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MANOR AND FAMILY OF PERTON OF PERTON Co,, STAFFORD,

PREFACE,

Wire apologies to the reader for the inevitable shortcomings
of the amateur genealogist this epitome of the information I
bave been able to collect anent a family, once well known during
the martial and stirring times of the third Henry and the Edwards
though now nearly extinet, is dedicated to the memory of
William Hardwicke of Bridgnorth and to his biographer Hubert
Smith, Esquire, who for so many years #= as a leading figure
in the same ancient town, and who is also well known as an
author and antiquary.

Epwarp Antouvr Harpwioxe.

Barow’s Courr ; }

Kensington, June 1896,






MANOR AND FAMILY OF PERTON.

PaAr1sg oF TBITENHALL, (JOUNTY OF STAFFORD,

Tae very pleasanbly siluated village of Tettenhall with its quaint and
ancient church, was in the time of the three first Edwards, the capital, if not
the central figure in an extensive parish, comprising a round dozen of
important manors. 1t was not then, as now, simply a rural suburb of a
manufacturing smoke generator, where it stands sentry commnnding, and as it
were, defending the quiet and rustic frack of picturesque beauiy behind it
from the more vulgar utilitarian aggressiveness of the smoky black country,
and completely shutting off the rural charms of the one from the murkiness
and squalor of the other. The stranger journeying from Birmingham
throngh Wolverhampton to Tettenhall by horse, carriage or eycle cannot
fail to be struck with the change from bleared cinder heaps, sulphurous air,
and begrimed brick hovels to purity and beauty, health and rural bliss.

. Tettenhall is said to date the faundation of ils aucient college from
Bdgar the Raxon king, who is popularly but erroneonsly said to have exter-
minated the British wolf, and with whose name, in this neighborhood, we
naturally associate the ancient though subordinate Manor of Wytherges
{Wergs), or the home of the wolves ; although on the other hand the name
of the old and large town near has nro connection with this subject, having
derived it from a celebrafed Saxon chief named Wolfere who has left several
remains of his name in this ones very imperiant and powerful district of
that race ; one of these is the now Maner of %Vyken which has for ages been
dependant on that of Worfield, though formerly, and as Iate ns Domesday
called Wolferesford, in the adjeining County of Shropshire. Tettenhall Manor
was at one time composed of two distinct manors,—Tettenhall Regis, and
and Tettenhall Clericorum, the first comprising two-and-a-balf and the latter
two hides of land. The other ten manors in the parish wera Perton which
is the subject of our enquiry aod was supplemented by Trescote, together:
comprising three hides; Wrottesley two hides; Pendeford two hides ;
Wightwick which with Compton and the Wergs were subject to Tettenhall
of the Canous ; Bilbrook ; Aldersley ; and Bovenhull now Barnhurst, which
was manorially subject to Tettenhall Regis : The first five and the last were
manors of “ancient demesne of the Crown of England,” and as such were
implied to have been in pre or proto Norman days, the property of the Sovereign
and by virtue of which they possessed many privileges; such as each mnnor
being entitled to have its own court, and view of fraukpledge, &e. These
privileges were originally conferred by reason of their being situate in close
contignity to the ancient royal hunting grounds and forests, and thereby
more or less game preserving communities. These vills were separately
geldable for the war tax, or ancient Danegeld, and somse other taxes ; and
they were also xepresented at the hundred and county couris by a Provost
and four tenants. All these twelve manors were definitely named in the
Domesday Survey, except Trescote, the Wergs, Aldersley, and Barnhurst or
Bovenhul{
The resident family of the Manor of Perton, which we now aitempt to
detail is one which, in common with so man{ others, in our now rich “ abun-
dance of what are considered more important literary treasures, has its annals
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utterly neglected ; and with the exception of the fine collection in the library
of the cultured owner of Wrottesley, relegated o the numerous piles of so
called effete and obsolete documents, or dispersed into various directions arnd
looked upon as little better than the mould and dust which their peaceful and
undisturbed condition encourages. A large amount of documentary evidence
has of course long ago perished ov heen destroyed by the orders or careless-
ness of their custodiuns. Yetat the dates, when the events they recorded,
occurred, they placed upen record and depicted, in the quaint and concise
language of those times absolute proof of events that in no small degree
combined to form the History of England of to-day ; and in themselves, as
orginally written, they give us a true idea of the inner life and customs of our
ancestors of that day, that is more or less lost when transeribed into the dry
details of the modern history. % is for this reason that I have in the great
majotity of instances, preserved the original diction of the records herein
transeribed.

1t has, for ages, been a favorite legend with {opographers who'have
touched upon the history of this Manor, or Family, that the name of Perion
was originally derived from the specially excellent variety of pears, still
known as Tettenhalls, that by & curious co-in¢idence, grew formerly and I
believe still grow, in abundance in this neighborheod. The idea was plan-
sible, and did some credit to the original suggester, if he happened to-have
been mora or less of a stranger, and unacquainted with &his part of the
country ; but unfortunately for the permanent survival of his ingenious idea
there existed n much more simple and natural origin for the name of Perton
which was, 1 believe, first pointed out by William Hardwicke of Bridgnorth,
There can be little doubt that the name of Perton was, in far off Saxon days,
Uppertown, in contradistinetion to Nethertown, or Netherton, a hamiet in
the same Manmor of Tettenhall, and about half a mile nearer to the eapital
place of the mother maror ; this idea being further strengthened by the fact
that Porton hrs an elevation of 425 feet wherens Netherton has only 320.
Netherton is also the more accessible to Tettenhall Home from being situate
npon the main road between the two important centres of Bridgnorth and
‘Wolverhampton, though the former of these two only dates as far as is known,
from the time of William Rufus, Erdeswicke in his ‘Survey’ appesars to
have upproached the true origin of the name of Perton, hinting that it might
be a corruption of Upper Town, in contradistinction to the adjoining hamlet
of Nurton or Netliertown, which isin Pattingham manor and parish, and
derived its nnme from the relative posiiion with regard to the Castle that
formerly existed at Greal Meor. Nurton has, however, never within history
been designated Netherton, whilst Netherion in Tettenhall parish is, in the
same records always noted ag with the less contracted pame, and never as
Nurton. The probability is alse very strong that for ages after thiz name
had been in use, the pears in question were absolutely unknown, and that
their germs were still lying dormant in the pips of the parent quince. . But
this mythical origin of the name was a splendid catch for that enterprising
herald, who in the reign of the Tudors, in his anxiety to give an illustration
of ‘ apmes parlantes’ bethought himself that he could ferther the pomological
idea by adding thres red roundlets or apples on a chevron between the
hereditary golden pears of the family : this 1 believe was done by Robert
Glover as late as 1583, We have however, no evidence to indicate to us
when the name of Upporton became Perton, for the earliest record in which it is
mentioned, now in Westminster Abbey archives, calls it Pertune ; but this
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(point is.not «material, having, satisfied -onrselves that Perton had no more ta
do with pears than Netberton had with apples.

The privileges of ancient:demesne, that we have already-stated apper-
‘tained to the Manor of Perfon, do.not appear to have beem very highly
appreciated by its apparently apathetic inhabitants ; for while the neighbor-
ing Manovr of Worfield ncross the Shropshire border, but ab one time in
Staffordslire, as alec its next neighbor Claverlay or Clareley Home, exsrted
extraordinary means to assert their ancient demesns privileges, the former
obtaining a charter from. King Edward the first, and afterwards spending
considerable sums of money and much energy to get the sams recognized
even down to the time of Queen Elizabeth ; Perton has few records that even
mention their sabstantial rights in this respect. Those notices that exist are
only during the course of litigation chiefly against the lords of the manor.
Perhnps the small number of the tenants is the most ostensible reason that can
be assigned for this apparent negligence. As jusé mentioned, however, we
shall presently see that when protesting against the oppressive rapacity and
oxtortion of their lords, they made mention of their ancient demesne inheri-
tance, and from this mention we gather that the Ancient Demesne of Perton
was derived from its baviog been formerly part of the original royal manor
of Tettenhall Regis which was evidently of considerabls extent.

Saxon Perton is to us almost a sealed book, and the only points we can
fix at that remote age are the tenure of the Westminster monks succeeding
that of King Bdgar. To ths kian’s possession was handed down, most
probably from the long line of the Kings and Earls of Mercia, the whole of
the extensive {ract extending from the Severn bank, which in those tirnes
was the boundary of Staffordshirs, down to Areley Kings and Kington in the
south part of Worcestershire, across by King’s Norton and Birmingham, by
‘Rowley Regis in the west ; Newton Regis, King’s Bromley including
Needwood ﬁorest, Kingston, Kanok Chase, Brewood, and Kingswood at the
Bhropshire borders. This territory included the forests of Kanok, Needwood,

»Brewood, Kingswood, Morfe and Kinver ; and in point of fact, at that period,
nearly the whole of the County of Stafford, was a sort of grand centre of the
royal shooting and hunting ground, and serrennded by and more or less in
connection with other foresls of aven larger extent, such as Arden, Sherwood,
Dean, Wyreand Shirlet ; the whole forming a truly royai chase. From Edgar,

. probably the whole of these erown possessions came down to Edward the
Confessor almost intact, bet this crowned votary of superstition made sad ba-
vock. with their integrity, bestowing manorsand meres, woodlands and wastes,
on.the different monastic bodies that were increasing at this peried with such
alarming strides. Ia fact two or three such kings would bave put England
irretrievably under the entire rule of the priesthood and rendered it a more
complete waste than ltaly was some years ago; a country of paupers and
slaves, looked down upon everywhere by the.frowning walls of ecclesiastic
stiongholds and palaces. The Manor of Perton did not escape the ruthless
dissipation of this royal priest in disguise, for lie bestowed it, by a dead or
lotter, one. of the earliest.in existence. in the Anglo-Saxon fongue, still extant

.amongst the -.archives of Westminster Abbey, upon the ghbot and bretifén

.of that establishment, shortly before his own death, in TAlthoug

.deed or royal letter has appeared iu print. at least thrige previously, viz., in

,$he ‘Codex Diplomaticns’ of Kemble ; in 2 volums published by the Record

.Office in 1883, entitled ‘Facsimiles of Anglo-Saxon Manuscripts ;’ and in
James P. Jones’ ‘History of Tetienhall’ in 1894 ; its great age and immense
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historic interest entitle it to the honor once more, and it is therefore given in
full, forthwith.

“ Kadward cynge gret Leofivine bishop and Eadwine eorl and ealle mine
theignes on Steffordscire freondlice, And ie kythe eow theat ie habbe gegifan
Oriste and Sancte Peter into Westminstre thaet land aet Pertune and aclle thera
thinga thaes the thaer inn to herthon wuda and on felda mid saca and mid socna
swa full and swa forth swa kit me sy fan on handa stod on eallen thingam than
abbute to bigleafun and tham gebrothran the binnan than mynsive wuniath and s
nane men gethafian that thaer gentige aenig thaera thinga thaes the thaer into
hyrth,  God eow eolle ge heuide”

Translation :—* Edward the King greets Leofwine, Bishop and Edwine
Tarl and all my thanes in Staffordshire in friendship. And I tell you, thatl
have given to Christ and Saint Peter at Westminster the land at Perton, and
all those things that thersunto belong, in forest and field, saceage and soceage,
as fully and as free, as it stood to my own hand, in all things, to sustain the
abbot and brethren, who dwell within the minster ; and [ will permit no man
to disturb anything that therennto belongs. God preserve you all.”

This Leofwine was the last to bear the title of Bishop of Lichfield and tke
first abbot of Coventry. The sEE had formerly been called Chester, and more
Iately promiscously Chester or Lichfield. but after the death of Leofwine the
Iatfor became the see of Lichfield and Coventry, and so remained until 1836 ;
after having been separated previcusly into the two diocese of Chester and
Lichfield.

Speaking of this grant, Robt. W, Evton, the leviathan antiquary of Shrop-
shire, says, in his Domesday Studies of Staffordshira,—*“ Westininster Abbey
had one estate in Staffordshire, viz., Perton. Domesday says nothing as to the
ownership of Perton in Saxon times, It was King Edward's and was probably
a member of the King’s Maner of Tettenhall. The charter whereby the king
gave Pertou to the Abbey iv extant, Inasmuch as it is addressed to Edwin
as Earl of Mercia, it will have passed in the last four years of the king’s life
1062-1065.” Soeme authorities have assigned the date of 1053 bui in the
absence of a good reason for this, I prefer to accept the date indicated by the
above unusually careful and correct antiquary., J. P. Jones in his ** History
of Tettenhall” very pertinently remarks, *“ one cannot but admire the terse
directness of this Anglo-Saxon King's language, as contrasted with the ambi-
guity and needless pomposity of later Latin deeds, His meaning is so clear,
that one would imagine there could be no mistaking it.” Its clearness,
however did not prevent litigation of a very protracted nature from taking
place, for a period of nearly three hundred years. The violent political
events and changes that convulsed the kingdom after the death of this pious
king, chiefly owing to the demoralizing influences of his sacerdotal reign,
very naturally led the crafiy and astute monks of Westminsier to surmise that
their title to Perton was of a very insecure description, and they lost no time
in taking advaniage of the evident desire of Norman William to propitiate
the priesthood, and thereby to get 2 confirmation of their title to this property.
Accordingly we find that in the first year after the disaster at Hastings, the
king issued a writ, early in 1067, that confirmed the grant of his monkish
predeesssor, Eyton says; “within the first three months of the year 1067,
if we could trust to dates supplied by monastic chronicles, but at all events,
bafore the summer of 1068 was ended, King Willinm issued a writ, which,
while it shows wuch of the contemporary order of things in Staffordsbire,
clears and corrects many points of more general history. The writ is in
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support of the Abbol of Westminster’s title o the Staffordshire Manor of
Perton, which had been' bestowed upon his house by Edward the Confessor,”
This aotion of the conqueror had the desired effect, and the abbots of West~
minster remained in peaceable possession of the sub-manor of Perton for a
period of well nigh ove hundred years,” Not only had the monks the authority of
William’s confirmation to their title, but *when the great survey book of
Domesday was compiled in 1078, Perion was cited in its pages thus :— Terra
gancti Petri Westmonasterii, Abbatia Sancti Petri Westmonasteriitenet Perton
Ibi tij hidae TFu @ vi come In dfiio € una et 24 vill? ef 1§ bord. et un.lbho. cum
v caFti. Tbi viij ac. pa. Silva dimid. leits I et tAd. lat. Valuit ef valet 40 solid.”

Translation ;~—*The lands of Saint Peter of Westminster. TheAbbot
of Saint Peter of Westminster holds Perton. There are three bhides, Bix
Carncates of arable land. In the demesne is one Carucate. And thirteen
villans and two bordars and one freeman with five Carueates There are eight
acres of pasture. There is a wood, half a mile long, and the same broad,
It was formerly and is now valued at forky shillings.”

This of conrse wag as good as a confirmatory charter of the lands of
Perton, and one would have imagined sufficient to protect the owners against
any odds in litigation, but as we shall find later, such was not the case.

In the above important racord we find that instead of being located under
its own Hundred of fiesdon, and aleng with its mother Manor of Tettenhall,
Perton is set apart as the land of the chief monk of Woestminster. We are
also led to opine from this ssme account that the msunor consisted of about
two thousand acres reckoning 70{ acres to the hide; of which territory mora
than half was plough-land, and pearly half this arable land being the property
of the freeman who in all probability was the ancestor of John de Perton,
the first king’s serjeant here, The woodland was called Harewcod and was
pituated on the north side of the hamlet, where it existed until tbe end of the
17th century, and having been enclosed by a fence in 1330, was still deli-
neated on the map of the county at the period of Stebbing Shaw’s « History
of Staffordshire,” The fuct that the Perton of Domesday was of equal value
with the Confessor’s Perton, leads us to conclude that it was one of those
happy spots, so rare about here, at that time, that had not been devasiated
by civil war during the interval. 'We must not however draw tke infersnce
that Perton had, for countless ages been free from military devastation ; for
away back in the good old Baxon days of wooden platters and wooden brains,
of pork and strong beer, when the land was still in possession of its lawful
inberitors, n most sanguinary battle had taken place at Theotenhals, between
the Saxon and Danes, in which the latter received a most salutary lessen,
which virtnally was the end of the infernecine struggle in these parts, and
together with battles at Winborne ( Wombourn ) nng ‘Wodensfeld (W ednes-
field), ‘more bleody and dreadful than bad ever been witnessed in the earlier
ages,’ as the Saxon chronicles record, perved, permanently to keep that pira-
tical horde of warriors in complete check, However, whatever may have
been the misfortunes that befel PYerton in the Saxon Danish struggle, the
-Manor had evidently recovered, and was in amost florishing condition at the
period of Domesday.

Shaw says, * the Pertons had a castle here before the Norman Conguest, ”
for which statement, however, he gives no authority, though he was proba-
bly more correct than his actual information justified him in assuming. The
eriginal Pertons, whether the Freeman of Domesday was one or not, must
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undoubtedly have requiréd some substantinl defence againgt the wandeéring,
hordes of Eanas, that so long infested the midlands, on the east side, anc

equally so against the incursions on the west side of ths half savage and
skin eclad little Welahmen on the west., William Hardwicke writing on
this subject remarks, ** Hence thg necessity for thess castellated erections,,
which seem to have been at no great distanee from ome another, reaching
from the western bahks of the Severn across the Counties of Salop, Stafford,
Worcester, Warwick, etc., and which, though usually built upen a hill, were
also well monted, and which defence in the case of Perton, no doubt accounted
in o great measuro, for the valuable condition of the estate. No doubt
meny of these fortified houses were to serve the donble purpose of intimida-
ting the Danes on the one side, and the Welsh on the other, Those o be
enumerated from the old British frontiers, throngh this neighborhoed,
wera the Castles of Oldbury near Bridgnorth ; at Quatford, on the Morffe ;
at Chelmarsh ; upon Hallon Hill near Worfield ; and at Cheswardine Liane
End in Stockton : all these were in the heavy casteliated style nnd wonld
be considerad as first class fortalices at that peried. Others, less massive,
but simply fortified and moated granges, existed at FHardington ; the Hay
par.  Quatford ; Poole Hall in Alveley ; the-Mere ; Enville ; Higford;
Badger ; Ackleton ; OCatstree ; Ludstone ; old Patteshull or Nore Hill;
Lntteley ; Aper’s Castle over Ludstone ; (reat Moor in Pattingham ; Astley
Abbots ; Apley Park and Perton” It may likewise be noted that, though
probably having bad no connection with Perton Oastle, thers is a portion
of land nearly three quarters of a mile from the last place, still known as
Cnstle Croft, and a small bridge over Smestall Water bearing the name of
Castle Bridge close to the eroft, where probably yet another of these forti-
fied edifices stoed, situate in the once important Manor of Penn and
possibly later the residence of the Buffarys and Penns. But it is quite

probable, that, at this early period, all the more important vesidences on
the western edge of middle Ergland were fortified in one or other of the
systems then in vogue. The sub-manor of Perton with its Castle was of
course, ab all times, totally independent of the larger Castle that formely
existed clese by, at Great Moor, and which must have been demolished

at a very early date. The population of this small manor appears to have
been by no means small at the great survey, for if we reckon as many
women for the men enumerated and the same number of children we shall
have u total of forty-eight souls, s large census for so small a hamlet in
those days. This is of course again accounted for by the protected nnd

peaceful conditions under which it existed.

