confess that I have as vast contemplative ends as I
have moderate civil ends ; for I have taken all knowledge to be my
province, and if I could purge it of two sorts of rovers, whereof
the one with frivolous disputations, confutations, and verbosi-
ties, the other with blind experiments and auricular traditions
and impostures, have committed so many spoils—I hope I-
should bring in industrious observation, grounded conclusions,
and profitable inventions and discoveries.” The world knows
how nobly the grand career thus sketched out was subsequently
fulfilled. p

The annals are silent as to any intercourse between Francis
Bacon and his Liverpool constituency. The probability is that
he was introduced by the Chancellor of the Duchy, and that
the honest burgesses had very little choice in the matter, So
true it is

The world knows nothing of its greatest men.

‘What would we not give for some record of Francis Bacon’s
notes on Liverpool! Did his keen eye and sagacious mind
picture the future development and progress of the quaint little
borough which he represented? Was his experience of men
and things at all directed by this his first introduction into
public life? Was he drawing upon his Liverpool experiences
when he penned the following passage in his immortal essays?
“Mean men in their rising must adhere, but great men, that
have strength in themselves, were better to maintain themselves
indifferent and neutral; yet even in beginners, to adhere so
moderately, as he be a man of one faction, which is most pass-
able with the other, commonly giveth best way. The lower
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and weaker faction is the firmer in conjunction ; and it is often ~CHAP.
seen that a few that are stiff do tire out a greater number that — —
are more moderate.” We know not, but it is something to have 5%
been connected even temporarily with the great author of the
principles of modern scientific progress, who, as it was finely

said by Cowley, ““like Moses from the top of Pisgah looked

round from his lonely elevation on an infinite expanse—follow-

ing with his eye the long course of fertilising rivers, through

4mple pastures, and under the bridges of great capitals measur-

ing the distances of marts and havens, and portioning out all

these wealthy regions from Dan to Beersheba.” 1

It has been already stated that at the dissolution the Chantry
chantry rents, the only property possessed by the church in jonias
Liverpool, were seized and sold by the Crown. A portion of
these, originally intended for the foundation of a school, was
restored by Queen Elizabeth in 1588, amounting to £5:13: 4
per annum.?

On the whole the sixteenth century closed with greatly Close of the
improved prospects for the town of Liverpool. The lowest Soapenr "
point of depression had been passed, and a tangible and steady
trade had commenced, particularly between Ireland and the
nascent manufactures of Lancashire. The customs returns and
the revenue of the corporation were increasing, and from the
slight indications we can gather, the population was on the ad-
vance. In 1565 the number of householders was 138. In
1590 the number of freemen is given as 179. The house-
holders and freemen were by no means identical. A change Changein
was gradually taking place in the municipal government of the 2 fran-
town, which is not without its interest.

The original charter of John conferred certain privileges.on
those who should take burgage tenements under the Crown,3
but made no provision for municipal government. The charter
of Henry III. supplemented this by creating a corporation
(gildam mercatoriam) with an implied, though not expressed,
power to elect corporate officers. The first officers were called
bailiffs, of whom the earliest notice oceurs in the year 1309.

1 Macaulay’s Essays : ‘“Bacon.”

2 This was paid to the corporation from the Court of Chancery of the
Duchy. When it ceased I have not been able to learn.

3 Burgenses ; Municipes Burgorum, seu villarum clausarum incolz,
vel qui tenementa in iis possident, et ratione eorum Burgagium domino
burgi pensitant.—Ducange, sub voce.
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In 1356 (30th Edward IIL) we first meet with the title of
mayor, who was originally, it is believed, the senior (major)
bailiff,

The grant of sac and soc in the charter of Henry IIL. gave
the power of holding courts and of inflicting penalties. This
could be exercised only by the burgesses, those who held bur-
gage tenements under the Crown. I have already alluded to a
petition from the burgesses in 1413, complaining that their
Jjurisdiction was invaded by the officials of the wapentake or
county courts, and claiming their right on the ground of their
burgage tenures. Serjeant Mereweather ! says, in reference to
this subject, “ If there is any borough in England in which
burgage tenure ought to prevail, it should be Liverpool. Bur-
gage tenure . . . has no legal foundation except as descriptive
of the occupiers of houses within a borough, that is, the inha-
bitant householders, who, as every house within a borough must
be held by burgage tenure, were necessarily burgage tenants.”

The steps by which this free and popular system degene-
rated into one of the closest and most exclusive, are very inte-
resting to trace. The guild or corporation constituted by the
charter of Henry III., consisting at that time of the burgage
tenants, obtained the privilege “that no one who is not of the
same guild shall transact any merchandise in the aforesaid
borough, unless by consent of the same burgesses.” This
clause was contested, and, as we have seen, was struck out
from some of the succeeding charters, but was, nevertheless,
strictly acted on, as appears from the town’s records. Settlers
in the town wishing to follow their occupations were admitted
members of the guild on payment of certain fines, and thus
became ¢ freemen,” although not burgesses by virtue of hold-
ing a burgage tenement. The burgages being heritable and
saleable property, in the course of time became subdivided, as
we find in the ¢ Rentally” temp. Henry VIIIL, into half and
quarter burgages, and even eighth parts, and finally disappeared
altogether as conferring any municipal rights. The  freemen ”
thus took the place of the burgage tenants, and retained the
appellation of the *“ common burgesses.”

That from an early period some committee or council was
elected by the burgesses to manage their affairs, is certain from
subsequent references, but no regular system was adopted until
the reign of Elizabeth. In the 26th of her reign, January 13,

1 History of English Boroughs, vol. ii. pp. 829-31.
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1584, a common hall was held under the presidency of Edward CHAP.
Halsall, mayor, “ with all his brethren and aldermen, and a \.\I,_./
great number of the common, burgesses of the town,” wherein, 1588

“upon good consideration had for the reformation of divers
disorders, they condescended and agreed” upon the following
arrangements —

“That there ought to be (amongst other things) a common
council within the town, of the mayor, aldermen, and twenty-
four others of the most discreet and substantial free burgesses,
inhabitants thereof, by whose discretion, or the greater number
of them in their common assemblies, without the rest of the
commonalty, all causes touching the common wealth and good
government of this town ought from time to time to be ordered
and disposed, which said good usage, by usurpation of late dis-
ordered assemblies of whole commons (wherein, through the
variety of opinions of such a multitude, seldom any good success
hath ensued), is now so defaced that in effect there remaineth
no memory thereof at all, saving that twenty-four burgesses
* once every year, being empanelled and sworn at the next Port-
moot court holden after the election of the mayor, to enquire
of offences passed, have further, for some remembrance of the
former custom, taken upon them to prescribe rules and orders
for the government of the said town, which by reason that the
mayor and aldermen have not been parties thereunto, have
been seldom kept or observed, wherefor the mayor for the
present, much misliking, hath desired a reformation.” To
remedy this defect, they proceeded to elect a common council
of twenty-four members besides the mayor and aldermen.
This was strictly and properly within their province; but
apparently instigated by the mayor, who ‘“much misliked”
popular assemblies, - the burgesses went much further, and
resolved that the common council so appointed should have the
power of filling up vacancies in their own body, and so become Self-elected.
practically irresponsible to the burgesses in future. This was
clearly beyond their province. The charters had recognised no
body but the burgesses at large, and the burgesses at any parti-
cular period had no authority to vote away the rights of their
successors under the charters.

Thus matters stood in the municipality at the end of the
sixteenth century. The old burgage tenures had almost
entirely disappeared. The burgesses of the day were the
“freemen ” admitted members of the guild or corporation, who
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SEVENTEENTH CENTURY. 1600,

AT the commencement of this century, four hundred years had
elapsed from the foundation of the borough. Although there
had been occasional scintillations of prosperity, yet on the whole
the port of Liverpool could not be pronounced a success. The
population continued few, and the trade very limited.

The manufactures, commerce, and wealth of the country commerce.
still lingered in the districts south of the Trent. Lancashire
and the West Riding of Yorkshire remained a rude and barbarous
district, behind the rest of the kingdom in culture and in the
material elements of prosperity. All this was soon to be
changed, but not at first rapidly. The seventeenth century
was a time of transition and preparation ; the early part was
linked to the medizeval period by its habits and institutions ;
the concluding portion had assumed much of the spirit and
many of the attributes of modern progress.

Our information about the condition of Liverpool during Condition.
the first half of this century is scanty and meagre. The record-
ing scribe, whose eloquence rendered the annals of the corporation
during the reign of Elizabeth so copious and interesting, had
departed without throwing his mantle over the shoulders of his
successor, and we have to glean, as best we may, such informa-
tion as scattered documents are found to furnish.

The first incident which presents itself in this century is a
resolute maintenance by the burgesses of their independence of
the county authorities. In 1601, under the mayoralty of John a.o. 1601,
Byrde, a precept was issued by the high sheriff, Sir Cuthbert
Halsall, to the parish of Walton, including Liverpool, imposing
a levy of £8, and the supply of twelve “sufficient and service-
able men of the most experienced in their piece” to be brought
before Sir Richard Molyneux at the Castle of Liverpool, and
forwarded ““toward the furnishing forth of soldiers for her Levy.
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majesty’s wars in her highness’s realm of Ireland.” The sherift
required a contribution from Liverpool of £6, besides their
proportion of men. Thereupon, at a meeting of the burgesses
in common hall, the record states that it is by the whole
assembly thought meet and convenient not to yield thereunto,
nor to bring any men of this town at all, but rather to stand
upon and maintain our privilege which we have both by charter
and the laws of this realm, and for that we serve her majesty
by sea; and in this so doing the town will save Mr, Mayor
harmless, from all indemnities that shall or may happen to fall
or arise thereof in the defence of the same.”

In 1601 Edward Anderson and Henry Calverley were
returned to Parliament.

In 1602 the rivalry between Chester and Liverpool again
broke out. The incident is a curious one, and throws some
light on the manners of the times. It seems that in shipping
goldiers to Ireland from Chester it was the custom for the
government to issue a precept to the mayor of Chester, who
then gave an order to the mayor of Liverpool to furnish a
certain proportion of shipping at the isle of Hilbre, at the mouth
of the Dee, to receive the troops. The burgesses of Liverpool,
feeling aggrieved at this subordinate position, memorialised her
majesty’s council, alleging ¢ that their port is more convenient
to ship those men that are to be transported in their ships;”
whereupon their lordships directed “that for the better under-
standing of the matter, the mayors of ‘Chester and Liverpool
should on either part send sometime this term some meet person
sufficiently authorised and instructed to deliver unto their lord-
ships such reasons as they could allege on either side.”

The mayor of Chester sent up the recorder, Robert Whitby,
gent., with an elaborate petition, which gives a woful picture
of the discipline of the English army, and of the want of proper
roads. It is stated ‘that the charge of the carriage of the
arms, furniture, habiliments of war, and victuals for soldiers
from Chester to Liverpoel will be much more charge to her
majesty than the conveying of their ships from Liverpool to the
port of Chester. That if the soldiers should not be shipped at
the port of Chester, but pass along to Liverpool, the country
will be much endangered by the soldiers by robberies and spoils,
as hath often happened ; the soldiers being insolent and unruly,
and the country not able to rule them when they are out of
Chester. That divers soldiers, if they be not shipped at the
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port of Chester, will run away and disperse themselves, as hath ~ CHAP-
been often seen, and so the numbers not full for the queen’s
service.”

The Liverpool delegate failed to appear, whereupon the
lords of the council *discharged the said Whitby from any
longer attendance, and have left the course which hath been
formerly used for the transportation of soldiers from Hilbre to
be continued until they shall show just cause to the contrary.”

A little before this time a dispute arose with the merchants pispute

of Waterford and Wexford. By ancient prescriptive custom Wit .~
the freemen of Waterford and Wexford were held free of the and
town’s customs in Liverpool, with the same immunity for Vexford:
Liverpool freemen in the two Irish ports. A common ware-
house having been provided in Liverpool for the storage or
hallage of merchandise, the Irish importers claimed to store
their goods free of charge, on the ground of their prescription.
The corporation of Liverpool resisted this claim, and made the
following entry : “It is now concluded and agreed that from
henceforth the keeper of the said warehouse of this town, for
the time being, shall take and receive hallage of all Waterford
and Wexford men, for all goods and merchandises by them
brought hither, or hereafter to be brought, as other the
foreigners do, or ought to pay, any freedom notwithstanding.”

In 1603 Giles Brook, alderman, and Thomas Remchinge a.p. 1603.
were sent to Parliament.

In the 2d James I. (1605) a new lease of the fee-farm of a.p. 1605.
the town was granted by the Crown to Sir Richard Molyneux fﬁ‘ﬁsy%ggx
for a term of forty-one years, to commence at the expiration of
the previous lease, at the annual rent of £14:6:8, the same
amount as previously paid. This was the last lease granted by
the Crown. Long before its termination the Crown rights had
been alienated and settled in the Molyneux family.

Sir Richard subleased the ferry separately at £8 per
annum, and leased the remainder to the corporation at the
same rent as before.

At this time the original obligation of paying the expenses
of the borough members was still in force. In 1610 Alderman a.p. 1610.
Giles Brook and Mr. Thomas Remchinge or Riding received
respectively £28 :14s. and £27 from the borough fund in re-
payment of their outlay in attending Parliament.

The system which had grown up in the middle ages of Purchase of
purchasing offices under the Crown, long abrogated as regards °“°**

1602.
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civil offices, though recently in force as applied to the army,
was in the seventeenth century the rule in nearly all public
bodies. Thus we find Mr. Peter Torbuck, appointed town-
clerk of Liverpool in 1611, contributing £50 in plate, marked
with the arms of the borough. Two years afterwards he died,
and his successor, Mr. Robert Brooke, contributed a similar
sum,

In 1614 William Johnson and Thomas May were elected
members for the borough. i

In 1617, under the mayoralty of Mr. Edward Rose, the
mayor’s name having been made rather free with by the gossips
of the town, a resolution was passed ‘‘ that if any person speak
evil of the mayotr he shall lose his freedom.”

In July of the same year Sir Richard Molyneux, being
then the steward of the Wapentake of West Derby, laid claim
to the common lands of Liverpool, as part of the commons of
‘West Derby. This being reported to the common council, it
was resolved that the mayor and bailiffs should go to the
precincts of the commons and should oppose him, and insist on
their preseription to the commons,

In 1618, according to a return made to the Government
by the mayor of Chester, who still claimed a sort of precedence
of the Dee over the Mersey, the number of ships belonging to
Chester was 15, of the aggregate burden of 383 tons, whilst
Liverpool had risen to 24 ships and 462 tons. The Liverpool
marine had therefore doubled itself since the year 1565, when
the return was only 12 ships and 223 tons. The same indica-
tions of progress are manifested by the number of burgesses,
which from 138 in 1558 had in 1620 increased to 245. The
later return, however, must be qualified by the probability
that the earlier statement only included the burgesses by tenure,
whilst the later census doubtless included all the  freemen ”
who had been admitted withont holding burgages.

In 1620, King James having entered upon a disastrous
contest on behalf of his son-in-law the Count Palatine, who
had been elected king of Bohemia, summoned a parliament, to
which Liverpool sent as its representatives Thomas May and
William Johnson.

In response to the king’s urgent demands, the parliament
granted two subsidies on February 15. Each subsidy involved
a demand of 4s. in the pound on land, and 2s. 8d. in the
pound on goods.
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The following entry in the corporation records illustrates
the method of the levy in Liverpool :—

“xxiij die Aprilis anno Regis Jacobi, Angliee, Franc. et
Hib. xviij, et Scotize xliiij (1621).

“On the day and year above written, at an assemblie held
in the comon hall at Liverpoole, before Edward Moore, Esq.,
maior of Liverpoole, and shieriffe of Lanc*, Raffe Secume,
Edward Moss, Willm. Banister, Richard Moss, Thomas Hocken-
hull, and Richard Mellinge, aldermen ; John Williamson and
Hugh Stirzaker, bayliffs, and the greater part of the comon
counsell of this towne assembled—y®, whereas there is a sub-
sydle presently to be collected for the use of ¥, king’s ma®®, it
is concluded and agreed by this assemblie y* if Mr. John Crosse
Esq., who is assessed to paye after the rate of iiij* lande, and
Mr. Raffe Secume, who is lykewyse ass® in the subsydie books
for land, doe not show sufficient cause why the inhabitants of
Liverpoole should be contributors with them in the paim?® of
the said somes for their lande upon Friday next, that then the
said Mr, Crosse and Mr. Secume are to answare for their owne
lande accordinge to the proportion that they are assessed by
the commissioners of the subsydie.

CHAP.
I

N~
1621.

‘“Upon Friday following, being the xxvij™ of this instant B

April, the said maior, aldermen, and bayliffs, and the greater
part of the comon counsell of this towne assembled in the
comon hall of Liverpoole. At the instance and request of the
above named .Mr. Crosse and Mr. Secume, it was agreed and
consented unto by the whole assemblie yt the p'® of subsydie
upon them imposed for lande, shall for this one tyme and for
this only subsydie be collected amongst the inhabitants of
Liverpool, as it hath been formerly so done, and this to be noe
prec® or matter prejudiciall hereafter against the said towne.
And if the said Mr. Crosse and Mr. Secume doe not hereafter
show sufficient cause unto the maior of Liverpoole and comon
counsell of this towne for the tyme being that they are to be
assessed for their lande with the towne and not of themselves,
that then they the said Mr. Crosse and Mr. Secume are to pay
their subsydie for their land of themselves, and neither of them
to give information unto the commissioners of the subsydie
hereafter against the inhabitants of Liverpoole, to put them
into the subsydie book otherwyse than for easinge themselves
of their paim* for land.”

This is not very easy to comprehend. The probability is
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that the lands mentioned were held on lease from the corpora-
tion, when it might become a question whether the subsidy was
payable by the lessee or the freeholder,

In 1623 James called another Parliament, to which Liver-
pool returned Sir Thomas Gerard, Knight, son of Sir Thomas
Gerard, Bart., of the Catholic family of Bryn, and George
Ireland of Hale. The Parliament voted three subsidies and three-
fifteenths in aid of the King’s necessities. The mode in which
these taxes were levied is set forth in a series of documents of
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries given by Gregson.! Each
Hundred was taken separately according to a general assessment
of the value. Towards each £100 required from the whole
county, West Derby contributed £26, Leyland £8, and Salford,
Amounderness, Blackburn, and Lonsdale, £16 : 10s. each.

In the distribution of this amongst the several towns and
parishes, according to one account, when Derby Hundred had
to pay £100, the proportion of Liverpool was £1:17s.; that
of Wigan, £3:16:11 ; Warrington, £1:11:3; West Derby
township, £2:15:6. The proportions differed from time to
time, and were settled by the justices in session assembled.

I have already alluded to the changes which time had
effected in the municipal arrangements of the borough, and to
the attempt made in the year 1584 to render ;the common
council self-elected, and independent of the general body of the
burgesses. In the charters already granted no mention was
made either of mayor, bailiffs, or aldermen. The privileges
were granted to the general body of the burgesses in their cor-
porate capacity (gilda mercatoria), who were left free to organise
the management of their affairs in their own way. In the
course of time the bailiffs and the mayor had become the
visible impersonation of the corporate body. In order to ob-
tain a legal recognition of these offices, and to regulate the
mode of their appointment, a new charter was applied for and
obtained in the 2d Charles I. (1626). After reciting in
general terms the previous charters, it proceeds to enact that
the “said town of Liverpool hereafter shall be a free town of
itself, and the burgesses of the same town and their successors
for ever hereafter shall be, by virtue of these presents, one
body corporate and politic in deed and in name, by the name of
mayor, bailiffs, and burgesses of the town of Liverpool in the
county of Lancaster.” The first mayor was to be James

1 Fragments, p. 15 et seq.
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Stanley, Lord Strange ; the first bailiffs, Richard Tarleton and

CHAP.
IL

James Southern. Their successors were to be elected annually — "~

by the burgesses on the feast of St. Luke (18th October).
The mayor and senior alderman were to be justices of the peace
for the borough. The remaining portion of the charter is
simply confirmatory of the rights and privileges conferred by
the previous charters, and giving power to transact the usual
business belonging to a municipal corporation. It will be ob-
served that-there is no provision for the election of a common
council, nor is power given to prevent any one not of the guild
from transacting merchandise without the consent of the bur-
gesses. The constitution is eminently liberal and popular. A

1626.

short time after the grant of this charter a common hall was Common

held, at which a council of fifty-six was appointed from B!

amongst the burgesses to manage the corporation affairs, For
want of an organised mode of re-electing the council, it soon
drifted into the exclusive and self-elected system which has
always since more or less prevailed down to the Municipal
Reform Act. The number of councillors appears to have varied
from time to time, for in Richard Blome’s account of Liverpool
in 1673, he states “’tis governed by a mayor, bailiffs, alder-
men, recorder; town-clerk, and common council consisting of

forty burgesses.” It is singular that in none of these charters Charters.

is any reference made defining the office of alderman. It is
stated that the senior alderman shall be a justice of the peace,
but as to what constitutes an alderman the charter is altogether
silent. At a subsequent period down to the passing of the
Municipal Reform Act, every one who had occupied the civie
chair was styled alderman, and it was probably the same at an
earlier period. ;

Provision is made in the charter for the appointment of a
common clerk or town-clerk, and Robert Dobson, gent., is

nominated to the office. This Mr. Dobson was in his day the Dispute

cause of no little anxiety and annoyance to the worthy bur-
gesses of Liverpool. He had purchased his office in 1623 for
the sum of £70 in plate, and seems to have thought that
having bought his constituents he was at liberty to sell them.
He levied fines ad libitum, neglected to enter up the records,
and (horribile dictu !) actually “ took precedence of the bailiffs,
contrary to order.” He was prosecuted and convicted by a
Liverpool jury, but appealed against the decision, and beat the
corporation. He then carried things with a high hand, set the

with
Dobson.



CHAP.
II.

Ny
1626.

Dobson
town-clerk.

Spirit of
resistance.

Prospect of
civil war.

78 MEMORIALS OF LIVERPOOL.

mayor and burgesses at defiance, boasting that whoever was
mayor of Liverpool, he would be town-clerk. He went so far
as to characterise the whole body of burgesses as a set of
“ bashragges ” (whatever that may mean). For this act of lese-
majesty. he was taken into custody, but escaped out of the
hands of the bailiffs, and applied for a writ of certiorart to
remove the case into another court. He was then dismissed by
the corporation, but refused to deliver up the records, and was
summoned to give up the seal and books under a penalty of
£40. The burgesses proceeded to proscribe him against re-
election under a penalty of £100 against any mayor who
should reappoint him, and £20 against any councillor who
should vote for him. Dobson then brought an action at the
assizes, which was ultimately left to reference, and the decision
being against him, he was at last got rid of. After this warn-
ing, the practice of selling the office was abandoned, but a rent-
charge of £6:13:4 per annum was still exacted from the
holder towards the repairs of the church. One may fairly sup-
pose that the pickings and perquisites of office even at this
period were not utterly despicable.

In January 1626 the corporation had in their treasury a
sum of £170:15:2, Of this, £20:15:2 was reserved for
contingencies, and the remaining £150 was directed to be
lodged in the town’s chest, whereof there should be three keys,
one to be kept by the mayor, one by the senior alderman, and
one by the bailiffs.