The successors of bastard William, doubtless, finding themselves firmly
established on the new throne, and thersfore no longer se desirons of propi-
ttaling the church to the same extent as before, now began to look around for
tempting morsels of income giving lands, on which they. could lay their
haunds, and either Stephen or the' second Henry, deciding to ignnre the foolish-
generagity of the saperstitions Confessor, and the politic confirmation: of
William, enfeoffed a favorite and successful soldier named Perton, probabl
partly for heavy arvears of pay due to him, in the Manar of Perton; wh'eg
was possibly already in his occupancy as a tenant of the abhot of
Wostminster, and he a descendant of the Freeman of Domesday. It was to
be held in capite of the king and by the service of grand serjeantry, with
however a chief rent also, payable to the abbey of Wastminster, of. five
pounds yearly, This last item was probably the result of a final concord
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in litigation bebween the king and the abbot, which remained Iike a millstone
tied to the necks of the successive lords of Perton.

Ro hy a Pipe Roll record of 1166, we find that the Manor of Perton
was held by one Johe de Perton, asone of the King’s Serjoants, by what
was known as a tenure of grand serjeantry., The title of King’s Serjeant
was bestowed upon him in relation to his tenaney of the Manor of Perton,
and it entailed upon its owner the following services, He was to hold his
own *Castle of Perton™ a3 one of the defences of the Welsh Marches or
borders ; and he waas linble to be summoned to attend the king, in time of
war, in Whales, at his own cost, for eight days, with, in addition to his own
horse and armor. fully equipped, another horse and rider without caparisons,
but the rider to earry Iance. sword, and haunbergeon ; and if detained longer
than eight days, he was o be maintained at the king’s cost, and to receive
eight pence a day as wage. Over and sbove this Walsh service, ha was
liable to be called upon to attend the king, in his wars beyond the seas, but
in this case at the expense of the king. The Pi?la Roll records the fact that
Jdohu Pertona had paid in o composition of half a mark to the treasory ;
this was probably for a fine under the foreat laws; Perton having been
one of the villz fined, and the entry i3 as follows :—* Johan, Pertona reddit
compotum de dimid. mare. in thesaurio’ His name does not ocenr again
uniil the Pipe Roll of 1187, when he was fined one pound for trespassing in
the Royal Forest of Kinver with greyhonnds, withont a warrant. In the
latter part of his life he was engnged in' litigation with the abbot and mouks
of Combe Abbey in-Warwickshire, respecting the latter’s rights to water ia
a_cut or millstream from the Smestow River in Trescote, which formed part
of the Perton fee. Now these lands and mill had been given to the monks
of Combe Abbey by William Fitz Wido and the gift had been further
.eonfirmed by the chief land-lord Gervasa Paganel baron of Dudley : the
Tawls given are variously styled two hides and two carucates ; but it can
hardly have been the former, as this was the full extent of Trescote Manor,
so the word hide must have been a mistake of the transeriber of the record.
A portion of Trescote had been acquired shortly before by John de Perton,
in addition to that appurtenant to Perton, and hence the above ltigation.
The initial letter of John de Perton’s wife’s christinn name appears ns A
on the above deed, but its following letters are now illegible, appearing like
‘Amics, but there does not appear any further notice of her, He undoubted-
ly died on 1192-3, for in the Iatter year we find his son and successor taking
up his relief.

Sir Ralph de Perton, knight, son and heir of John according fo the
Pipe Roll of 11934, sncceeded to his deceased father, as tenant in capite
of the Manor of Perton. * Ranulphus de Pevitona reddit compotum de ij
mave pro velievo swo. In thesauro § mare, ot debet j mare” And again,
“ Banulphus de Peritona veddil compotum de j mare. pro velievo sue. JIn
thesaura liberavid.”” Ralph de Perton renders & fine of two marks, for ths
reliesl. He has paid into the treasury one mavk and he owes one mark.”
Ralph de Perton Eas rendered his fine of one mark (the balunce) for his
relief, and he has received an arquiitance from the treasury.” This Ralph
wis, like his father, a king’s serjeant, holding Porton by the service of eight
day's attendsnce with the king’s army in Wales in time of war, at his own
cost, with & horse withont eaparisons, that is unarmnored ; the rider to carry
lance, and sword, and hanbergeon. And if detained beyond eight days, he
was to receive wages, and be maintained at the cost of the king In 1194-97
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the litigntion was continned between the abbot and monks of Combe and
Ralph de Perton, which eveniually resulied in a concession to the formér
from Ralph de Pertoen, son and keir .of John de Perton, of free isane of water,
from Bmestow River, to thelr mill, in the same wmanner as they fovmerly had
it, in the reign of King Henry the second. In this record we shonld note
two points ; first o farther confirmation of the supposition that Perton was
granted o this family by Henry the second ; and secondly, that John de
Derton arquived his new property in Trescote after 1154, General Wroltesley
describes the resniting deed “as of some intrinsic interest as an illustration
of judicial history. The litigation had talken place in the comnty court, in
which the Sheriff presided, and we have the result drawo up in the form of
& chirograph in full county.” At the assizes held at Lichfield at Michaelmas
{ October } 1 John (1199) “the jnry of the Hundred of Seisdon presented
thai Balph de Perton held a serjeantry of the walne of shirty shillings,
and that be had fined half a mark at one time, aml at another, one
mark for his possagiem™; that is. for him to be excused from crossing
the sea, in the king’s service. * De Ranulpho de Perfen dimid. mare.
de serjentid sui.”” A} the assizes of 1203 lio essoigned his attendance,
by Robert Atte Fonte, one of his tenants. And now probably eccur-
red a somewhat important event in the listory of this manor; which
is the eonfirmation of the title of Ralph de Perton in his sevjeaniry,
for though the original document is mot in evidenece, and there i3 no
direct evidence of the irausaction in any hitherto discovered record, there
is indirect evidence that it took place. "It is well known that King John
exacted sums of money wherever he could, from the tenanta of crown Jands,
for the confirmation of their charters of possession or title deeds, wnder his
gign manual, and on veference to theg; Roll of 1205-6 it is fowund that
Ralph de Perton is debited with a fine of three marks for which he has an
acquittance ut the treasury, and this some years after his velief had been assess-
ed and defrayed. lu the same year, the seventh scmtage of King John was
pubin charge, at the rate of one pound per fee, and Ra%ph de Perton appenrs
en the Iipe Roll for this year. as having paid the fine. 1In 1207 he was
muleted in the sum of twenty shillings ; nnusually extortionate in amounat, by
reason of his avoidance of personal service, most probably en account of il
health, In the same year he appears as a witness o the deed by which Isabel
Indy of the Manor of Pattingham, gives to the convent of Black Ladies or
Benedictine Nuns of snint Mary in Brewood, an nssart in Chiliington, in
exchange for half o virgate of land in her Manor of Pattinghmm. At tha
assizes of 1227 there was an inquisition of “ que warrants,” and the Seisdon
Jjnrors stated that ** Ralph de Perton hols by servjenutry of the king, in
Perton, and the property is worth forty shillings ; nnd his service is due to
attend in the king’s arny, with two horses, and with a hauberk ; and he
receives eight pence a day from the king’s purse.” J. P. Jones remarks that
“ this Ralph must have lived to a great age, for he was head of his honse for
a period of forty-eight years. He died 1241, according to the Fine Roll of
that year.” In the absence of further evidence than we possess as yet, it is
very difficult to nssign the actunl date of Sir Ralph’s death, for the Fine Roll
referred to, does not imply definitely that he was lately dead, and Willinm
Hardwicke, who was particnlarly earoful as to his dates, mssigna 1228-9 for
this event, though he specifies no reason for so doing. There is no reason
why his son and heir may not have been either wnder age, or shsent on
foreign service, and the manor left in the king’s hands umtil his return.
At any rate Balph-de Perten was dead in 1241 and had left two =ons, Roger
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to whom his father gave n virgate of Ynd, and of whom little or no further
evidence is forthcoming and John Lis heir and successor, together with a
danghter Idonea, who had become the wife of his next neighbor SBir Hugh
de Wrottesley Knight, who died abeut 1276, and by whom she was ances-
tress of the present Lerd Wrottesley.

John de Perton, noticed in 1230, as heir to the esiates of Perion and
Troscote, did not, however have livery of his estates until September 26th
1241. By the king’s writ of that date, in which he accepts the homage of
Jobn the son of Halph de Perton, for a fine of five marks, the Sheriff is
ordered to give him seizin of his lands, after taking seeurit{' for the paymen$
of the above fine. 1ltis eurious to notice what apparently small sums were
umible to be paid down in those days, for we huve slrezdy seen that the
father Ralph had to pay the trifling amount of two marks in installments.
Shortly after his wnccession to the Manor, we find this John de Perton
involved in aw importnné litigation with Ralph Bassett, Baron of Drayton
Bassett, and lord of the neighboring Maners o Patteshull and Pattingham,
respecting common of pasture for their respective tenants, .and there isa
highly interesting deed now preserved at Wrottesloy, dated 32 of Henry the
third (124%), by which John do Perten compromised this dispute with his
neighbar. It had been, and wasatill wseal. at this period, before common
lunds were enclosed, for coutiggmis manors to have mutual interchange of
common rights, and this had been the case between Porton and Pattingham,
where ut that time there was much uncultivated wnste land, John de Perton
Liad brought an ¢ Assize of novel disseizin’ against Ralph lord Bassett,
respecting common of pasture in Pattingham, appurtenant to his free tene-
tnent in Perton. This prebably arose {rom Bassett having, in accordance
with the growing eustam of the time fonced in some portions of the common
land, within his Manor of Pattinghan, in respense to the inereasing demand
on all sides for more cultivated land, wherewith to feed the rapidly increasing
population. The dispuie howaver was eventually settled. as was very usual in
those days, in & manner probably highly satisfectory te both litigants, but
very much to the prejulice of the unfortumate tennnts of both Manors. It
was agreed that Ralph Bassett should hold in peace all arable lands and
meadows approved, (that is, enclosed} and reduced to cultivation, within the
territory of Pattingham, wp fo the daie of this convention, and dJohu de
Porton, in the same way, shall approve {enclose) as much lands within the
territory of Perton, without hindrance from ir Ralph Bassett, and Ralph
shall have power to close his wood 'of Passetcliffe, babtween the feasts
of erint Michasl and saint Martin, which was the time of pannage,
when the swine fattened for Yuletide killing).by feeding on the mast of trees,
stich as reorns, beechauts, chestnuts, &0, so that the swine agisted in the
wood of Harewood, in Perbon, shonld not be able to enter it. And if the
cattle and swine of John, or of his men, should enter through defect of the
enclosure, they shall be delivered up withoat loss or damage. Ralph and his
men to have common of pastare in 2l the land of John (to be newly approved,)
after the corn and hay had been gathered, as they used to have before the
approvement, excepting within the woed of Harewood, where they shall not
have right of commen, bstween the feasts of snint Michael and saint Martin;
nnd for this convention 8ir Ralph retraated his writ of right ngainst Roger de
Marefort, and Robert de Wodewell, and John withdrew his writ of novel
dissetzin. This convention was munde at Lichfield, 12th February 1248,
before. Roger de Turkebi, and the other king’s justices itinerant theve. The
witnesses being Sir Robert de Grendon ;5 Sir Nicholas Meverel ; Sir Nicholas
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son of Ralph ; Hugh prior of Kanewell (Canewell); Jordan de Budifort ;
Thomas de Tresel; Hugh de Wrottesloy 3 Walter de Overton ; Robert de
Wicklakisford; and Wiltiam de Hagley. Belween the years 1247 and 1250
Robert de Passelows, archdeaconof Lewes and treasuver of England, visited the
midland counties, for the purposs of making enquiry into the alienations of
serjeantries, and to impose fines for the same. His return for Staffordshire
is printed in the “Testa de Nevill ;* it stales, amomgst others, that the
serjenntry of John de Perton, for which he should provide for the king, a
“ gerviona ad arms,” mounted for eight days, at his own cost, had been, in
art, alienated. Namely, by two virgates of kand, held by Roger de Perton,
II):luglll de Wrottesley, and Michaol de Trescote. His fine for this appears to
bave been eight marks ; for the Pipe Roll of 1248 returns him as owing that
sum ‘“pro transgressione,” The virgate of land in possession of Hugh de
Wrottesley, had been given to him as the dowry of Idones, sister of this John
de Perton. The royal rights appear to have been well locked after, and
defended in the reign of the third Henry, for we find another inquisition of
titles in 1253, and amongst others, it i3 again recorded that * John de Perton
held three hides of land in Perton, of the king’s majesty, by service of
serjeantry in Wales, with horses and arms, for eight days at his own cost, and
if he stays longer, he has eight pence from the purse of his msjesty the king 3
and he has a fres court, ange does euit at two general hnndred courts, on
requisition, efe., and he gives three shillings for frankpladge.” 1t also appears,
upon their enquiry, that the king’s escheator, Henry de Wengham, and his
coadjutor Robert de Passelowe, had found that John’s father, Ralph de Perton,
had slienated two and a half virgates of land or about 150 acres, withont =
license from the king, for which the king receives annually five shillings and
nine pence, asn fine imposed by the smd inquisitors, However if Johu’s
father bhad alienated s portion of. his patrimony, his eon Ralph abont this
time acquired a fresh domain of land at Btirchley in Shropshire, and I cannot
do better than quote from R. W. Eyton’s incomparable © Antiquities of
Shropshire,” * An outlying Berewick of the Domesday Manor of Longford,
though eight miles distant from it, and close on the enst of Great Dawley,
Btirchley was dependant on Longford for nearly two centnries after Domesdny ;
and was held by a fanily of the same nnme, as tenants in fes, who sold half
the hide of which it consisted to the abbot of Buildwasin 12553, who sub-
infeuded o virgate to the abbot of Lilleshull, n virgate to Ranulph de Perton,
and one nook to the prior of Wenlock, Afterwards the abbut bought all the
vill, excepi a haif hide held by Ranulph de Cloleham. In 1284 the abbot of
Buildwas holds the vill ofy Stirchley of Robert Corbet, and he of Adamn de
Brinton. and he of the king. Walter de Stirchley died in 1232, and Matilda
his widow elaimed one third of a hide in Stirchley as her dower ; anid the fine
by which she obtained for life, the half virgate held by Robert Partridge dates
July 18t 1232. On July 1si 1247 Osbert de Stirchley gives to Nichelus,
abbot of Buildwas, two virgates in Stirchley, and other property. Also 36
sores with the bose growing thereon, namely whetever lny between John de
Perton’s bose, and the hosc of the monks, He also gives the homages and
services of John do Perton and his heirs ; of Balph de Coleham and his heirs ;
of Julian son of Walter de Stirchley and his heirs, eto. The charter deseribes
‘half the great garden, an orchard, already divided, between the grantor and
dolm de Perton. The Perton Fee.~—This estate though small, requires a dis-
tinet notice. The family of Perton, in Staffordshire, held lands thers by
serjeantry. The lord of Perton and Trescole was beuna to attend the king in
any Welsh expedition, with two horses, for eight days, st his own cost, and if
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he remmained longer, at the king’s cost. -Ranulph de Perton, of Perton
held Perton 12E1 and was decensed, 25th September 1241, when Joim his
son and heir had livery at Perton (Fine Roll} His services at Btirchley
were assipned, sbout 1247-8 by Osbert Fits William to Buildwas
Abbey.” 'This last fack, noted by Eyton, no doubt fixes the date of the
purchase of this property by Ralph de Perton. John de Perton was twice
murried, first to a lndy sepposed to have boen a daughter of the Stirchley
family, whe died after becoming mother of four sons, Ralph, the next heir ;
William, heir of Ralph; Rayer ; and Jobn, & monk at Wenlock Abbey.
He married again in 1238 Juliana the fascinating young widow of Guy the
sont of Sir Alan de Glazeley, and daughter and heiress of Alan de Pierre-
point, by whom he dves not appear to have had any offspring. He died in
1257-8, leaving his widow Juliana surviving.

Sir Ralph de Perton, the next heir of his father John, became lord
of Perton with Trescote, and of the Perton Fee in Stirchley, having
recoived livery of his lands on 27th January 1258, Sir Iph was
speedily engaged in litigation with his step-mother and her fumily ; she
resided at Perton where she had her dowry, while he taok up his residence
at Stirchloy. In 1258 he was prosecuting Juliann do Glazeley, a nrme
that in modern times wonld be an ineorrect description ; Alan, Lawrencs,
aud Henry, her sons ; Hngh de Blades ; Roger de Ardein; Williun de
Glazeley, (brother of Juliana’s late hushand); and three others named ;
for entering vi ¢t armis, his free haye, in the Manor of Perton, which is called
Harewood, and forms part of the serjeantry, which the said Rulph held
of the king in capite, aud cutting down, and carrying away twoe oak
trees. The defendants did not appear, and the Sheriff was ordered to
produce then ai filteen days from Hillary, Juliana’s first husband Sir
Guy do Glazeley of Glazeley Co. Balep died about 1238, after which she
had warried Sir John de Perton, whose widow she now wus and the Hare-
wood bosc, or haye was the one mentioned in Domesday, as being half
a mile squave. The career of this Ralph as owner of Perton was indeed
short, for the year following his release he is reparted to be dead, and in
the opinion of General Wrotiesley he fall in an ambuscade in Wales,
that occenred about that peried, according to the chronicles, aud in which
many other knights and men-at.-arms were killed. “My reason for this
supposition,” he says “is the unusual form of the king’s writ to the
escheator ; the ordinary term for signifying the death of a tenant in capite,
is, * diem elausit extremum ;” the writ in question runs © Quia Ranulplus de
Perton qui ds nobis tenuit in capite, nuper infata decessit, (ihi precipimus,
ete,” Balph hed evidently come to an untimely death, in some way, which
was & matter of notoriety, and he was only 25 or 26 years of age at the
time.” The inquisition tock place on the Thursday after the feast of the
Virgin Mary, 11th September 1259, before Philip de Lega Iee or Leigh),
the esoheator, and a jury composed of Perton’s late neighbors, Hugh
de Wrottesley ; Walter de Overton ; Roger Buffary ; William Fitz Warins ;
Clement of Wolverhampton ; Gervase of Wolverkampton ; Ro%er de Mare-
ford ; Michael de Trescote ; and five others, stated the usual particulars
respecting the tenure of Perton, and added tba{. he paid five shillings
annually to the king, for land alienated from hia gerjeantry, and that Perion
was worth five marks annually. William his brotber was his next heir, and 22
years of age. They also stated that Juliana do Glazeley, formerly wife of
Jobn de Pecton, fatlior of thesaid William, held one third of Perfen in
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dower, and that Margdret the widow of Ralph lately decensed, was now
suing for her dower, Thus we see that young as he was, although he left no
issue, he had left his brother and suecessor & comparatively poor man,
Willimn de Perton brother and heir of Sir Ralph thus becamme lird of
Pertan aml Trescot and of the Stirchley fes, and by a writ, dated 19th
September 1259, the king accept the homage of the new tenant in capite,
and the Sherift of Staffordshire is commanded to take gecurity for tho
payment of five marks; for his relief, as on previons cccasions, But the twe
widows’ dowers, to be pnid out of the estates, together with the fines, etc.,
for his relief, must have serionsly crippled his finances, The wording of the
inquisition is as follows :—“43 Henr, i (1259) Ranulphus de Pevton Ing
p. m, Dicunt (juratored) quod Quillishnus, frater dicti Ranulphi, est suns
proximus haeres, gquin dictus Guillishuns sine havede sui corporis decessit.
Htem ; diount dictus Guilliclmus est viginti duorum annorum aelatis e
amplius.  Unde diewnt guod Juliang de Glaseleye quondam wzor Jokannis de
Perion, fratris dicti Guillielmz, halet tertiam partem totius dicli tenementt
noming dotis et Margarveta uror dicti Ranulphi fratris dicti Guillielm? est
petenda suam dotem. Stafford” Very shortly nfter this young man’s suc-
cession to the reduced pabrimony of Porton, litigation was proceeding
between bimself and his neighbor nt Wrottesley, respecting the boundaries
of their respective manors; and on the Close Roll of 1241, there is n writ
addressed to the Sherift of Staffordshire, commanding him to go in person
to the land of Hugh de Wrottesley, in Wrottesley, and the land of William
de Perton, in Perton, and io f{ake with him twelve discreet and lawful
knights of his county, and npon their oath, to make a perambulation by
metes and bounds between the Innd of the said Hugh de Wrottesley, and
the land of the said William de Perton. In addition to this suit respecting
the boundaries between the maners, which was probably instigated by
Wrottesley, Willinum de Perton retaliated by attempting to recover the
virgate of land in Perton, that had been aliensted by lLis grandfather
Ralph de Parton on the marringe of Ralph’s danghter Idonea, with Hugh
who was thus the uncle of the prasent Ralph de Perton. In this last suit
on the Patent Roll of 1262, Martin de Littlebury the justiciary, is appointe({
to take the nssize of m-vel dsseizin that William de Perton arraigned
against Hugh de Wrottesley, concerning the tenement in Perton. But,
by & deed of about this time, William son of Jokn de Perlon releases to
Hugh son of William de Wrottesley, and his heirs, all hiz claim to lands
and tenements which the said Hugh held in frank marriage, by the gift
of Ralph the grondfuther of William. The witnesses fo this deed are
Robert de Pemdeford, Robert de Bushbary, William de Perton, William
Alleyn, Alan de Overton and BRoger de Buffary. The second witness
Robert de Bushbury died between 1267 and 1271 ; and this deed bears
the appearance of a compromise after the suit. On the Beuch Roll of
Enster (Apiil} 1263 John de Boteler and Margaret his wife, widow of
Rulph de Perton, late brother of William, sue William de Perton for £10
of nrrears of an annual rent of one huudred shillings, owing to them.
William did not appear and the Sheriff is commanded to attach him, by his
oods and chattels, to appear at the next Trinily sittings. The resuit of
this suit is given further on, and will give an idea of the mamner in which
the local juries understnted the value of an inheritance, in an inguisition.
Porton is stated to be worth five marks yearly by all the juries on pest
mortem inquisitions, and at the assizes up to date and even later ; and yet
here we find the widow’s jointure, whiclk was'one third of the value of the
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freehold, 40 be” £3 anmmally, after deducting the jointure of Jnlinna, the
widow of John de Perton, who was still alive at this date, The real value of
Perton, on this computation would be nbont £25a year. An-inquestsabzequent
to that, whea William had his releass, raports the value of Perton Manor as
£8-6 4} por annom, The Forest Rolls for 1271 relating to Kinverand Kanok
contain many entries of transgression agnainst the forest lnws by this Willimn
de Perton, and bis poaching gang of friends. It waa presented that Willinm
de Perton, and William son -of Allan de Overton took a hind and a doe in
Kinver Forsst on tho Wednesday before the purification 1266 without
warrant, ind carried the venizson to the honse of the said Wiiliam, who, being
convicted of the smne was committed to prison. And the said William de
Overton appeared, us is shown above ; and William de Peron was evenimally
fined twenty shillinge, for which William de Faunt and John de Fendeford
wore his sareties. He was afterwards pardoned, at the instance of William
Child, It is represented, ete., that William Thoulouse, who was with the bishop
of Chester, Henry de Aumary, Colin the huntsman of Roger de Aunmary,
dJordan de Rewsl, Willinm Chnnsfelitte, William de Perton, John de Perton
his brother, Willinm son of Allan de Overton, Ralph de Bushbury, Roger
Buoshbury his brother, and John de Brunesford, who were residing at that
time in Lichfield and Staffor], in 1264 were customary malefacters of the
king’s venison in Kanok Forest, with greyhounds, bows and arrows. And
ihey had sheltered themnselves under the name of Ralph Bassett so that no
forester dared to atinch them. And the said Jordan and Walter appeared,
and being convicted were committed o prison. And the said William
Chansfelitte, William de Perton and William de Overton, cnms as is shown,
respecting venison frespass in Kinver, And John son {should be brother) of
William de Perton is now a monk at Wenlock Abbey  the Sheriff is therefore
ordered to distrain the p.rior of that place to produce him before the justices
on the morrow of All Souls. And the said }:}hn da Branesford eonk! not he
found ; he is therefore erigatur and outlawed. And the ssid Ralph bailed his
brother Roger de Bushbury, to have him before the justices on the feast of
saint Dionisius ; which Jordan de Rews), being bronght out of prison, was
fined twenty shillings, by the pledge of John ...........Agnin Robert Chenay ;
‘William de Haggeford ; Nicholas de Haggeford his brother ; William de
Perton ; William son of Alan de Overton ; and John de Brunesford, toek in
‘Kanok Forest on the Saturday before the feast of exaltation of the Holy
Cross 1264, three bucks, a dos, and a fecon without warrant, and enrried the
venison to Chylynton, which was then in the hands of Robert Cheney.
William de Perton and Willinm de Overton appeared na shown nabove. And
the Sheriff had orders respecting William de Haggeford and Raobert and
Nicholas, as shown above. And-the said John de Branesford is to be put in
the exigend, as shown abave. Again it is presented that William de Perion ;
‘Willinm son of Alan de Overten; William svn of Hagh de Besco of Trimpley ;
Ralph de Bushbury ; Roger de Bashbury his bruther ; William son of Hugh
do  Wrottesley 3 William de Penne; - John Selwyn and dJohn de
Brunesford sre cnstomary -malefactors of venison, in the bailiwicks of
‘Bentley -and Ozleye, in Kanok Chase, and that they took three does
without warrant, in the bailiwick of Bentley, on the Friday before Pentecost
1272, and crrried them to the house of the said Ralph Bushbury, and there
divided them between them. The seid William Wrottesley now appeared,
and being convieted was detained in prison ; and the said William de Perton,
‘William Overton, Ralph de Bushbury, and Roger de Busbbnrg,ﬂ ared
‘as shown sbove, and the Sheriff -was ordered to arrest fhe said .William
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de Penne. John Selwyn and Jokn de Prunesford, nre in the exigend, ns
appenrs above ; and the said William son of Hugh de Trympley held nothing
by which he could he distrained ; he is therefore to be pnf in the exigend.
Williun de Penne afterwards appeared and being convicted was put inte

rison, and afterwards released for n fine of twenty. shillings, for which

Villinm de Bentley and John de Pendeford were his sureties. And the said
William de Wrottesley was relensed for & fine of twenty shillings, for which
Hugh his father wns surety. The above records give us a good insight to
the customs and inner life of this peried, whereby we see that members of
respectable connty families were habiimal poachers. Willinm de Perion
appears to scintillate as a bright meteor in this constellation of stars of the
fashionable vice of that day, being evidently the most inveterate poacher of
the gang. All this, in spite of the extremely severe penalties which were
incurred and frequently enforced against them. The prompt disappenrance
of some of the gang, to avoid the clutch of the law is.not to be wondered at if,
ns wag probably the ease, they ranked as mere villans, for the penalty in their
case, was death by the gallows. The record of the assizes held at Staff rd in
1272, shows that William de Perton was one of the jurors for the Hundred
of Beisdon which jurors made the nsual presentment respscting Perton, * Of
serjenntries, William de Perton holds the manor of Perton. by serjeantry ; and
when the king goes into Wales to wnke war, the said William must follow-
him, with himself and a horse armed, for eight days, at_his own cost, and if
detained more than eight days, he receivea for each day eight pence from the
king for his wages; and his land is worth five marks yearly, The said
William renders to the king five shillings for 8 virgate and a half of land,
formerly alienated by an ancestor of tha said William, and the said rent was
aceounted for at the Exchequer. William de Perton, as has heen already
noted, and like his brother, resided principally at Stirchley on his property
there and his naune appears on deeds at Broseley about four miles from Siir-
chley between 1259 and 1271. In 1272 an assize was held as to whether
Michael de Trescote, the uncle of Alice, the danghter of Julia de Trescote was
geized, eto., of nmessuu%e, and half & virgate of land in Trescote when he died,
etc., which Willinin de Overton and Joan his wife mow hold, the éwo last
appeaved, and called to warranty William de Perton who came and warranted
the tenement to them, and stated that Michael had not died seized of if, for
long before his death, he had enfeoffed him, the said William de Perton of
the tenement, and he produced a deed of Michael to that effect. Verdict was
accordingly given for William de Perton, who had married Joan de Treacote

robably a sister of the above Michael, and thus became "the owner of nearly
the whole of the manor of Trescote. ih 1272 Robert son of Roger Baffury
‘sued Philip abbot of Cowbe, for z messunge and six virgates of land in
Trescote, of the fee of Penn Beffury, and stategl, that William his ancestur
was seized as of fee, of the land in the reign of King Henry the second.
The abbot answered that a writ, de ingresse, could not go further back
than the reign of king Johao, and the suit was adjourned. The inquisi-
tion on the death of Kalph de Perton siated that he held Perton amd
Trescote, and a suit om the Staffordshire Assize Roll of 1272 pives us the
extent of the Perton interest in Trescote. In 1274 William de Perton
was appointed assessor for the Counties of Northampton and Rutland. In
1276 December §2th William de Pecton acknowledges the services due from
him, in the wusual ferm, snd ngain at Worcester in 1277. In 1279-80
Philip de Saye, and Roesia his wife, sned Henry de Perton and Alice his
wife, for one third of a virgate of land, in Oyer Penn, which they claimed as
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thuright!! of» Rodsin- This was ad;,;oumed. In 1280 Margaret the widow of
Jobni de::Boteler-and of - Balph -de-Perton. appeared against William- de
Perten,inca plea thit.he.should hold to s convention made between the

" father. of the said : William:-de: Perton and themselves, respecting the third
partiof two carncites . of land: in Stirchley and Perton. William is to be
attacbed: for ther. Trinity term; as he did not putin an appearance, probably
for.; the+ excellent: reason,thakhe was dead or dying, at the time, for he died
in this year. By-his.wife«Joan he lefi a danghier Ieabel who became the
wife 'of ‘William de Bentley-Liord of Bentley, and two sons, John his snocessor,
and: Willism of  whom next. .

A fow lines here relative to William the second son of William de Perton
willibe appropriste and of -some interest, as he waa lucklessly connected with
one-of the unfortunate episodes of English historéof that period. On Decem-~
ber12th /1276; under the power of victory Xing Edward the first had exacted
from :L]ewo]l;y-n, Prince of North: Wales, 8 most unjust and extortionate
traiky; by which the latter agreed o hold his dominions as a feudatory of the
Erglish king:; but the Welsh chieftains having neglected some of its provi-
sions,- especially: in neglecting . to EEEW at the English Court, and even
refusing to du:s0 when summoned, the pretext that Edward required was
thua.obéained, and offensive operations were speedily commenced. The firet
act. wds the: geiznre of Kleanor de-Montford, who was on her way from France
to hecome the-bride of Llewellyn. At Easter 1277, Bdward, who never lost
much time,: in - these . matters, marched towards North Wales vid Chester,
while his ships .invested the Isle of Anglesea. Llewellyn was forced to sub-
mit,-and - Bdward's terms were now more arbitrary and unreasonable than
over, for ‘he: demanded no less than £50,000 and the cession of sll North
‘Wales, except: Angledea, which also was to rsveri to the English Crown, in
cagev Jdéwellyn .died without heir male, and in the meantime Edward was
apparently. endeavoring to . make: him do 0 by the capture and detention of
his intended bride. In addition to this, Llewellyn was to pay a yearly rental
far Anglesea-of one thonsarnd-ponnds. No one knew better than Edward that
these terme were impossible to Llewallyn and the real object was'to bresk down
snd terminate the royal dynasty.of Wales, for probably there was not a3 much
maney: as- that; demanded in all. Llewollyn’s dominion. But, as an apparent
act of grace, HMdward now agreed-to remit the enormous ransom, and also pro-
mised: to release the bride. : The former had gained his point, and conld
now :afford to. bid: for popularity amongst the undersized, shaggy and
dusky-skinned . mountaineers. ; he therefore knighted Lilowellyn's %Jrother
David, and: gave him the hand of the danghter-of Harl Ferrers. Other
chieftains - wete also-freated -liberally; but the previous high handed policy
of -the king, .ands the. tyranny of his followers,  took off the sheen from the
Englis] i‘%ald,'and soon wiped out all the kindly feeling that had been pro-
duped.The %?phaaies of Merlin increased the disaffection of the half savage
tribes.of: the (Welah:hills ; one of which was that when English money shouid
become ronnd, thé Prince of Wales shonld be orowned in London, and Edward
had: juekidecroed that pennies should no longer be qunrtered, and had issned a
new round coinage.:.. The. disaffection was soon lighted up into active flame
and the.firsk act; of .offence was committed by Prince David who surprised
Hiwarden: Castle, in Flintshire. (between: Mold and Chesier) on March 22nd
1282 whera che:.took Roger Clifford: prisoner in his bed ; and Llewellyn
followed mp:thie. action;- by leading -his men against Flint and Ruddlan
Caztles..r; Ab-ficet:Edward refused to believe the news, but when it was folly -
reelined, horwas . inshanijy:on. the: war-path with-an army, -and quickly- beat-
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the wretched Welshmen back upon Snowdon. The desperation of the half
clad and ignorant saveges caused the successes to be alternated freguently, but
the English fleet was in possession of Anglesea, and a bridge of boats was
commenced across the straits of Menai. The Welsh had entrenchments on
the mainland, and with their customary cunning, awaited an stiack, which
soon occurred ; for during Edward’s temporary absence on November 6th
1282, a body of iroops crossed the uncompleted bridge, and reached the
shore by wadin% through the half-tide water. When the rising tide had
made it impossible for them to regain their boats the wily and exasperated hill-
men saw their chance and making & desperate and dashin%] charge in large
and over-powering members, drove the Kmglish into the sea, where all
were either drowned or speared to death : thus perished the flower of Edward’s
garrison, hundreds of men af arms with thirteen knighis and seventeen
esquires. Amongst these unfortunate and foolhardy warriors was William
de Perton, who by & writ of Welsh Roll of 1281, had been summoned to
attend and kad been appointed custos garderobae vegis, (keeper of the kimg’s
wardrobe), under tho designation of Master William de Perton, He had
probably only just arrived at camp, for he had lately returned from a journey
to Chester ; having been appointed by the king * to receive the five hundred
marks from Llewellyn sone of Griffin Prince of Wales, which the said
prince was to pay into the trensury at Chester, Michrelmas, for the land of
Anglesen.” This journey to Chester, however, was the last he was destined to
perform, befove the fatal one that took him to his deom at Anglesea. He
does not appear to have been married, and though evidence shows him to
have been tlljle eldest son, neither does he appear to have inherited his pater-
nal domain, this probably because he was engaged in his military pursuits at
the titne of his father’s death and until his own, But it is as well he did
not marry, for already two thirds of the estate was being absorbed by widows,
and nothing would have been left for the heir. William de Perton, the
elder, must have died in 12830, for the Pipe Roll of that year for Stafford-
ghire, states that Master Walter de Hasclshawe, had the custody of the
lands of William de Perton until the full age of the said William. Ile 1280,
at the King’s Beneh Court, Joan widow of William de Perton, who is
presumed to have besn a daughter of........de Trescote; and sister of
Michael de Trescote, sued Jobn de Overton, for a third part of six acres
of land, and fwo acres of meadow, in Perton ; and Adam son of John de
Alverton for z third of seven acres of land, and two acres of meadow, in the
same vill; and she sued Jobn son of John de Overton, for a third of four
acred of land, and two acres of meadow ; and Richard Malobe, for a third
of seven acres of land, and one acre of meadow ; and Henry Franceys, for
a third of four acres of land ; and Robert (’tb’hull, for a third of two acres
of land, and two acres of meadow ; and Richard Golightly, for athird of
five acres of waste; and Richard Wyidy, for a third of seven acres of
waste, and half an acre of meadow ; and Henry de Bronthall, for a third of
five acres of land, and two acres of meadow ; and Adam le Newman, for a
third of five acres of land ; and Walter le Mouner (Miller), for a third of
five aeres land, and William de Woodwall, for a third of five acres of land ;
and Adam de Shiston, for a third of six acres of land ; and Robert Cabeles
{Careless), for a third of two acres of land ; and William Meydews, for & third
of six acres in the same vill, as her dower, None of the defendants, who
were merely tenants, appeared, and the Sheriff is ordersd to summon them
again for the octaves of Trinity ; and the dower claimed, is to be paid futo
the king’s hand. The post meriem inguisition took place, and thé jurers
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stated that William had held the vill of Perton of the king, ir capits, by the
service of following the king into Wales, ete. John his son is his next heir,
and is 17 and three quarters yeaxrs of age and upwards. The writ of diem
claustt evtremum on William the father’s death, dates 4th February 1280,
and a subsequent inquest, as before stated, reported the value of Perton
Manor to'bo £8-6-4% per annum: he had held a messuage and 59 acres of
land in Stirchley, under the abbot of Buildwas, at a rent of 32 pence per
annum, and the whole of this last property was said to be of twenty shillings
value to the deceased. As there is mo mention of William Perton, the
eldest son, being the rightful heir, it is probable that the custom of Berough
English prevailed- here, as in many other manors of ancient demesne of the
crown, in which case John would be the real heir of William the father,
A second inquest held, 8th July 1282, after the heir had come of age, and
to give him livery of his estates, calls Stirchley property a earucate of land,
and values it at forty shillings per annum, making tbe abbot’s rent three
shillings & year. In 1281-82 coram rege at Michaelmas, a record relating to
warrior William, drowned at Menai, relates that Robert, vicar of the chureh
of Asthall, was sued by William de Perton, for taking hig corn and hay
at Asthall, to the value of sixty shillings. Robert appeared, and stated that
he had taken no corn belonging to William, because it belonged to his
vicariate of Asthall or Psthall, and he appealed to 2 jury. The Sheriff is
ordered to summon a jury for the octaves of Hillary. At the same court,
Joan de Perton, widow, and John de Tresel, executors of the will of William
de Perton, were sued by Margaret, widow of John de Boteler, for nine
marks of money ; and she stated that the said William was bound to her,
for £10, on the day he died, for certain lands, which she had demised to
him for a term ; and the said execntors after the death of William, had
-rendered to her six marks of the said debt, and refused to pay the residue.
Joan and John appeared, and Joan stated that she was not an execatrix of
the will and appaa{)ed to a jury. The Sherif was ordered to summon = jury
for the morrow of the Purifieation. And John de Tresel stated that one
Honry Dicken, of Tetienhall, was his co-execuntor, and he cannot answer
the pf;a without him. Henry is therafore to be summonad for the same day.
On the Bench Roll of 1282-3 Ildonea, widow of Hugh de Wrottesley, sued
John de Boteler for a messuage and balf a virgate of land in Perion ; and
William del Hulle of Lapley, for half a messuage, and the fourth of a
virgate, in the same vill, as her right aud dowry, and in which the said John,
William, and Robert bad no entry, exeept by Amice, daughter of Hugh de
Wrottasley, to whom Hugh, former}]yv her husband had demised it for his
life. The defendants appeared, and John called to warranty William son
of Hugh do Wrottesley, who stated that he holds the tenement in question,
by 5 demise of the said John le Boteler, son and heir of the said Amice,
and called him to warranty the said Jehn, son of Amice, and he also said
that the tenement was the right and dowry of the said Amice, and that
Ainice, together with her husband had demized the tenement to him, and
for this he called to warranty the said John likewise, as her son and heir.
The case was adjourned. The said Idones, married to Hugh de Wrottesley, was
adanghter of Ralph de Perton. ILn the same year of 1282, coram rege, the
befora mentioned Margaret le Boteler, who Dow styles herself widow of Ralph
de Perton,’ remits to Master Walter de Haselshawe of Shropshire, all her
dower in Perton and Stirchley, until the full age of John son and heir of
Williaix do Perton, for eight marks, of which half was to be paid her at the
quinderie of Michachmas, and the other balf at the quindene of Lady day.
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Bir John de Perton, knight, of Perton, Trescote. and; part of Stirchley.
had been, as we have seen; under the guardianship of Master, Walter:de
Haselshawe during bis minority, and the final inguisition vpon the death- of
William de Perfon the elder, did not take place until:1284-5. It was held.
at Stafford, on the Friday before the feast of Saint Denis 12th Edward the
first, on the Oath of William de Wrottesley ; William de Overton, John ds
Tresel ; William de Tettenhall ; Roger Buffary and seven others, who-
stated that William had held the vill of Perton of the king in capile, by the ~
service of following him inte Wales, in time of war, with & horse withont
armor, and armed himself with an aketun, purpoint and lance, for eight
days, at his own cost and if detained longer, then at.the cost of the king;,
Perton being supplied from the king’s table, or else fo-receive sight, pence
daily, and the vill of Perton is worth yearly £10. He also held at Stirchley
in Shropshire, a carucate of land, of the abbot of Buildwas worth forty
shillings. John de Perton his son, is his next heir, and is 21 years. of age
and upwards. This John who had now sueceedad to his patrimony was a.
somewhat important persona%a of the period through which. he survived.
His career was an eventful one, and during his long life he occupied many
positions of trust and importance, under the first and second Edwards Ib.
1291, the Btaffordshire Assize Roll shows that John de Perton was summoned.-
to show by what right and title he claimed and made use of certain privi-
leges. Again in 1293, Hugh de Louther was the king’s attorney in this
disirict, and as such, was very active in challenging all the privileges claimed
by the various tenants of the orown, and in thoroughly investigating their
validity. Amongst others, John de Perton received iia particular attention,
and was called npon to show his title to hold pleas of the crown, apd to
have free warren; fair and market, ete,, in his Manor of Perton. John,
howaver, stated that he only claimed view of frankpledge and wayf, in. the
sald manor, Louther disputed the verdict as to wayf, on a technical point ;.
that was a_grossum coronae ov special prerogative of the.crown. At the
same time John de Perton put in a claim for assize of bread and beer, in his.
Menor of Perton. The case was adjourned to be heard before -the king’s:
beneh. The same jury found that Margaret formerly wife of Rn.l'ph de.
Perton holds in Perfon £4-6-8 worth of land, and that she is at the king’s dis--
posal and is maritande, The trusteeship of John de Tresel and Henry Dicken
or Deacon of Tettenhall, during John's minority, probably was .the cause: of
the alliance, that he formed by marrying Felicia the daughter of the said
John de Tressl’s son Thomas prior to 1310, when he was appointed to; the
vorderership of the Forest of Kynver. In 1307 ho obfsined from, the. new
king a charter of free warren, for all his demesne lands .at Perton, the.
original document being now in the Wrottesley collection. Prior to. 1310
John de Perton’s wife Felicia had died, and he married again & wife named.
Margeret who sarvived him. In 1301, on a Bench Roll, Johnde Perton and
Margaret his wife, sued John de Stirohley, in & plea, that he. should warrant
to them a messuage and a:carucate and two virgates of land; ten aores of
meadow, and ten acres of wood, which they held, and claimed to, hold of him.
John de Stirchley did not appear, and the Sheriff returned that. he held:
nothing, within his bailiwick, by which he could ba attached, and it was testified
that he held sufficient in the County of Lincoln, . The Sheriff of , Lineglnshire
was therefore ordered to attach him for the gquindene of Hillary. In 13806
William de Perton (son of John de Perton and nephew of William lerd of
Perton) forester of Kyngesley Wood, or Kinﬁlgwoo;l was presented., to . bave
feloniously killed William, Vapournent, in egfo;‘emjﬂ wood.: At angiher
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courd; i thelakme vear, Williawm de. Perton,. forester, was inbioted for the
death of William Yapournent, felonicusly killed in the wood of Kyngesley ;
wherenpon. William . de Perton aforesaid, preduced.s pardon from the king,
dated-trom.the town of: saint John of. Perth-on June 27th 1308. This year
of 1308 is famous for the murder of Comyn, by Robert the Bruce, who
therenpon assumed the Crown.of. Scotland. Aylmer de Valence was made
king’s Yeutenant for the Marches, and writs. were issued to all Sheriffs, that
all who'were not knights, and who wished to be, were to be in London
before the:day of Pentecosf; to. receive from the king’s wardrobe suitable
apparel, of the. king's gift—What a. chance would this'-not have
been for some of our modern. aspirants after knightly- honors # Exhibitions,
Imperial lnstituies,. and Bridge' Openings. would not be in it !
This: was to add splendor to. the kniﬁl:tlmod of Edward of Carnarven,
Prince of Wales,. who was. now io shortly cfowned in London, in
fulSlment of Merlin’s prophecy, though not: exactly by the method expected
by the credulons and smperstitious. people of the. Principality. Amongst
the 267 knights dubbed on the.present - occasion, the following. belonged to-
Staffordshire ;— William de. Bermingham, Jobn de Weston, Ralph Bagot,
Petor de Gresley, Roger de Somoerville, Henry de: Erdington, John de
Harecourt, Ralph Bassett, William de Handsacre, John de Somery
William: de Wrottesley and Willilem Tresel. dJohn de Perion’s name is
conspicuous by absence, but he-was already on the list of those bound to
be.up and ready. in.horse and harness, hand and halbert, at his own
expense ;. and he was:by. virtue of ihe {enure-of hisestate also bound to
‘be dight. in. his arms’ as'a knight, and most probably had been dubbed
ssmanyagra,‘p;avionaly‘ Bj':.tho' ine. Roll. of 1311' the king at the re-
guisiton of his boloved: clerk, Engelard de Warle, Custos gardarcbae Regis,
{suceessor of .the late. William de Perton, drowned in 1282), commits to
his. beloved valet. William: de Perton,. the Manor of Tettenhall, in the
County of Btafford, rendering. to the exchequer. the same sum annually, as
Jobn de Perton, the father of. Willam now renders, Dated from Berwick
on. Tweed. on- April: 15th.. This entry) must modify our ideas as to the
marriage date of Sir: John de Pertonand Felicia de Trysul, which has been
agsigned: to 1300, . But:.it must have been earlier, and probably scon after
the.. former . obiained livery in 12845, as this date would only make the
son Willism. 25:a$ the time of this.important. grant, probably obtained for
distingnished . service in, the. Scotch. wars, The record is rather puzzling,
for it implies.that-Sir. Jobn de Perton, the father,-had likewise hald Tettenhall
Regis, up,.to.this date.from: some : uncertain- period ; but James P. Jones
hesitates -to . place: him on ihis list of: lords of Tettenhall Manor., A little
light however-is throwniupon.the -subject by. reforence-to a record of 1314
in, which - king Bdwsrd the second grants Tettenball Co., Stafford, Claverley
Co.,, Salop,. and two . other wanors named, to Richard de Arundell;.to held
for: his life,: forhis- support in. the: kingls service. On the Court Kolls of
the.adjoini .‘Mal.l_orln?* attingham is.& vecord in 1312,: that . Walter the