Stirring times were now at hand. The rough-and-ready
system of checks and balances, by which the English constitu-
tion had hitherto been maintained, no longer sufficed. In one
direction the spirit of feudalism and the spirit of commerce
contended for the mastery. In another liberty of worship
strove against sacerdotalism. In a third sphere the sturdy
Commons struggled against the royal claim to tax his people at
his will and pleasure. Principles were at stake involving the
profoundest elements of civil polity and political rights. The
whole kingdom rang with the din of the contending parties,
and was preparing for the inevitable collision.

Generally speaking—with of course numerous exceptions—
the towns favoured the cause of the Parliament. In the mid-
Jand and eastern counties many of the landed proprietors,
especially the smaller class of gentry, embraced the same party ;
but throughout the greater portion of the kingdom the rural
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population formed the bulk of the Cavalier array. In South CHAP.
Lancashire, especially in the hundred of West Derby, most of .
the resident gentry, the Molyneuxs of Sefton, the Blundells of siatec
Ince Blundell and Crosby, the Norrises of Speke, the Fazakerleys county.
of Fazakerley, etc., were Catholics. The Stanleys, Earls of

Derby, though Protestants, were attached to the royal cause.

The Maores of Bank Hall were almost the only Puritan family
amongst the landed gentry. For a considerable period John

Moore was the only Protestant magistrate in the district, and

being employed by the Government to hunt up popish recusants

he lived isolated from all his neighbours.

The burgesses of Liverpool leaned on the whole to the
Puritan and popular side ; but there was a large party, including
the majority of the council, which adhered to the royal cause,
to which the influence of the Molyneux family contributed not
a little. In 1623 Liverpool returned one Roman Catholic and
one Protestant Royalist to Parliament as mentioned above. In
1625 James, Lord Strange, afterwards the great and good Earl
of Derby, who sacrificed his life for his royal master, sat in Members.
conJunctlon with Edward Moore, who represented the popular
party. Lord Strange being elected mayor in 1625, became the
returning officer, and was incapable of being returned to the
first Parliament of Charles I. His brother, Thomas Stanley,
was elected in his place along with Edward Bridgman, son of
the Bishop of Chester, and brother of Orlando Bridgman, after-
wards member for Wigan in ‘the Long Parliament, an able
lawyer and an active Royalist.

In 1628 Harry Jermyn, a person who subsequently attained A.p. 1628.
considerable notoriety by his alleged secret marriage with the
dowager princess of Orange, daughter of Charles 1., was returned
along with John Newdigate, a member of the old Warwickshire
family of that name, both ardent Royalists.

In the same year the king, driven to extremities for want Sale of
of money, which was refused by his refractory Parliament, °*s™P-
adopted the plan of selling such of the royal estates and manors
as were within his power. He had already obtained a loan
from the city of London of £222 897 : 2s., and in consideration
of this and a further advance of two sums of .£120,000 and
£25,000 respectively, he executed a deed conveying to certain
trustees about 1000 manors in various parts of the kmgdom
including Liverpool. The portion relating to this borough is
as follows, After reciting the considerations, it is stated that
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his said majesty ‘“did give and grant unto Edwd. Ditchfield,
John Highlord, Humphrey Clarke, and Francis Moss, and their
heirs, all that town and lordship of Litherpoole, parcel of the
honour of Lancaster, with the appurtenances; and all that
battelage and passage over the water of Mersey there, and the
butchers’ shambles in the said town of Litherpoole; and all
stallages, and tolls of markets and fairs, with the perquisites of
courts, in Litherpoole aforesaid; and all customs, anchorages,
and key tolls of the water of Mersey there and within the said
town or lordship, then late in the tenure of Sir Richard Moly-
neux, Bart., and by particulars thereof mentioned to be of the
annual rent or value of £14:6:8, and to be parcel of the
lands and ancient possessions of the said duchy ; and all farms,
messuages, cottages, mills, buildings, lands, tenements, waters,
moors, marshes, woods, underwoods, and all tithes and heredita-
ments whatsoever, within the lordship and town, places, fields,
parish or hamlet of the said town and lordship to the premises
belonging (except all forests, chases, parks, advowsons of
rectories, vicarages, chapels, and other ecclesiastical benefices
within the premises, to them or any of them belonging ; and
all mines of gold and silver within or upon the premises, being
or to be found, and all prerogatives to the same mines belong-
ing).” The yearly rent payable under the lease to Sir Richard
Molyneux of £14 :6 : 8 was reserved.

In 1628 Sir Richard Molyneux was created an Irish peer
by the title of Lord Maryborough. In 1632 he purchased
from the Lord Mayor and citizens of London, for the sum of
£450, the Crown rights in the town and lordship of Liverpool
as conveyed to them. He subsequently redeemed the annual
rent reserved of £14:6:8, and thus became the owner of the
entire in fee-simple.

In the 4th Charles I. (1629) the House of Commons made
a representation to the king of persons who, being recusants or
papists, nevertheless held places of trust and authority under
Government. Amongst these were included the following :—

Sir William Molyneux, Deputy-Lieutenant and Justice of
the Peace, his wife a recusant. Sir William Norris, Captain of
the General Forces and Justice of the Peace, a recusant. Sir
Gilbert Ireland, Justice of the Peace, a recusant.!

1 This was the grandfather of Sir Gilbert Ireland, who was Governor

of Liverpool under Cromwell, and who represented the borough from 1658
to his decease in 1675.

.
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An order was thereupon issued to the Lord-Lieutenant for o
the suspension of the delinquents. i AR

In Easter Term 1629 a trial took place before the Star-  1629.
Chamber, which vividly illustrates the disturbed state of the pr&onam-
district.

The High Sheriff, Edmund Ashton, was plaintiff, and Mr.
Blundell of Crosby and others, defendants. The .record states
that—* The plaintiff’s bailiffs having lawfully seized two oxen
and one nag of the defendant’s for a debt due by him to his
Majesty, divers of the defendants, with fifty or sixty others,
rescued them, wounded the bailiffs, and said if his Majesty
himself had come he should have taken no cattle there: And
the said plaintiff having, by virtue of another writ to him
directed, made his warrant to seize four oxen, seventeen sheep,
nine kine, ete., of the defendant Blundell’s, and the bailiffs going
to take and seize the said goods, the defendant’s servants and
tenants went into the fields and brought up the cattle suddenly
into the courtyard, and guarded the gates within and with-
out with armed men, that the plaintiffs could not execute
their warrant ; and twelve of the defendant Blundell’s men fell
upon the plaintiff’s bailiffs, and sore beat and wounded them ;
and Blundell himself being within, and hearing the ery of
one of the bailiffs who was wounded, called him ‘a dissem-
bling rascal,’ and said ‘if he had not enough he should have
more.’ :

“And the defendant Blundell being a popish recusant
convict, and being in Little Crosby in Lancashire, enclosed a
piece of ground and fenced it, part with a stone wall and part
with a hedge and ditch, and kept and used the same for the
space of ten years for the burial of popish recusants and
seminary priests.”

For these offences two of the rioters were fined £500 each,
three others £100 each ; and Blundell, for the procurement of
the riots, and the erection of the ‘graveyard, £2000. They
were all committed to the Fleet ; the wall and mounds of the
burial-ground were ordered to be pulled down by the sheriff,
and the ground laid waste. Blundell was ordered to pay the
bailiffs 100 marks each damages, and the other defendants to
pay them £40 each.

In 1634 the memorable levy of ship-money took place. a.p. 1634
Humphrey Chetham was at this time high sheriff of Lancashire, S™Pmeney-
to whom the writ for the collection within the county was

VOL. 1. G
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directed.  Some memoranda of his are extant made on the writ.
He observes, “if you shall tax and assesse men according their
estate, then Liverpoole being poore, and now goes, as it were, a
beginge, must pay very little ; letters-patent are now forth for
the_same towne.” The assessors were, besides the sheriff,
Robert Williamson, mayor of Liverpool, and Robert Thompson,
mayor of Lancaster. The whole county was assessed at the
sum of £475, of which Liverpool was required to pay £15.
The most part of the inhabitants grumbled and paid, but some
refused, and threatened to resist by force of law. The mayor
reported this to the corporation in common hall assembled, as
follows : ““ That, whereas by virtue of his writ for levying of a
certain sum of money towards the erecting and furnishing of a
ship of 400 tons for his majesty’s service, the said Mr. Mayor,
with the assent of the aldermen and others of the same town,
hath assessed and imposed a competent sum of money for that
purpose upon several inhabitants and others within the precinct
aforesaid, and for that purpose hath directed several warrants
to the bailiffs and other officers of this town for the levying and
collecting the several sums upon the several parties assessed
upon them, and that several of the parties aforesaid do refuse
to pay the monies imposed upon them, or suffer distress against
them, but doth menace the said bailiffs with suit if they levy
the same ; it is therefore ordered and concluded by the house
aforesaid, that if any suit or trouble be brought against the
said mayor, or any other officer, by executing his warrant, that
defence thereof shall be made at the general cost of the whole
town, as well for the fees and charges in suit, as other necessary
charges in going or riding about.” From this there were only
two dissentients, John Moore, Esq., and Edward Nicholson,

The following year, in August, a fresh assessment was laid
on Liverpool of £25, but the Roundhead party had acquired
additional influence, and nothing was ever paid.

After contending with difficulties for eleven years, Charles
found himself compelled to call a parliament in 1640. To this,
probably the shortest parliament on record, Liverpool sent two
men decidedly hostile to the court, James, Lord Cranfield, and
John Holcroft, the latter of whom was mayor in 1644, and
afterwards sat for the borough of Wigan. These of course
voted with the popular side in the debates on ship-money,
which led to the prompt.dissolution on May 5.

In October 1640 the elections to the memorable Long
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Parliament were held, when each party put forth their utmost CHaAP.
strength. No doubt a fierce struggle took place in Liverpool, ~——
but no particulars have been handed down to us. The result Lonéﬁﬁghia_
was a drawn battle, each party returning one member. The ment.
Roundheads were represented by John Moore of Bank Hall, who John Moore.
became one of the regicide judges, a thorough Parliamentarian
and an unserupulous partisan of Cromwell. Of this gentleman
I shall have occasion to speak hereafter. The Royalist mem-
ber was Richard Wynne, of the family of Gwydyr in Caernar- Richard
vonshire, who on the death of his brother, Sir John Wynne, V™
succeeded to the estates and baronetcy. Sir Richard Wynne
began life in the service of the court, and accompanied Prince
Charles in his matrimonial expedition into Spain, of which he
wrote an account, which is printed in Hearne’s Collections. He
held afterwards an office in the household of Henrietta Maria.
In the short parliament elected in April 1640 he sat for the
borough of Newton, and was now introduced to Liverpool by
the influence of the Stanleys and Molyneuxs.

In the turbulent times which succeeded, Wynne proved
deficient in moral courage. He voted on behalf of Strafford on
his impeachment ; but consented, in December 1641, to form
one of the deputation to present the Remonstrance to the king.
His subsequent conduct was vacillating and unreliable. He
subsided into insignificance, and died in August 1649, when
his place was supplied by the veteran parliamentary campaigner,
Colonel Thomas Birch. e

On the eve of the civil war, both of the great political
parties strained their utmost exertions to strengthen their posi-
tion in the county of Lancaster. The Court of Star-Chamber
in the duchy was abolished on August 1, 1641. The Parlia- A0 1641.
ment next assumed the power of nominating the lords-lieu-
tenant, and deputy-lieutenants in the counties. Lord Wharton Lord
was appointed Lord-Lieutenant of Lancashire, and amongst the Wr@rton
deputy-lieutenants then nominated we find John Moore and Sir-

Thomas Stanley.l

1 Sir Thomas Stanley of Bickerstaffe was a scion of the great house of
Lathom and Knowsley, collaterally descended from their common ancestor,
the Lord Stanley of Bosworth Field. With a single exception, he was the
only one of the name who espoused the popular cause. He was a
thorough partisan, as will subsequently appear in the text.

It is from this old Roundhead that the present Earls of Derby deduce
their pedigree.
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o The Parliament also sent down into Lancashire four of its
~——~— members to call out the militia and to put the county into a
Partiomens. State of defence. This deputation consisted of Ralph Assheton
gy of Middleton, Richard Shuttleworth of Gawthorp, Alexander
E Rigby of Goosnargh, and John Moore of Bank Hall, Liverpool.
ﬁ:;ggton These were all noteworthy men. Ralph Assheton was a man
*  of large possessions and ancient descent, who early espoused the
popular cause, and represented the county in the Long Parlia-
ment. He was appointed colonel of the forces in Lancashire,
and very ably sustained the cause, rising to the rank of general,
and dying in 1650. His son, Sir Ralph Assheton, was knighted
very early in life by Charles I. He served under his father
during the civil war, but although a decided Presbyterian he
took a prominent part in the restoration of Charles II., and
was by him created a baronet.
Richard Richard Shuttleworth of Gawthorp was member for Cli- .
Shuttle-  theroe. He was among the first of the Lancashire gentry to
arm his tenantry in opposition to the arbitrary proceedings of
the king.  His uncle of the same name was member for Pres-
ton. Five brothers of the Shuttleworths were distinguished
officers in the Parliamentary army. Richard Shuttleworth the
younger, colonel in the service, died young, exhausted with the
fatigue and anxiety of parliamentary and military service.
Hledanges Alexander Rigby of Goosnargh, member for Wigan, was a
&% man of great ability, but a thoroughly unscrupulous partisan.
His activity was unwearied, his energy irrepressible. Lawyer,
statesman, magistrate, colonel, in every capacity he carried out
energetically his hatred to the royal cause. He commanded at
the disastrous siege of Lathom House, rendered memorable by
the heroic defence of the noble Countess of Derby, Charlotte de
la Tremouille, and had his revenge in the part he took in the
execution of her husband in 1651. He was nominated on the
High Court of Justiciary for the trial of the king, but declined
to serve. He was subsequently made a judge by Cromwell,
and died whilst on circuit.
Of John Moore I have already spoken, and shall have
occasion hereafter to speak.
Prepara- The civil war was now imminent, and both parties pre-
Hons.  pared for the struggle. Inmno part of the kingdom was neigh-
bour' more set against neighbour, and family against family,
than in the county of Lancaster. The subject is so interesting,
and the history of Liverpool touches at so many points on
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incidents in the contest, that I make no apology for entering CHAF-
pretty fully into this portlon of our local history. Fortunately W‘/
the materials are ample. The original documents consist of 6%
tracts and letters of the period, to which the municipal records

add considerable information. v

After the retirement of the king to York (May 1642), .. 1642,
petitions were presented both to the :Parliament and the king Petitions.
by the inhabitants of Lancashire, professing the utmost affec-
tion for his majesty’s person, and praying for a settlement of
the existing distractions in Church and State. On June 6, the
royal answer was despatched to Sir John Girlington of Thur-
land, a Catholic and Royalist, the high sheriff] ““ assuring his
loyal and true subjects of his zeal and constancy for the main-
tenance of the true Protestant religion both against Popish
superstition on the one hand, and schismatic innovation and
confusion on the other.”

Concurrently with this, his majesty issued a commission of
array, authorising and requiring the loyal inhabitants to arm in
defence of the king and his prerogative. The sheriff convened County
a county meetmg, which was held on Fulwood Moor, near ™ting
Preston, on June 20, 1642, and numerously attended by both
parties, Lord Strange,l with his son, a youth of fifteen, Lord
Molyneux, and Sir Thomas Tyldesley, were amongst the
Royalists. The .sheriff read the petition and answer, and
immediately afterwards the royal proclamation announcing the
commission of array. He then called out, “ You that are for
the king follow us!” and rode “across the moor towards
Preston, followed by the leaders and about 400 Royalists cry-
ing, “ For the king ! for the king!” The Roundheads gathered
in another part of the moor, raising the shout of *The king
and parliament !” '

Practically this was the commencement of the civil war, Commence-
although King Charles did not raise his standard at N ottmgham et
until two months afterwards.

The first contest in Lancashire was for the possession of the
fortified places and the stores contained in them. Considerable
quantities of gunpowder and match had been collected in
Preston, Manchester, Warrington, and Wigan,

Warrmgton was garrisoned by the Earl of Derby for the Warrington
king, and strongly fortified, according to a contemporary ©rfed

1 By the decease of his father on the 29th of September following, he
became the seventh Earl of Derby, under which title he is better known.
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account, ‘“with gates, mounts, and an engine devised and
placed upon the bridge to stop the passage over it.”

Another account states :  The Deputie Lieutenants for the
Earle of Darbie were no less diligent on the King’s part, striv-
ing to raise up what souldiery they could and to Garrison such
Townes in the county as were emminent, and thorow roads, as
Preston, Wiggon, and Warrington. Warrington they mood
walled round about, making stronger gates and fortifications.
Preston and Wiggon they did not make so stronge, only some
Engines maid of Tymber was placed in the streets of eyther
towne to keep horse out.”!

Manchester was the only town secured for the Parliament,
and here the first shot was fired, and the first blood drawn..
The accounts materially differ as to the circumstances. In a
paper printed by the authority of Parliament, it is asserted that
on July 5 there was a fight between the Manchester people and
the armed bands of Lord Strange, in which twenty-seven persons
were killed. This account was afterwards discredited. Another
statement fixes the date as July 15, and alleges that Lord
Strange, whilst walking in the street, was shot at with two
pistols out of a window by his relative Sir Thomas Stanley. A
third account; given in the record from which I have already
quoted, states as follows :

“Not long after, the said Earle of Darby, accompanied
with Mr. Thomas Tildsley of Merscow and other gentlemen of
qualitie, made a journey to Manchester in a bravado to take a
vew of the towne or take occasion against it, and being ther
and in their jollitie in a window at Mr. Greene’s, some of them
hearing a pore man of the towne (his name I never harde)
giving out some words in favour of the Parliament, one of them
out of the house discharged against him and killed him, Who
it was I never hard of certainty, but Tildsley was supposed.
Another levelled against Mr. Birch in the street, who escaped
by thrusting himselfe under a carte of Gorsses.” ?

The state of parties in Liverpool was at this time much
divided. The majority of the council were Royalists, but the
preponderance of the inhabitants was on the side of the Parlia-
ment. John Walker, the mayor, acting under the authority of

14 Discourse of the Warr in Lancashire, 1655.

2 This is the origin of an absurd story told by Seacome (Hist. House
of Stanley) of Colonel Birch having been trailed under a hay-cart by
order of the Earl of Derby. I shall refer to this again.
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the royal commission of array, and co-operating with Lords
Strange and Molyneux, had done his utmost to put the town
into a state of defence. About thirty barrels of powder and a
quantity of match were in store, brought from Warrington.
Earthworks were thrown up round the town, furnished with
gates and bars at the street ends, with a fosse twelve yards
wide and three yards deep.

In carrying out these operations, the mayor met with con-
siderable opposition within the town and was threatened from
without. In order to encourage his loyalty, the king forwarded
the following letter :

CHARLES R.

Trustie and well beloved, wee greet you well. Whereas you have
by your obedience to our commission of array issued unto y¢ Countie

Pallatyne of Lanc* done dyvers services tending to the putting in exe-:

cution of the said commission, for which you are threatened to be arrested,
and carried out of the said Countie, although wee have still speciall
occasion to require y* services therein ; Our express will and comand
therefore is that you fail not to attend us personally forthwith upon
significacion made unto you in this behalfe during our abode in these
parts ; and therefore wee straitly require you upon your allegiance
that you doe not absent yourselfe out of the said Countie Pallatyne of
Lancr, neither suffer yourselfe to be aniwyse engaged, detayned, or
kept from giving yor readie attendance accordingly, being called or
summoned by us or our comand, whylst wee shall continue heere, upon
anie pretence, order, warrant, or comand whatsoever from either or
both Houses of Parliament, without speciall leave and lycence first ob-
tained, or directions to you under our owne hand, as you (avoide) our
highest displeasure, and will answer the contrarie at your peril. For
which this shall be yorsufficient warrant and authoritie.
Given at our Courte at Yorke, the first day of July 1642.

To our trustie and well-beloved: John Walker, Maior of Liverpoole,
in our Countie Pal® of LancT.

On August 25, 1642, King Charles erected his standard at
Nottingham, and the civil war commenced in good earnest.
The Parliamentary lieutenants sent down to Lancashire on the
one hand, and the commissioners of array on the other, did
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their best to stimulate the partisans on both sides. In Septem- Muster at

ber, Lord Strange, now Earl of Derby, mustered his forces a
Warrington, and proceeded to attack Manchester, the head-
guarters of the Lancashire Roundheads, with about 2000 foot

t Warrington,
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and 300 horse.  After several fierce onslaughts, he was repulsed
with considerable loss,

Liverpool was occupied by a small garrison of Royalists ;
the retainers of Lord Derby occupying the tower, and the castle
being held by Lord Molyneux,- who, along with Sir Thomas
Tyldesley, commanded the royal forces in West Derby hundred.
Caryl (afterwards Lord) Molyneux also commanded a regiment.

On December 10, 1642, Lord Derby met the commissioners

of array at Preston, when it was determined that the sum of

£8700 should be rateably levied on the several hundreds of the
county for the payment of 2000 foot and 400 horse, and for
the provision of magazines and ammunition,

Wigan was a stronghold of the Royalist forces, from whence

Capture of the garrison sallied out in all directions, and dld considerable

Wigan.

mischief to their opponents. On Easter Eve, April 1, 1643,
Colonel Holland marched at the head of a foree from Man—
chester, escaladed the earthworks after a breach had been made,
and captured the town. The Royalists retained possession of
the church, and from the summit of the tower they poured
down such a warm fire that severe loss was inflicted on the
attacking force. The church was finally carried, where, it is
stated, many persons of quality were made prisoners. The
Parliamentarians, however, did not retain the town. According
to the contemporary account, ‘“the souldiers were allowed to
Plunder and carey away what they could. Great heapes of
Woollen Cloath of the Drapers being laid in the streetes. But
with breakeing downe of some workes that were maid and set in
the streets to hinder the passage of Horses and what spoile
they carried, They all marched away that night, and lefte it to
the Earle who was marching to the Relieff thereof with what
strength he had as far as Standish More, where receiving Intel-
ligence that the Towne was taken, with the spoyle of it, and
the Enimie returned and gone. In great discontent he returned
home to Lathom, never after making any accompt of Wiggon.”

On the 3d of April, two days after the attack on Wigan,
Sir William Brereton, the Parliamentary general, being at North-
wich, sent a small advanced body, under the command of Cap-
tain John Arderne of Alvanley, to attack Warrington from the
Cheshire side.. The Earl of Derby, perceiving that their force
was small, sallied out to attack, and encountering them on
Stockton Heath, about a mile to the south of Warrington, defeated
them with eonsiderable loss. Sir William Brereton arriving
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with the rest of his forces, the earl drew off, retiring into the
town with many prisoners, and several of the enemy’s colours.
Under the guise of these colours the earl contrived, in the after-
noon of the same day, to push forward a considerable body of
his men, who, crossing the Mersey at the ancient ford of Latch-
ford (higher up the river), advanced by the route of Ackers
Common unsuspectedly on the right flank of the Cheshire
troops ; and he himself leaving the town by the bridge, and
advancing by the causeway to Wilderspool, assaulted them so
furiously in front, that, with trifling loss, he completely routed
them with great slaughter.