servant of Sir.John. de; Perton was.fined inthe Manor Court, :for trespass
mmitted. by two bullocks, in a meadow in_the_ lord of Paitingham. In
13 we.find: that this Perfon was: appointed ene of tho  sssessors and
llewtors <for, the County of Stafford. of the 20th and I5th- aids granted
by the Westminster ‘parjiament,: and in conveotion with thisoffice, - there
was an appeal to the king and coundil. (. d.). from the .komagers and
tananis of John, de:Perton, jn. the Manor -of Tettenhall, which is of ancient
demaine of : the Jipg; and . when:tliey . alao sued the said . Jobu in aplea that
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he exacted from them, and from Thomas Atte Nayssche, John Alayne, °
Richard le Coupers ; and John Nicholes, homagers and tenants of the said
John, in the same Manor, other customs and services, than they and their
ancestors, tenants of the Manor, had been used to remdeér, in the times when
the said manor was in the hands of the king’s progenitors. John de Perton
did not appear. The action had been already postponed and adjourned for
some time, and the Sheriff was ordered now to distrain on his goods-and -
produce him ab three weeks from Easter. A postscript states that at- Baster
the Sheriff sent no return, and he was ordered to produce Johm i the -
octaves of Trinity, upon which the said William and Robert appeared in
conrt and complained that whereas they had delivered to the said John, the
king’s writ de prokibitione, to the effect that, pendente placito he should not
distrain his tenants, etc., he had distrained them as before, and detained in
prison the said John Alayne, Richard le Coupere, John Nicholes, and
Thomas Atte Nayssche, so that they could not prosecute their suit against
him ; to the grave contempt of the king and damage of the said tenants.
The Sheriff was therefore ordersd to sumwmon the ssid John de Perton
to answer for his trespass and contempt at the ahove date, and if the said
tenants were detained in prison, to set them free without delay. In a deed
of tuis period, (s. d.) is a record that John, Lord of Tresel, gave to Philip,
the son of Philip de Lutfeley, iu frank marriage with Idonea daughter: of
John de Perton. the homage and services of Edward de Haggeley in Lutteley,
and therein this John de Tresel ealls Idonen his kinswoman. Bhe was, in
fact, his neice, the daughter of his sister Felicia. This John de Tresel was
poisoned by his neighbour Willlam Buffary in 1886, after the latter had
abduoted his wife ; and Philip de Lutteley also mat with a viclent death at
the hand and instigation of Sir Hugh de Wrottesley. Another deed of this
time shows that things were not too rosy for the unfortunate and sfruzgling
tenants of Perton, as is before mentioned ; and they were faking further
proceedings against him in the matter, with a result not too satisfuctory,
but that throws considerable discredit upon the Justice of the time. But
of this case more anon. John de Perton was a knight of Parliament for
the county in 1315. In the Scotch Roll of 1317 are writs to array footmen
for the war, when Roger Baskervyle, Ralph de Rolleston, and John de
Porton were appointed Commissioners of Array for Shropshire and Stafford-
shire, and they were to select two thousand men, tobe led by Roger de
Bagkervyle, and be at Newcastle on Tyne at three weeks from the nativity
of John the Baptist, dated 15th July 1317. The total number to be- array-
ed was twelve thonsand, in addition to the Welsh contingent, which was to
consist of about four thonsand. In 1817-18 the king had intended ie invade
Scotland again, and Ralph de Rolleston, Walter Halket, and Jobhn de Perfon
were appointed Commissioners to array one thousand men from Shropshire
and Staffordshire, to beled. by ‘Walter Halket, and to be at Neweastle - on
Tyuoe on September 15th 1317, bub the intestinal broils in England, at that .
time, caused its sbandonment. ln the year 1317 John de Cave of North.
burgh sued John de Perton, for the wardship of Robgert, son.and heir of
Robert de Essington, which belonged to him, in az mucki-as the said Robert
held his Iands of him by knight’s service. John de Pertondid not appear,
and the Sheriff was ordered - to attach ,him, fof the quindemne of Hillary.
In 1319 William de Perton was appointed—one of fhe collectors of the
sentage due in 1315, for this county, S T S
. By a deed (s d.) John de ‘Perton grantéd to Williani--hig ‘sohy, ‘and
Maud ‘his wife and their heirs, all the ‘la‘hﬁs bo inherited; after- the' deathiof
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William:his father. .His bther fivé gons and = daughter weére. 2. John dé
Perton escheator for Bhropshire and Staffordehire with the Marches of Wales,
in 1321, murdered by Sir Hugh Wrottesley in 1337 at Tettenhall Home
and who left by hiz wifé Margaret, two sons Adam de Perton and William
de Perton, forester of Kingsleywood, in the Scotoh wars 1336, escheator of
Shropshire, Staffordshire and the Marches of Wales to 1341. 3. Henry de
Perton of Over Penn in 1333, who married Agatha danghter of Thomas de
Poune and left three sons Richard of Penne, Stephen of Penne and Walter,
4. Leonard de Perton of Wightwick, regarderer of Kinver Forest, pannetari-
us regis and escheator of Worcestershire to 1368 5. Walter de Perten rector
of Stirchley 1810, prebendary of Perton in Tettenhalt church 1329 ; who
was charged with thé murder of John de Derley of Derbyshire in 1331. He
died on Sunday, Febrnary 22nd 1349, 6. Hugh de Perton living 1330 and
diod issueless. Idonea the damghter of Sir John de Perton was married to
Philip son of Phili{) de Lutteley. In 1317 Edward de Somerville grentad
the Manor of Bentley, and the bailiwick of the Haye of Bentley %o John de
Bentloy, and the heirs of his body, remainder, failing such issue to John de
Parton, and the heirs of his body, remainder to his own right heirs. Bentley
ia on the confines of Kanok Chase or Forest, and was held in capite, of the
keaping of that portion of the Forest called Beniley Haye. John de Perton’s
sister fsabel was married to William de Bentley, wha was probably father of
the above John de Bentley, and Isabel his nearosé relative. At Baster 1319
Hugh the parson of the church of Bushbury, sued Simon de Dumbleten, clerk;
John de Weston ; Geoffrey de Wasteneys, of Tixhall ; Robert de Ovyotshay
(Ivetsey) ; and John de Perton, to render to him six marks that were in
arrear. Defendants did not appear, and the Bheriff was ordered io atiach
them. fn 1316 John de Tresel was lord of Trysul, and in the next year a
deed states that William son of John, lord of Pertén, grants to John de Rugge
of Seisdon, liberty of common for 120 sheep in the lordship of Trysul ; and
again in 1881 William de Perton is recorded as lord of Trysul, when he
granted to John Rugge of Seisdon, & piece of land, in Cranmere, par,
Worfield, at a yoarly rent of six pence. In 1317 John de Perton was =
witness to the deed from Hugh de Hepham, lord of Bobbington, to John
de Prees of Bobbington ang Agnes his wife, granting twelve royal acres of
land in the fee of Bobbington lying near Lutteley. By a deed (8. d.) and
probably confirmatory of a previons one and which must have been executed
between 1318 and 1320 John lord of Perton granis to William his son and
Matilda his wifs, and the heirs of their bodies, all the land which fell to him
by hereditary riﬁ]ht, after the death of William his father, in the will of
Stirchley, together with a place in Btirchley called Perfon Croft, to enable
him to build & house on it lga also granted to them and their issue forty
shillings of rent in the vill of Trescetoe of his fea of Perton, proceeding from
the tenements held by Robert Parnel, John Margery, Edith Aleyn, Richard
Margery, Philip Ochet, and Ralph son of Hugh de Trescote. Tha witnesses
to this dead are Sir William de Wrottesley, knight, Jobn Giffard of Chillington,
Henry de Morf, Ralph de Evenfeld, Philip de Luiteleye, Robert Buffary,
snd John de Lappeley, clerk; the original deed is at Wrottesley. In the
Pattingham Manor Conrt Rolls of 1318 William son of Felicia de Perton, the
father at the time, being probably away on service, was presented to have fought
a duel with William Buchars and o have drawnblood from, him for which he way
amerced in six pence ; pretty cheap at the prics | In 1324 John de Peiton was
surety, to the extent of a mark each, for three of the Eytons, in connection with
the great Chvreh™ Eaton™ ehurcli predantation riots; during which ‘Joha de
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Pitohford. and Bickard-dei{Piichford sverekilled: + In: 1828 John: de!Betton:hady
to.find sureties; in the matter of:the.same riotous:disturbances:. This great-
quarrel, that.for a longth of. time, convnlsed the whale of-west Btaffordshira:and:.;
north east Shropshire, and terrified:ihe peaceable inhebitants by: the violence:
of.its .episodes, was:a -kindjofo family foud,: relativedoithe advowsonof ~the..
Church Eaton livieg, -and:. it would appear thist alniost every family.ofe
importance in this neighborhood was -drawn into the vortex of its turmoily

and more or. Jess.mixed up in.the  embroilment. - The fatal result-to:John de<
Pitehford of  Blumenhull . (Blymbhill), st last-bronght theaffair ander-the -
notice and active interference of the authdrities;:. This cxtensive and intricate
emeute, -fott o long time-rdmgﬁed its weary course and occcupied: the judicialc
mind for & numbar of years; leading. to: many ..complications in its..conrse, -
Its origin was in the . death of John Baged . who had -hean lord of: Blymbill;
Manor and patron of Church Eaton living, -when he .left.the latter:-right.
equally to his four daughters, who married . respectively William de Ipstanes,
Ralph” de Covene, Richard: de Pitchford- and:Gteofirey de: Bromley.: Thei:
second daughter Margaret Covens, left threa daughters-and co-heiresses, who:,
had equal division. of their: mother’s share.-in this advowson, and . dduly'
married husbands, all the four daugbters of John Bagoed, in fact leawing heirs.::
Thus the advowson rights were divided up-into:many shares, which resulted-i
in this deplorable.county convulsion. At Easter. 1329-Adam Gilbdrt of:Cods:-
gall, executor of the will of William de- Codsall, sued Walter Perton, & preden-;.
dary of Tettenhall church of gaint Michapl, for a deht:of nine.marks, . and, the:.
bishop had'been ordered to produce the said Walier at this. date, .and. had ..
done mnothing, Ancther mandate iwas. therefora senti-te the bishop:to -
prodnce the said Walter, atthe quindene.of saint Miohaal. Oneqther:of
the many cases that proved.the loop bole of escape for:sainted scoundrels, -
called © benefit. of -¢lergy,” thiz was. simply:-a .legalized- fraud, : devised: by .
priesteraft, by which the . sanctified defaulter and-. oriminal too often. emcaped .
from the etorn hand of justice. A .mnest disreputsble case of public swindl. .
ing on a wholesale scale, in connection with the county; fax.ferm, oropped

up, previous to this::peried dAn 1324, when -Sir-Thomss-Pipe knight-iand:
Philip de Lutteley, late. principal taxers:and collectors.of-thed0th and 6th in »
tha County of Stafford were found to -have appropristed much money. from

vills, to .their own mse, and its details are as bad as those.of any. medern Irish.;
ring, and worse in tha fact thet they. emanated from men of supposed.integ~..
rity and respsctability. The investigalion into the matter took  place .at.
Tatbury in December 1328 before. John de Stonere and his fellow -justices,

when.the jury presented. that * under color of their offive, they hud- isken &

great sum of money from varions vills, -to their own use.” - Richard Ovyebe~..
shaye (Ivetsey), clerk of::Bir Thomas- Pipe,. and Philip de.Luiteley, being
summoned, -could not .deny that bhe..had-been badly, condnected in his offics,:.,
and was. fined-twenty:marks;. “The; juries presented, !that the acouged. mis-.
conducted: themselves, by taking n great sum of maney, by extortion from-the .
various :vills, so thatt same;vﬂﬂ might be spared inithe taxation, and.not
be taxed sccording, to the irue valne of their chatiels., The Sheriff was theyes -
fore ordered to:summon all the principal. taxers, to be at: Tutbury on;, the
Monday. before the faast-of;aaintpimcy the virgin,”, William de:Stafford -and::
Joln de Perton,: had been:the chief taxers for the 20th ; William de;Mere,.
and Johnde., Perton for the,18th ; end- John Giffard and. Jobn de Rerien ..
for the 16th, William de.Mere was. derd:and. . John de:Perten appeared for -
himself, and- the other. chief taxera; and 'Bimon Francia, {or, the subefaxara.. .
Thoy: stated. that thay-did not tax:the;men.of the.vills in.the connty; scverdni.
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ifig to the true value of their chattels ; that they always trusted to the ‘gjeueral
interest of the whole county ; that many of the sub-tazers were dead, and
those now surviving wore of lesser importance ; and they prayed they might be
alliowed to make fine ‘with the king, for all transgressions in the said taxation
respect being had to their stafus, and the late unproductive years. They all
collectively offered 840 marks, and for this they were all conjointly and
individually debiors of his Majesty the kinf. John de Perton agpears to have
been badly in this scrape, but ove cannot belp thinking that the right mean
was peleoted to represent and defend this apparently forlorn hope, and that
tha defence was cunningly devised. The taxers for Seisdon were Philip de
Latteley, John de Perton, Robert Buffary, John de Molesley, Richard de
Oldington (Patteshull), John Gerrard, William atte Whorwood, William de
Porton, William atte Lows, Richard de Ovyeteshaye (Ivetsey), William de
Fynchenfeld (Fincbfield), William Baternon, Thomas de Overton, Thomas de
Bradelsy, John the clerk of Bobbingion, and William Cocus of Pelshall,
Sir Thomas de Pipe Knight was fined £40, and Philip de Lutteley fifty marks
for which John de Ipstanes, John de Bently, Willam de Perton and Robert de
‘Wyndoppe were suraties. At the same time, all the sub-taxers were fined,
and amongst them were the following from the meighborheod of Perton :—

" William Richard and William Hawys for Nether Ponn fined two shillings.

_ Walter Wheelhouse and William le Reve for Perton fined two shillings.
William Gamel and William le Wright for Oaken fined half a mark.

" Simon Aylwyn and Henry Benignen for Wrottesley fined one mark,

. Roger Stevens and Adam Je Bonde were sureties for the above.

_ John Richards and William le Bradley for Pendeford fined ten shillings.

" Richiard de Beckbury ard John atte Nore for Paiteshull fined one mark.

; Geoﬁreﬁf Laveson and William le Neweman for Wolverhampton fined six

ounds,
: Th?)mas Crey and Henry Godwyn for Tetienhall fined two marks.

The Subsidy Roll of 1327 records the Vill of Perton as follows :—

Johmn de Perfon . 4 0 William atte Nagwe 0 12 William do Mareford 0 18
John in the Hale 0 12 Richard Henrys 010 William King 9 0
Richard atte Nayee 2 0 Nicholas de Stirchley 2 0 Thomas de Mareford 0 12
William (’th’ Green 0 12 Adam atte Yate 0 18 William de Northwoed2 6
Robert ('th’ Green 0 20 Nicholas de Netherton 2 2 Walter Wyllys 012
John Nicholes: 0 12 ZElizabeth in the Lane 0 20 William le Tynkere 0 12

*  Total thirty shillings and ten pence. In 1323 Sir John da Perton had
been a colleague with Sir Henry de Bushbury knight at an inquest held befora
them respecting thirty acres of land dssarted in tﬁe Forest of Morfe, and in
1325 he atlested the deed of grant from Sir John Bottetourt, lord of that
Manor to the freeholders of Bobbington, On s Bench Roll of Trinity 1324,
William de Weston, sued John de Perton, William son of John de Perton,
and John de Lappeley for a debt of £86 ; and ke zued Willinm de Leverseta
{the lessee of Stirchley), for a debt of £293-5-10. None of the defendanf
ﬁpaamd and the Bheriff was ordered to attach them for the octaves of

artin, At the King’s bench 1326, John de Ruycroft appeared against
Robert de Essington, John de Huggeford, Adam son of Richard de Ruy-
croft, and BEmma his wifs, Thomss de Benham, William de Buckingham,
Walter son of William de Perton, and two others, for entering by force
his house at Hulton, and breaking open a chest, and taking from
it six deeds, and two quit claims with other munimenis. None of the
defendants appeared, and the Sheriff was ordered to distrain, and produce
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them at threo weeks from Easter, At Enster 1330. Hugh:son of Jobn de
Porton, sued Thomas de Tefford for £15, the: arrears: of an annual rent of
thirty shillings, which he owed to him. - Thomss did not sppear, -and the
Sheriff returned that he was a clerk, and as it was testified that he held @
benefice within the see of Lincoln, a mandate waa sent to the said hishop to
roduce him at the octaves of Michael. W. Hardwicke states that Johm
Be Perton died in 1330, though the writ of diem clausit sxtremum
on his death is not dated until July 9th 1332, when the usual particnlars
anent the Manor are given It states that William de Perton is his eldest sont
and heir, and is 84 years of age and wpwards. He had enjoyed the estata
for a period of 45 years, and was about 69 years of age &t death; his
children from Felicia his wife have been already ennmerated, and by bis
second wife Margaret he do¢s not appear'to have had any, By his opportune
death he must have escaped much obliguy in consequence of the tax swindle
case, though his son and heir, when called vpon, wonld prabably hava to pay
the fine incurred, in fall. He was almost certainly dead in 1330, for about
Michaelmas of that year, Ralph Bassetb of Drayton, graunted. permission to
William de Perton to enclose the wood of Harewood, within the fes of
Perton, and to maintaie it as a park in futore. This desd which is in
Norman French is dated from Pattingham, on Monday after the.feast of saint
Michael 1831, and iS witnessed by Sir Philip de Somervile and Sir Thomsas -
le Rous, knights, Roger Hillary, Roger de Wodenham, and Johr de Bentley ;
and previous fo this release, the tenants of Pattingham had rights of com-

mon, except during pannage and erop seasons, within the wood in question.
William de Perion the son and heir was accepted in homage, by the
king, in a writ of 3lst’ July following fhe post mortem Inquisition. This
‘William is already a prominent figure In records prior to his father’s death
in 1330. He does notappear ever to have been knighted, and probsbly
never bore arms personally, though his name is of frequent ocourrence .in
judicial proceedings as a justice of assize, and this so much as to make it
ighly probabla that he had been educated for the law as a profession, possibly
having originally had an elder brother who died prematurely. Ris name
ocenrs as a justice assigned to take assizes in Siaffordshire in 1334, 35, 88,
39 and 40. The Subsidy Roll of 1327 gives him as the principal land
gwner of Trysul, and in s déed nowat Wrottesley, dated 1340 he styles himself
ford of Tresel as well as of Perton. This would ba as heir to his mother
Felicia, and of her nephew John who died without issue in 1447 ; but the
Btivchiey property and l}))a.rt of that al Trescote had already been conveyed
to himself and his wife by deed of gift, from the father, prebably in order
to avoid the succession duty which would otherwise have beem payable. - In
1831 a plea roll records that the Sheriff of Staffordshire had been. ordered
to arrest Walter do Perton in Shropshire (this was William’s uecle
Parson'Walter,' rector of Stirchley in 1310 and prebendary of Perton in
Tottonhall collegiate church of ssint Michael in 1329, who died Febrnary
22nd, 1349 ) aud to produce him before the King’s bench court, fo answer
for the death of John de Derleyo, of which he haud been appealed in
Dearbyshire by Matilda, widow of the.said John, and who had withdrawn from,
Ber appeal ; and likewise to arrest Roger de Wednesleya the - younger,
Thomas Ithel of Staffordshire, William de Perton of Skropshire, Williamy
Pare of Fossbrook in Staffordshire, Ralph de Spencer, and Robert Buttok
of Wedaesleys, for aiding and abeétiing the said Walter. And a.precept was
send to the Sheriff and the coroners of” Derbyshire, to refurn the day, year
and place, where the falony had been committed. The Derbyshire Sheriff
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however, uf 10 now made né retard to the writ; he was therefors ordered
as hafore; and to.mske the return on the octaves of Hillary, At Easter
1332 Henry, son of William de Perton, William de Fynchenfold and several
others were ohar%d by Henry de Bushbury's atlorney, for entering, by night,
his closs at Over Penne, and burninﬁ his-trees, and taking goods and chat-
tels to the value of £10, Nsne of the defendants appeared, and the Sheriff
was ordered to arvest Clement son of Walter. de Cotene, and to disteain the
others, to appesr at the octaves of Trinity, .

. Fhe Subsidy Roll of 1333 give the assessment of the moveable goods of
the free tenauts of the Vill of Perton as follows:—

P A - 8 4,
William de Perton e € 8 [ Willlam de Norwods .. 020
Rioh“d atte th. s g2 0 W“ﬁm da ereford ) ¢ 18
Thomas atte Nasshe .., 2 6 | Adam le Harper s 2 0
John en ls Hala e 2 2 ! Johnatte Wynde . 2 6
William'atte Hulla we' 0 16 | “Robert O'th’ Greens: ., ‘8 0
Richerd 8w s . 2 8 | Johnson of Nicholes ... 21
Nicholas lo Sweyn o 012 | Willism Lovekys o 2 4
Thomss Lovekyns v 018 | Walter Willes - 8 o

About 1335 Jehn de Porton, the brother of William, was attacked in at
dastardly and murderons fashion by a band of roffians headed by his neigha
bor 8ir Hugh de Wretteslay, together with Roger de Wrottesley his brother
Adam de Hockley, William de Gaiacre, ete., whilst at Tettonhall Home and
th? beat and malireated him so badly that the .old man died, after having
laid = legal charge ayainst them, What the immediate cause. of the bitter
quarrel that had arisen between the two families was, does notappear, but it is
evident that for some time many of the neighboring families had been divided
into factions with the Wrottesleys an the one side and the Pertons on the other.
Afterthe death of thesaid John de Perton, we find by Fatent Roll of 7th October
1337, at Westminster, William de Shargshull, Roger de Swynnerton,and Roger
Hillary wore appoinied justiciars fo try this important case, They were, ‘to
bear and determine the complaint of John de Perfon that Hugh de Wrottesley
chivaler, Roger his brather, William son of Geoffrey atte (iatacre, Thomas
Crey .of Gompton,: John Lega (Lee), Richard Kemp, Jobn Rossel, Thomas
son of Thomas Crey, William his brother, Roger Stevenes of Wrottesley,
Stephen. atte Townsend of Wrotlesley, and: certain other malefactors and
distarbers of the king’s peace, bad attacked. the said Jobn de: Perton, at
Tettenhall Home,. snd so severely beaten him, and wonnded him that
his life’ was despaired of.”” . The old man died shortly after, whén, of course,
the. count sgainst the }:risonars becsme one:of murder. . In 1385 William de
Verion passed a fine of £10 for his rélief of this Manor, though-his homage
Lind been aceapted nearly three: years praviously, rendering-the: transaction
pussling. Howover the record of this: relief calls.him * sonand-heir.of John"
who held of the king in capite, by grand serjedntry:of :findingrone mian armed
with a coat of mail, and a lance, with two horses uncavered, for the space of
eight.days, in the king’s servicein Walea On 28th Qotober 1386 Ralph de
Stafford {lad latters of protection at Berwick-on-Tweed, -including amongst
others John de Perfon (son of William)., Up to 1341 William de Perton
had been pscheator. for the Counties of Balop and Stafford, and for the March-
as of Wales, for on May 19th .1341. Thomas de Swinnerton was appointed
Sheriff of the Conntien of Salop and Stafford, vice Adamde Peshale ard on
19th Novemher of the same year,- he was appointed eschentor in the same
Cozinties and Marches, and John de Perton was commanded to -deliver up to
him, <11 things pertpining to the seid office. .. On 20th April 1342 Thomus de
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Swinnerton, Shériff of the two counties, Robert Mauveysiu, chivler John de
Aston, chivaler, Willidm de Perton- and :Ralph Bassett of - Cheadle, - were ap~
pointed 1o assess the inhabitants of the: County of Stafford,for 125 sacks 5}
Ths. of wool, as their proportion of the 30,000 sacks-of- wool granted fo the.
king by the parliament at. Westmiuster. The.roll of .1343 records au assize
‘ag to whether Heriry de Perton #nd Agath:i his wife, Richard de Perton and:
William de Perton, had unjustly disseized Hugh :de Penne, of a messunge,
and twelve ncres of land, in Over Penme. William stated that he held
nothing in’ the .tenement, and- had done ‘no injury. to the plaintiff ; and
Heney de Perton, Agatha end Richard, ahswersed: as tenants, ' by their
bailiff, John de Walshale, and stated that they had entered by the
deed and feaffment of Thomas de Pbnne, and they put ithemselves on - the
assize. The jury found that the defendant+; except: William de’Perton, had
unjustly disseized the said Hugh de Penne and assessed” his damages af.ten
shillings. In'1337 Alianora (Eleanor) formerly wife of William de Weston,
John son of William de Weston, and Willinm de W.aotenhnll, executors of the
will of Willism de Weston, sued Wijliam son of John de Perton, and-John
de Lappeley of Wolverbamtoun, for a debt of £26. ‘Defendants did fiot appear,
and the Sheriff wns.ordered to distrain. They also sued Simon de Congreve
for a debt of £8-16-1. At Easter. 1335 Roberf atte Wood of Kidderminster
wsoed Willinm Welryeh, ‘William Bold, Thomas atte Mulne, snd William de
Perton, execufors of the will of Johnde Perton, for a debt of sixty-three
shillings, and he sued William de Perton, together with Margery de Perton; his
co-executrix, for a debt of five marks. None of the defendants appeared, and the
Sheriff returned certain snms into court, as proceeds of distress levied against
them He was therefore ordered to distrain again, and produce them at the
quindene of Michaelnas, This case is noticed again in 1337, when the Rheriff
returned that Margaret had been distrained up to twenty pence, aad -that
Adam de Perton, Richard de Perton, Walter de Pertun and Richard: Horn
svere her sureties j and that the said William de Perton, had been distraiced
up to twenty pence, and his sureties were Adam Stet, Richard Mouny, Roger
Donse, and Adam the Smith, They were therefore declared in misericordia,
#nd as vepards the others, the Sheniff returned that they held nothing within
“his bailiwick, ; and it was testified that they held sufficient. He was there-
fore ordered to distrain agnin, snd to produce the defendsnts of the octave of
Hillary., A postscript states that at the latter date, the Sheriff made no
return, and he was ordered to produce them-at the octave -of Trinity. At
Hillary 1386 William de Perton sued William dé Morton, clerk, for causing
waste and destruction .in the houses, woods and gardens in Stirchley and
Malynleye, which the said William de Morton held for the.life of William
de Leversote, by a demise of the suid William de Leversete, to whom Jolm
de Perton, father of the said William, and whose Lieir he is, had demised it
for the said term, Defendant did not appear; and the Sberiff was ordered to
attach him. In the same year another record says, that in the suit of
William de Perton against William de Morton, clerk for-causing waste and
destruction in Stirchleye and Malynleye, William de Perion staled that the
defendant had pulled down and sold & room worth 100 shillings 5. and two
chambers each worth £10, a kitchen worth 10 marks; & stable worth ten
niarks ; a grange worth ten marks ; an oxsiall worth 100 shillings ; and had
cut down and sold forty oaks, each worth three shillings ; sixty ssh-trees,
euch worth two sbillings ; twenby pear-irees, each worth iwo shillings ;
and twelve apple-trees, each worth twelve pence, and for which he claimed
£60 a3 damages. William de Morfun denied waste .and destruction, and
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oppenled fo a jury. ' The jurv sat in'1340, before’ Willians de ‘Shareshull,
and Henry-de' Mortimer, and the result was a verdict for William de Perfon
and-William the parson had to: pay him £36 7s. 64. At Michnelmas 1343
Alianora formerly “wife of Wiliam de Weston, John son of William de
Weston snd Willium de Wattenhull, "ex:cuntors of ithe Will of Willinm de
Weston agem sted Willlam son of John de Perton for n debt of £26.
Deofandant &till did not appear ‘and the Rheriff returned that he held- nothing
-within bis :bailiwick, by which he could 'be attached 5 bat it was testified
that he held sufficient, The Sheriff was therefore ordered to distrain and
sroduce- him at Hillary,. At Easter, 1337 the Sheriff, Simon de Ruggeley,

ad been commanded, to take with him four disereet and lawful . knights
of his couity, and to proceed himself to the court of Tettenhall, and in fuli
conrt there, cause t0 be recorded, the suit which was before the court, by
the King’s lesser writ of right, between Roger son of Roger de Blackeley,
near t¢ Wrottesley, plaintiff, and Walter son of John de Perton, prebendary
of Tettenhal], tennnt of o messuage, sixtesn acres of land, and an acre of
meadow, in Tettenlall ; and to return the record, nnder his senl, into court,
at this term, and gumman the parties for the same date, And the said
Whalter appenred by attorney, but. Roger did-not appear ; and the Sheriff
now returned that he had gone in person, to the said couort, and had. taken
with himi four - disereet and-.lawful knights, and the suitors of the court
had rafused to iake a record. ' The Sheriff was fined half & mark, for not
mentioning, in his retarn, that he had summouned the parties. At Trinity
Walter appeared. by attorney, but Roger did not appear so the. suit-was
dismissed. The bailiffs of the court, were ordered, in case of attempted
ibjury to the said Walter, that the said Walter should be restored and coms