Two days after this (April 5th) Brereton crossed.the river
into Lancashire, and effected a junction with Colonel Holland’s
troops from Wigan. At 4 P.M. on the same day, in the words
of Burghall, he “beset the town about, and fiercely assaulted it,
having gotten Sankey Bridge, a fair house of one Mr. Bridg-
man’s, and some of the outer walls, and within a short space of
time were likely to have the whole ; which the earle perceaving,
set the middle of the town on fire, protesting hee would burn
it all ere they should have it; which the Parliament forces
perceaving (seeing the fire still increasing) to save it from utter
desolation withdrew their forces after they had been there three
dayes and more, and so departed for that time.”

From Warrington Lord Derby proceeded to Preston, where
he collected such force as he could muster, consisting of eleven
troops of horse, 700 foot, and “ infinite of clubmen,” and marched
northwards, crossing the Ribble at Ribchester, and taking pos-
session of Whalley abbey and church. The hundred of Black-
burn was in a very unprepared state, but Colonels Shuttleworth
and Starkie sent a summons round and collected all the

_stragglers to meet at Whalley. The officers held a council of
war and determined not to fight, but according to the account
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already quoted, ¢ This pleased not the souldiers then by, That E‘lght at
they should turn their backs upon their enimies before they saw

their faces. Therefore a many of Musketiers being resolut men
replyed to the captaines bouldly, bidding them take what
course they pleased for their safeties, yet they would aventure
themselves, see the enimie, and have one bout with them, if
God will. And therefore gathering themselves together made
themselves readie to receive the enimie. And belyke eyther
imagyning of themselves, or having intelligence from others
that the enimie would pass that way, They planted themselves
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in fields on the highway side, betwixt Whaley and Padiam
under the stone walls with their muskets, readie charged, being
hid, to give the enimie a volley of shot if they appeared. Not
long after, the musketiers under the walls waiting their oppor-
tunitie, let goe a volley of shot against them very hotly, which
did put such a fear into them that immediately without any
delay they turhed againe and downe towards Whaley with all
the speed they could make.

“The Earl’s clubmen being in the reare of his army hearing
the great noyse of shoutting, apprehending it, fearfully fled
through the river in such haste, he being most happie that
could get through it with most speed and run the fastest away.
Noe command of the officers nor force of the horsemen could
make them turne again or staye, but gone they would be; which
wrought soe upon the rest of the Armie, that they lykewise
turned their backs and fledd soe disorderly and confusedly, That
(as relation was) the Earle himself had much adoe to cause them
to take their Ordenance with them, he being of the last com-
panie that was with it.” This happened on April 20, 1643.
Colonel Assheton now came up from Lancaster and Preston,
and the earl retired to Penwortham, and thence went north to
‘Whitehaven, where he took ship and sailed to the Isle of Man.

Colonel Tyldesley rallied the fugitive Royalists, and fell
back into West Derby hundred, Lord Molyneux co-operating
with him. Colonel Assheton returned to Manchester, where he
was received with jubilations, a day of thanksgiving and rejoicing
being celebrated, with feasting and devotion combined. After a
few days’ respite he again advanced. Lord Molyneux and
Tyldesley retired by Ormskirk to Kirkham in the Fylde.
Assheton advanced by Warrington, and commenced the second
siege on Whitsunday, May 21st. The town was defended by
Colonel Edward Norris, son of Mr. William Norris of Speke.
On the 27th of May he surrendered on condition of the town
being exempted from plunder.

After some marching and countermarching Tyldesley drew
off to Yorkshire to meet the queen, who landed from Holland
at Burlington Quay. Lord Molyneux retired on Liverpool,
where he left a garrison, and himself crossed the Mersey into
Cheshire. Colonel Assheton followed on his heels and sat down
before Liverpool about the end of April.

‘We learn from a contemporary tract, that just at this june-
ture a Parliamentary ship, under the command of the Earl of
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Warwick, entered the Mersey whilst on a cruise without any
specific object, which, says the document ““put the enemy into
a great fear.” Colonel Assheton having gained possession of
the church, on the tower of which he planted his ordnance, and
his forces occupying the line of Dale Street, the Royalists
retired into the castle, whence they offered a parley, and pro-
posed to surrender on condition that they should be allowed to
retire with their arms and ammunition to join the royal forces,
“which propositions not being consented unto, Colonel Assheton
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made another assault against the enemy, slew many of them, -

and put them’into such confusion, that as many as could, fled
away for safety, and the rest were forced to yield themselves
prisoners.” 300 were captured, with 10 guns, and 80 killed.
So ended the first siege.

The town was now garrisoned for the Parliament under
Colonel John Moore. Rosworm, the German engineer, who had
fortified Manchester, was brought down to strengthen and
improve the fortifications.

The line of Whitechapel and Paradise Street, then the
course of the pool-stream, being low marshy ground covered by
the tide at flood, batteries were erected at intervals to command
the passage. From the end of Dale Street, westwards to
Oldhall Street and the river, the rampart and ditch extended,
with strong gates at the crossing of Tithebarn and Oldhall
Streets. Cannon were mounted on the battlements of the
castle, and a battery was erected on the margin of the river.

On May 16, 1643, there is an entry in the town’s books of
the receipt of 100 muskets, 100 bandaliers, and 100 pikes from
Colonel Richard Holland,! “to be employed for the defence and
safetie of this towne;” and an engagement is given “for the
saffe redeliverie of them unto y° said colonell, when y° same
shall be required.”

The memorable Irish rebellion broke out in October 1641.
Its cruel massacres of the Protestants were abhorrent alike to
Cavalier and Roundhead.

1 Colonel Richard Holland was the representative of an ancient family
of that name, originally;settled at Upholland, descended from Robert de
Holland, already spoken of in these pages. One of the sons of Robert de
Holland married the heiress of Sir Alexander Denton, of Denton, and
settled on the estates. Colonel Holland was an active Parliamentary
campaigner through the whole of the civil war. He died in 1662. The
estates passed, about the end of the Seventeenth century, to the Egertons
of Heaton, afterwards created Earls of Wilton.

Defences.

Irish Rebel-
lion, 1641.
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In the year 1642, during the mayoralty of John Walker,

‘the mayor and corporation seized upon certain merchandise in

course of transport from Ireland to Manchester through Liver-
pool, on the plea or pretext that it belonged to rebels, and was
therefore forfeited to the corporation, who by charter or preserip-
tion had a right to all escheats. This was the cause of long-
continued litigation. The Manchester consignees were not
disposed to submit tamely to this appropriation of their property,
and took legal means to obtain redress. The following entry
relates to this transaction :—

TroMAS-BICKSTETH, MAIOR. :
xix Junii, 1643.

At an assemblie this day held before Thomas Bicksteth, Gent.,
maior of this Burrough, John Walker, John Williamson . . . and the
most part of the rest of the comon Counsell of this towne, it was
moved touching the securing of Thomas Hodgson and John Woods, late
Ballives of this towne, and others that were or are officers within the
said towne, from all molestation or suits that may be brought against
them by one John Booker of Manchester or anie other on his behalfe,
and on the behalfe of Ed. Connor for removing anie goods or mer-
chandize by either of them challenged, and heretofore imported out of
Ireland ; which upon good evidence appeared to be Rebell’s goods, and
as the goods of Rebells seized upon for the behalfe of this Corporation
by John Walker, Esq., maior of this burrough. It is therefore ordered
by this assemblie that accordingly the said persons npon whom this
may reflect by reason of such seizure, shall be secured and kept from
all indemnitie at the comon charge of the whole Corporation ; the
monie thereupon due having been paid to the towne’s treasurer, and
by him to be kept for the benefit of the said towne.

The Parliamentarians, who were mostly Presbyterians, heing
now in possession, no time was lost in appointing a clergyman
of their own views to the parochial chapel. On September 22,
1643, “it is ordered by an assemblie that Mr., E. Thompson
shall bee minister heere, and shall be content with such allowance
as y° colonells and Deputie Lieutenants shall apoynt and allowe
to be sett out for y° decent maintenance of a minister in this
burrough, together with such other dues and dueties as'shall be
due unto him from y° towne.”

Immediately afterwards occurs the following entry :
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Further order about the maintenance of a minister from the seques- 164
tration of the tythes of Walton.

"JouN WILLIAMSON, MAIOR.

T. STANLEY.
RAPHE ASHETON.
: RicHARD HOLLANDE.
(Signed) Joux MOORE.
Rost. HYDE.
THo. BIRCHE.

The town was at this time under martial law, all the Martial law.
signatures of the above document being Parliamentary colonels.

Of the above list- Robert Hyde is the only one not elsewhere Robert
mentioned in these pages. The family of Hyde, of Hyde Hall, ¥v3¢
Denton, were near neighbours and allies of the Hollands, the -
chapel of Denton being one-half appropriated to the tenants of

each estate. - On the breaking out of the civil war, both Hyde

and Holland armed their tenants and joined the popular side,

each having a colonel’s commission. Both families have long

been extinct in the male line.

Colonel John Moore was appointed by the Parliament colonel
governor of Liverpool. As a commander he was active and g‘f,‘;‘;;f;or.
vigilant. By his influence, and partly at his expense, several
vessels were fitted out at Liverpool to cruise against the enemy,
to blockade Dublin, and to cut off the supplies from the royal
army in Ireland. The Marquis of Ormonde, writing to Lord .
Byron under date of January 16, 1644, says: “ When the fleet
is gome, it is too probable the Liverpool ships will look out
again, if that town be not in the meantime reduced, which I
most earnestly recommend your lordship to think of and attempt
as soon as you possibly can, there being no service that to my.
apprehension can at once so much advantage this place (Dublin)
and Chester, and make them so useful to each other.”

About this time the manor house of Birkenhead, which
had been fortified for the king by Sir Thomas Powell, Bart.,
was attacked and taken by the Parliamentarians from Liverpool.

On December 21, 1643, there is the following entry in the Proclama-
town’s book : “ Whereas it appears that divers papists and other E‘;ﬂ;ﬁ:ﬂit
ill-affected persons or malignants, and such as have borne armes
against the Parliam®, or their wives and children, are as yet
inhabitting and remaining within this towne of Liverpoole, who
are suspected to give intelligence and to doe other ill offices
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there ; it is therefore ordered by the now maior, the Governor,
and the rest of the Comon Counsell of the same towne, that all
such papists and malignants, except such as are Prysoners ; as
also their wives, children, and families, shall within xiiij dayes
after notice hereof, depart and remove out of the said towne,
upon payne to be plundered and deprived of all their goods and
personal estate whatsoever.”

December 13, 1643 : “It is ordered that the Ballives and
the Pursuivant and some others of the Governor’s officers are to
go through the towne and make inquiries, and take notice of all
strangers and other lodgers, that such as are not faithfull and
trustie to the service of King and Parliament may be discharged
and removed forth of the towne with all speed possible in respect
of the present dangers.”

January 28, 1644 : “ It is ordered that all such householders
or other persons as shall neglect the strict observance of Sun-
dayes and fast dayes, and shall not frequent the church, but
either loyter or stay abroad drinking; or shall be disorderly,
and taken in anie misconduct, shall be severely punished, and
shall forfait for every offence 40s.”

The town was now in the hands of the Puritans, and care
had been taken, as appears from the documents quoted, to warn
away all malignants and Royalists, yet it would seem that the
townspeople did not take kindly to garrison service ; whereupon
it became necessary for the governor to issue the following edict,
in prospect of speedy hostilities :

May 25, 1644 : “ Whereas divers of the inhabitants of this
towne have refused and contemptiously neglected contrarie to
divers orders to appeare with their best armes at the beating of
the drum ; these are therefore to give publicke notice and
warninge to all persons whatsoever inhabbiting within this
garrison heretofore appoynted for the keeping of the watch
within the same. That if they or any of them shall hereafter
refuse or neglect to appeare at the beating of the drum for the
settinge of the watch within the said garrison, or for the per-
forming of other duties within the same ; or any person whatso-
ever sett upon his watch or Guard shall come off the same or
neglect his dutie therein, till he be called and releeved by an
Officer—shall for everie such offence pay to the use of his fellow
soldiers the sum of xija or lie in prison in the Townhall until he
have paid the same.”

About this time, but without a specific date, there is inserted
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“ An Inventorie of the Towne’s Plate,” which shows a goodly ~CHAP.
array of cups, bowls, and various regalia. Soon afterwards, —-—~—
violent hands were laid on this collection, most probably, as 5,04
alleged, by the Royalists after Prince Rupert's siege. By a plate.
later entry on the same page, dated 1654, certain fragments are

noted as still remaining. In 1655, there is mention made of

‘“one new seale ingraved with the Towne’s arms.” There can Town seal.
be little doubt that this refers to the seal now in use, replacing

the ancient one carried away with the rest of the plate. The
collection is also said to comprise “ one Bridle for correction of

scoulds !” When this remedy for an evil tongue ceased to be
employed we are not informed.

Early in 1644 many of the fortified places in the north of Prince
England still held for the king were in a state of siege. A Bupert
strong representation was made to Prince Rupert, then at the
king’s headquarters, t6 make a desperate attempt to raise the
sieges. The prince accordingly raised all the forces within his
control, numbering about 10,000, and successively relieved New-
ark, Chester, Stockport, Lathom House, and Bolton. Moore had
been assisting at the siege of Lathom House, but now retired
and shut himself up in Liverpool, where he was followed by his
opponent.

It is said that the prince, reconnoitring the defences from Secondsiege.
the heights to the eastward, pronounced the place indefensible—

a mere crow’s nest which a parcel of boys might take. How-
ever, he sat down before it, and made his approaches ifi due
form. His headquarters were in Everton Village, at a cottage
which ever afterwards bore his name. His batteries were
erected along the line of Lime Street, where the trenches cut in
the rock are still occasionally to be met with. The resistance
was far greater than he had counted on. After an incessant
cannonade, carried on for eighteen days, in which he expended
100 barrels of powder, and numerous assaults, in which he lost
1500 men, he resolved on a night attack. In this he was materi-
ally aided by Caryl, Lord Molyneux, who was well acquainted
with the localities, and led the forlorn hope. The attacking
force escaladed the rampart where it joined the outhouses of the
Old Hall. Edward Moore, the son of the colonel, in his
“rental” (1667) says: ‘ The outhouses of the Old Hall were Escalade.
pulled down when Prince Rupert took Liverpool, Whitsuntide,
June 16, 1644, putting all to the sword for many hours, giving
no quarter ; where Caryl, that is now Lord Molyneux, killed
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seven or eight poor men with his own hands; good Lord,
deliver us from the cruelty of bloodthirsty papists. Amen:.”
The garrison was drawn up in array at the Cross, where they
beat a parley and demanded quarter. This was granted, the
garrison laying down their arms and surrendering as prisoners
of war. The ammunition and stores fell into the hands of the
victors.

‘Whitelock gives rather a different account. He says:
“ Before the garrison surrendered, they shipped off all the arms,
ammunition, and portable effects ; and most of the officers and
soldiers went on shipboard, while a few made good the fort,
which they rendered to the prince upon quarter, but they were
all put to the sword.” This is confirmed by the author of the
¢ Discourse,” who says : ¢ Colonell Moore, with what force he
had with him in the towne, resisted while he could, but when
he saw it was in vaine long to withstand such a potent army, he
betook himself to the sea, and left the Towne to the mercilesse
mercy of their enemies, who murthered unhumanly and plundered
thevishly.” Sir John Biron (Lord Byron) was left in Liverpool
as governor. i

Rupert remained in Liverpool nine days, having his quarters
at the castle. He then drew off with all his available forces
into Yorkshire, where, on July 2, he took part in the disastrous
battle of Marston Moor. Rupert thence retired into Lancashire,
but, avoiding Liverpool, he crossed the Mersey at Runcorn Gap
and marched on Chester.

The Parliamentary leaders followed up their advantage at
Marston Moor by sending 1000 horse into Lancashire to co-
operate with the county forces.

On August 20 the Royalists under Lords Byron and Moly-
neux were defeated at Ormskirk by Major-General Meldrum,
and retired to Liverpool, where they were speedily followed by
their opponents.

The town was invested, but no very active operations
appear to have been carried on. The siege, or rather blockade,
continued from August 20 to November 4, 1644, when the
garrison surrendered.

The following account of the transaction is given in Rush-
worth : 1 ¢ Sir John Meldrum having for some time laid siege
to Liverpool in Lancashire, and reduced the garrison therein to
great straits, and yet the officers refusing to surrender it, about

v Hist. Coll. vol. v. p. T47.
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fifty of the English soldiers escaped out of the town, and drove
along with them what cattle they could, and came into Mel-
drum ; which those that remained in the town perceiving, and
being most of them Irish, and fearing they should be exempt
from quarter, ‘therefore to make their peace, on November 1,
they seized upon several of their commanders and delivered
them prisoners to Meldrum, who thereupon got possession of
the town, where were taken two colonels, two. lieutenant-
colonels, three majors, fourteen captains, great store of ordnance,
arms, and ammunition. The Royalists, to avoid plunder, had
shipped most of their best goods and treasure, intending to con-
vey the same to Beaumaris, but those of the other party gave
notice thereof, so that Meldrum’s soldiers manned out long
boats, and .took and made booty thereof.” The author of the
Discourse characterises this as ‘“a providence of God more than
ordinary, for which Roundheads made bonfyres for joy, and
song praises to God.”

CHAPD. "
IL

N —
1644.

Colonel Thomas Birch was appointed by the Parliament Colonel
governor, and took up his abode in the castle. The name of Sire

Colonel Birch has been vilified and held up to reproach from a
statement made by Seacome in his History of the House of
Stanley, and repeated elsewhere, of his harsh treatment of two
- children of the Earl of Derby, Ladies Catharine and Amelia
Stanley, who, it is vaguely stated, in the times of the civil wars,
were made prisoners by the Parliament soldiers in Liverpool.
They are said to have been kept in durance for about eighteen
months, and scarcely supplied with the necessaries of {life, in
revenge for the colonel having been trailed under a hay-cart at
Manchester by orders of the earl, whence he acquired the sobri-
quet of “the Earl of Derby’s carter” I have given above
(p. 86),the origin of the absurd story of the hay-cart, which
rests on no contemporary authority.

governor. ,

The facts of the case are as follows. In 1647, after the a.o. 1647,

prostration of the royal cause, Lady Derby left her refuge in
the Isle of Man to visit England and Paris. A grant at this
time was made by the Parliament of onefifth of the income
from the sequestered estates of the Earl of Derby not disposed
of, to the countess and her children, with Knowsley Hall for
their residence. Thither the two Ladies Catharine and Amelia
Stanley, aged respectively seventeen and fifteen years, were
sent by their father. In 1649 they were brought to Liverpool
by Colonel Birch, and confined in the Tower. That this was
VOL. L H
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done by orders from Sir Thomas Fairfax, commander-in-chief,
there can be no doubt, for in reply to an application from the
indignant mother, he takes the responsibility on himself. It is
more than probable that the young ladies were treated with
harshness, but Lady Derby in her bitter complaints says
nothing about the want of the necessaries of life.

Lady Catharine was subsequently married to the Marquis
of Dorchester, and Lady Amelia to the Marquis of Athol, to
whose descendants the Barony of Strange and the Lordship of
the Isle of Man afterwards fell.l

There were two colonels named  Birch who distinguished
themselves on the Parliamentary side, Thomas and John.
They were cousing, descended from an ancient family settled at
Hindley Birch near Manchester. The estate descended to
Thomas Birch, who served with distinction in the civil wars
and was made governor of Liverpool in 1644. In 1649, on the
decease of Sir Richard Wynne, he was elected member for the
borough. In each of the parliaments called by Cromwell after
¢ Pride’s Purge,” in 1653, 1654, and 1656, Colonel Birch was
re-elected for Liverpool. In politics he was a follower of
Cromwell, and in religion a sturdy Independent. After the
Restoration he retired to his estate and identified himself with
the Puritan party in their persecutions under Charles II.
From the Moore Papers we find that Colonel Birch was living
in 1667 in a house on the west side of Castle Street. He died
in 1678, at the age of seventy.

His cousin, John Birch, also colonel in the Parliamentary
army, had an estate at Ardwick, near Manchester, where his
family were settled. Although he entered into the conflict with
as much zeal and earnestness as his relative, he was a man of
much more moderate opinions, a Presbyterian in religion, and
in politics an advocate of constitutional monarchy. He served
principally in the west of England, where he gained the reputa-
tion of a careful, cautious, far-seeing officer, who could bide his
time, and when it came could act with singular promptitude
and vigour. In the winter of 1645, by a clever stratagem, he
surprised and took the city of Hereford, of which he was ap-
pointed governor. An anecdote is told of him whilst in this
capacity, which exhibits the courage of the cleric and the
moderation of the man of war. The bishop preached a sermon

1 Vide Lancashire Worthies, by ¥. Espinasse ; Life and Letters of the
Countess of Derby, by Madame Guizot de Witt.
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before the governor in which he inveighed against the dis-
loyalty of the times in bitter and insulting language. A guard
of soldiers at the porch levelled their muskets and threatened
to fire upon him. The governor, who had been attentively
listening, arose and peremptorily commanded the soldiers to
retire.!  He acquired an estate at (Glarnstone, near Weobley, in
Herefordshire, for which ancient borough (now disfranchised)
he was elected representative. He was excluded by  Pride’s
Purge,” and remained in retirement until the death of Crom-
well. He took an active part in the restoration of Charles II.,
and prepared the instructions for the commissioners who nego-
tiated with the king. We shall find his name turn up again in
the subsequent pages in connection with Liverpool. He sur-
vived until the Revolution of 1688, in which he joined heart
and hand. He died in 1691 at the age of seventy-five, and
was interred in the chancel of Weobley church, where a monu-
ment with a laudatory inscription is erected to his memory.2

The town records immediately succeeding the civil war are
not very copious, but they throw light on the condition of the
place and the sufferings of the inhabitants.

On November 8, 1644, immediately after the final siege,
there is an entry : “ Sir John Meldrum, Lieut.-Generall of the
Northern forces, admitted freeman.”

December 30, 1644, John Holeroft, mayor.

¢ Att an assemblie held this day before John Holeroft, Esq.,
Maior, and Col. John Moore, governor?® of this towne of Liver-
poole, and the aldermen and the most part of the comon coun-
sell thereof. It was ordered, that for the present the gates
now att Saml. Mercer’s house end shall be removed, and sett in
the works at the Tythebarn Street end.

CHAP.
IL

——t
1644.

General
Meldrum,

“Tt is further ordered that all such as have swine in this Swine.

towne are to keepe their said swine on their Back-sides until a
swineherd be chosen, and if they goe abrode and doe anie tres-
passe in other men’s grounds, it shall be lawful for anie suffer-
ing damage by them to kill or lame the said swine, or convert

! Halley's Puritanism and Nonconformity in Lancashire, vol. ii.
p. 41.

2 A contemporary memoir of Col, John Birch was issued by the Cam-
den Society in 1873, with a historical commentary by the Rev. John
Webb, F.S.A.

3 There is here a little discrepancy. Moore probably held the govern-
orship a short time as colonel in command before Birch was appointed.
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them to their use. And those who have swine in the towne

have power to make choice of a swineherd, otherwise to abide
the penaltie of this order.”

On January 20, 1645, it is entered : “ We find that a great
company of our inhabitants were murthered and slain by Prince
Rupert’s forces ; the names of the murthered we cannot yet be
certified of ; any of them or their names.”

That a considerable number had been slain is evident from
the next entry: “That the dead bodies of our murthered neigh-
bours buried out of the towne shall be better covered betwixt
this and the 2d February next, and for the effecting hereof we
order that the two bailiffs or any other officer giving notice or
warning to any house, it shall send one thither, with a spade or
whisket for the covering of them as aforesaid.”

During these troublous times, one thing is quite clear, that
whatever party was uppermost, the corporation of leerpool
always kept a sharp look-out after their own interests. During
the Royalist supremacy in 1642, as we have already seen, they
seized and appropriated merchandise from Ireland on the way to
Manchester, under the pretext that it was the property of rebels ;
by which they got themselves into much trouble and litigation,
Under Parliamentary rule they were equally ready to confiscate
the property of malignants and Royalists. An order of Parlia-
ment, bearing date January 16, 1644-5, which was no doubt
lssued on the petition of the towns authontles is entered in
the book, January 27, as follows :—

“ Whereas it appears by the ancient privileges, charters, and
Records of this Towne and Port of Liverpoole that the forfeitures
and confiscations of all rebells, traytors, felons, or other male-
factors ; all estates, goods, chattels, or merchandize whatsoever
being found within the precincts and liberties of this towne, doe
properly belong unto the Maior, Ballives, and Burgesses of the
said corporation, wheresoever the said offenders be or remain, in

- what place or town the said offence be committed.

¢ These are therefore to will and require you the Ballives,
of the said burrough from tyme to time to make diligent search
and inquire for anie the goods, chattels, or merchandize of all
such as are suspected or knowne to be guiltie of anie the offences
before mentioned ; and forthw® to take and seize into "safe
custodie all such estates, goods, and chattels whatsoever in
right of the said Oorporacmn, that if in case the said rebells be
convicted, they may be preserved for the use of the said bur-
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rough and Corporacion as aforesaid ; for which this shall be¢ CHAP.
yo* lawfull and sufficient warrant,” SR

In addition to looking after the confiscations, more direct 5, oation
assistance was sought from Parliament. : to Parlia-

On March 5, 1645, occurs the following entry : e

“ Forasmuch as the urgent state and condition of this towne
doth require that some speedie -course be taken as well for the
repairing of the losses and sufferings of the inhabitants thereof .
by the crueltie of the Prince’s army lately prevailing there, as
also for the better governing of the said towne for the tyme to
come, it is ordered that Mr. Wm. Langton, Recorder, shall
accompany the Mayor (Jno. Holcroft) to London, and there
solicit, on behalf of the said town, according to the ensuing
instructions, viz. :

‘ 1st, to procure relief, if it be possible, for poor widows and
fatherless children that had their husbands and fathers slain,
and their goods plundered, and others in the town, who are in
distress and want.

“2d, to procure that the manner of the losing, or rather
the giving, of the town to the enemies may be fully tried and
examined, that so it may appear in whose neglect or fault it
was that so much innocent blood was spilt, when there was a
possibility of resistance, or any terms of quarter would have
been granted. :

3d, to procure that some course be taken to secure the
town from the power of the enemy hereafter, it being of great
concernment to the country, and is not as yet, in any good
posture of defence, for want of provisions, men, and moneys to
supply the same, in case of danger.

“ 4th, to obtain an order for the enclosing and improving of
the commons and waste grounds, within the town’s liberties,
for the good of the corporation, and that the mills and ferry-
boats formerly belonging to the Lord Molyneux, may be restored
to the corporation as formerly.

“bth, to agitate the business of the rebell’s goods claimed
by the Manchester men.”

The petition met with success. A grant of £20 in money Parlia-
was made for the widows and orphans, and 500 tons of timber pentery
for the repair of the ruined houses was authorised to be taken
from the woods of the neighbouring Royalist gentry, with lead
from the ruins of Lathom House.
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This grant of timber, with the absence of any mention of
stone, brick, or lime, would intimate that the houses in Liverpool
at this time were principally of timber-framing.

The Parliament further proceeded (October 1, 1645) to pass
a bill restoring the mills and ferry-boats to the corporation, and
exonerating them from the fee-farm rent of £20 per annum
payable to Lord Molyneux.

A further grant was made to the town of rather a perilous
nature, being an Irish estate situated in the county of Galway,
far away from any settlements of the English or Scotch adven-
turers. After exploring the locality, and the expenditure of
some capital—it is not stated how much—the attempt was
wisely abandoned.

On the arrival of the contribution we find an entry under
date December 22, 1646: “A catalogue of the poor widows
and fatherless children, maimed soldiers who were hurt, and had
their husbands and fathers slain in this town and in the
parliament’s service, is ordered to be made and certiﬁed, so that
they may receive their allowance of the contribution.” It was
likewise ordered that the widows and fatherless children receive
iij* each, and the maimed soldiers vj* each.

In 1645 the rector of Walton having joined the Royahsts,
the tithes were sequestrated by the Parliament, and out of the
proceeds the sequestrators set aside £100 per annum for Liver-
pool, and thus report :

“Upon information that the town of Liverpoole hath not
any competent maintenance for the ministry at their church or
chapel there, it being a market town, and of great resort, a
garrison town, and the chief port of these parts, the inhabitants
many and well affected ; it is therefore thought fit and so
ordered that two able and orthodox ministers be provided to
officiate there, and shall have, out of the sequestrations of the
tythes of Walton parish, £100 a year.”

After the surrender of Lathom House on the 2d December
1645, some of the spoil was brought to Liverpool. On the
11th June 1646 the following order was signed by the Parlia-
mentary Commissioners :—

¢TIt is ordered that those boards latelie emploied in the house of
Lathom, and now taken down and laid together by Cap® Holt, shall
be carried to Liverpool for the use of the garrison there, accordinge as
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Lieut.-Col. John Ashurst, now governor of the said garrison, shall CI*IIi‘iR
thinke fitt. :
J. BRADSHAW. 1645.

G. IRELAND.

P. EGERTON.
RicP. ASHETON.
J. FLEETWOODE.
LRoBT. CUNLIFFE.”

Again, “ At the comitie, Apl. 30, 1647 "—

‘1t is ordered that Mr. Peter Ambrose shall, upon sighte hereof,
deliver to Edwarde Chambers, commissary at Liverpool, one paire of
gates, with the stoops thereto belonginge, nowe at Lathom House, for
to be employed by the said garrison -as the gov™ thereof shall thinke
fitt.”

(Signed)

PrTER EGERTON.

H. FLEETWOODE.

RALPHE ASHETON.
(W. ASHURST.”

(Signed)

In 1646, owing to the disaffected state of Lancashire, the a.. 1646,
Parliament determined to garrison the town of Liverpool. The
townspeople do not appear to have been quite satisfied with the
arrangements, for we find the following entry in the corporation
records :

“ Concerning the town being a garrison, it was petitioned
that the works might stand as they are, and not be altered, and
a true map was drawn of them by Samuel Aspinwall, and certi-
fied to the committee of Parliament by Lieut.-Col. Ashurst,
governor,! who requested the townsmen to be enlisted, but they
refused, and are resolved to be at the said governor’s commands
in case of danger, but not otherwise to enlist.”

In another entry, * Mr. Mayor and the aldermen” are em- Garrison.
powered ‘to treat with the governor about the settlement of
the garrison that one company of the townsmen may be em-
ployed, and to have pay as others have.”

The billeting of the military seems to have been a grievance,

1 William Ashurst, of Ashurst, was the representative of an old Presby-
terian family. His father, Henry Ashurst, had boldly resisted in 1633 the
royal promulgation of the Book of Sports. William served with distinction
in the Parliamentary army, representing at the same time the borough of |
Newton in Parliament. After the execution of Charles I. he seceded, and

joined the Earl of Derby in his expedition in 1651. He afterwards
assisted in the restoration of Charles II. -



CHAP.
IL

N
1648.

Plague.

A.D. 1650.
Plague.

A.D, 1649,

Returns for
taxation.

104 MEMORIALS OF LIVERPOOL.

for it is resolved ‘ that the soldiers pay 3d. per meal, or quarter
themselves.”

The invasion of the Scotch forces under the Duke of Hamil-
ton in 1648 does not appear to have disturbed Liverpool,
although the decisive battle at Red Bank Winwick, on August
19, took place within fifteen miles of the town,

Literature does not seem altogether to have been neglected.
In 1647 there is an entry in the town’s records : ¢ Ordered that
two dictionaries be provyded for the use of the whole of this
towne, and to be chayned.”

Plague and pestilence lent their aid in aggravation of the
horrors of civil war. It is recorded that the portmoot court
which should have been held after Christmas 1647, was deferred
and put off by reason of the sickness and infection happening
in certain houses in the Chapel Street, which, through the
blessing of Giod—great care being taken and much cost bestowed
in building of cabins and removing the said families forth of the
town into the said cabins—it ceased in two months’ time, with
the death of about eight or nine persons of mean quality.”

The careful attention to sanitary arrangements in this case,
and their beneficial results, are very remarkable.

It is stated in some works that another visitation of the
plague passed over the town in 1650, by which 200 of the in-
habitants were carried off, who were buried in Sick Man’s Lane,
now Addison Street. I cannot, however, find any contemporary
authority confirmative of the statement.

In 1649 a warrant was served upon the town from the com-
missioners of the army, “requiring a return of the yearly value
of every man’s real and personal estate within the town.” This
is the earliest employment of schedules for income-tax which I
have met with, and it seems to have been anything but palatable
to the good burgesses, who came to the resolution following :
1t is considered very prejudicial and unreasonable, and there-
fore resolved that Mr. Bailiff Storey shall attend the commis-
sioners and acquaint them that the best sort have their estates
in shipping, which is a daily adventure and hazard, the rest
are plundered and poor.” What result attended this re-
monstrance we are not informed, but in the monthly assess-
ments for the support of the army, Liverpool is put down for
SEI T el

In 1650 an inquisition and return was made to Parliament
on Church lands and livings. We read therein as follows :—
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““ Wee present and finde that within the towne and burrough
of Lyverpool, within the said parishe of Walton, there is an
antient parochiall chappell called Lyverpool church and neyther
parsonage nor viccarage thereunto belonging; and that Mr.
John Fogg,! a godly paynfull minister, supplyes the cure there,
and came in by eleccion of the Mayor and Common Councill,
and that the said Mr. Fogg receives for his sallerye all the
benefitt of the tythes growing and arysing within the libertyes
and precincts of the said towne, by an order of the committee
of plundered ministers, which tythes are of the yearly value of
seaventy-five pounds ® anfi. Also, he further receives the sum
of tenn pounds P ani., by way of augmentation, from Walton,
or the rector thereof ; and also the antient yearely allowance of
foure pounds fifteen shillings yearely from the' receiver of the
late king’s revenues, forth of the publique receipt of the same
revenues, save and except that Mr. Fogg pays out of the tythes
of Lyverpoole eleaven pounds tenn shillings unto Doctor Clare’s
wyfe, according to an order of the hon™® committee of plundered
ministers: And wee doe finde that the said parochiall chappell
of Lyverpoole, is far remote from anie other church or chappell,
and therefore ‘doe conceive it fitt to bee made a parish of
itselfe.”

In 1651 the last effort of the Royalists was made in Lanca-
shire under the Earl of Derby. Liverpool was strongly garri-
soned under the orders of Cromwell, now supreme, who gave
the command of the district to Colonel Lilburne. Colonel
Thomas Birch, governor of Liverpool, having obtained early
information of the arrival of the Earl of Derby from the Isle of
Man in Wyre water, sent out ships from the Mersey into the
Wiyre to intercept the arrival of supplies, and to cut off the
expected reinforcements.

He also communicated with Lilburne, who marched upon
Prescot, and thence followed the earl to Ormskirk. Birch also
brought together all the Parliamentary forces he could draw
from Chester and the neighbourhood, and sent for his own
regiment to Manchester. These movements led to the battle of

1 John Fogg was born at Darcy Lever, near Bolton, and educated at
Brazenose College, Oxford. He was appointed joint pastor of Liverpool
with Mr. Thompson in 1645. He was a zealous Presbyterian, and signed
the “ Harmonious Consent” of the ‘Lancashire ministers in 1648, which
was a bitter remonstrance against toleration, After his ejectment in 1662

he retired to Great Budworth, Cheshire, where he died in 1670, aged 48.
He was a man of learning and good parts.
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Wigan Lane, in which the Royalists were utterly routed, and
lost one of the best and bravest of their party, the gallant Sir
Thomas Tyldesley.

The Tyldesleys of Myerscough were an ancient and honour-
able Lancashire family, loyal to the heart’s core, always on the
side of the king throughout the civil war, and in none were the
loyalty, bravery, and ability of the race more distinguished than
in the resolute soldier of whom I am now speaking. Through-
out the contest he was the heart and soul of the party in
Lancashire, ready for every emergency, never despairing in the
most disastrous times. Generous and open-hearted, he was
beloved by his friends and respected by his enemies. A monu-
ment was erected to his memory, on the spot where he fell, by
Alexander Rigby, his friend and fellow-soldier, a distant relative
of the Roundhead colonel of the same name. Colonel Tyldesley
on the Royalist side, and Colonel Assheton on the side of the
Parliament, present two noble specimens of the men whom the
unfortunate circumstances of the times arrayed against each
other.

The action of Wigan Lane terminated the civil war in
Lancashire, and for the next nine years the party of Cromwell
was in the ascendant.

Liverpool enjoyed its privilege of exemption from the fee-
farm rent; the influence of the Stanleys and Molyneuxs being
for the time completely overthrown.

The town’s records are very barren of interest during this
period. In 1654 we find the first attempt at public lighting
of the streets, which was in very primitive fashion, it being
ordered “that two lanthorns, with two candles burning every
night in the dark moon, be set out at the High Cross and at the
White Cross, and places prepared to set them in every night
till past eight of the clock by the serjeant and water-bailiffs.”

In the same year we find the last notice of the fortifications.
In a previous entry in 1646 it was ordered that *“ the mud walls
about the towne be repaired, but no inner works made.”

In 1654 a further order was made ¢ that all the gates at the
streete ends be taken awaie, and the mud walles pulled down and -
levelled, and the stone brydge at the bottom of Dale Street re-
paired.”

Colonel Birch was elected sole representative in the parlia-
ments summoned by Cromwell. He ceased to be governor in
1655, for what reason is not stated.
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In that year the governorship was conferred on Colonel CHAP.
Gilbert (afterwards Sir Gilbert) Ireland, the head of the ancient — —
family of the Irelands of the Hutte and Hale, who had also in- éfﬁf A
herited or purchased the estates of the Butlers of Bewsey near Ireland,
Warrington. The Ireland family were divided in their poli- sovernor.
tical allegiance, but Gilbert adhered to the popular cause, and
having commanded a regiment in the civil war, did not hesitate,
although a moderate Presbyterian, to take office under the
Protector. On April 10, 1655, he writes to Cromwell :

“ Yesterday I received the government of Liverpool, wherein,
as in all other trusts, I shall diligently wait for, and observe all
your commands.”

In 1656 Ireland was returned for Lancashire. A.D. 1656.

In the same year in his place in Parliament he advocated the
cause of Charles, Earl of Derby, who had petitioned the house
to grant him some aid in his necessities, and moved that £500
per annum be allowed him.

In Richard Cromwell’s Parliament, in 1658, he was returned a.o. 1658.
for Liverpool along with Thomas Blackmore, and again in the Flection.
Convention Parliament of 1660 he was elected along with - the
Hon. \William Stanley, brother of the Earl of Derby, and
assisted in the restoration of Charles II, by whom he was
knighted. He continued to represent Liverpool until his
decease in 1675, at which time he was serving the office of
mayor of the borough. Dying without issue, his estates de-
scended in the female line to the Blackburnes, now of Hale and
Oxford, and the Gascoynes of Childwall, the latter now repre-
sented by the Marquis of Salisbury.! Blackmore, Ireland’s
colleague in 1658, was an alderman of the borough, belonging to
the popular party. He was furnished with a horse to travel to
London, and £10 to pay his expenses, besides sustenance during
his attendance in Parliament, which was provided by subscrip-
tion. He was not returned in 1660.

1 The fine old moated mansion of the ‘ Hutte’’ in Hale, the residence
of the Irelands, has long been destroyed, with the exception of the gate-
house, some portion of the kitchen buildings, and out offices. In its
entirety it must have been a noble specimen of the half-timbered man-
sions, of which Speke Hall furnishes an example.

Eleanor, sister and heiress of Sir Gilbert Ireland, married Edward
Aspinall. His great-granddaughter married Isaac Green of Prescot, who
left two daughters coheiresses. One of them married Thomas Blackburne
of Warrington and Oxford, who inherited the Hale property.
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On the enactment of the Test and Corporation Act in 1662,
we find the following entry in the town’s books :—

“ November 10, Thomas Blackmore, Thomas Williamson,
Ralph Massam, Edward Williamson, Gilbert Formby, and Rd.
Percival ordered to be discharged from their offices, as aldermen
of the town, for refusing to subscribe to the declaration con-
tained in the Act 13 Charles II. for the well governing of cor-
porations.”

Blackmore’s name crops up again a few years afterwards in
the “ Moore Rental,” where he and one Ashbrook, with whom
the writer had some legal dispute, are described as “both
notorious knaves.”

In the list of clergymen ejected under the Act of Uniformity
on “black Bartholomew’s day, 1662,” we find the names of the
Rev. John Fogg, Liverpool, Rev. Thomas Crompton, M.A.,
Toxteth Park, Rev. Robert Eaton, Walton, Rev. Nathaniel
Heywood, Ormskirk.

+ In the year 1665, the scourge of the preceding century, the
plague, having ravaged the metropolis and various parts of the
country during this—happily its last—visitation, it was resolved
at a public meeting of the burgesses on November 2, Michael
Tarleton, gent., mayor, that “upon consideration and appre-
hension of the spreading contagion of the plague in divers
neighbouring towns, in Cheshire, and other parts, and of the
great concourse of people usually from these parts all the time
of the fairs kept in this town, it is generally voted, agreed,
thought fit, and so ordered, that the keeping of the fair here on
St. Martin’s day next, the eve, and other usual days after, here
accustomably kept, shall on this present exigent of danger for
this year be absolutely forborne and forbidden by open publica-
tion, and notice thereof in the open market the next market
day.” As we have no record of any attack of the plague, it is
to be presumed that this precautionary isolation proved effectual.

The four centuries and a half which had now elapsed since
the foundation of the port and borough had hitherto produced
no remarkable degree of success or prosperity. The little town
slumbered on under the shadow of its feudal castle, dominated
by the neighbouring nobles and gentry, kindled into raptures of
ecstasy by a favourable recognisance from my Lords Derby or
Molyneux, and quite contented with its petty trade with
Ireland and Wales. But a great change was at hand. The
real rise of the fortunes of Liverpool dates from the Restoration
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of ‘Charles II. From this time forward, the tide of prosperity
set in with a regular, steady current, which may have differed
in its rate of progression, bnt which has hitherto known no ebb.
The proximate causes of this favourable change were the rise
of the manufactures of Lancashire and Yorkshire, the increase
of the foreign trade of the kingdom, and the facilities offered by
the estuary of the Mersey. After the plague and the great fire

CHAP.
IL

St
1665.

of London * several ingenious men settled in Liverpool, which Trade.

originated the trade of the port to the plantations and other
places. This so,enlarged its commerce that, from scarcely pay-
ing the salaries of the officers of customs, Liverpool before the
close of the century possessed the third part of the trade of the
country, and paid the king upwards of £50,000 a year in cus-
toms.” This statement, which is extracted from the case laid

before Parliament in 1699 on the application for an Act to con- .

stitute Liverpool a separate parish, is no doubt exaggerated,
but. it is an undoubted fact that a large increase of trade did
take place at this period.

‘We possess very valuable evidence of the state of the town a.». 1667,

at this juncture, in the ‘Moore Rental,” an account prepared
in 1667 by Edward (afterwards Sir Edward) Moore of Bank
Hall, of his estates and rents in the town, for the benefit of his
son and heir.! I shall have occasion hereafter to refer to this
document somewhat in detail in illustration of the various
localities to which it refers. At present I can only allude to it
in general terms. k

Moore
Rental.

Edward Moore was the son of the regicide, John Moore. Moore
Although brought up in the atmosphere of Nonconformity and ™mil¥:

Puritanism, as is evident from his scriptural quotations and
pious ejaculations, he was a thorough aristocrat at heart.
Most of his property was let on lease upon the old feudal tenure
of lives, with a®small reserved rent in money, a fine for re-
newal when a life dropped, and services in the form of boons or
labour in harvest time, and rent hens, with obligations to grind
at the lord’s mills, etc. These conditions were becoming
obsolete, and to a great extent disregarded, as being utterly
unsuitable to the growing exigencies of the times. Added to
this, Moore was poor and loaded with debt, and not able to
maintain the position occupied by his ancestors. He had
twice stood as candidate to represent the 'borough in Parlia-

! This MS. has been published by the Chetham Society, and forms
the twelfth volume of their Transactions, 1847.
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ment, and also for the civic chair, and had been rejected.
These various causes soured his mind and embittered his
opinions on men and things in Liverpool. At the same time he
had shrewdness enough to appreciate the nascent progress of the
town, and to estimate aright many of the advantages which it
offered. His remarks on many of the localities display consider-
able foresight, and anticipate by many years improvements
afterwards carried out.

His general opinion of the inhabitants of Liverpool is
expressed as follows: “I know this by experience that they
are the most perfidious knaves to their landlords in all England ;
therefore I charge you, in the name of God, never to trust them.
They have deceived me twice, even to the ruin of my name and
family, had not God in mercy saved me; though there was
none at the same time could profess more kindness to me than
they did, and acknowledge in their very own memories what
great patrons my father and grandfather was to the town, and
them in particular. Yet when it came to that as with but
their vote would have done me five thousand pounds’ worth of
good, and them no harm, they most inhumanly denied me, and
that two several times in a year’s distance betwixt them. . . . .
Therefore since God hath by me forewarned you, have a care
you never trust them, for there is no such thing as truth or
honesty in such mercenary fellows, but what tends to their own
ends, And this observe as a general rule, civility will do no
good, but make them contemn you for a kind fool. And like-
wise observe for a certain rule, although you be never so great
enemies, yet, if you be but a justice, and have power in the
country, or once mayor of the town, they will be like spaniels
at your feet. In a word, trust them not, lest you may find by
sad experience what I have here forewarned you of, which God
in mercy divert ; for such a nest of rogues were never educated
in one town of that bigness.”