ousated. At the samne court the essoin of Leon de Perton sued John de

plferd and Ralph his brother, nnd John the bailiff of the abbot of Dore,
in Derbyshire, in & plea that they, to$ether with William son of William
de Pyletenhale, John de Levynton, Thomas de Pyletenhale, John of the
Hall of Newport, and Jobn de Honton, bad forcibly reaped bis growing
corn at Wyghtwyck, and carried if.off to the value of £10., None of the
deféndants appeared, and the Sheriff returned that they held nothing, by whick
they could be attached. He was therefore ordered to arrest and produce them
at the quindene of Hillary. The case came on again for hearingin 1338, when
none of the defendants appeared, and the Sheriff returned certain suma.into court
as proceeds of distraints made against them. He was therefore ordered to di-
strain again, and to arrest Johu de Fulford and Ralph, whe could not be
fonnd, and to prodoce them at the quindene of Hillary. On 12th December
1388, an aagize took place, as to whether William son of Hugh de Wrottesley,
(n younger brother ofp William whodied 1813, and not Hugh de Wrottesloy, the
family head) ; Thomas Crey; Richard de Ovyoteshaye ; Thomas his sou ;
Ralph de Fulford 5 and John his brother had unjustly disseized Walter son of
Jdobn de Perton of thirty nores of Iand, two acres of meadow, three
scres of wood, and four acres of - pasinre in Tettenball, William appeared by
William de Hampton, hia artorney, whbo also answered for the others, us
their bailiff, atid denied the disseizin, and stated that the tenements were .a
parcel of the Manor of Tettenhall, which is of ancient demesne of the crown,
sud-in which no-writ would- run, except the lesser writ of right, and he
prayed for judgment on this point. Walter did pot deny.that the Manor
of Tettenhall was of ancient demesne of the crown, nor that the tenements
were o parcel -of the Minor, but he pleaded that the said tenements, ia:the
time of Edward the first, formed part of the demesne lands of the Manor, in
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the hand ‘of the king, and not of inferior tenure, in the hands of the tenants,
and thus the tenements were a froe feo, and sneable at common law.  Willimn
denied this and appealed to jury. The jury found that the fenemenis were
in tho seizin of King Edward the first, grandfather of the present king, as
part of his demesne lands of the said Manor, and not of inferior tenure, and
that the said William nnd Thomas Crey had unjustly disseized the said
Walter of them. Damages to be paid to Walter de Perton twenty shillings,
and the said’ Walter to recover seizin; but he is in misericordia for a false
glaim "against the others. In 1339 William de Perton was appointed one of
the justices to hear and determine the complaint of John son of John de
Suiton on Trent, that Hogh son of John de Prestwood, and Jobn brother of
eaid Hugh bad robbed him of goods and chatiels to the value.of £60 and. of
monsy in coin to the value of £100. At Michaelmas 1340, Richard de la
Lone and Margaret his wife, sued William de Pertou of Trysul, for a debt
of £10 10s.. owing to the said Margaret, as arrears of an annual rent of ten
shillings. William did not appear, and the Sheriff was orderd te distrain and
produce him. Richard son of Henry de Perion, who brought an nesize of
novel disseigin agninst Matildn formerly wife of Nicholas, son of Roger de
Lee, aud Roger son of Walter Millson, in the matter of ienements in Over
Penne, did not appear, so that he and his sureties Adam de Swyneshed and
Henry de.Swyneshed are én misericordin. At Easter 1341 Margnrof
formerly wife of John de Perton, executrix of the will of John de Periow
was gtill being sued by Robert atte Wood of Kidderminster, in s plea
that she, together with her co-ezecutor . William de Perten, should
render to him five marks, which they unjustly detained. Margaret
appeared, and pleaded that eho never had mdministered to the goods
and chattels of Jobn de Perton,-in Perton and Tresel, as stated by
Robert, and she appealed to jury. William de Perton did not appear,
and thé Sheriff was ordered to distrain and produce him. Same year 1341
William de Perton lord of Trysul grants to Richard of the Hili of Wytemere;
two acres of his waste in Tresel, for life, remainder to the son of the said
Richard in tail, remainder to William his brother in fail, remainder .to
Robert' his brother, and the heirs of his body for ever. In 1345 Les
de Perton had a pgrant from the king of one hundred acres of aste
in the Forest of Kinfare, at Oldford, near Staplehall, while he was holding
the appointments of pannetarius regis or king's napperer and.later in from
1348 to 1366 of escﬁ:ator for Worcestershire. He lived at Wiihtwick and
wos the uneis of Sir John. In 134%, Henry de Perion, who brought-an
usrizo of: novel disseizin against Henry som of Richard de Flechowere, and:
others r2 tenements in Over Penne, did not appear to prosecnte-it;..so hs
and his sureties William son of Hugh, and Johkn Buffary were in miserivondia;
In 1346 William do Porton appeared by essoin against William de Kynge;
‘William son of John Lovekyn, ﬁichard ithard, Williznm de. Wolmere, Admi
son of Walter Pevey, Adam de Ellwalle, Roger Baronn, Robert Malot, Robert.
atte Yate, John son of John Lovekyn, Richard Bungay, and soveral. others:
named, all tenants of Perton and Pattingham Manors, for forcibly breaking
into his close at Perton, and burning his-gates and fences, to the value of &
hundred shillings. Defendanis did not appear, agd. the Sheriff rotarned
that they held nothing in his bailiwick, by. whichhe.could attach .them,
He was therefore ordered to arrest them, and produce them nt.the quindeng
of Trinity, A postseript shows that the suit. was adjourned {o the following
Hiilary., Inthe same year, John son of Williane de Perton, sued Philip de
Lutteley, for a debt of £20. Philip did no} appear, and the Sheriffis ordered
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to attach him, for the quindens of Trinity.” Sir John'de Aston was then Sheriff
of Staffordshire. In 1345 William de, Perton was appointed, by letters
patent, to be commissioner with John  Giffard of Chillington, t¢ return tha
value of the, land held by every person in Staffordshire, of tha value of
£100 and upwards ;- and two years later in 1347, he was one of the justices
assigned to hear and determine the complaint of Ralph, Baron. Stafford,
thnt-Thomas-th%Vpﬂor of .saint Thomas near Stafford, John de Barghurst.
(son-in Jaw of William de Perton), and others named, had forcibly broken
into and hunted in his park, whilst he was abroad, in the king's serviee,
_ In 1347 o fiual concord was envolled, betwesn Lioon de Perten complainant,
and William son of John de Tresel, deforciant, of a messuage, fiffy acres.
of land, and four acres of meedow, in Womborne and Tresel, which Richard
in the Lone and Margaret his wife, held for the.life of Margaret.  Willlami
granted the reversion to Leon and his heire, for which Leon gave forty marks
of silver. At Michaelmas same year, Nicbolas de Shareshull, sued William
de Perton, for taking and unjustly detaining his cattle, William did not
appear, and the Sheriff was ordered to distrain and produce him on the
%;:lﬂindana of Hillary. - At Hillary 1348 Willinms de Perton sued Roger le
son, - John le Hunte, William Genesone, . and Ralph son of Henry le
Grate, of Overton, for forcibly breaking into his clese at Qverton, and
cutting down his trees, to the value of sixty shillings. None of the defendants’
appeared, and- the Sherift was ordered to disirain the said Roger, who had
found bail, and to arrest the others, and produce them, at three weekd from
Haster. At the same court the adjourned case of William de Perton versus
William le Kynge, Btephen Saresone, John Dole, William son of John
Lovekyn, Richard Gilberd, William de Wollmers, Roger Baron, Robeit,
Malot, John son. of John Lovekyn, Rishard Bungay, Robeit atte Yate,
William Bungay, and ten others named ; for forcibly breaking into his cless
at Perton, and burning his getes and fences, and taking hid goods and
chatiels io the value of one hundred shillings, came on again. None of the
defendants appéared, and the Sheriff returned that they could not be found.
He was ordered to arrest and produce them at the quindene of Easter. At
Easter 1849 William de Perton sued Henry FPrysse of Ruggeley, John de
Hodynet, Bertram de Baggenliolt, Robert le Saye, William Bythewater,
Nicholas de Huntingdon, and John de Huntingdon, in a plea that eash of
them, shonld render & reasonable accomnt, for the time they were the
receivers of his money : the defendants did not appear and the Sheriff was
ordered fo attach them, for the quindene of Hillary. A day was given to
William son of John Prees of Bobbington, .and Ermendrea daughter of
William do Perton, glainti:ﬂ’ ; and Richard de ]a Lone of Hampton, and Mdrgaired
‘his wife, in a plea of covenant, on the quindene of Hillary. prece partium et
sine eseoniis. At the lentem assizes 1346, there wasa judicial enquiry as to
whether Nicholas de Trescote,. chaplain, Robert Beket, chaplain, William
de Ferton and John hiz son and William brother of the said John, and
Roger son of Richard de Ovyoleshaye bad unjustly disseized William son
of John do Tresel of a messuage, two carncates of land, a bundred acies of
%asture, and two hundred scres of heath in Trysul and Seisdon. William
tatt appeared for Nicholas and Roger, and denied the disseizin, snd zppeal-
ed to & jury'; while Richard Beket, William de Perton, John his son, and
Wﬂ]iq'm. brother of John -appeared and. answersd as ferants, pleading that
an assize would. not lie; because when the. tenements in question were in
sbizin of Thomas som .of Richard de. Qvyoteshaye, whose status they
now lield, the sefd William son of John de Tresel had released amd quit
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claimed to him, all his right and olaim to them, and they.produced the deed
of William de Tresel to that effect, dated from Wollemere, in the county of
Stafford on Monday after the feast of saint Michael 1348,  William son .of
Jobn de Tresel denied that the deed was hid act, and apﬁ'ealed to'a jury ; the
witnesses named on the deed being Philip de Lutteley, Richard de Evenefeld,
William lo Synter, and John de Rugge le Piere (probably meant for le Pere).
The Sheriff was therefors ordered to Summon = jury together with the above
mentioned witnesses for Monday after the feast of saint Peter ad vineulas, at
Lichfield. A vpostscript of the adjourned case says that Richard Beket,
Richard de Evenefeld, and William le Synter, together with John de Rugge
and Philip de Lutteley, who were dead, did not appesr. The Sheriff was
aecordingly ordered to distrain and to produce the absentees at Stafford on
Wednesday (date illegible) ; the deed said to be forged,. fo remain in the'
custody of Roger Hillary., The Sheriff had bern ordered to produce in
court Richard in the Lare and Margaret his wife, to acknowledge whal
right they claimed in a messuage and fifty ncres of land and four acres
of meadow in Womborne and Trysull, which William son of John de Tresel,
had granted by fine to Leon de Perton. In 1347 Jokn de Adton, knight, sued
Williamm de Perton, Philip de Luttelsy, John Buffary, and William de
Bobbington in a plea that they should each render a reasonable account for the
time they wers the receivers of his money, Befare his father’s death, as early as
1327, the Suhsidy Roll makes William de Perton the principal land owner of
Trysull, and in » deed of the Wrottesley collection, dated 1340, he styles him-
gelf lord of Perton and Trysul or Tresel. Inanother deed in the same collection,
and dated 1357, there are mentioned besides himself, a son John, a som
William and a danghter Ermendrea or Ermentrude, who had become the
wife of William de Prees of Bobbington, son of John and Agnés, and
alrendy mentioned in these detrils. He had however other children Henry
de Perton living 1332 0. 8. P, Walter de Perton of Stirchley, 2nd son,
1339 and 1843 who married Margaret de Stirchley living 1843 and his
widow in 1388, the parents of John de Perton who had two sons, 1. William
de Perton of Stirchley father of John wheo sold his interest in Perion 1388
and 0. 8. P, and of Thomas who alsp 0. 8. P. having sold his interest in
Perton in 1396 ; 2. Leo de Perdon who married Cecilia daughter of.,....Corbet
of Leigh and had a son William wlio sold the reversion of Perfon and Tres
cote in 1396, was living in 1426 and died 1426, leaving 2 son Henry Perton-
of Oldington parish of Worfield, which his father purchased, and who
died aged about 60 in 1459, being the ancestor of the Pertons of Chesterton,
eto., in Workield parish, There was also armother son of Walter and Margaret,
Richard de Perton who 0. 8. P. and a danghtar Matilda wife of......del
Crouch of Solihull, parents of Thomas del Crouch of Solihull who 0. 8. P.~
A second daughter of William and Matilds was Joan wife of John de Barn--
hurst 1347 parents of John de Barnhurst born in 1339 who sold his interest
in Perton and is supposed to have died issneless. In 1350 we find Bir John
Perton, chivaler, the heir of his father William, by Giles Carles his attorney,
sued Thomas de la Hyde, and Margaret his wife, to carry out an agreement
and convenant, made between them, respecting s carucats of land and a
messuage, in Ideshale (Shiffual Co., Salop): defendants did not appear, and
the Sheriff was ordered to attach them, for the octaves of Michaelmas, In.
1355 John de Perton, chivaler, was in the retinue of Henry, Earl of Laneas.
ter. At Easter 1354, Roger de Aston, Richard de ]E[ami:lun, sad John.de
Saintpierre, executors of the will of John de Aston, chivaler, sued William
de Perton, and Jokn Duffary, in a plea that they should render a reasonable™
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~-"'negdunt for-the tinie they were the receivers of the monies of the said Jobn
. de Aston: defendants did nof appear, and the sheriff was ordered to attach
-" thiem for the quindene of Trinity. It is evident that for some reason, before
- 'his death, John de Astonm, knight wasnof in control of his own property,
‘which had been managed by trustees as above. If it was on account of
lundcy, he must have been compos mentis in 1347, In the same year as above
(1354) William de Perton was » witness to a deed from Ralph, Earl of Stafford
. .%o John'de Sutton of Dudley and Isabella his wife, granting them the Manor
- of Over Peone. Al Michaelmas, 1357 Simon the abbot of Westminster, once
- more brought up the old claim of his abbe{, and sued William de Perton
for the Manor of Parton, as the right of his church of the blessed Peter of
Westminster, by a writ of entry, %Villiam prayed a view, and the suit was
. adjourned until five weeks from Easter, the view to be made in the interim.
. At Michaelmas 1358 Simon, abbot of Westminster, again sued William de
Perton, for the Manor of Perton, in which William had no entry, except by
Hugh, formerly bishop of Coventry and Lichfield, to whom Walter, former-
Iy abbot of Weatminster, had demised it for a term, whioch had expired ;
and he stated that the said Walter was seized of the manor in Henry the
third’s reign, oto. William defended his right, and siasted that Jobn de
Perton his father, and whose heir he is, had died seized of the manor as of
fee, and after his death, he bad entered as son and heir, and not by the said
_Hugh, as stated by the abbot in his writ. As the abbot could not deny this
the it was dismissed, and the abbot was in misericordia for a false olaim.
And now comes more trouble from the oppressed tenantry of Perton, for at
Miokaelmns 1858, Thomas o'th’ Green of Perton, William Nicholes of
Perton, and Henry atte Yate of Trescote, tenants of the king, in the Manor
of Perton, which is a member of the Manor of Tettenhall, which was said to
- be of the ancient demesne of the crown of England, appeared by their attorney
. Righard de Fynchenfeld, against William de Perton, and John his son, in &
- plea that they exacted from them, other customs and services than they and
. their ancestors were wont to render in the time that the Manor was in the
bands of king’s'(ﬁroganitors. The defendants did not appear, and the Sheriff
- wag ordered to distrain, and produce them on the quindeme of Hillary, A
postscript states that the SBherift mede no return, and he was ordered, again,

- to produce them, at three weeks from Easter. It iz humiliating to see, in
.these resords of our amcestors how frequently the action of the Sheriff,
and others, depended upon the position and power of the relative parties
. in asmit; and the clap trap modern formula of “ one law for the rich,
and another for the poor,” was in those days, a veal factor., It is also
-remarkable to observe, how small a contro! seems to bave been exercised
. by the jundicisl and higher anthorities over the Sheriffs of those days,
On' Monday after the feast of eaint Lawrence 1354, we find that Leo

- do Perton was one of a jury appointed by the Sheriff to draw up an
extent of the goods and cimttels that were held by Thomas de Gatacre

. on_April 1lth, when he should have appeared to answer-ihe charge
made sgaingt him for the death of Philip de ILatteley. About this
time the bitter foud, was in active progresa between the friends of Sir William
. . de Shareshull, the lord chief justice, on the one hand, and the friends of Sir
. Hugh de Wrottesley, K. (., on the other hand, smongst the former were the
Peortons and- Lutteleys,-and for the latter were the (fatacres, Tetteburys, eto.
This had resuited in several violent deaths including those of John de Perton,
Ehilip de Liatteley and Philip de Whittemers, opponents of the Wrottesley
. fadtion, . and “the-two-former related to Shareshull, It does not appear that
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‘the ohief justice’s party éver get 5o far a8 to murder; ~Thess érimbs nmurslly
led to & considerable amount of judicial edquiry. Sir Huph' deWredttestoy,
the prime mover and responsible agent it these murders, was o military
filibustarer of unscrupulous character, #nd was first indioted for the: murder
of John de Perton, but on the strength of his wilitary renown, and hishigh
position as & Knight of the Garter he managed to obtuin from King Edwhrd
a lotter of pardon for this crime, duted from Westminster, Mhy 2Vth
1354, « Tha}izing of his special grace, and for the-good serviess which
Hugh de Wrotteslay, knight, has performed in parts boyond: the séds, has
pardoned him for the death of John de Perton, who has been killed; it was
stated, before the 28th of November 1339,” He had previously had'& ‘royal
pardon for this offence, and the asbove wis & renewal of the saine under the
great seal. Having been indicted for other serious erims, asmongst which
were the murders of Philip de Lauttelsy, and Fhilip do Whittemerd, he
bad been srrested, and commiitted to the kings prison of the Marshalses at
Kingston-on-Thames, along with his fellow criminal William de Teitebury
junior : thence they both having broken prison bounds, escaped, with-'the
evident connivance, if not assistance of ‘the Marshall Robert Bolour; who was
afterwavds fined ten pounds for this remiseness of duty and vigilence, though
he was probably only a tool of his supetior Sir Walter dé Munney, uirder
whom Sir Hugh de Wrostesley had served in France. The honticidal knight
wag now an outlaw, and found it high time to apply for furthes royal protec-
tion, as by a recent law, he could bd now sumwarily convicted afler a trial
withont jury and sentenced to death forthwith, 8o on the Friday after the
three weeks following the feast of saint’ Michael 1856 thb said Bit Hugh de
Wrottesley, knight, appeared before the justices of Staffordshire stating: that
he had been indicted for the death of Jobn de Petton, and he produced King
Edward’s lotter patent, dated from Westminster, October }8th of that year, by
which the king “ of his special grace pardoned Hogh de Wrottesiey, -ohivaler,
for the deaths of Philip de Lutteley, ahd Philip de %Vhittamere,‘ and fok brepk-
ing out of his ]%ison of the Marshalsea; and likewise for the reception of Fohn
de Tettebury, William de Tettebury, and Whalter de Tettebury, indicted for
the same deaths, and likewise for the death of Thomas de Biretton, and.:for
any transgressions of vert and venison, pergatratad by the said Hugh, within
the king’s forests, and likewise for moy ontlawries, whioch hud been promul-
gated againgt him on the same oceasions.” This action was mot izken by
‘Wrotiesley a day too soon, for as an outlaw, ho was now not entitled fo a
jury ¢ and the opposite faction were taking staps to push the matter io its
ultimate roI}:e yarn noose of the county town, Katherine the widow of the
murdered Lutteley, was praying that execution of ‘outlawry mignt be put ip,
and Hugh de Wrottesley and William de Tettebury, junior, be taken as vutlaws,
to be adjndicated on by a_relative of the victim of the cutrage. On March
8th, 1356, Sir Hugh de Wrottesley hnd to enter into a recognizance with the
king, not to molest in fature, Katherine de Luttelay, Philip de Lutisluy,
‘William de Perton, John de Perton, or Leo de Perton; under s peralty of
£2000. At Michaolmas 1855 William de -Perton and John his son were
attached at the suit of John do Sutton of Dudley knight, im a plea that they
had conspired at Perton, with ons William son ‘of Richard de la.:Tione - of
Hampton, to accuse him of aiding and abetting -Robert Ie Bydére-df Dudley,
William le Rydera of Dudley,and Nicholas Jobinel, whom Ro{eﬂi Pogmerifeld
had nppenled of a robbery, and in conssquence of which, hs hmd:been tuksivdnd
detained in the king’s prison, until the said Roberl Dogmergfeld hid withidriwn
his appeal, and he stated that, in.oonkequence of their malividus: consjiiricy,
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ham been:aprosied..on dho- X jmndene of Epster 1343, and-
defaingd in prison. {4l the. g npf saint John the Baptist, in' the agmg
ym,,mdfor which ha. cleimed £1000 % damages. The defendents denied
the; gmli;,, ppa.lqd to ﬂ:@ co ty: 8 jury was therefore to he smme
At T Tp Ear] of Stafford, sned John de Perion
eh}njgr,rfor #he qnm pf £2Q ko, defandunt put in mo appearance, and the
Sheriff retarned that he held nqthmg within bis bailiwick, that could ba
distrained... His. mldenne, at thip time was. probably Starchlay in the nexi
cayaty, whers. he .would have all bis goods and ohattels,” The Sherift
85 in the. usual cowrss, wss orderpd to arrest him, and Tmrodnce
him, g.the getaves of saint Michael, ﬁus -record suggests that old %hlham
dp Perion was still alive, and is thsa Ingt recorded here during his life, for
he must have died very soom riterwards We may deduce from other
evidence, the fact that when his dpa.d: did ocenr, his son and beir, Bir John
wes abgend,. probsbly on some military business, and in the meantime his
brother W;]ham asxs fo have guf bimself in possession of the patrimsony,
eithior . with, or w:l,tgaut the consent of the heir. He left his widow Matilda
seryiving with, two sons snd one dgm hter, the remaining children havin
peabably- died bafore {th.an' parent. [ have not bsen so far sble to meet wit
any recosd of an inquisition poat mortem for the deceased William de Perton,
and it ds a voteworthy fact that bis son and heir fock possession thhout
paying the gsual fine for ];us livery. In fact extreme trickiness is su
on the part of .these. later [Pertons, in the family reconds, and probaify the
‘possession of the p@tnmquy gethp you er i:\rother Was & conspiracy

e% rand the revenue by ayaidiog the usgal re ef fees and fines.