The fact was, the burgesses had thrown off any allegiance
they had formerly borne to the Moore family, and refused to
admit Edward Moore to any official position in the town, partly,
perhaps, owing to his reduced circumstances, but more from his
overbearing and grasping temper. Hinc dlle lackryme. His
feeling towards the town generally is not improved when he
comes to speak about individuals. Thomas Ayndoe, mayor in
1665, lived at the Old Hall, which he had taken on lease from
Edward Moore. Of this gentleman he says: “In the name of
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God, be careful of him, for he,is one of the lurkingest knaves
in all the town, he is worse than my pen can express, and when
he makes the greatest show of friendship, then he hath the most

CHAP.
IL

1667.

deceit at heart.”” The reason for this foul-mouthed slander R;’,‘,’m

comes out thus: ¢ This was one of the leading men underhand,
against me, in all votes, either for parliament man or.mayor.”
This, in the eyes of Moore, was the unpardonable sin. In the
same way we have sketches of the leading Liverpool men of the
day, Alderman Formby, mayor in 1656, Alderman Peter Lurting,
mayor in 1663, Henry Corless, mayor in 1661, ¢ Baily ” Johnson,
afterwards mayor (1670), and, others, all of whom are sketched
in the darkest colours. They are all knaves, rogues, and base
fellows, their crying sin being their opposition to his election,
“ when,” as he says, “a vote might have been worth five thou-
sand pounds to him, and cost nothing.” He adds, in the canting,
hypoeritical strain in which many of his remarks are couched,
¢ The Lord Jesus forgive them !” Apart from these prejudices,
the views of Moore on the prospects of the town, and the best
means ' of improving its advantages, manifest a considerable
amount of shrewdness and foresight. Building land was in
demand, an entirely new phase of things for Liverpeol. Several
new streets had been laid out on the Moore estate, and partly
built on, as Fenwick Street and Moore Street. Others shortly
after followed, and took their names from the tenants quoted
by. Moore, such as Lancelot’s Hey, Hackin’s Hey, James Street,
Hockenhall Alley, ete.

In confirmation of what I have above stated respecting 8 S
settlers from London, Moore records the sale of a piece of land ¥9m ..

on the north side of Dale Street, between the present Cheapside
and Moorfields, to ““one Mr. Smith, a great sugar baker at London,
a man, as report says, worth £40,000 ; and according to agree-
ment, he is to build all the front twenty-seven yards, a stately
house of good hewn stone four stories high, and then to go
through the same building with a large entry; and there on
the back side, to erect a house for boiling and drying sugar,
otherwise called a sugar baker’s house. The pile of building
must be forty feet square and four stories high, all of hewn
stone. If this be once done,” he continues, it will bring a
trade of at least £40,000 a year from the Barbadoes, which
formerly this town never knew.”

This statement is very significant. It marks the commence-
ment of the West India trade, which subsequently became of
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such great importance to Liverpool, and which superinduced

. another traffic not so creditable, to which I shall hereafter refer.

The sugar-refining manufacture thus commenced has con-
tinued on the same locality to the present time, the streets
leading out of Dale Street having always been the principal seat
of this branch of industry. _

Several streets and thoroughfares were planned by Moore,
afterwards to be carried out by other instrumentality. He
also suggested the extension and deepening of the pool inwards,
so as to render it navigable along the line of Paradise Street,
with means for providing a supply of water for flushing; so as
to keep the channel clear.

Moore’s relation to these improvements was something like
that of Moses to the promised land ; he pointed out and directed
the road which was to be followed up and carried out by future
and alien hands, after he and his successors had ceased to have
part or lot in the matter, the lands passing away from his family
before many years had elapsed.

One source of revenue on which he set great value was the
possession of two corn-mills, one driven by horse power, the
other a windmill. His tenants were all bound to grind at
these mills, and he impresses on his son the importance of

.. rigidly insisting on these covenants being fulfilled. Of the

horse-mill he says: “God bless it. A thing of great concern-
ment to your estate. I have got, when the trading to Lochaber,
an island (sic) in Scotland, was used, twenty measures of toll a
week, for two years together, when malt sold for five shillings
a Winchester measure. This remember, you have a great eye
how custom rises or falls at this mill. Know every week what
tenants you have that grinds away and without lawful cause ;
make them pay for it according to the covenants in their leases.
Know who they are that grind at your mill that are none of
your tenants, that if there fall an occasion in your power you
may show them a kindness. Know who they are, of any fashion,
that doth not grind at your mill, and if they be not obliged by
some especial obligation to them that owns the mill where they
grind, as by kindred or the like, I charge you never trust them,
neither do them a courtesy if it lie in your power, for by that
small thing you may see they will never do you any ; and when
all the town knows you take notice of your customers, and
accordingly remember them in your civilities or disrespects,
either by fair means or foul, fear or hope of reward, you will
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oblige most to you, . . . Observe the rule above said exactly, CHAF:
and if ever you be mayor and a justice of the peace in the
country, you may very easily make this mill worth twenty 1645
measures a week, which at a crown a measure is five pounds

a week, many of your tenants brewing thirty measures a week.

Mark well the covenant in your leases for grinding at your mills ;

let your penalty be as high as you can agree with them.” There

is much more in the same strain. Machiavelli himself could

hardly have improved on the hard, astute, cunning selfishness

here displayed.

Lord Molyneux was the owner of a water-mill in Toxteth
Park, which was supplied by the drainage from the Moss Lake
running southward. In another part of the document Moore
advises his son how he might divert this drainage so as fo
deprive the water-mills of their water, and thus carry the cus-
tom to his own mills, when he might build another windmill,
which would then be worth £27 to £40 per annum.

In Moore’s case, as in many others, selfish craft outwitted
itself. His paltry schemes of aggrandisement were detected
and thwarted, and his unpopularity prevented him attaining
those official positions which he so candidly expresses his inten-
tion of prostituting for his own purposes.

In August 1667 we have an entry in the town’s records,
which, though comparatively trifling in itself, is very significa-
tive, taken in connection with other circumstances, of the new
impulse given to trade.

The coal from the collieries at Whiston, near Prescot, and
the rude pottery made at the latter place, at this time con-
stituted an important part of the exports from Liverpool. The
increase of traffic began to tell on the badly-paved .streets of
the town, whereupon an order was issued as follows: ‘ Foras- Coal for
much as the streets within the town are much decayed and ShP™ent-
abused by the frequent driving of carts laden with coals and
mugs to the waterside through the same, to be transported and
carried away, when carts so laden may, with equal conveniency,
pass over the pool bridge to the waterside, or the Water Street -
end ; for redress of which abuse it is ordered that no person,
after notice hereof given in open market, do presume to pass
through any of the streets of this town with his cart so laden
as aforesaid unto the waterside upon the penalty of 12d. for
every time such person shall so offend.”

‘We have now arrived at the period of a transaction which
VOL. I. _ I
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has exercised a very important influence on the fortunes of the
municipality and the property of the corporation, in all subse-
quent times.

It will be remembered that the lordship of Liverpool,
carrying with it all the manorial rights, petty customs, and fee-
farm rents, was disposed of by Charles I. to the merchants of
London, and by them reconveyed to Lord Molyneux. After
the defeat of the Royalist party, the Parliament confiscated
these dues and rents, and granted them to the corporation. At
the Restoration Lord Molyneux re-entered into possession of
the property.

The domination of a feudal seigneur, and his consequent con-
trol over the trade of the town, was felt to be an intolerable
grievance, especially when the commerce of the port was giving
signs of bursting the narrow limits within which it had been
hitherto confined ; and an opportunity was anxiously looked
for to shake off the fetters. An occasion was not long in pre-
senting itself. TLord Molyneux was the owner of a field
extending from the castle ditch to the edge of the pool stream
—forming the site of Lord Street and the buildings on each
side. Through this field extended a footpath, leading to the
water’s edge. Whether the stream had been previously crossed
by a wooden foot-bridge, or only by a ferry, is uncertain, but
the probability is that no bridge existed. As we see from the
Moore Rental, there seems to have been at this time a great
penchant, for laying out land for building, and Caryl Lord Moly-
neux designed a street (the present Lord Street, at first Lord
Molyneux Street) to extend down the middle of his field. To
this no objection could be offered ; but in carrying out his
design he prepared to throw a bridge over the stream to carry
the street across to the common lands beyond, called the Great
Heath., These lands were claimed as the property of the cor-
poration, partly by ancient grants from the Earls and Dukes of
Lancaster, and the sovereigns who succeeded to the duchy, and
partly by prescriptive occupation. The erection of the bridge
without leave was looked upon as an infringement of the town’s
rights, and was eagerly seized upon as an opportunity for
trying conclusions with Lord Molyneux, as to his position with
regard to Liverpool.

His predecessor, Sir Richard Molyneux, had in 1617 laid
claim to the commons, but had been steadily resisted by the
corporation. I shall hereafter endeavour to show that the
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lands beyond the pool formed no part of the original lordship ~CHAP.
or borough of Liverpool, but were included in the hamlet of e
Esmedune and the royal park of Toxteth down to the four- pipure

teenth century. bty

The conveyance from Charles I. to the merchants of Lon- Conveyance
don, which is the basis of all subsequent deeds, and by which g}‘:gh hail
alone Lord Molyneux held, describes the property as “all that
our town and lordship of Litherpooll, parcel of the honour of
Lancaster in the aforesaid county of Lancaster, with every of
their rights, members, and appurtenances. And all that boat
and passage over the water of Mersey there, and the butchers’
shambles in the said town of Litherpooll. And also all
stallage and tolls of the markets and fairs, with the perquisites
of courts in Litherpooll aforesaid. And all customs, anchorage,
and key-toll of the water of Mersey aforesaid, and within the
aforesaid town or lordship,” etc. The additional verbiage of
“all and singular farms, messuages, cottages, mills, houses,
edifices,” etc., are mere words of course without any specific
application. The deed also expressly reserves to the crown
“all forests and chaces, and parks then used and filled with
deer, and all knights’ fees,” ete.

On March 23, 1668, the following resolution was passed by Resolution
the council : “It is ordered, that information is given to the °f Couwneil
assembly that the Lord Molyneux is intending to erect a new
bridge over some part of the pool or current from the pool
bridge ! upon the waste or common of Liverpool, without the
leave and consent of the mayor and burgesses of the town, they
and their predecessors having been time out of memory reputed
and taken to have the rightful seignory of the same common or
waste under his sacred majesty, and accordingly have enjoyed
the royalties and privileges inviolate to this time; and that
forasmuch as the making of a bridge upon the town waste,
without license of, or composition with, the mayor of this town
for the time being, may seem to invade or break in upon the
ancient privileges of this town, it is hereby ordered’ unani-
mously, that if any such attempt shall hereafter be made to
lay any foundation, or to build any part of the same bridge, the
same shall be forthwith obstructed, pulled down, and laid
waste.”

We have no record of any conference or attempt at concilia-

! The pool bridge crossed the stream much lower down, about the end
of the present King Street. ® .
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tion arising out of this order. The next occurrence ‘was an
attempt on Lord Molyneux’s behalf to commence the erection
of the bridge by laying down 70 yards of planking, probably
for the centering of the stone arch.

As soon as the workmen touched ground on the side of the
heath they were repelled vi et armis by the corporation forces sta-
tioned there for the purpose. Recourse was next had to the law,
and on October 9, 1668, a writ was served upon the corporation.
At the spring assizes in 1669, the cause was tried at Lancaster,
when Lord Molyneux, failing to set up even a prima facie title,
was nonsuited, and had to pay the costs of the action.

The plaintiff in his pleas alleged that his ancestor, Sir
Richard Molyneux, in 1632 purchased the premises from
Ditchfield, Highlord, and others, the devisees of the crown;
and further, that from the time of the 29th Henry 4th to the
sale by the crown, his ancestors had been tenants under the
crown, and had possessed the said premises. These pleas were
not allowed.

After a little time had elapsed wiser counsels prevailed. It
was so plainly the interest of both parties to come to an under-
standing, that we may feel some surprise at the difference ever
existing. . There were doubtless deeper motives than those
which appeared on the surface. .

A generation of Liverpool merchants was now rising up,
possessed of far more foresight, enterprise, and sagacity than
any who had preceded them, at least since the time of Ralph
Sekerston and Robert Corbett. They saw their advantage, and
eagerly pressed it home. My Lord Molyneux at the same time
no doubt anticipated considerable difficulty in contending for his
seignorial dues and customs with an united body of traders,
whose shrewdness in the eyes of Edward Moore seemed very
closely allied to knavery and cunning. The burgesses would
give no consent to the building of the bridge, except on the
condition of Lord Molyneux selling them the lordship with its
appendages. It does not appear that they drove a very hard
bargain with him. He had paid £450 to the London merchants
for the manor, and was also subject to the fee-farm rent to the
Crown of £14:6 : 8 per annum.

On April 26, 1671, the town council adopted the following
resolution : “ Whereas suits and controversies have been stirred
up, and some of them yet depending, on behalf of the corpora-
tion of Liverpool of the one part, and the Lord Molyneux on
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the other; and whereas of late it hath been signified to the CHAF:
mayor by some from Lord Molyneux, that he is willing to have ~——~—
a treaty with the said mayor, in order to the accommodation of Trea:g?‘;ith
the said differences ; it is hereby concluded by this assembly Lord
that the said mayor take him to his assistance, Mr. Percival Myneux.
(the town clerk) to treat with the Lord Molyneux, and if
occasion be, to proceed in order to an accommodation and con-

clusion of the said differences, or any of them ; and whatever

may be done to be binding.” On May 1, in the same year,

further instructions were given to authorise the mayor, Thomas
Johnson (Moore’s “ Baly Johnson ”) and Mr. Corless (mayor in

1661) on behalf of the corporation, to treat with Mr. Fazakerley

and Mr. J. Tatlock on behalf of Lord Molyneux ; what they

might agree upon to be binding, “as if done by the privity and

consent of the whole assembly ; the aforesaid treaty to be at

this town to-morrow at the house of Mrs, Margery Formby.”

This important meeting accordingly took place, and resulted
in an agreement, which was reported to the council on May 15, -
and ratified by a deed in the following year, 1672.

The terms were as follows : Lord Molyneux was allowed to Settlement
proceed with his bridge on payment of a nominal acknowledg- °f #*P**
ment of twopence per annum, The corporation to take the
lordship, with all dues and customs, on a lease for 1000 years
at the annual rent of £30. The burgage rents and the ferry
were not comprised in the lease. Both parties seem to have
been satisfied with their bargain. Lord Molyneux obtained the
privilege of the bridge, on which he appears to have set his
heart, and got a fair return for his outlay in the purchase of the
manor. To the burgesses it was emancipation from a galling
yoke and inquisitorial interference. To neither party was vouch-
safed a vision of the splendid future. The tolls and dues, which
were leased in 1672 for £30 per annum, were sold in 1856, a.p. 1672
under parliamentary sanction, for the sum of £1,500,000, and
produced in 1873-4 a revenue of £250,163.

Mr. Baines! says: “On the occasion of this treaty, Mrs. silver
Margery Formby presented the corporation with a silver tobacco- toracco-bex.
box, which has since been turned into. a gigantic snuff-box, and
is still handed round after dinner at the mayor’s banquets at
the town-hall.”

I am sorry to spoil so intetesting a legend, but fruth
compels me to remark that, inasmuch as the treaty took place

1 History of the Town and Commerce of Liverpool, p. 834.
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CHAP.  in 1671, whilst the tobacco-box bears the following inscription,

1L g s
Nl evidently original,

THE CORPORATION OF LEVERPOOLE’S BoX, 1690,

without any reference to Mrs, Margery, it is difficult to discover
any connection between the two, more especially as we find an
order in the council proceedings in the year 1690 for the manu-
facture of the box in question, as under : * The two bellied silver
cups, weight 11 oz. 15 dr. each, ordered to be made a tobacco-
box and stopper for the town’s use, and so to go from mayor to
mayor.”

Purchase of In order to complete the history of the town dues, I may

reversion.  here anticipate by a century in stating that in 1777 the rent
and reversion of the lease were purchased for £2250, which
included the burgage rents and the ferry, previously reserved,
thus placing the corporation in the position of the original
grantees of the Crown,

4.D, 1670. In 1670, the Honourable William Stanley, one of the

Election.  members of the borough, died. There was considerable com-
petition as to the election of his successor. A few years before,
Alderman Blackmore had to be paid his expenses to induce hime
to serve, but the progress of the town and the political influences
at work, rendered the seat for Liverpool now an object worth
contending for.

A collection of original documents relating to this election
have been preserved amongst the muniments at Hale Hall, the
ancient seat of the Irelands. They are such interesting illustra-
tions of the manners and ideas of the period, that I make no
apology for extracting such portions as may present to us a
faithful picture of a Liverpool election two hundred years ago.!

Humphrey A letter from Mr. Humphrey Wharton, dated Yellow

Wharton.  Ball, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, October 25, 1670, addressed to Sir
Gilbert Ireland, Hale, announces that

Yor brother Burgesse for Leverpoole dyed Tuesday last, my earnest

request is y* you will please to lay out yo* interest for my eldest son—

Robert Wharton—in Leverpoole. It is not proper for mee to recom-

mend him, onely acquaint you y* he has a general acquaintance of the

nobility under 40 years of age. A great respect at the Middle Temple

where has been neare 4 yeares especially amongst the Benchers, and

1 The documents are printed at length in the Appendix to the sixth
volume of the Historical Society’s Tramsactions, in illustration of an
interesting paper by the Rev. A, Hume, D.C.L., etec.
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whilst continued at Merton Coll. amongst the fellowes where he was 4 Clﬁﬂ’-

yeares, ffor since his age of 14 yeares alwaise frequented Men’s comp” i

and noe way debauched, nor suearer. 1670.
.1 have endeanoured to give him an inspeccon in trade, and therein

has improued very much these 12 mo : last past. You have heard I

presume y* I am a great trader, very few in England trade more, and

I thinke in the best comodity of England in we. I consume of my own

grouth at least 10,0001 pr!an™ for keepe 1000 men at worke every day.!

What you lay out in treats to y* towne shall bee thankfully repayed,

either by returne, or if you charge a billonmee . . . &ec.

Sir Gilbert, however, did not respond to these advances,
and young Wharton was subsequently withdrawn.

The candidate favoured by the baronet was Sir George Lane Bie - George
of Tulske, county Roscommon, who had filled the office of 1#
Secretary of State for Ireland, and had distinguished himself as
a loyalist in the civil wars, ‘His pretensions were endorsed by
the Earl of Ancram, Colonel Alexander Rigby, Sir Geoffery
Shakerley, and Sir Roger Bradshaigh, member for the county,
who all send letters in his favour.

A court candidate presented himself in the person of Mr.
Ross, a Scotchman, secretary to the Duke of Monmouth, who Ross.
brought credentials from the Countess of Southampton, and
was introduced by the following letter from the Duke, addressed
to Sir Gilbert Ireland, dated October 27 :

St—1I writt by the last Post to my Lord of Derby on behalfe of my Duke of
Secretary (Mr. Ross) whom I have recommended to bee Burgess for fgg&'r“o“th’
Leverpoole, lately vacant by the death of my cornet Mr, William Stan-

‘ley, and vnderstanding y* you are the other Burgess for the Corporacon,
I doe very heartily recommend this Person to You, as one of whom I
have had long Experience for his Integrity and Capacity to serve y*= in
Court or Parlement, in any their Concernes, to wet if they shall thinke
fit to gratify Mee in this particular, I shall contribute my endeavours,
and on all occasions shall readily shew my acknowledgement in being

Sir, y* affectionate friend,
MoxmovTH,

A formidable candidate now came forward, recommended by Sir William
‘Colonel John Birch, mentioned in the precedmg pages, and at v
this time M.P. for Weobley, who addressed a letter to the mayor
{(Mr. Thomas Johnson), from which the following is an extract,

October 29, 1670 :

! He does not state what the commodity is ; probably he was a large
woollen manufacturer.
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As yor business now stands, I have thought of a person, who if any
in England is able to serve you, and beare upp against opposers ; It is.
S* William Bucknell. Hee is farmer of all the Customs and Excise in
Ireland, with his partners, but hee is cheife ; likewise farmer of much in
England ; one who hath a grate Interest wtt y° Kinge, by lending him
above one hundred Thousand pounds (and soe able to serve you) and
give Check-mate to yo* Opposers. And yett a true Lover of Sober In-
terests wek all Sober men wish well to; And if you be disappoynted
herein, blame mee, and though hee cannot come and drinke as some
others, yett hee shall present you for the poore with what I shall judge
convenient, who you know am yor owne. . . .

I pray returne mee yor thoughts of this matter as soone as may
bee ; wit ye king ; as to yor trade wth Ireland, and as to your present
contention about your priviledges, and for y* future Advancement
in all yo* Desires, as well as his affection to a true Sober Interest, none
in my opinnion can bee pitcht on like him, wherein if hee faile Blame
yor servt JorN BIrcH.

The corporation had not yet shaken off their allegiance to-
the House of Stanley, for on October 30, we find, from a letter
of Lord Derby to Sir Gilbert Ireland, that the mayor and some:
of his brethren had been at Knowsley, and were, as he says,
very earnest with him to put off anything of a result till they
next came thither. He mentioned to the deputation the Duke
of Monmouth’s interest in the success of Mr, Ross, but he says
they demurred and promised to communicate again. At this.
time Colonel Birch's letter had not been received. Sir Gilbert.
Ireland replies, November 1 :

It seemes y° Liverpoldons attended you not to engage, but to keepe
you uningaged, I did thinke they would have desired yor Lrdees
proposall of some fitt person for theire Burgesse and from thence have
derived to y™selves a prosperous eleccon, but I perceive demur is their
petition and wt may be y* intention I cannot guesse.

On November 3 a letter comes from Mr. Henry Ashurst,.
citizen of London, to the mayor, offering himself as a candidate.
He was of the family of the Lancashire Ashursts, nephew of
Colonel Ashurst, governor of Liverpool under the Parliament in
1646.

A Mr. Dobson of Gray’s Inn, a Lancashire man, settled in
London, now comes upon the scene, and thus expresses his in-
dignation :

I eannot but apprehend it to bee an app™ abuse to y° Town and
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County y* they should bee soe und” valued as to bee thought unworthy,
as y* none of them should bee so able to serve Burges of Liverpoole as
a Brewer in London, who hath not been thought fitt to bee a Burges
where he lives. I'll spare neither paynes nor purse to prevent this
affront intended uppon our countrey ; I have writt to Raphael Hollins-
head to goe speedily to Liverpoole and to take upp all Inns and lodge-
ings for out burges and to provide provisions and sufficiency of good
liquor for all.

Another candidate was the celebrated Sir William Temple,

CHAP.
IL

——
1670.

Sir William

who had just returned from his embassy to Holland, and had Temple.

come to a rupture with the court. His application does not
appear to have been received with much favour. One cause for
this may be that he was supported by Lord Molyneux, whose
litigation with the corporation was then at its height.-

The contest evidently lay between Sir George Lane and Sir
William Bucknell. The mayor and council had been captivated
by the golden promises of the London brewer, but Lord Derby’s
influence was of great importance.

On November 6 a deputation went over to Knowsley by
appointment, when the matter was arranged, for in a letter
from the town clerk to Sir Gilbert Ireland, the writer says,
“The Lord of Darby useth much meanes for S* Bucknell and
hee himself leaves noe stone unturned.”

On November 16 Lord Derby formally declares for “Sir
Bucknell ” in the following letter addressed to the corporation :

Gentlemen—Because I ought to seeke y® accomplishment of his
Ma. Seruise & y» the good of your Towne I must make you this adress
Concerninge y° Ensuinge Ellection for a Burgesse to Succeed my dear
. deceased Bro : theise two last post I am assured y°® Duke of Monmouth
‘hath comanded Mr. Rosse to desist, and in his roome by his Ma:
ordr is now for S* William Bucknell. I must bee for y° same person
both by duty and inclination, in y° place of Mr. Rosse, & therefore 1
doe recomend S* William Bucknell to you as a person very fitt to
serue the Corporation both hy his interest at Court and his owne
Abilitys ; & soe I bid you very heartily farewell.