Sir John de Perton, knight, son and heir of William now succecued to the
mpnor a8 lord of Trysul, tirchley and Trescofe, he had been knighted
in, 1346 at the pisge. of Calajs by Edward ibe third, and ocoupied a cons
spicnous pogition in the military career of this warlike monarch, In 1336-87
he was in Scotland, in reju,p.ue of Balph, earl of Staﬂ‘ox;d and took part
mthﬁlbatﬂe of ,thdouu ill, hs wag present ab Cregy, in the retinue of
William de Clinton, Harl . of Hw:l gdon, and in many minor engagements,
and in k855 was in:the retinue of Honry, Earl of Lancgster. In 1341 the
king appointed him tp the .office ,of escheator for the five Counties of
Wrcester, Glonpester, Salop,. Stafford, and Hereford fogether with the
Marches of. Wales, for, which he xeceived £10 a.nnually 1856, he was
with Lancaster at the . by#le of Poictier, apd in 13¢1 he was appomj;ed
cqmnpmqner fo array and,arm men for the .defence of the kingdom, durin
the kings's sb sence. He taok possesgion of hl§ estales without the wusua

Wﬁomﬂlﬂes shiepdant on his' speqession, and two years later, in
1363, he had v, & fine of five marks for_pardon fqr a trapsgression of
which be ers iad been gmltyhm takmg posgession of the Manor of
Perton @tﬂgcensa, high wag beld n capite of the kmg” He was also
%h@n&' g Siaffordshire ﬂqx 1865, 1871, and 3372, Sir Jobn had moarried

ii:]:l,e: ,sogap,d danghter of Sir William do Shareshull knight, lord

chief jinstice .of .the king's bench, and . ,thp effect of this marriage was
the Pro ;u:thn Jnuch She illfealing: that subsequenily existed between
8 nei hhm:s, ) who npturally cpnsidered this a]hance a8

-ho. aﬂ[et:t .cougse. .of the administration .of juptice jn the

d{atrlqt. pnd. we, infer, fropa the recorded procesdings that such was
y thq, we- Sharashygll was  the, owaqr of Batieghull which he had

from ﬂg&@mp gnd he b alsomu:ohaﬁaﬂ the two Sars

s in Stafiordshive. This of contes intenyi-
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fied the family: feud that had for some time "disgraced the two allied families -
of Wrottesley and Perton, until it culminated  as we' have seen in the™
murder of John da Perton, the mncle of Sir John, in what General "
Wrottesloy is pleased to call an affray, in 1389, At the Lenten: assized of
1861 there was a judicial enquiry ss to whether William de Perton had -
unjustly deseized John de Perton, chivaler, of the Manor of Perton. William -
did not appear, but one Robert Balle answered for him as bailiff, ‘and denied
the disseizin, The recognitors stated that the said John was seized of the
Manor, as of his freehold until disseized by the sxid William, and they aasess- -
ed the damages of Jobn at one hundred ghillings. John was therefore to re--
cover seizin and the above damages., At the Eillary torm 1362 William son -
of John de Tresel, came inte court, on Ash-Wednesday of this year and:
acknowledged his deeds in court. and prayed that they might be enrclled.
Here follows a deed by which William son of Jobn de Tresel, granted to
John son of William lord of Perton Enight, all the lands, tenements and
services, ete., which he held in the fes of Overton, Womborne, and Nether
Penn, excepting a messuage and three acres of land in Nether Penn, which
he held by the gift and feoffment of William son of Hugh de Penns, together
with all reversions, which might fall {o him by the deatﬁ of- anybody within
the said fee, to be held by the said John, his heirs and assigns for ever. Wit
nessed by Richard lord of Evenefeld (Enville), Philip de Lutleley, Thilip de .
Bobbington, Thomas de la Lowe, Richard de Everdon, Thomas Buffary, and
John atte Lee and dated from Styrcheslaye (Stirchley Co., Salop), on Monday -
the feast of Pentecost 1357. By a second deed, 'Wjirl]iam, son of John de
Tresel releases to William lord of Perfon, and to Jobn the sop of the said
William, knight, and to his heirs and assigns, all his right and claim, which
ke had, or might have in futnure, in the Manor of Trysul, and in the rents and
services of all the tenants of the said Manor, and in Seizdon and Wollemere,-
and in all hamlets or wastes, and pastures of the eaid Manor, and in & waste
in the fee of Qverton, which extended from Bekkemonesburyness to Smeth-
stalleforde, Witnessed by Richard lord of Evenefeld, Philip de Luiteley,
Richard de Everdon, and Philip de Bobbingten, and dated at Enville on Tuesday
the feagt of the invention of the eross 1357. And & third deed by which the
said William son of John de Tresel, acknowledged that he had received from
the hands of William lord of Perton, and Jobn son of said William, Enight,
forty marks of good and legal money in full payment of forty marks in
which the said William and John were bound fo him by the ordinance and:
and consideration of six honest and legal men, namely, Thomas atte Iowe,
Richard de Everdon, Thomas Buffary, Philip de Bobbington, John atte
Lee, and John atie Nulhouse, Witnessed by Richard Leveson, Philip de
Bobbington and Thomas Buffary. Dated from Perton on Tuesday the
feast of Pentecost 1857. General Wrotiesley remarks that, “ These
deeds denote the extinction of theold knightly family of Tresel, lords
of Trysul and Beisdon in Staffordshire ; and of Frankley and Willingwich
in Worcestershire, who derived from Baldwin the Domesday tenant of
the same manors. Frankley appears to have been given -to & Littelton
in marriags with 5 daughter of the house,” William de Tresel, who Beeins
to have died unmarried, was nephew of Sir Jobn de Perion, who was
probebly his heir at law, There isa notite ina plea roll of Michaelinas
1362, of ‘Alice daughter of Robert de Perton, but these two have nei
been identified and it- is impossible to do ao in the alsence of further
evidence respecting them. In July 13628 plea roll' records that the . abbot
of Westmineter was summoned at-the: suit of - John d& -Perton-chivaler;: for-
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faking and unlawfolly detsining his caftlé. The esid” Jobn' de Pertux stated -
that on the Monday before- the feast of All Saints 1361, the abbot had "taken
in u certain place called Harewood, within the Manor of Perton, - four cows
belonging to kim, and for whick he claimed £40 as damages. The xbbot
appeared by atiorney, and defended his action in the taking of the cows,
stating that the said John, under the name of John de Perton, eldest som of
William de Perton, by his deed reciting that, wherews the Manor of
Pertoon, in the county of Siafford, which was held of the king, in capite, and -
which was claimed {y the abbot and convent of Westinster, as the right of
hia church of saint Poter, had come into his hands, that he, for the sake of -
and for remission of the claim made by the said abbot and -convent,
the liconse of the king being first obtained, by his deed now granted for
himself and his heirs for ever,'an annual rent of one hundred shillings from -
the manor, to be paid and received by equal portions at the feast of saint
Michael and at Easter; and if it should happen that the said rent of ome
hundred shillings, should be in arrear, in part or in whole, for a month, that
it should then be lawful for the said abbot and his successors by kimself or
by his deputy, to distrain in the said Manor, and to drive the animals so
distrained, to the Manor of Knoll, in the county of Warwick, or elsewhere,
in the county of Stafford, and to retain them, wuatil the arrears hiad been
aid. And so, beeanse, fifty shillings of the annual rent due at the previous-
ichaelmas was in arrear, he had taken the said oattle from the piace called
Harewood, which was a parcel of the Mawor, The abbot here produced -
the deed of the said John, which was dated from Perton on September the
first 1361 ; together with letters patont from the king, dated on July 1st of
the same year, t{ which permission was given to the said John fo burden
the manor with the said rent, and license to the said abbot and his successors
to receive the gaid rent ; into whatever hands the Manor might fall. John de
Porton stated in reply that be could not deny that the deed produced was'
his act, nor that E&y shillings of the said annual rent was in arrear. Upon
this evidence the suit was accordingly dismissed, and John de Perton was in
wisericordia for bringing forward a false claim. The abbot was to retain
the caitle until his claim was satisfied. In 1863 John de Perton, chivaler,
sued William Hawardyn for forcibly entering -his houses at Trysul, arnd
carrying away timber from them, and for cuiting his growing trees o the
value of £10, William did not sppear and the S8henff was ordered to
arrest and produce him on the octavens of saint Michael. In the same year
a Perton tenant was prosecuted amongst several others, by Sir Hugh"
Wrottesley for breaking by force into his mill at Wightwick, and taking his-
fimber therefrom, and other goods and chattels belonging to him at
Wrottesloy, to the value of £12, and for treading down arid comsunming his-
grass at Wodnesfield to the value of forty ehillings, with their cattle. Nome-
of the defendants appeared, and the Bheriff was ordered to distrain Adam
Thomkyes ‘of Oldesfaling, . who bad found bail, and to arrest William de
Muleward: of Perton Mulne, along with the others, and to produce’ themi on-
the octaves of Martin. John de-Perton, knight, ocours'as a witness to a deed
at' Penkridge, along with 8ir Hugh Wrottesley, knight, and others in 1865,
In 1866 Jobn Perton thivaler again swes William Hawardyn for forcibly
breaking into khis- houses at Trysul and taking timber valued at £10- from:
them. William-did not appear and the Sheriff returned that ke held nothing
1o his-bailiwick. . He was therefore ordered fo arrest him, and produce him
n.the gnindene-of Trinity. * In 1364 John de Perton was anxiousto énlarge
and: impiove his-Mavor. housp:aj Perton, and-an:* iuguisitio ad qued:-donnm 7
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topk place- at .that date;.: o return: swhother i$-:womld bate the detrimant.:
of the king, or any other persen, ¥ ' John: de Penton, knight, snolosed .
a . ceriain Iﬂﬁd, lﬁadiﬂ ] frbm !’l]le 'ViHa a «ﬂf Pﬂ“in hm,' ud.al'c. tha
mmaxor- honse of the said John o thewill of. M, for the porpese of -en-
largiog hisawid menor homse, The. enquiry was held -af.-Perion; on the -
Friday. afiar the faast- ofisaint 'Clement the Pepe 1364;. on. the-oath:of Themss
Buffary; Adam Warings,-John de Wightwick and others, who say, that the
new rozd. will be miore convenient. fer fravellers ; and:the rosd to be sunclesedc
contained 106.perches of land i length, and .26 in breadth. . In the originalia
of 1365, nnder the head of grosrae fines, it sistos thet John-de Perton, knight, -
paid half a mark for s licensp to-enclosa this road: In-1367 Joha dp-Perton -
chiwales, ie named in the Kinver Forest proceedings as a verderer of the fores, -
and: Leo:ds Peripn his.cousin a8 s regarderar of the-said:forest, snd in the -
same-yenr the former sued William son’ of .Petey Tandy .and- Jasn hia- wife
for four acres of land in Seisdon, which he claimed by wrif.of guare cessanit
per bienmum ;- the defendanis did not appear, and the Sheriff was ordered-
to take the tenemenis into the king’s hand; snd to summon-them for a month
from Michaelmas, In the following comrt, Sir Johr de Perton racovered
the fomr. acres from William ser of, Peter Tandy, and Joan his- wife throngh:
the defendants meking defsnit, In 1368 we find & remarkable record
where e prisoner surrendered to a charge proferrpd agsjust him thirty-two
years after the commission of the erime sud which General Wrottesley
considers. to be am' evidence of the general corrnption andrunjust extartion
connected with the administration of justice at thisperied. William Buffary
son of Hugh Buffary of P'enn, had.a very serious charge preferred against-
him in. 1336, and which was-no less. than the abduction.of Mergaset ihe -
wife.of John e Tresel, togeather with. goods and chettels balonging to- -the
said .. John .valued at twenty shillings, whioch latter- prebebly represented the.
wearing apparel and jewelry upon her person at the fhme. Fhis ovowrred: on
Menday after. the feast «of All Saints, snd was fallowed on Monday sfier the
faast-of seint Michael, tton somthe later, by the poisening:of John de - Tresel,;
the busband. himself;; probably in order to obtain fer the.said Margaret her.
dower of onesthird .«of the hushand’s -preperty. -Fer thesp .oximes, after a
protracted -trial and repéated adjournments; without:the arrestiof theaopused,
& process of .outlewry: ‘was:.eventually. promulgeted against -bim, by, . the.
hundzed ' of Ssisdon 1n 1364, or:.iwenly-nine yesrs aftar the comymisaion jof
the first.crime; and things were thexeby made so wnpleasant for him -ihat.
in this yemr of 1368. ho- surrendered himself-at Mic: 85 dotm, . and. was.
admitted 4o bail. . General Wrottasley. remarks; that (this lenienoy is probably
explained by @& guit thet follows, when William: Buffary was. opposed Lo fir
John.deParton, the ,grand nephesr of: the vielim, and-as . we hawve spep, the
son-in-law of thelord iehief justice, A writ was produced which .simted that
the king, bas.bieen infromed that whereas;William sen of Evjfh“ Baffary, of,
Pany.: was. bouad. «bgr & statnte marchant.at Shrewsbury, 4o/ John de Partan
knight, in a snmof £26-13-0,.to-be repaid at a ceriain date named, apd Aher
sime. John .de Parton under the mame-of John son of Wikliamm de -Perlon,,
chivaler, had afferwards by an indeninre made between:ihe.gaid Johp . son . of.
William, sad Wilkiam; son.of Hugh, . ithat if the said- Williim Brffary;
would stund to theaward of William de Shareshull, and.Johy de Newenham;
respiecting ertain debdtes whichihad 'been maved bsiwean:.ithpegid John .de,
Betton: and - William-son of, Hagh Buffary, thatshen dhesaid spengnizangs of;
£26-1-9) 1 Iro:held asonndl, . And whereps-the saitl- William-anmef lig;b,
ftam-Abaydite.of \indenturg,chad hben plways prapaxcd,.snd iis:stil Rasmmeed:
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~tnstand to the: arbitrament of the said Willixm do Bharshull pud ' Fohn
. 4o Newenham respecting :the' said' debates ; novertholess :John .de Paplon
whs wnjustly ‘suing -the said Willism son.of Hugh Buffary, for exsentionof
the recognizance; .to the %'rent damnga-anduooat of 'the said Wiliam soniof
Hugh. -The - iking- therefore comminded them, afier hearing:the complgint
. of the said Williai son of ‘Hagh, and hmintgasaen-the indenture, to proceed
mocordisg to- right, law, aud oustom of the kingdom, Dated feom Weast-
" minster #8th June 4lst Edward'the third. - In-the sme yexr 1368, Lionel
dé Pertor sued Thomus do Glatacre snd Alice 'his:wife, and. also Philip son. .of
said: Thomas, - and: Thomas brother of said Philip, for taking vi & erntis, dive-
stook belonging ¢o him at Morffe wear Enville. At the next courf, the
adjomtned case waa ngain:postponed.to u further dete.- The offance bad heen
- committed as far back 28 1857 and the stosk is deswibed as & borse, . two
boars, two.sows, and . six -pigs;, valued in all at £40. The cate appears-to
have been connected with ecolesiastionl affairs ;. and the Shoriff had retnrned
that the defendants held nothing in bis bailiwick, Gataore being. over the
border in the Shropshire parish of Claverley. He was therefore ordeced to
. arrest thém aud to produce them on the guindene of -Martin, The 1369 the
defenddnts were aitached for the stock,; when they sppeared by attorney, and
denied the trespass and injury, and appesled fo e jury, whish was te be
summoned for the morrow of saint John the Baptist. At Michaslmas: of this
ear is the continuntion of the suit of William son of Hugh Buflary of Nather
- %’enn against Bir Jobn de Perton respecting a hond for forty marks. Jobhn
de Perton appeared to his summons, hnd being shown the indenfurewhich had
been produced by William son of Hugh, stated that it was noi bis act. The
-indenturs-was handed to John Mowbray the justice at the coming ussize,
at which John son of William de Perton ap d by attorney, bnt William
son of Hugh did not appear, and John Mowbray handed the dead back-to
Rohert de [sham. John ge Perton'now claimed execution on the origi
- bond, which was granted, The Sheriff sent no return until Michaslmas
1871, when he returned that William son of Hugh was dead. The Sheriff
was therefore ordered to deliver-to John de Perton all the lands and tene-
ments of the said Williem to be held by him, -according io the statate.
The vriginal bond was preduced in court by Sir Jobn de Perton and. ran
- a8 follows :—Noverint universi me Guilizlmum filium Hugoniz Buffry de
Penne, teneri pro me et hotedibus ot executoribus meis demine Johanni de
- Pavton, milits, heredibus et executoridus suss.in viginii ot sez libriz ¢t trea degim
. solidis sterlingorum sz cavsa mutui. Solvendum dictam peouniam in festi spncti
Michaelis archiangeli prozimo futurq post confectionsm preventum. Einisifenero,
vontzdo giod stsrrant WW,'M{J& etiezecutores meos, peng et diatri ;
in stgiuto domini regis Fdwardi de revognitions delitoruin mercatorum apum
< Burnel, sdito Datum Salop diz martis proximo post fatum sancti Barpabae
- aportoliot: 39 Kdwerd, it} (1366)” Wrottesley thinks the bond was. to save
iliam son of : Hugh B - from ‘the coensequences - of -ths - indictment
- 'mada-agslnst kim in 1365 : dhiers is a mnysterious element of crookedness
- tlirbughout the transhction, wlhieh I:think, wight -possibly he the zesult of
-dypsoftiahia: ‘on - the spart -of Buffary snd nnscrupulous ‘bver resching o :the
- parttof Perton. -In1865:Jokn de-Perton was witness o ths deed by . which
-~ K8mund: ‘Giffard of : Chillington, granted. his Manor  of Walien mear
* “Chebbesaye to ‘Philip de Latteley: - By -another 'deed . the said . Philip- de
~ Lutteley aftorwards-granted: the or 4o Thomas de Lowe' of ‘Whitiingbon,
- sinil’ Philip de:Bebbington ;and Fhomas and Philip afterwards - demised . the