Y* lou. freind
DErBY.
Knowsley, 16 No. 1670.

The chancellor of the duchy also sent’ a recommendation in
favour of the London knight, on the plea that his predecessors
in office had interfered in like manner, ¢ which, if not true,”

Letter from
Lord Derby.
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says Mr. Dobson, ““ he may hear of from some members of the
House of Commons.” On November 24, it is announced in a
letter from London, ¢ that Sir John Langham, Bart., a friend
of Bucknell’s, had set out for Liverpool with a coach and six,
resolved to spend £500 before his return,” whereupon the
writer slily adds, “You may doe well to hint it to the mayor
that it may availe much for the benefit of the towne to put off
their eleccon for some tyme, for I doubt not but he and the
presbyter (Mr. Ashurst) will both of them prove very generous
in their treates before the elecon.”

Sir John was not long in opening the campaign, for on
December 3, Sir Gilbert Ireland writes: “I sent Tom Cooke
this morning early to Leverpoole, to understand how affaires
stood theare as to y° eleccon ; who brings me word that S* Buck
is att Liverpoole with his retinue very sumptuously and gener-
ously feasting and treating all y® inhabitants y* please to accept
it, having for y* purpose taken up several Inns for their
wellcom.”

Sir Gilbert Ireland, finding his friend Sir George Lane rather
thrown into the shade by the brilliant promises of the London
brewer and his friends, became rather annoyed, and addressed
the following letter to the mayor and aldermen :

Gentlemen—I pray goe imediately with this Letter to the Mayor.
Itt is from his Royal Highness the Duke of Yorke, Lord High Admirall
of England, who well knoweing you to bee a Maritime Towne has
Comanded this Letter to bee delivered you, tho itt come late to my
hands this afternoon I durst not but cause itt to be conveyed to you
with all hast possable ; you may see my former earnestnes for y® Gent.
moved to you has not beene without an vnderstanding of his High-
nesses pleasure therein. And tho my success for that has been very
Bad, yet I pray Gent. make me not wholely an insignificant fellow
wk you in being made a perpetuall Slave to y° Insolent Impositions of
y® Burches, and alsoe very Rediculous to all persons els yt know mee
who (not wt® standing my former expences of so much tyme and
moneys) shall now behold me stand affronted by y* towne, both in my
first and second propositions to you on this election. I thinke it may
not bee amiss that Mr. Mayor acquant my Lord of Darby wtt the in-
closed att their meeting w2 by my present weaknes I doubt I shall
not be able to attend.

In the mean tyme I rest

Your loving friend and servant,
G
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Whatever chances Sir George Lane might have previously ~CEHAP.
had, they were destroyed by this letter. The election did not —'—
turn on party politics, for both Lane and Bucknell were sup- Ele;fiz%
ported by Cavalier and Roundhead indiscriminately, Rigby and :
Bradshaigh supporting the former, and Lord Derby and Colonel
Birch the latter, but the open attempt at interference by the
Duke of York, an avowed Papist, viewed with suspicion and
dislike by the nation, put the coup de grdce to Lane’s preten-
sions.

We naturally inquire, in the midst of all this bustle and gawara
contention, where was Edward Moore, the great landholder in eore.
the borough, who, as he himself tells us in his “ Rental,” was
burning to represent the town in Parliament as his father had
done before him? The fact was, his greed and litigiousness had
made him very unpopular. The mean opinion he has privately
recorded of “ Baly” Johnson and the other dignitaries of the
town could not but exhibit itself in his intercourse with them,
and would have rendered any attempt on his part to offer him-
self perfectly futile.

The only reference to Moore is in a letter from Percivall,
the town clerk, to Sir Gilbert Ireland, dated November 4, 1670,
where he says, ¢ They report here that the Lord of Colchester
came to Sir Bucknell to Bank Hall, or met him there and ofred
him the lord Mulinex Helpe or Interest.” From this it would
seem that * Sir Bucknell ” was Moore’s guest at Bank Hall.

The following was the notice issued previous to the election :

Notice to all freemen to appeare at y® Election at Li*poole. Notice of

lection.
This is to give notice y* y° Elecon of a Burgess for parliament is to gy

bee at Liverpoole uppon firyday next by 9 of y° Clock forenoone, being
y® ninth day of this month (December 1670) wheare all y® freemen of
y° sayd Corporacon are desired to give their presence for y® good of
their countrie if they please.

Such as come are desired to repayre unto y® House of Margery
forneby’s, widow, Watergate Street, or att Elizabeth Ryding’s Widdow
in Dale Street.

Amongst the names on the list of freemen we find that of
Colonel Thomas Birch, the veteran Parliamentary governor of
Liverpool in 1644, and its representative in three parliaments.

It will be seen that the term * burgess” has been dropped Freemen or
in the notice as applicable to the electors, This is very signifi- P"8ees:
cant, indicating that the old franchise by burgage tenure had
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CHAP.  now become obsolete, the place of the burgesses being supplied
o by the *freemen,” who were admitted to the privilege of free-

. dom from tolls, by birth, servitude, or payment of a fine.
e Whether a poll took place we are not informed, but Sir
" William Bucknell was elected, and' continued to serve until his
decease in 1676.
Lighthouse, Amongst the papers thus brought to light there is a corre-
spondence respecting the erection of lighthouses on the neigh-
bouring coast, which exhibits, in a strong point of view, the
prejudices of the period. The subject was then new to the
public, and notwithstanding the dangerous nature of the coasts,
scarcely any attempts had been made in England to provide for
the safety of the mariner by the erection of beacons.

One of the earliest erections was a lighthouse at Plymouth
in 1665. At this period almost every proposal was made the
subject of royal grants and monopolies. In the year 1670 a
Mr. Reading had applied for a patent to empower him to erect
lighthouses on the western coast—where, it is not stated—and
of course to levy a toll for their maintenance. The mayor and
corporation of Liverpool took the alarm and addressed a letter
to their representative, Sir Gilbert Ireland, which runs as
follows :

Letter from Sir—Yesterday we received a copie of the Ordr inclosed, wherein
corporation. yoy will understand what day the Committee for Grievances will meet
to Consider of Reading’s Pattent for Light Houses. Therefore wee
make it our humble request to you, That on behalf of this Burrough
you will be pleased to appeare on Parliamt at or before that tyme. In
regard those light houses will be no benefit to our Mariners, but a hurt,
& Expose them to more danger, if trust to them and also to be a very
great & unnecessary burden & charge to them. Wee ar S7,
Yor most humble servants,
Tro. Jouxsox (Mayor),
THos. AYNDOE (Mayor in 1655),
HeNrY Corress (Mayor in 1661),
JOHN STURZAKER,
THoMAS BICKERSTETH (Mayor in 1669).
Liverpoole, 5th Jan. 1670.

The ordet of Parliament enclosed was the following :—

Lune 19° die Decembris, 1670.
Order of Ordered—That the Committee of Grievances doe sitt vpon Wednes-
Parltament. gov moneth next, and doe examine the matter of Grievance formerly
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Complayned of against Mr, Reading and others by peticon referred to CI‘II%P
the said Committee. And that Mr. Readinge doe cause notice to be '
sent to the Parties concerned. ‘WILLIAM GOLDSBOROUGH, 1670.
Cler. Dom. Com.

This is A true Coppy of y° oridginall order.

As we hear no more of this scheme it would appear that the
opposition to it proved effectual.

It was not until nearly a century after that the merchants of
Liverpool were sufficiently alive to their own interests to promote
an Act (7 Geo. IIL c. 86, 1762), under which the lighthouses
on the Cheshire coast were erected.

We find in the same correspondence, under date of December River
28, 1670, the first intimation of a proposition to improve the Weaver:
navigation of the River Weaver, which is very remarkable as
indicating the rapid growth of the trade of Liverpool, so recent
in its revival, It is contained in a letter from Mr. R. Legh of
Lyme, member for Cheshire, to Sir Gilbert Ireland :—

Sr—By the last post from London I recd seuerall letters that doe
acquaint me, The Earle Riuers, the Ld Gerard, & St Foulk Lucy
(being all vndertakers) have brought in a Bill into the house to make
‘Weenor nauigable ; I doe not heare itt goes further than soe, & Tom
Cholmondeley is a straunger to itt, & I doe assure you soe am I too,
being resolu’d to keepe my engagement to you ; & therefore I thought

good to give you this account, not knowing how farr that act does -
reach, nor whether it concerne you.

‘Whether the Act was passed I do not know, but nothing
was done for the next fifty years, when the scheme was carried
out under the 7 Geo. I. ¢. 10, 1721, supplemented by subse-
quent legislation.

Under the date of 1669, the founder of Quakerism, George 4.0. 1669.
Fox, has an entry in his journal : “ We landed at Liverpool, and George Fox.
went to the mayor’s house, it being an inn.” This has been
assumed to be a mistake, as during the year mentioned the
civic chair was filled in the early part by William, Lord Strange,
and in the latter part by Mr. Thomas Bicksteth, or Bickersteth,
a great merchant. The old Quaker, however, was perfectly
correct. There stood in Dale Street, at the corner of Hale
Street, a venerable-looking hostelry, rejoicing in the sign of the
Hammer and Anvil, which went by the name of “ The Mayor’s
House ” from a tradition that in the primitive times a quondam
chief magistrate had resided there, who paved the street in
front with his own hands.
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CHAR. In 1673, Richard Blome published his “ Magna Britannia,”

o containing a description of the principal towns in the kingdom.
Blomes After the usual account of the port and harbour, and of the

account. municipality, he mentions the thriving and prosperous condition
of the town: “It is of late, at the great charge and industry of
the family of the Mores of Bank Hall, beautified with many
goodly buildings, all of hewn stone, much to the honour and
advancement of the said town ; which family of the Mores, for
some hundred of years, have had a large propriety therein, and
at present continue chief Lords and owners of the greatest share
thereof, having divers streets that bear their name, intirely of
their inheritance ;. which hath so enlarged the town, that its
church is not enough to hold its inhabitants, which are many;
amongst which are divers eminent merchants and tradesmen,
whose trade and traffick, especially into the West Indies, makes
it famous; its scituation affording in greater plenty, and at
reasonable rates, than most parts of England, such exported
commodities proper for the West Indies; as likewise a quicker
return for such imported commodities, by reason of the sugar
bakers, and great manufacturers of cottens! in the adjacent
parts, and the rather for that it is found to be the convenientest
passage to Ireland, and divers considerable counties in England
with which they have intercourse of traffick. Here is now erect-
ing at the publick charge of the mayor, aldermen, etc., a famous
town house, placed on pillars and arches of hewen stone, and
underneath is the publick exchange for the merchants. It hath
a very considerable market on Saturdays for all sorts of provi-
sions, and divers commodities which are bought by the mer-
chants, and thence transported as aforesaid.” After describing
the castle, the tower, and the old hall, he mentions that “on
the east side is an ancient mansion-house, called Cross-hall,
where divers worthy gentlemen of that name have lived for
many generations. Here is also a great piece of antiquity
formerly a chapel, now a free school ; at the west end whereof,
next the river, stood the statue of St. Nicholas, long since de-
faced and gone, to whom the mariners offered when they went
to sea. And to add to the honour of the town there hath been
several mayors of the greatest families of this country ; amongst
which were divers of the earls of Derby, whereof one was high

1 The Lancashire *cottens” here mentioned were in reality coarse
woollen fabrics, the word being probably a corruption of “coatings ;” the
real cotton manufacture scarcely existed until the close of the century.
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constable of England, one lieutenant deputy of Ireland, four CHAP.
privy counsellors, and several of them knights of the garter; ——
and since his majesties restauration for three years together a
nobleman hath been mayor, viz. Charles, Earl of Derby, Lord
Viscount Colchester,! and William Lord Strange of Knocking.”

In 1675 died Sir Gilbert Ireland, who had represented the 4.p. 1675
borough from the time of Richard Cromwell’s Parliament in1658.

The constituency elected in his stead William Bankes, Esq., of Election.
Winstanley Hall, for no reason, as it would seem, except that

he had married the aunt of the late member. He was ninety-

one years of age at the time of his election, and he died the
following year. Sir William Bucknell died about the same

time. Two writs were issued on February 16, 1676, but no
record is extant of the names of the members returned.

The following entry is made in the town’s records under the
date of October 18, 1675 :—*“ Resolved upon the question that
rending, cutting or pulling out of leaves out of the ancient
books of records of this town, where any interest of some
particular persons who have been formerly mayors are touched
and concerned, gives the corporation a caution to give the power
of it to any of their heirs or assigns to do the same, and that it
will not be safe for this corporation to lodge the ancient books
of records in the hands of those who claim under such person.”

The next transaction which comes under our notice is Charter of

enveloped in considerable mystery, all the documents connected “hames Il
with it having disappeared. Those of my readers who may
take an interest in municipal history will have remarked that
in none of the charters hitherto granted is any provision made
for the election of a town council. The style of the corporation
was the ¢ mayor, bailiffs, and burgesses,” the governing power
residing in the whole body, who could of course make any sub-
ordinate arrangements they pleased as to the administration.
I have already mentioned the attempt in the reign of Elizabeth
(1584) to appoint a council of twenty-four members, with power
to fill up vacancies in their own body, so as to secure a perpetual
succession. This was altogether illegal, and could not bind
those burgesses who had been no parties to the scheme.

In the charter of Charles I. (1626), as has been stated
above, a common council is never once alluded to; all the
powers, jurisdictions, and franchises are to be exercised by the

! Thomas, Lord Colchester, married Lady Charlotte, daughter of
Charles, eighth Earl of Derby.
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““mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the town aforesaid, for the
time being, or the greater part of them (of whom the said mayor,
and one of the bailiffs of the town aforesaid for the time being,
we will to be two), who upon public notice thereof given for
that ptirpose, assembled, may and shall have power and author-
ity of granting, constituting, ordaining, and making, from time
to time, any reasonable laws, statutes, constitutions, decrees,
and ordinances, in writing, which to them, or the greater part
of them, shall seem to be good, wholesome, useful, honest, and
necessary, according to their sound judgment, for the good rule
and government of the town aforesaid.”

From the subsequent proceedings there can be no doubt that
in spite of the liberal provisions of this charter, the exclusive
system which had surreptitiously crept in still continued to be
practised. 'When the Test and Corporation Act was passed,
after the Restoration, and when six of the aldermen were ex-
cluded from office in 1662 for refusing to subscribe to the
declaration under the Act, very naturally discontent, especi-
ally amongst the Puritan and Nonconformist party, widely pre-
vailed. The party in power, therefore, secretly concocted a plan
to obtain a charter from the Crown, changing the constitution
of the corporation, and legalising the usurped power of the
self-elected council. This was in 1677, when—in the words
of the charter of 1695, in which the facts are recited—*a few
of the burgesses of the town aforesaid, by a combination among
themselves, without the assent of the greater part of the bur-
gesses of the same town, and without a surrender of the before-
recited charter, or any judgment of quo warranto, or otherwise,
given against the same, have procured a new charter, under the
seal of the County Palatine of Lancaster, to be granted to the
town aforesaid, bearing date the eighth day of July, in the 29th
year of the reign of the late King Charles II., in which sundry
material changes were designed to be made in the government
of the said town; which said alterations have caused many
differences and doubts concerning the liberties, franchises, and
customs of the town aforesaid ; and also concerning the election
and appointment of the mayor, and divers other officers of the
same town.” A new charter was thus obtained, which super-
seded the liberal constitution of the previous one, appointing a
council of sixty members, who were to elect their successors, to
choose the mayor and bailiffs, and to have the sole power of
admitting to the freedom of the town. The new council even
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went further than this, and assumed the power of taxing the CHAP.
inhabitants at their will and pleasure. -

When the success of this manceuvre became known, great
discontent was expressed in the town. The burgesses at large
protested against it, and many of the councillors appointed under
the charter refused to serve. - During the corrupt and disastrous
closing years of Charles IL redress was very difficult to obtain,
and the new charter maintained its authority until superseded
by the proceedings in the next reign.

In 1678 died Edward Moore, of Bank Hall, who had been a.n. 1678.
made a baronet three years previously. He was succeeded by
his son Sir Cleave Moore, to whom I shall have occasion again
to refer.

On January 24, 1679, the Long Parliament of Charles II., A-p.1679.
which had existed for sixteen years, was dissolved by proclama- ®¢“%°™
tion, and a new Parliament immediately convened. Party spirit
ran high. The court candidates were Sir Ralph Assheton, Bart.,
of Whalley, of a collateral branch of the great house of the
Asshetons of Middleton, and Richard Atherton, a Liverpool
merchant, afterwards knighted, who filled the civic chair in
1684, and who gave his name to Atherton Street.

‘The Whig candidates were Richard Wentworth, a connection
of the Earl of Derby—William Wentworth, second Earl of
Strafford, having married Lord Derby’s aunt Henriette Marie—
and John Dubois, who stood for sheriff of London in 1682.

The court candidates were returned, but a petition was presented Petition.
against the return, when the election was declared null and

void, and the opposition candidates pronounced duly elected. Members
There was at this time much contention for supremacy in the A
town’s affairs, which had an important bearing on the state of
political parties. Lord Derby, to maintain his influence, had

to court favour with the usurping council, who obtained their

power under the charter then just obtained. He filled the civic

chair in the year 1677-8.

To the Parliament summoned in 1681 Wentworth and
Dubois were again elected.

In 1682 the Duke of Monmouth visited Liverpool, when a.o. 1682
he attended the races held on Wallasey Leasowe, then belonging Duke of
to the Earl of Derby, and it is said was himself a rider and
won one of the stakes. There can be no doubt that his visit
had a political object. The Lancashire Roman Catholics were
considered dangerous, and the support of the Presbyterians,

VOL. I. K

——’
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Monmouth,

-
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CHAP.  who mustered strong in this part of the country, was eagerly

sought on behalf of the Protestant succession.

In 1683, after the discovery of the Rye-house Plot, and the
execution of Sidney and Russell, the corporation of Liverpool,
or rather the party which had illegally usurped its functions,
presented a loyal address to the king, of which the following is
a copy :

N~
1683.

e The humble addresse of the mayor, aldermen, and common council
" of your majestie’s ancient borrough and port of Leverpoole, in the

countie of Lancaster.

Dread soveraigne—Altho’ wee live in one of those remote counties
weh enioye not the happinesse of your mati®s presence, yet are wee not
deprived of the benigne influence of that gentle and auspicious govern-
ment, w at once shows your matie to bee the best of princes, and of
men. And therefore wee cannot but expresse our early and just abhor-
rence of those trayterous and unparallelled designes we» tvere intended
at the same time to destroy your mates royal person and your dearest
brother, and carried on by a factious and restless sort of men, who
cannot endure prerogative, because it secures the propertie of your
maties good subjects, over whom they would tyrannize as formerly they
have done. A sort of men whose infectious anti-monarchical principles
are enough to empoyson all that are not sufficiently prepared w® the
infallible antidote of loyaltie. But wee hope that this repeated instance
of God’s signal providence will convince us all that your mate is reserved

. to bee the scourge of rebells & traytors, & that the councells of your
faithful Hushais shall ever prevail ag® the united force of all aspiringe
Absoloms & the desperate advise of all pestilent Achitophells. And
now, great sir, what more remaines but that wee render our unfeigned
thanckes to Almightie God for his gratious and wonderfull deliverance
of your maties sacred person & your royall brother from the sonnes of
violence. And to assure your matie that wee shall be alwaies readie to
defend your maties royal person, your heires, and successors in the right
line, the present established government, both in church & state, witlt
the utmost of our fortunes and the extremitie of our lives against all
plotts, associations, and conspiracies whatsoever.

EpwarD TARLETON, Mayor.
12th July 1683.

Perhaps the simulated form of adulation was never carried
further than in this precious document, eulogising the ¢ gentle

- and auspicious government” which had just immolated two of
England’s noblest sons, and characterising the profligate
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debauchee, Charles IL, as “the best of princes and of men.” CHAF.
The allusions to Hushai, Absalom, and Ahithophel indicate the .
popularity of Dryden’s famous poem, which had been published
about eighteen months previously.

James II. succeeded to the throne on February 6, 1685 ;

not long afterwards a demand was made by Judge Jeffreys for
the surrender of the charter granted by Charles II. Richard
Atherton, who had been elected member on the court interest
in 1678, but unseated on petition, had been knighted by the
king and was now mayor of Liverpool, having his residence at
Bewsey Hall, Warrington, where Jeffreys was his guest. A de- Charter
putation of s1xteen members of the council, including the town- 2},‘?,?&‘3?6(1
clerk, attended at Bewsey and delivered up the charter to the Jeffreys.
judge. On April 8 they were ordered again to attend, when
they were hospitably entertained by the mdyor, and graciously
received by Jeffreys, who presented them with a new charter.
This was distasteful to the council on two grounds. In the
first place it restored all the privileges of the burgesses, which
had been handed over to the self-elected council by the charter
of Charles IIL ; and, in the second place, it made all the cor-
porate officers removable at the will and pleasure of the Crown.
The council took no steps to put the new charter in force, and
so far as they were concerned it remained a dead letter.

In the election of burgesses to the new Parliament con- Election.
voked in 1685, the. influence of the Crown so far prevailed as
to secure the return of two members of the court party, Sir
Richard Atherton, Knt., recently mayor, and Thomas Legh, one
of the Leghs of Haydock and Lyme, whose name is attached to
the fulsome address to .Charles II. in 1683.

The conduct of James II. in relaxing the penal laws against
the Roman Catholics under pretence of sanctioning religious
liberty to all parties, was not looked upon with favour by the
Nonconformists, who were disposed to say with the Trojan
Laocoon

e —
1685.

Quicquid est, timeo Danaos et dona ferentes.

The newly-assumed liberality of the king was distrusted Penal laws
and his mdulgences rejected. An instance of this dispensing J;me‘; ol
power occurred in Liverpool in 1686. Mr. Richard Lathom
was a surgeon in the town, and a boarding-school was kept by
his wife. At this time it was a penal offence for a school to be

openly kept by a Roman Catholic. Mrs. Lathom appears to
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have been persecuted by the local authorities, whereupon the
following writ was issued under the sign-manual, addressed—

To all the archbishops and bishops, and to their chancellors and
commissaries, and to all other persons exercising ecclesiastical juris-
diction, and to the custos rotulorum, judges of assize and gaol delivery,
Jjustices of the /peace for our county of Lancaster, and to all other
officers and persons whom it may concern.

James Rex, 15th March. Whereas we are informed that Richard
Lathom, of Leverpoole, in our countie of Lancaster, chirurgeon, and
Judith his wife, who keepes alsoe a boarding schoole for the education
of youth, at Leverpoole aforesaid, have latelie been molested or prose-
cuted, or threatened to be soe, for, or in respect of, their exercising the
said severall vocations without license, or by reason of their religion,
being Roman Catholics. Now wee being assured of the loialtie of the
said Rd. Lathom & Judith his wife, & of their abilitie to exercise their
respective vocations, we doe hereby authorize and license them to use
and exercise the same respectively ; and our pleasure is, and we doe
hereby direct you, and everie of you respectively, to supersead and
forbeare all prosecution against the said Rd. Lathom and Judith his
wife, for or by reason of his exercising the art of chirurgerie, or of his
or their keepinge a boarding schoole, or socouring, teaching, or edu-
catinge youth; and if anie sentence is or hath bene given or pro-
nounced, or penalty recovered against, or fine sett upon him or her,
for, or touching the premises, our pleasure is, that the same be dis-
charged, and that you permit and suffer y s? Richard Lathom and
Judith his wife, and each of them quietlie to exercise the said severall
vocations without anie molestation or disturbance whatsoever, and for
soe doing this, or the entire or inrolment thereof, wt: or before you
respectivelie shall bee unto you and everie of you respectivelie a suffi-
cient warrant. Given att our Court at Whitehall y® fifteenth day of
March in the second yeare of our raigne. By his mae command,

SUNDERLAND.

The Liverpool corporation, notwithstanding their adulatory
worship of royalty, proved somewhat refractory, for we find
that the power reserved by the Crown under the recent charter
of removing the corporate officers at pleasure, was now put into
operation, as appears by the following minute :

“ At a court held at Windsor the 14th Aug. 1687, the
king’s most excellent majesty present in council. Whereas by
the charter granted to the town of Leverpoole, a power is
reserved to his majesty by his order in council to remove from
their employments any officers in the town; and his majesty
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having received information of the misbehaviour of Oliver O
Lyme, deputy mayor of Liverpool, and Sylvester Richmond, ‘—=~
justice of the peace there, hath thought fit this day in council | 1% -
to declare his pleasure, and doth accordingly, that the said asputy
Oliver Lyme and Sylvester Richmond be, and they are hereby Xayor and
removed and displaced from their respective offices in the town
of Liverpool.”

Oliver Lyme was mayor in 1685, but nothing further is
known of his history. Sylvester Richmond* was a member of
an old Liverpool family. He filled the civic chair in 1672. In
1692 he contributed £100 to the erection of almshouses in
Shaws-Brow. His descendants have been connected with the
town down to a recent period.

The particular offence which had excited the anger of the
king is not stated. It was probably resistance to the dispensing
power assumed by the Crown.

In the same year, soon after the removal from office of the
obnoxious members of the council, the king, in view of summon-
ing another Parliament, issued the following order to the Lord-
Lieutenant of the county of Lancaster :

A true coppie of his maiestie’s order 2nd Novembr 1687. Order from
That the lord-lievetenant of the countie of Lancaster call before him J2mes IL.
all deputie-lievetenants and justices of the peace within his lieveten-
ancie, either ioyntlie or separatelie as hee shall thinke fitt, and aske
them one by one the following questions.
1. If in case hee shall bee chosen knight of the shire or burgesse of
a towne, when the king shall thinke fitt to call a parliament, whether
hee will bee for taking off the penall lawes and the tests?
2. Whether hee will assist and contribute to the election of such
members as shalbee for taking off the penall lawes and test ?
3. Whether hee will support the king’s declaration for libertie of
conscience, by living friendlie with those of all perswasions, as sub-
jects of the same prince and good Christians ought to do?
That as hee shall aske theise questions of all deputie-lievetenants
and justices of the peace, soe hee shall perticulerlie write downe what-
soevre ones answer is, whether he consents, refuseth, or is doubtfull.

1 On a brass plate screwed to a seat in the chancel of St. Nicholas’s
Church i3 the following inscription :
‘A ¢“Here lieth the body of Silvester Richmond, Professor of Physick and
Chirurgery, who after near thirty years indefatigable care and successful
practice in this town and country, at last exhausted that life which had
been so carefully employed in the preservation of many others.

‘‘He died the 16th and was interred the 19th April 1692.”
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That hee likewise doe bring the king as good account as hee can of
all the several corporations within his lievetenancie, what persons (of
such as are willing to complie with these measures) have credit enough
of their owne to bee chosen parliament men, or may bee chosen if
assisted by their friends.

And lastlie, what Catholicks, and what dissent™ are fitt to be
added either to the list of deputie-lievetenants, or to the commission of
the peace throughout the said lievetenancie.

These inquiries were forwarded to Liverpool as well as the
other towns in the county. The reply of the mayor, Mr. Peter
Bold, was guarded and judicious. It ran as follows :

Mr. Maior’s answer to the second question (w*® was only insisted
on) is, that what is required by his maiestie is, as hee humblie con-
ceaves, a verie weightie and new thing, and that hee is not provided to
give any other answer but this : When it shall please the king to call a
parliament, hee purposes to vote for such persons as hee hopes will
serve the just interests bothe of his maiestie and the nation.

Next came the momentous events of 1688, the declaration
of indulgence, the trial of the bishops, the preparations of the
Prince of Orange to invade England. The common council, not
knowing what event might next turn up, like prudent citizens
passed the following resolution :

“ Att a comon councell assembled 12th September it was
ordered nemine contradicente, with all submission and humble
deference to the power of removing anie officer in this corpora-
tion, that James Prescott, esquire, maior for the time'being,
shall safely keepe the wand, mace, and sword, with all other
the reall and personall estate of this corporation, and all that
concerns the same for the defence of its rights, wherewith hee is
now entrusted, but iff a successor bee legally elected and sworne
according to our present charter, and the auncient customs of
this corporation.”

The subsequent flight of King James and the consequent
interregnum justified the prudential conduct of the corporation
on this occasion.

On December 29, 1688, the circular of the Prince of Orange
was received by the corporation, requiring them to send two
members to the convention parliament summoned to meet at
Westminster on January 22, 1689, “ The election to be made
by such persons onely as according to the auncient laws and
customes of right, ought to choose members for parliament.”
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The revulsion of feeling in the nation was too great to afford “IpF-
any chance of re-election to such hangers-on of the court as Sir ‘——
Richard Atherton and Thomas Legh. i

The return to the writ is as follows :

“Wee, the maior, baylives and burgesses of y* burrough of Election.
Leverpoole, in the countie palatine of Lancaster, doe humblie
certifie, that pursuant to his highnesses letter hereunto annexed,
wee have this day unanimouslie elected the hon™ Richard lord
Colchester and Thomas Norris of Speake, esquire, representa-
tives for the said burrough of Leverpoole, to sitt in the conven-
tion w® God willing, will begin at Westminster the two and
twentieth day of Januarie instant for the good ends and purposes
in the said letter contained. In testimonie whereof wee have
hereunto affixed the common seale of the said burrough, and
subseribed our hands, the eleventh day of Januarie in the yeare
of our Lord one thousand six hundred eighty eight® (1689).”

Although the election was uncontested, it was not altogether
a “dry” onme. The system of treating, for which Liverpool
afterwards became so notorious, had already been initiated,
although on a comparatively modest scale. I have before me
the bill of expenses incurred by the candidates. It comsists Election
partly of donations : £10 to the poor and £27 to various persons AT
principally described as widows. The bill for refreshment is as
follows :

Dineing Room 29 ordinaries . 5 . SR

Rose and Crown 24

In the Rose 13

In the Mermaide 18

In the Unicorne 10

In the Parlour 12

In the Kitchin = 23 »

In the Boxes ! 17

In the Crowne 15

In the Bell 11 s ¥

In Claret, Sack,”Ale, Tobacco, ete.

- ©
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2
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ooo:o!»a-o
1
lwmxx\rmau:ost
—
oo

Since the Bill was made
The Ostler’s Bill
To the Servants

et

~ v ou =Y
o
o oo

£31 16 0
1 Tt must be remembered that the civil year began on March 25.
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Richard, Lord Colchester, was the surviving brother of
Thomas, Lord Colchester, who had filled the civic chair in 1667,
and married a danghter of Lord Derby. Richard succeeded his
father as Earl Rivers in 1694. He was a friend of Swift, a
soldier by profession, and a handsome rake. He died in 1712,

Thomas Norris, the other member, was the representative
of the ancient family of Norris or Norreys of Speke, where they
settled at a very early period. There is no mention of their
name in connection with Liverpool during the medieval times ;
but at the latter end of the seventeenth and commencement of
the eighteenth century, several members of the family were very
intimately connected with the town’s affairs, and will come
under our notice in the subsequent pages. Both the new mem-
bers were Whigs, and Norris seems to have taken an active part
in the parliamentary proceedings.

The convention parliament was dissolved in January 1690,
and in March a new parliament was elected, to which Lord
Colchester and Thomas Norris were again returned.

In 1690 Liverpool or its neighbourhood had the honour of
a royal visit. King William III., attended by Prince George

" of Denmark, the Duke of Ormond, and others of the nobility,

Proclama-
tion.

left London on June 4th, arrived at Chester on Sunday the 10th.
His army destined for Ireland was already encamped on Wal-
lasey Leasowe, whence it was .embarked at Hoylake, the king
accompanying. He landed at Carrickfergus on the 14th, and
fought the battle of the Boyne four weeks afterwards.

In June 1690 a levy was made of men and horses towards
recruiting the army, when the following proclamation was
issued in Liverpool. It should be explained that William,
ninth Earl of Derby, was dismissed from his office as Lord-
Lieutenant of Lancashire in 1687, and Lord Molyneux appointed
in his place. After the revolution the latter was in his turn
dismissed both from the lord-lientenancy and from the constable-
ship of the castle of Liverpool, which had been hereditary in
the Molyneux family for many generations. To these offices,
passing over Lord Derby, the Government appointed Lord
Gerard of Brandon, son to the Earl of Macclesfield, whom he
soon after succeeded.

ifﬁwpﬂﬂz in }, By Command. of the Right Honourable Charles,
Count: Lancd®) Lord Brandon Gerard, Lord Lieutt of the said
County, We require you to warn all the persons mentioned in a List
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hereunto annexed to appear with a very strong Man and Horse of about CHI‘I\P'
Thirteen pounds price, with a good case of Pistolls (all other things ——
being provided for them) att Ormskirk the fifteenth day of this instant 1691
June, at eleaven of the clocke the same day. And every of them is to
bring fower days’ pay, and a proportion of ammicon as the Law directs ;
and you the said Constable are to be then and there present to make
appear what you have done in Execucion hereof. No person concerned
herein is to faile att his pill.

Given under our Hands and seales the third day of June Anno
" Regni Gulielmi et Mariz Angl. Rex et Regina [sic] tertio, annoque
Domini 1691.

To the Constable.

One of the first acts of the council after the accession of Restoration
William III. was to restore Oliver Lyme and Silvester Rich- e
mond to the offices from which they had been illegally dismissed
in 1687.

The revolution of 1688 gave an entire new turn to the Eﬁiclflmfn
principles on which the country was henceforth to be governed. o X
The Stuarts had treated the kingly office as a nobleman would his
estate, to be managed for his own exclusive benefit ; the axiom
was now established that the Crown was a trust to be adminis-
tered in the interest of the nation at large. The Habeas Corpus
Act and’the Bill of Rights, the two pillars on which the fabric
of our Constitution mainly reposes, securing personal liberty on
the one hand, and the rights of property on the other, were the
work of this period.

Although the first of these measures was passed in the reign
of Charles II., yet it was under the same influences and prinei-
pally the act of the same men by whom the revolution was
subsequently carried out, and was the result of the conclusions
at which all reasonable men had arrived after the turbulent
contentions between Charles I. and the Parliament. The same
principles of responsibility were now sought to be applied to the
municipalities, and a struggle ensued in Liverpool as elsewhere
to carry them into practice. The charter of Charles IT. which
constituted the council an exclusive self-elected body had been
a source of discontent from the time of its surreptitious grant ;
that of James II. had been cast aside by common consent.

The Jacobites, who were as far as possible supported by Political
Lord Molyneux, naturally upheld the existing charter, whilst P>
the majority of the burgesses were anxious to obtain a new one
on broader and more liberal principles. The first trial of
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strength took place in December 1694, upon the election of a
member to succeed Lord Colchester, who had been called to the
upper house on the death of his father, Earl Rivers. There
were two candidates, Jasper Maudit on the liberal interest, and
Thomas Bretherton on the Jacobite side.

Maudit had been an attorney in the town, and appears to
have taken an active part in local affairs and to have acquired
considerable influence. He was elected mayor in 1693, and had
Jjust completed his term of office. Bretherton was possessed of
landed property at Winwick near Newton. He was a deter-
mined Jacobite and an active man in county affairs. He was
returned for the borough of Newton in 1695, and is mentioned
as taking an interest in the scheme for improving the navigation
of the Upper Mersey and Irwell in 1697. The election came
off on December 4, when Maudit polled 400 votes and
Bretherton 15.

The mayor, Alexander Norris,! perversely, as the record
says, “to gratifie some persone,” returned Bretherton as duly
elected, who thereupon took his seat. Maudit petitioned against
the return, and was heard at the bar of the House on January
11, 1695, when it was unanimously resolved that Bretherton’s
election was null and void, and Maudit was voted in his place.
The record goes on to say that ““the said Alexand® Norres, for
his false returne was by the parliam* comitted to the custodie
of y° Sargeant-at-arms, where hee lay about seaven weeks, and
afterwards, upon y° intercession of manie friends to the house,
hee was brought to y° barr of the said house, where upon his
knees hee confessing his ffact, and begging pardon, hee was
severely reprimanded and ordered to be discharg? paying his
ffees ; and a new charter being obtained, the said Alexand~
Norris was turned out of his majoralty, and Thomas Johnson
Sen® was nominated by his majestie to be maj* in his room, and
upon the third day of Octob® 1695 hee was sworne by Thomas
Norres and Jasper Maudit, Esq*, and took the office upon him
accordingly.”

The object now was to obtain a new charter from the
Crown, placing ‘the rights of the burgesses upon a broad and
intelligible basis. Mr. Thomas Norris was an intelligent and
active representative, and worked hard to get the matter com-

. ! Who Alexander Norris was is not known. He could not have be-
longed to the Speke family, as he is not mentioned either in the pedigree
or correspondence.
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pleted. On April 2, 1695, he writes to his brother Richard CHAP.
Norris ; . N——
1695.
I yesterday received several letters giving me the same account with

yours, by which I find your Mayor and Aldermen mistake their case.
The point is not whether a charter is valid in Lancashire that passes
the Duchy Seal (for no doubt it is), but your question is, whether the
surrender of the charter granted by King Charles the First be enrolled ?
I am told it isnot. . . . . Now the advice I sent my friends was, that
no succeeding charter can be valid if the surrender of your former
charter be not enrolled.

I am sure the law is true, and believe the fact to be as them I
employed to search the Rolls told me, and if so, you have an undoubted
right to your old charter, and it may be your interest to stick to that.

On April 20, he writes :

You may believe that the opposers of your new Charter for the
Confirmation of your ould one, have but small hopes, since their whole
endeavor is to delay the Attorney Generall from making his report as
ordered by'the Privy Council, but Wednesday next is to be the day if
no new tricks be played.

The opposition to the new charter came principally from the opposition.
exclusive party in the council, whose tactics were vexatious
delays, but a formidable opponent appeared in the cheesemongers
of London, who took the same ground as the manufaturers of
Manchester a century and a half later in petitioning to be relieved
from the exactions of the Liverpool corporation, who claimed
. 4d. and 12d. per ton port or town dues for cheese put on board

any ship anehoring in the river Mersey. This appears to have

been considered irrelevant to the question of the charter, but it

led to a protracted litigation not terminated until 1700, when

the corporation had to repay £68:5:6 for dues illegally
exacted, with £176 : 10s. taxed costs. The corporation of that suit with
day carried things with rather a high hand. When the Lord gi‘j;ggﬂ
Mayor of London wrote to inquire by what authority the dues j
were levied, the reply was, “ They had a thousand pounds to

spend, and the cheesemongers might take their course at law.”

‘When process was attempted to be served on them they resisted

by threatening the process-server, and when an attorney of the

town at length succeeded in serving the writ, they suspended

him from practice in their court, and compelled him to sue for

a mandamus to be restored.
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In 1699 the council found it necessary to take up at interest
the sum of £600 towards defraying the expenses of this suit.
The sum was raised with difficulty on four bonds, signed by the
mayor (Cuthbert Sharples), Alderman Thomas Sweeting, (Sir)
Thomas Johnson, William Preeson, James Benn, and the two
bailiffs. -

Notwithstanding their boasting, this suit greatly hampered
the corporation. In 1700 they sent a deputation to attend the
trial. On the 20th September it was ordered that £300 addi-
tional should be taken up on bond, and on the 10th October
£100 more, for which they had to give mortgages on their estate.
The thousand pounds of which they boasted having been ex-
pended, they were fain to make overtures to the cheesemongers
for an accommodation.

On June 8, 1695, Thomas Norris, being at Speke, 'his
brother William writes from London: “I suppose you have
been joyfully received att Leverpoole before this, I meane by
those you have been assistant to in acquiring their libertys.”
On July 29 he gives the last information: ¢ Mr. Braddon has
been with me this morning, who came directly from the secre-
tary’s office, and told me he expected to have the charter
returned from Flanders! on Tuesday next, and-then doubts not
to dispatch it in a fortnight, if the petition of the cheesemongers
proves no obstruction. I fancy he is in some want of supplies
in carrying the business on, for he borrowed £30 of me last
week.”

The charter was not finally sealed until September 26, after
the king’s return from the Continent. The charter so obtained
continued to be the governing one down to the passing of the
Municipal Reform Act in 1835. It commences by reciting in
full the charter of Charles I. It then refers to the charter of
Charles II. which it sets aside altogether. The charter of
James II. is entirely ignored. It then proceeds to enact the
future arrangements. A common council is for the first time
legally recognised. It was to consist of “forty and one honest
and discreet men of the burgesses of the town aforesaid,” of
whom the mayor and two bailiffs were to form a part. The
first mayor, aldermen, bailiffs, recorder, town-clerk, and coun-
cillors are named in the charter. The mayor, Thomas John-
son the elder, nominated on September 26, only held office
until St. Luke’s Day, October 18, when he was succeeded

1 King William was then besieging Namur.
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by his son, Thomas Johnson junior (afterwards Sir Thomas
Johnson).

The regulation for the election of councillors is extremely
vague in its phraseology. The members were to remain in
office during good behaviour, unless removed for a reasonable
cause by the mayor, bailiffs, and common council. When any
vacancy occurred by death or any other cause, it was to be filled
up ““ by such persons in such manner, time, and form, as in that
particular was used and accustomed before the making of a
certain charter . . . bearing date the 18th day of July in the
twenty-ninth year of the reign of the late King Charles the
Second.” This was a settlement which really settled nothing.
The complaint had been that the council had usurped the rights
of the burgesses by filling up the vacancies in their own body,
and they expected that under the new charter the election
would revert to the general body. The council, on the other
hand, contended that inasmuch as the practice of self-election
had been the rule with few exceptions from the reign of Eliza-
beth, this was really the mode of election sanctioned by the
charter. Practically things remained in statu quo notwithstand-
ing all the contention between the new and old-charter-men.
We shall notice hereafter the futile efforts which were made
from time to time to alter the system.

In November 1695, a new Parliament was elected. Thomas Eiection.

Norris now retired from public life, having married Magdalen,
second daughter of Sir Willoughby Aston, and settled down at
his fine old Hall at Speke. In 1696 he was appointed High
Sheriff of Lancashire. He died at Harrogate in June 1700 ;
his body was brought to Childwall for interment. The account
of the funeral is a curious illustration of the manners of the
time. There was a large concourse of people, all of whom appear
to have been treated with liquor, for there is a charge for 899
quarts of ale at 41d. 'and £11:4:1 for wine, tobacco, and

broken glasses at Childwall. A burial tax was paid, and a fine

for burying in linen.?
The two members returned were William Norris, the

1 At the decease of Thomas Norris, his brother Edward succeeded to
the Speke estates. He left an only son, Thomas, who dying without issue,
his cousin Mary, the daughter of Thomas, succeeded. She married Sidney
Beauclerk, sixth son of the first Duke of St. Albans. His son by Mary
Norris was Topham Beauclerk, the friend of Dr. Johnson, by whom Speke
was sold to the Watts.
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brother of the late member, and Jasper Maudit, who was re-
elected.

There is extant a collection of letters written to and from
various members of the Norris family, between 1695 and 1707,
which lift up the veil which time and obscurity have drawn,
and exhibit in a curious light the inner life of Liverpool at this
period.! The Norrises at this time exercised considerable
influence in Liverpool. Richard, the youngest brother, was a
merchant ; he filled the civic chair in 1700, represented the
borough from 1708 to 1710, and was appointed high sheriff of
the county in 1718, The increasing trade of the port required
better facilities for intercourse with the interior. For a long
time yet to come there was no carriage-road passable nearer
Liverpool than Warrington, The Mersey was made navigable
to Warrington in 1694, principally through the exertions of Mr.
Patten of Bank Hall, Warrington. On January 8, 1697,
Thomas Patten writes to Richard Norris on the subject of -sup-
pressing fish-wears in the Mersey, and of making the river
navigable to Manchester.?2 The account of the fish in the
Mersey will astonish those who only know the river in its
present state. He says: I am informed that there is a design
to bring a bill into the House of Commons against fish-wears
that hinder navigation in navigable rivers and that take and
destroy fish. You very well know the mischief that is done in
the river Mersey, or at least have frequently heard what vast
numbers of Salmon Trout are taken so as to supply all the
country and market towns 20 miles round, and when the country
is cloyed, or when they cannot get sale for them, they give them
to their swine. Your brother did formerly take three or four
salmon a week at a fishing in or near Speake, but of late hath
taken very few or none; and he imputes this loss to the
destruction of the fry; . . . and besides the fry, they take all
summer long great numbers of kippers, which have come up the
river to spawn, and come down in the summer poor, lean, and
unwholesome ; but our Mercy fishermen have mercy on none they
can catch, for all are fish that come to their net, and none safe
they can lay their hands on. Then, again, these wears are as
mischievous another way, by hindering the passage of ships,
boats, and barges, as for example, in the same river Mercy

1 This correspondence has been printed, and forms the ninth volume of

the publications of the Chetham Society.
2 This was afterwards carried out under the Act 7 Geo. I. e. 15 (1721).
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what a vast advantage would it be to Liverpool if the river CHAP
were made navigable to Manchester and Stockport. Since I w
made it navigable to Warrington (only three years before) there 1%
have been sent to Liverpool and from Liverpool 2000 tons of
goods a year, and I believe as much by land, which if the river
were cleared of wears would all go by water ; for the river to
Manchester is very capable of being made navigable at a very
small charge.”

In July 1698, in consequence of a protest against a standing a.p. 1698.
army, King William dissolved Parliament, and summoned a
new one to meet in August. Jasper Maudit retired from the
representation, and his place was supplied by William Clayton, Eiection.
one of the most eminent of the enterprising race of merchants
who were now pushing forward the rising fortunes of the town
with a vigour and energy which have produced such splendid
results. William Clayton came of a good family settled at Wl]ham
Fulwood, near Preston. One of the race was Bishop of Clogher “1#¥to™
in the reign of Elizabeth. His father, Robert Clayton, settled
in Liverpool about the time of the Restoration, and lies buried
in St. Nicholas’s Church. His mother was the sister of Sir
Richard Atherton of Bewsey. His brother Thomas was mayor
in 1680, and William himself filled the civic chair in 1689.
He was now elected along with William Norris on the Whig
interest. William Norris equally with his brother Thomas William
was much esteemed in Parliament. At this time there were J 55,60
two rival companies trading to the East Indies, each struggling
to elbow their rival out of the field. The new company,
incorporated under the title of ¢ The English Company trading
to the East Indies,” proposed sending an embassy to the court
of Aurungzebe, ‘‘the Great Mogul,” and immediately after the
election pitched upon William Norris to act as their ambassador.
Before setting out, in order to give greater.dignity to the office,
he was created a baronet of the United Kingdom. In a letter
to his brother Thomas, dated November 29, 1698, he says:
“It was in my thoughts forthwith to have named you and
your heirs (for the succession), but I durst not venture on my
own head without further consultation with brother Henry and
brother Doctor, by whom I was resolved to be concluded in
this point to act most suitable to your inclinations; and upon
weighinge circumstances they were of opinion you might thinke
it a load on your posterity, as what would occasion greater
retinue and expence, and soe forbore to have you incerted.”
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0 i His brother Edward, who had been a physician in practice

—~at Chester, accompanied him as secretary to the embassy. They

Nobos,  landed at Masulipatam on September 19, 1699, whence they

embassy. made their way through much opposition both from their own
countrymen and the native powers to the Court at Delhi, or
rather Parnella, where the great potentate was encamped. The
procession which the embassy formed in approaching the imperial
throne is described as very splendid. The sword of state which -
was borne before the ambassador is now deposited amongst the
regalia at the Liverpool Townhall. The embassy was not
successful as to its immediate object, but no blame was attached
to Sir William, who appears to have comported himself with all
due dignity and prudence. Commercially his expedition was a
success. The Doctor brought home in his ship, the “ China
Merchant,” freight belonging to the company of the value of
60,000 rupees, and of property belonging to Sir William, 87,000
rupees. In April 1702 they set sail for England, and rendez-
voused at the Mauritius, whence Sir William sailed for home on
September 7, and died at sea October 10.

Deathof On February 2, 1699, died the stout old Cavalier, Caryl,
M‘:,ﬁ§,,;eugf Lord Molyneux, in the seventy-eighth year of his age. His lot «

had been cast in one of the stormiest periods of English history,
and his career had partaken of the same character. In his
youth he had been a trusted follower of the fiery Rupert, and
led the forlorn hope at the siege of Liverpool in 1644, where he
burst in at the end of Oldhall Street, ¢ putting all to the sword
for many hours, giving no quarter,” and according to Moore’s
account killing seven or eight men with hisown hand. Outlawed
by, the Parliament, and part of his property confiscated, he was
always ready to fight for the Crown or the Catholic cause, of
which he was a devoted adherent. In his middle life he applied
himself to the improvement of his property, in which, as we have
seen, he came into collision with the corporation, and came off
but second best. In his old age, at the time of the Revolution,
he took up arms on behalf of King James.

He kept up his establishment at Croxteth with considerable
splendour, and interchanged hospitalities with the corporation,
though he was disqualified from accepting municipal honours
on account of his religion. The improvements he planned in
the formation of Lord Street in 1668 he survived to see fully
carried out, and enjoyed the first-fruits of the harvest of wealth
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which his descendants have subsequently gathered from the pro-
gress of the town.

About this time a survey and valuation of the Moore pro-
perty in Liverpool was made by Mr, Alexander Chorley, with a
view to a sale, which was afterwards effected to Lord Derby and
others about 1709-12.

Most of the buildings were of wood framing, though many
of the more recent were of stone, and a few of brick. The roofs
were chiefly thatched. There is generally a garden mentioned ;
in all cases a yard or “back side,” in many both. A number
have outhouses and barns attached, particularly in Oldhall and
Tithebarn Streets. The land held by the tenants is prineipally
described as so many “lands” in the large undivided town field
at the north end of the town.

The rent of the better class of houses was from £4 to £5 a
year. One house in Moor Street was let at £18, and one in
Pheenix (Fenwick) Street, called Pheenix Hall, at £10. To
the rents were usually added so many days of shearing, or 8d. a
day in lieu thereof, also, boons, consisting mostly of fowls, but
in one case 3 lbs. of soap at 8d. ; in another 6 gallons of wine,
or 20s.

The last public act of the century connected with Liverpool
was the constitution of the borough into a separate parish. The
parish of Walton was one of the extensive ecclesiastical divisions
formed when the county was thinly peopled, comprising ten
townships, extending over an area of about forty square miles.
Liverpool had now attained a degree of importance which, in
the opinion of the inhabitants, entitled it to separate from the
mother church, and set up an establishment of its own, particu-
larly as the erection of a new church was in contemplation. A
Bill was brought into Parliament with this view, and the follow-
ing document was put forward as exhibiting the reasons for the
proposed change.

“The case of the Corporation of Liverpool in relation to a
Bill for making a new church there.

“It was formerly a small fishing town, but many people
coming from London in time of the sickness and after the fire,
several ingenious men settled in Liverpool, which caused them
to trade to the plantations and other places, which occasioned
sundry other tradesmen to come and settle there, which hath
so enlarged their trade, that from scarce paying the salary of

the officers of the customs, it is now the third port of the frade
VOL. I. L
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of England, and pays upwards of £50,000 per annum to the
King; and by reason of such increase many new streets are
built, and still in building ; and many gentlemen’s sons of the
counties of Lancaster, Yorkshire, Derbyshire, Staffordshire,
Cheshire, and North Wales, are put apprentices in the town.
And there being but one chapel, which doth not contain one-half
of our inhabitants in the summer, upon pretence of going to
the parish church, which is two long miles, and there being a
village in the way, they drink in the said village, by which and
otherwise many youth and sundry families are ruined ; therefore
it is hoped the bill may pass, being to promote the service of God.

“The objections are, that we, being the sixth part of the
parish of Walton, the patronage of Walton doth belong to the
Lord Mullineux, who is a Roman Catholic ; and it is hard that
his estate should be taken away. That the town have agreed
with the present rector and vicar for their purchase-money,
therefore there is no present wrong ; and Liverpool takes away
but a sixth part, and at the same time taketh off the charge of
more souls than is in the whole parish besides. Moreover, they
are willing to give for the perpetual advowson that which shall
be a reasonable price, considering there is a life upon it, having
already offered his solicitor to refer it to two indifferent men,
they to choose one and the town another. And it is hoped that
50 good a work as this bill desires shall not be obstructed by so
inconsiderable a claim.”

The Bill, 10 & 11 William III. chap. 36, was carried with-
out difficulty. A new church being projected—the present St.
Peter’s—it was determined to have two rectors, one for each
church, the living to be divided into medieties. Towards the
stipends the corporation and the parish mutually agreed to
contribute.! The first rectors appointed were the Rev. Robert.
Stythe and the Rev. W, Atherton.

The act provided that the rector of Walton, Rd. Richmond,
should receive an annuity during his life of £55 in compensation
for tithes and oblations from Liverpool ; and Thomas Marsden,
the vicar, should receive £6 per annum of like compensation.
Also that the rectors of Liverpool should in future pay one-sixth
part of all first fruits, tenths, procurations, and other ecclesiasti-
cal charges, levied on the parish of Walton.

! By an Act 1 and 2 Vict. c. 98, this arrangement has been altered,

and, since the decease of Archdeacon Brooks in 1856, there has been only
one rector of the parish.
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We have now arrived at the close of the seventeenth century,
a very important period in the history of Liverpool. The com-
mencement of the century found it a quiet mediseval appendage
to the duchy and the neighbouring lords, not only not progressive
but decayed and decaying. The close of the century left it a
thriving, busy, prosperous town, with all the elements of
business and commerce in full activity and progress. Half a
millennium had passed since the charter of John, but it might
be truly said that the last forty years had made more progress
than the preceding four centuries and a half. The document
just quoted gives a very fair statement of the causes of this
rapid prosperity. The population had now reached 5145 ; the
number of vessels in the year 102, with a tonnage of 8619.
Building was in full activity, new streets being erected between
Castle Street and the river. Lord Molyneux’s new street (now
Lord Street) had been completed, and ground had been broken
and buildings commenced on the great heath across the pool
stream. Everything about the place showed signs of vigorous
life and energy. = Liverpool was fortunate at this time in the
men who took the lead in the town’s affairs. The Norrises,
Johnsons, Claytons, Clevelands, Houghtons of that day were no
common men ; they were shrewd, intelligent, far-seeing, saga:
cious individuals, who identified their own interest with that of
the town, and could see ““coming events cast their shadows
before.” The future history of the town is that of constant
ever-accelerating progress.
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CHAPTER IIL
EIGHTEENTH CENTURY.

Ix December 1700, Parliament was dissolved, and the new
Parliament was called together on February 6, 1701. Sir
William Norris was absent in India, but was brought forward
by his friends. The state of parties at this time was rather
singular. The Whigs for a time were alienated from their idol,
William III, which strengthened the hands of the Tory or
Jacobite party. William Clayton, the former member, and
Thomas (afterwards Sir Thomas) Johnson, both aldermen, stood
upon the Whig interest. Sir Cleave Moore, the grandson of the
regicide John Moore, was brought forward by the Tories, aided
by any family influence he could muster, but was defeated—
Clayton and Johnson being returned.

Thomas Johnson was a very remarkable man, and played a
very important part in the town’s affairs in the early part of the
eighteenth century. His father, Thomas Johnson, senior, came
from Bedford Leigh (Lancashire). In 1655 he took up his
freedom by servitude to Thomas Hodgson (mayor in 1649).
In 16569 he was elected councillor—bailiff in 1663. In this
capacity he is noticed by Edward Moore in his ¢ Rental,” where
he is described as “one of the hardest men in the town.” In
1670 he was elected mayor. In 1677, when the surreptitious
charter of Charles II. was obtained, he retired from the council,
and so remained in exclusion until the charter of William III.
was granted in 1695, in which he was nominated mayor pro
tem., in place of Alexander Norris, cashiered. From all this it
may be gathered that he was a staunch Whig. He seems to
have been very successful in business, having left at his decease
in 1700 a considerable property behind him. The younger
Johnson was elected on the council during his father’s exclusion,
and served the office of bailiff in 1689 ; he was the first mayor
appointed under the new charter after his father’s temporary

L
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occupancy of the chair. Being of an active and enterprising ClliéP-
turn of mind, he was very closely mixed up with the town’s
affairs at a period of transition, when the latent capabilities of  170%-
the port were just being discovered, and to no one was the town
more indebted for their early development.

Sir Cleave Moore petitioned against the return of Clayton Petition.
and Johnson, but was unsuccessful. Indeed, before the petition
could come.to a hearing Parliament was again dissolved in
November 1701.

Political affairs in Lancashire were at this time in a’very
disturbed state, great apprehensions being entertained of a ris-
ing of the Roman Catholics on behalf of the exiled monarch—
who died in September 1701—or of hisson. On April 8, 1701,
the mayor of Liverpool receives a letter from the High Sheriff,
“that the justices in each hundred should meet at the respective
_ places agreed on, to receive an account of the Papists and other
disaffected persons in each township, and to send out particular pDisaffection,
summonses to all so presented to us, for their appearance at the
Quarter Sessions to take the oaths.” Johnson was now a
justice of the peace. On April 12,» 1701, Mr. Secretary
Hodges writes to the mayor of Liverpool, acknowledging the
care and zeal of his worship and Mr. Justice Johnson in de-
nouncing the disaffection of two Catholic gentlemen—Harring-
ton of Huyton,! and Blundell of Ince Blundell.2 On the 30th
of the same month another Catholic gentleman, Mr. Scarisbrick
of Scarisbrick, writes to the mayor in a very humble strain to
procure his intercession in obtaining the supersedeas of a warrant
which had been issued for his appearance at the next sessions.
On May 13 Clayton writes to the mayor: ‘I received yours,

1 The Harringtons of Huyton were a branch of the Lords of Havering-
ton or Harrington in Cumberland. In the middle of the seventeenth
century they were possessed of the Aigburth Hall estate, afterwards sold
to the Tarletons.

2 A descendant of this gentleman, Henry Blundell of Ince, born in 1724,
was an eminent patron of the arts. He visited Italy, and purchased
the marbles of the Villas D’Este and Mattei, with many other statues.
He erected in his grounds a pavilion for their reception, where they are
still exhibited. He also made a collection of pictures. He was an
eminent musical amateur, and assisted both personally and in purse the
musical performances at the old Music Hall in Bold Street. Before his
decease he invested in the hands of trustees £1600 for the promotion and
encouragement of art in Liverpool by an annual exhibition. This sum was
ultimately handed over to the Royal Institution on its establishment in
1817. Mr. Blundell died in August 1810.
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and am glad that you so proceeded at the Quarter Sessions, and
hope we shall never be afraid to put the laws in execution
against the Papists.” On March 7, 1702, Johnson writes to
the mayor, “That it may be convenient to double the guard in
the castle for some time; we do not know what people may
carrie on; we have-but little guard in England at this time
save our fleet.” In January 1703 Mrs. Norris writes from
Speke: “I believe mischief is in hand ; for our Gentles meet
more than ordinary, and are very well mounted : if they have
any ill designs I pray God defeat them, for I fear we are not
like to do much towards it.” This feverish state of things
continued to prevail in Lancashire down to the outbreak in
1715.

In 1701, the Earl of Macclesfield, who had superseded Lord
Molyneux as constable of Liverpool Castle, and the Earl of Derby
as lord-lieutenant of the county, died. The constableship was
given to Earl Rivers, and the lord-lieutenancy was restored to
the existing Earl of Derby. Lord Molyneux, who claimed the
constableship as an hereditary office, put in a caveat against the
appointment, and not content with this, he took possession of
the castle v¢ e armis. On November 15, Mr, Morris, Lord
Macclesfield’s agent, writes to the Mayor, “to get affidavits
taken before Mr. Mayor or Mr, Mauditt of the manner of the
Lord Molyneux’s seizing the castle, and to send them next post
to London.” On February 10, 1702, Morris again writes:
“My Lord Mullineux put in a caveatt against the passing of
my Lord Rivers’s Patent for the constableship of the castle,
and there hath been a hearing before my Lord Stanford, Chan-
cellor of the Duchy, and the Attorney-General, who have given
their opinion my Lord Mullineux’s preteusions are all void in
law by several Acts of Parliament.” Within twenty years from
this time, the castle was razed to the ground, and all questions
about its custody were set at rest.

The new Parliament was elected in December 1701, when
Clayton and Johnson were again returned, apparently without
opposition. The state of parties was at this time extremely
fickle and changeable, Both the Liverpool members were re-
turned on the Whig interest ; yet we find Johnson, who was
the more decided of the two, voting, in December 1702, against
the grant of £5000 per annum to the Duke of Marlborough.
He soon, however, returned to his allegiance, from which he
never afterwards swerved. Clayton, whose connection with the
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Athertons of Bewsey brought him into close contact with the
Tories, eventually went over to that party.

Whilst attending to his duties in Parliament, Johnson ever
had a watchful eye to the affairs of his native town. Under
date of December 30, 1701, he writes to his confidant, Richard
Norris, My humble service to Mr. Mayor and Bailiffs, my
brethren the Aldermen, and all good friends. Good sir, forward
the raising money for the church (St. Peter’s) in time; its a
shame, and pray attend often the service of the Corporation,
whose concerns does, for want of a little care, bleed.”

CHAP
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Along with the West India commerce, the tobacco trade Tobacco

with Vlrgmla began to take root in L1verpool where the article
has ever since been a staple. Johnson was largely engaged in
this branch of commerce. At this period the collection of the
customs duties was loose and irregular, and transactions con-
tinually took place which would now be branded with the harsh
names of fraud and bribery. Johnson was far from scrupulous
in these matters. He seems to have adopted the principles of
the Jesuit father recorded by Pascal: ¢ Les hommes sont
aujourd’hui tellement corrompus, que ne.pouvant les faire venir
4 nous, il faut bien que nous allions & eux.” His correspondence
brings to light many of*the schemes adopted to outwit the
customs authorities. One principal means was by the allow-
ances for tobacco opened and repacked, in which by collusion on"
the part of the officers the merchant could be greatly benefited.
His colleague, Mr. Clayton, an honourable and upright man,
wished these practices to be put a stop to ; and desired a clause
to be adopted that the tobacco should be exported as imported
without alteration, in the same cask, mark, and number. This,
Johnson vehemently opposed. He writes: “I told him all our
allowances were at an end, if such practice was on foot, and
then where was our trade? And then adieu to half of our ships
in Leverpole.”

On October 20, 1702, Johnson’s brother-in-law, Peter Hall,
writes : ‘ Since my last, we have had two surveyors come down
from London ; one Mr. Walker the other Mr. Manly ; no one
had any notice of them till they came into the custom-house
yard on Saturday morning, who immediately joined themselves
to our surveyors to view tobacco, and asking whether they had
viewed any. They said one, which Mr. Manly desired to see
again, which was showed him and had 130 lbs. allowed in, but
he said it was too much, and reduced it to 50 lbs., and put all

trade.
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the Pilgarlicks into a cold sweat.” These London surveyors at
first carried things with a high hand, securing the officers’ books,
weighing the hogsheads over again, and disputing sharply on
every point ; but, says Hall significantly, ¢ with much ado we
have brought them tolerably to stand on their legs, and hope in
a few days to learn them to go.” What were the persuasive:
arguments which convinced the London officials we are not in-
formed, but, like Balaam of old, when sent for to curse they
ended by pronouncing a blessing. A week after, Peter Hall
writes again: “ We have now clearly gained our point with
Messrs, Manly and Walker, who are homest, rational, and
ingenious men, and big with expectation at first, and treated us
as they believed us to be, robbers ; but our light now shines in
darkness, and there is not one word to be believed that was
spoken against us by the poor devils; they declare that they
find us to be an honest, industrious people, and that we deserved
encouragement.”

In 1704, Mr. Scarborough, collector of customs at Liver-
pool, was prosecuted for defrauding the government, at which
the tobacco importers felt very uneasy. In the midst of the
proceedings the delinquent died, but the commissioners in
London were slow to believe in his decease, and sent an officer
to ascertain the fact, Johnson writes on January 26, 1705 :
“This day we have been at the funeral of Mr. Scarborough., I
know you will have a great deal of talk about it, and therefore
I will give you exactly what passed. As we were invited, Mr.
Clayton and I went, and there we met Mr. Morris, who came
with a power from the Comm™ of the Customs to see the corpse.
A hole at the top of the coffin was open, and truly at the first
sight I was startled, and did not know what to think, and it
proved we all three were so. Mr, Morris desired to have it
opened, which was done, and we viewed the corpse again, and
some others that came in, and then everybody was satisfied.
You will say, why all this scruple? The manner of his death
caused it, for the men said on Monday night he was pretty well,
and went from them on Tuesday morning. To hear the alder-
man talk you would never forget, and there is a mighty intimacy
between him and the custom-house in the matter.”

During the whole of Johnson’s parliamentary career he kept
up a close connection with local politics, and maintained his
position in the municipality. Party politics ran high in the
council. The agitation consequent on the granting of the



EIGHTEENTH CENTURY. 153

charter in 1695 had not yet subsided, a party called the “old CfIiII}P-
charter men ” not having yet abandoned the idea of obtaining —_-—
its repeal. The following gives a photographic glimpse of the _ 1702
proceedings of the day in reference to the election of mayor. ﬁffﬁ?“ -
Johnson writes to Richard Norris, October 9, 1702 : “I think
the town not like itself, we being at such a loss for a man
as I never knew. Mr. Benn and Mr, Sweeting? will inform
you the Sunday before they left Liverpool, Mr. Cleaveland
having positively denied us, we concluded to put up Mr. Jos®
Prior, with which I must own I was not well pleased ; I com-
plied with the rest ; Mr. Mayor some days after spoke to him,
but Joseph confessing truly that he had a distemper in his head,
he could by no means that year serve. Then we were again to
seek. Last Monday we again (mayor and 3 ald™) could think
of no other but Mr. Briggs ; he was sent for, and readily accepted
of the offer, but being too much elevated with the thoughts of
it, was not able to govern himself, but .after his usual manner,
himself to make the thing public, was drunk two nights to-
gether., This made an end for him, and to be plain with him
and short with you, I desired he would wait on Mr. Mayor and
desire to be excused for reasons he might give him, for we found
he was not able to govern himself. This he took in the wrong
sense ; however, I told him I would be of my promise, and the
next day being the council, I found gentlemen willing to be the
same, and we all agreed to choose our friend Jo. Cockshut.”

St. Luke’s. Day (October 18, 1702) happened on Sunday.
Peter Hall, writing to Richard Norris, thus describes the elec-
tion : “On Sunday (to give you a journal of our proceedings)
after divine service we went to the exchange to elect a new
mayor, and the old mayor (Thos. Bicksteth) immediately pro-
posed as a very suitable person Mr. Jos. Briggs, for whom he
gave his vote, on which Mr. Johnson demanded a poll for Mr.
Cockshutt, which was granted, and then began old Jasper
(Maudit), Mr. Sharples, and most of the council for the first,
who went on very briskly, insomuch I was astonished, and saw
it was a trick of the old-charter men, there being Ald. Tyrer,
Ald. Windle, Mr. Hurst, and many others to back them, who
at first seemed mightily pleased to see the poll on their side ;
but Mr, Johnson began to labour very hard, and when once the
townsmen, no way biassed, perceived the matter, they came in

1 Benn was mayor in 1697, and Sweeting in 1698, Their names are
respectively recorded in Benn's Garden and Sweeting Street.
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whole droves for J. C., who quickly ran ahead the first, which
put the gentlemen into mighty trouble, seeing their plot blasted,
and to our credit we set J. C. on the seat.”

Municipal honours, however, were not always so strenuously
contended for. On October 15, 1703, Johnson writes to Richard
Norris: “I observe you approve of our choice of council men,
which is well, since which we have gone further, and are
resolved to try what we can do. Mr. Earle! refusing put me a
little upon the thoughts, so we resolved to advise with counsel
if we could fine any persons that was elected council men and
refused to serve, or could we choose these mayor or bailiffs,
though they were not actually sworn ; to these we have received
a satisfactory answer, that they may be indicted and after fined,
or a mandamus brought against them to show cause ; upon that
Mr. Mayor called a council, and voted Mr. Cleveland, Mr. Hurst,
and Mr. Earle, councilmen, and served them with the election
under our corporation seal, and this day they appeared, but all
refused to be sworn. Now we do resolve to elect Mr. Cleve-
land mayor, Mr. Earle one bailiff, and if they refuse us we
believe they will have one mandamus for all; if we now look
back we are shamed.”

On the 19th, Johnson again writes: “I can now advise you
our friend Mr. John Cleveland was sworn this day mayor. He
was carried off by some persons yesterday, and would not come
in, but went direct out of town; great threats and. endeavours
have been used, but now vanished, all people generally well
pleased to see some people disappointed.” Although Mr. Cleve-
land consented thus unwillingly to serve, Mr. Earle continued
recusant, though two years afterwards we find him acting as
bailiff, and in 1709 filling the civic chair.

It will be observed that, notwithstanding Johnson’s sneers at
the  old-charter men,” the vicions system of self-election still
continued, precisely as in the obnoxious charter<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>