“iMutior toJolin 46 Pordon, - night,: anl Witliam : son.of Wikian: - Caldson of



g 3

© 'Walsall, &nd to their heirs and sssigns by a deed which. was put ini evidence,
- and is copied in the record, and dated from Walton, on the Friday before the
" feast of Epipbany 1371, And whilst it was in their possession, John
brother and heir of Philip de Lutteley, released o the same feoffees all his
right and olaim in the Manor, and.in Wollaston, Old Swyneford and Clent,
held by Fhilip do Lutteley from the Lord of Welegh in Co., Worcester, by a
deed, put in evidence, excepting the third part of the same which
Matilda formerly wife of the said Philip de Lutieley held in dower. Dated
from Lutteley on the Friday before the feast of the Nativily of ssint John
the Baptist 1371. Witnessod by John de Pertonm, chivaler, Richard de
Aston, and Boger le Power. And afterwsrds the said John de Perton, and
Willinm son of William Coleson remitted and quit claimed to John
Purcell all their right and claim in the said Manor, by a deed, dated at
Perton on Tueaday after the feast of the blessed Mary, In 1370 the euii of
Lionel de Parion versus 8imon Malstang, parson of the Church of Evenefeld
(Envilleg, was respited till the quindene of Michael, unless the justices of
ssgize, should firab come to Lichfield, on the Batnrday after the feast of
saint Michael. In the same year it is recorded that the Sheriff had been
ordered to arrest William son of Hagh de Penne Buiffary (or Nether Penn),
and produge him at this term, to acoount to John de Perton, chivaler, for a
sum of eight marks, which he had received from the szid John, and for
which he had been required o account by the verdict of a jury at Lichfield
al Easter 1366 ; and the Sheriff returned that he could net be found, Hae
was therefore ordered to put him into ezigend, and if he did not appear, to
outlaw him, and if he appeared to arrest him and produce him on the cctaves
of Martin. We have seen before that William de Buffary was dead at
Michaelmas 1371. The Staffordshire Plea Roll of 1371 has a Stﬁlplementary
deed, by which John de Cokeslone granted to John Salisbury all his statas
in the beforementioned Manor of Walton, excopting the wardship and
marriege of Felicia davghter and one of the heirs of Thomas de Chatoulne,
" This deed 38 in French and is dated from London, on the Sunday after the
+ feast of Chandelowe 1382 ; and John de Cokeslone was still alive, and by
. yirtue of this grant John Salishury was seized of the Manor until the ssid -
John, son of Edmund Werd had unjustly disseized him : they assessed his
damages at £10. John Salisbury was tﬁereforeto recover geizin of the Manor
. and his damages ; but he was in misericordia for a false claim against John
‘Ward and the other. defendants, The early pari of this suit 18 evidently
omitted. In 1372, a Worcestershire records that Jobn Botietourt,
chivaler, of Hagley, sued Henry de Hagley, Leon de Perton, son of Leon,
snd William brotl);er of Leon de Perton, Henry son of John Wyrley and
four others pamed, for forcibly breaking. into his park at Hug}:{, and
taking game from it, together with six oxen and six cows, worth £10,
None of.the defendants appeared, and the Bheriff returved that they held
nothing within ‘his bailiwick by which they could be attached. He was
therefore ordered to arrest mgﬁprodnce them on the octaves of Hillary. In
. the same year, 1372, the Sherifl of Shropshire had been ordered to arreat
John de Perton, knight, of the couniy-of Btafford, and to keep bim in safe
. custody in the King's prison, uniil he bad paid to Robert de Thornes of
Shrewsbury £60, which he bad acknowledged to owe to him on April 23,
. 1358, before. Henry . Pycard, the mayor of London, and Thomas de Brige-
. worth, clerk, deputed fo take acknowledgmenis of debis in London ;. and
to deliver to the. same Robert all the land aud goods and chaitels of- the
.+ anid- Johp, :according; to:. rensonable. yalue and, exient, until . the said debt
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ftlrHiamages'and costs lind beati levid ifront -them. - Aitd tho Sheyiff had
totutnsd s inqhisition takew.apon ' the-oath of a jury af Mithaelmas férm
+3873, which - stated that the said John held:iu the Comnty “of Salop, &
jcapital messinge and two carucates-of land «i Sticchele’ (Stirchley), ‘which
~¥ere worth one hundred shillings -anriuslly, wnd they had appraised all thé
goods and chattels of the said Jolm within the bailiwick, namely, ‘six oxen
‘86 six marks, two sows with thvee pigs at fivo ‘shillings, comn at sixty one
shillings, and bay af fifty -shillings, -which had been delivered io- the zaid
Robert, - And wherens the said debt and the costs had been now defrayeds
_ and -Robiert refused to deliver np the lands nnd tenements to the said John,
‘n-Writ had- been issued on the complaiot’ of John, calling upon the said
Robert to show cause why the said lands and tenements should not he
delivered up to/'John do Perton, returnable at this date. And John now
appeared by attorney, and the said Robert being solemnly called up to the
fourth day of ‘the plea, did not appear.- Jobn was therefore to recover his
linds and tenements as before the execution. In 1375 Richard son 6f John
de Perton,! knigbt, sued Henry Kemmeson, 'for » beating, wonnding, and ill~
ireating him &t Tettenhall ; Henry did not appear, -and the Shariﬁg refurnad:
that he held nothing in his Bailiwiock, He.waa therefore ordered to arrest
him, and Eroduoe im ton. the gquindene of John the Baptiast : ‘a postseript
states that'the suit was adjourned repeatedly up to the octaves-of Hillary..
In‘1375 Humphrey Swinnerton sued William de Cowleye;, Adem Trumwyne,
‘Adsmn Ademson -of Marshton; John Cook of Marshton, Adam Flemyng,
James do’ Petton, Thomas Bagot, and ‘Richard-de Halghton, for beating
down and consuming bis- growing grass and cora at Blymhill, with their
cattler - None of the -defendants - appeared, and the Sheriff was ordered to
distraid, and produce them on'the cotuves of Hillary. In the same year,
dohn de Perton; knight, King’s escheator for the County of Salop was fined
one:-hundred. shillings, for an insufficient valuation ; he had valued three
oarncates in- Hodnet and. -other ‘places. a4 five shillings annually, which
Richard Hodnet paid anmually - to the "king for them. In the second weék
of Lent 1877 Johnison of John de..Pyryton, knighi, was charged with the
tnurder-of John Walsh, .the parson of the church of Styrcheleye in 8hrop-
shire, on “Wednesday before- the feast of Purification, and the -casé was
brought befors Nicholas Burnell, -and others at Shrewsbury. King Richard
for: certain reasons commanded that the said indictment should be returned
into Court, When the case came up for hearing, ‘Jobn Perton surrendered,
snd - ‘was:: committed to -the Diarshalsea prison, -whemnce the - Marshal
produced him for trial .béfore the Court. ‘When questioned, the said John
stated thet the King had.pardoned him for the eaid death.of ‘the 'parson,
and “he produced the King's letter patent, dated 19th Febrnary, 2nd Ried. ij,
(1378), arhich-stated . that the -King, at the reqaest of .the - Karl of Smﬁbi‘&,
had pardonad John son of John de. Perton, chivaler, for the death -of John
le Walsh, the parson of the church of Sirchley, and he prayed that he
might bo released ; and the King’s. letter patent, -having been inspected, he
wid discharged. Some.time goon after 1377, that .part of Treseoté Manor
known. wag Trescole .Birange. was -acquired by - a- branch of :ths - Wdllaston
favhily, ‘which . formerly : resided at: Wollaston, and now took up theit
rosidence at Tresccte Girange; presently giving off another - offshdot that took
up résidenos at the Hollies,in Perton. Thomas Wollaston is the first notided
ag dettléd.hers, and is.stated to have been .“n person of rank and influence
in the reign-of the sevently Henry, ‘who apptinted’ him bly gratit to the offi
ofkéapeis of ;the :etutwobds’ of: Eyndridge, whick: lie: held-until 1523 .-
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was succeeded by his eldest son ‘John, who lived ai Perton, while  Lis
younger son William resided at Trescote .Grange. Thomas .Wollaston sen
of the above John founded thie Walsall branch of this family, and . appesrs
in severni deeds at Walsall between 1565 and 1570 ; his son Thomas being
appointed trustes of the Curtis Charity at Walsall in 1618, Thomas Woll-
aston the elder resided at Bentley Haye, and in 1578 he laid & bill of com-
plaint against certain persons for * unlowful assembly snd riotous hehavior
at Bentley Haye” {(Walsall corporation deeds). The -above mentioned
William W‘gollast.on of Trescote Grange, died January 7th 1603 seized of
Trescote Grange and the mill in Over Penn, Caldwell’s land in Overton,
Qathill in Trysull, ste., which he left to Hugh Wollaston his son, aged 50, who
died seven years later, leaving a son Edward Wollaston, aged 12, who after-
wards sold Trescote Grange to ...... Chapman. Edwatd Welleston had a
younger brother Henry, who become an alderman of London ; he died in
1617, and left charities for the poor of Tettenhall parish. He had a son
William also of Perion and London, who was Sheriff of Staffordshire in 1631
and Lord Mayor of London in 1643 when he received the honor of knightheod
he nlso left charities to the poor of Tetienhull parish, and his memorial brass
with its quaint doggrel epitaph is still preserved in Tettenhall church, thongh
his monumental inseription i+ in Uocdsnll church. He had a son William
whose daughter Judith was mayried first to Thomas Bach of Oaken, and
secondly to Jobn Traunter of Onken ; she died December, :0th, 1706, and was
buried at Codsall.  Sir Willinm Wollaston seems to have been the last of his
race at Perton, for the family afterwards migrated elsewhere, and their
lands passed by purchase 1o the Wrottesleys along with the Manor of Perton.
This digression is thonght necersnry to avoid auy confusion in consequence of
the Wollastons having been vesident in Perton. At Easter 1381, Joan
widow of Thomas Buffary of Penne, in lier own person, appealed Philip son
of Warine de Penue, Willinm son of John de Perton, chivaler, Johu de
Porton, chivaler, Jolm won of John de Perton, chivaler, Richard son of John
de Parton, chivaler and Warine de Penne, for the death of her husband, the
said Thomas Buffury of Penne; the said Philip de Penne and William de
Perton, as prineipals in the felony, and the others as accessories. None of
the defendants appeared und the Sheriff had Leen ordered to attach them, by
their bodies ; and he now returned that none of them could be found, except
John de Perton, chivaler. He was therefore ordered to put the said Fhilip
and William in erigend and if they did notappear, to outlaw them ; and
if they sppeared to arrest them and produce them on the morrow of saink
Martin, and likewise to arrest the snid John son of Juhn de Perton, chivaler,
Richard son of John de Perton, chivaler, and Warine de Penne and to
produce them on the quindene of Trinity. And respecting the said John
de Perton, chivaler, the Sheriff returned that he was decrepit and detained Ly
such infirmity $hat he condd not produce him before the court, without danger
to his life. He was therefore ordered to produce him coram rege on the
quindene of Trinity, In this same year of 1381, the abbot of Burien upon
Trent sued Johr ds Perton, Inte Sheviff of Staffordshire, for a debt of £20;
John did not appear, and the Sheriff returned twenty shillings as procaeds of
» distraint upon him, He was theiefore ordered to distrain again and to
produce him on the ootaves of Trinity. In 1385 Humphr-y de Halughton
sued in person William de Bleechelay of Offoley, Riehard . Mereer, -Hoger
Taillour, Roger Bertram, William Iremonger, Adam Belle, and  William
Perton of Offeley, for cutting down .vi ef armis his trees and underwood, at
High Offeley uear Eccleshall to the value of £20. .Not zppearing, the
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deferidants wore. ordered- to.be narrested. Sir Joha'ds Perton appears td
have-been twice married, first to Elizabeth second dnughter of Sir Eﬁllia‘m
de Shareshull, the lord chief justire of the ing’s kbench, who however died
1saneless ; aud secondly.to Margaret who survived him, but likewise without
jsane. He had outside-the sanctity of the marital blanket, four sons 1. Lieo
who died witbout jmsme 1381, William, who hecama rector of Blymhill ;
Richard, noticed in the 1375 and 1882 ; and John who got himself into
trouble for dispnsinﬁ of one Walsh the parson of Stirchley in 1377, but
eveptually seoured a king’s pardon for the crime through the Earl of Stafford.
Sir John died in the end of 1388, and the post mortem inquisition took place
at Eccleshall befora Robert de Les, tlie king’s escheator for Staffordshire, on
Wednesdsy after the feast of saint Lawrence, 12th Richard 2nd ( 389): it
states that Bimon de Malstange, and Richard Beket, Chaplains, were seized of
the Manor of Perton Co., Stafford, by the gift and feoffment of John.son of
Williamm de Perion, and gave it to John, wheo is named in the writ, and
Elizabeth danghter of 8ir William de Shareshull, and the heira male of Jolin,
and if Jobn shonld die without male iasne, then afier the death of Joho and
Elizabeth, the Manor was to vevert to John son of Margaret de Stirchley,
and his mala issue, and if he shonld die without male issue, then to Richard
his‘brother, aud male issue, and if Richard should die without male issne,
then to Thomas son of Matilda del Cronch of Solihull and his male
issue, and if Thomas should die without male issus, then to Leo de Parton,”
and his male issue, and if Leo should die without having male issue, then to
the right beirs of Johmn de Perton ; and the jurors stated that the said
Bliizabeth was dend, and the said Johnde Perton died selzed of the Manor,
as of fee tail by virtue of the said eotail, and he died without leaving male
issue, and the reversion of the Manoz therofore lies with John son of Margaret,
who is now living ; and the Manor is held of the king, in capits, by the
service of grand zerjeantry. (The original says petit serjeantry, but this is
evidently an error). There iz an annual fine pazable for alienation, that
is five shillings and a farthing, and it is worth twenty marks annuslly
beyond reprisals, And they say that the said John died =also’ seized of the
Manor of Trysull, together with Matilda his wife, who now survives, to
hold to the said John and Matilda and to the heirs of Jobn ; and it is worth
twenty marks annually beyend reprisals, He also died seized of 8 carncaté
of land in Seisdon near Trysull conjointly with Matilda his wife, who now
survives, to hold to the said John and Matilda, and the heirs of the said
John., And Trysull and the carucate: of Iand in question are held of the
lord of Dudley, but they are ignorant by what service. And John died
on Friday before the foast of the translation of saint Thomas the martyr ;
and John de Barnburst is his nearest of kin, being the son of John, sister
of John, and he is 30 years of age .and upwarde. Thus according to this
inquisition John de Perton sonm of Walter Perton of Stirchley (brother of
Sir -John), became the heir to Perton and Trescote, and nndoubtedly
succeeded . thereto ; while the widow of 8ir: John succeeded to Trysull and
the land in Seisdon which she probably enjoyed for her life, and it would
appear that her heir -would be John de Barnhurst, who though not so
deseribed, is called nearest kin: However this last person the mephew of
8ir John and according to Jones and -Wrottesley, his keir at law, had
disposed of his interest in the property as- early as 1370 long before the
death of Sir John, and he does not appear to- shine as a2 model of integrity,
for ignoring this sale to Leo de Perton, which- he probably knew -would
fiot bo a legal transaction:in a property- held in capite, - immedintety- after
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his- wnole’s -dénth in 1889--he resold -Perion: fo Sir! Humphrey. Stafford, Tor
240 marks, by a deed, at present in ihe Wrottesley . collection... By the
éscheator’s accounts and from an inquisition taken in'1425.Jobn de -Perton
son.of Walter is fodnd to have been in possession of ‘Pertoni and Trysull;
when the widow Margaret must have been dead ; and it is stated that John
dé Perton had alienated the Manor of Perton, without the necsssary royal
litense to Richard - Beauchamp Earl ‘of Warwick and his bailiff and their
heirs and assigns for ever. . K R R B

Henceforth the history of this Manor is a tangled skein of heterogeneons
threads that cannot clearly be untwisted. First Stebbing Skaw, who  had
évidently ‘never seen the post mortem inquisition on Sir.John de . Perfon's
death, mixeés up his wrong side of the blanket children with the’ offspring
of his' brother Walter Perton of Stirchley, and Margaret his wife, in the
most hopeless fashion and lie has been followed by William Hardwicke of
Bridgnoorth, who, at any rate, should have learned how undependable the
former wds'in his facts and dates, In 1389, we find by a deed ix the
Wrottesloy collection, that John de Perton of Stirckley, father.of. Leo,
guits all claim to Perton in trust to John Swinnerton, John Hampton,
and Richard Leveson, who in'turn conveyed it to Sir Humphrey Staiford,
knight, of Hook, and Elizabeth his wife ; witnesses, Ralph de Stafford,
-Giles de Hyde and Richbard Leveson. In 1396 Thomas de Perton of
Btirchley, brother of the last named John of Stirchley, quits all his claim
and interest’ in Perfon, to the. aforesnid irusiees, who in like ~manmer
conveyed it to Sir Humphrey Slafford ; and in 1420 the Manor of Porton
wad conveyed' to the atiornies of Sir Humphrey by William de Perton,
son of Lionel, ‘who, as we have seen already, had acquired the Barnhurst
interest in 1370. In the'face of all this we find in 1425, as before men-
tioned, that the same Williim de Perton resqld the Manor of Porton,
without lcense, to the Earl of Warwick; and & parson relative or bailiff
and to their heirs and assigns. Thenceforth follows a muddle of complication
from the litigation of opposing ' claimants ; amongst which the one fact is
clenr that the patrimony of Perton, Trescote anid Trysull, had passed for ‘ever
from its wncient lirie of owners who had been. In possession uninteruptedly for
a period of over 350 years.” " Lo

A writ from Humphrey Duke of Glancester, custoes of the - kingdo
during the king’s absence, dated' from- Westminster, 16th February 1426,
states. that  divers dissentions and strifes have arisen between Humphrey
Btafford knight, and John Throckmorton (Steward of the Harl of Warwiok)and
John Bayshem,. (Beauchamp), clerk, in. consequence of John Throckmerion
and John Baysham shortly after the king’s passage into Normandy, having
ejected the said Humphrey de Stafford from the Manor of Perton] The
seid. John de Baysham, {mving been summoned . before the councit and
examined, it appeared that William de.Perton being seized at of fee of the
maner, held of the king in capite; bad alienated it without licenss to-Richard
Beauchpmp Earl of Warwick, and to Jobu Baysham, clerk. Sir Humphreéy de
Stafford having produged-8ir- William Clinton, knight, and Sir Thomas Cacren,
knight, as sureties for the profits- of .the Manor, in the ‘évent of William
Parton’s title. being proved to be good, thel.eschestor is ordered to remove
his band, The Btaffords thus recovered the manor and-:we .msy thersby
assume that William de Perton,sonof Leo,sonof John, sonef Williarde Eerfon
of Btirobley and Margaret; was the last of: his hame that was even seminal
. owner of the manpr, and he who was appavently living.in: 1425;s said {o:have

i
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died - the . following - year : his deseshdants will be noticed latty on. Sir
John Stafford died seized of the Manor of Perton in - 1428 according to his
taguisitio * post ‘moriem, when Humphrey Stafford was returned ad his son and
nearest. of E:i At Michaelmas 1475 in the king’s bench cogrt,” Humphrey
Biafford sues Sir John Colshull, kniglit, late- of Bonamy Co., Devon, and
Blizabeth his wife, Sir John Willonghby, knight, late of Broke Co., Wilts, and
Anpe his wife, and Thomas Strangewnys, esquire, Iate of Lopten Co., Wilts
for unlawfully entering his Manois of Penkridge, Perton, Littlewaod, Hyde,
Coppenhall, amd others In Staffordshire, 151318 defendants appeared by
attorney, and stated, ns regards the Manors of Perton and Littlewood, that
a certain William Smyth, clerk, and Johm Boeif were seized of the above
Manors, and fine was lovied in. 1421, by which the said William and Joha
gave them to Sivr Humphrey Stafford of Hook and Elizabeth his wife, te
hold for their joint lives, to revert after their deaths fo John Siafford, son .of
Humphrey and Blizabeth, and the heirs of his body, and failing issue to ze-
vert to. William Stafford, and his issne, failing which to Thomas Stafford and
his issue and friling which to 8ir Humphrey Stafford, knight, and his issue; sons
of the said Humphroy and Flizabeth, and failing issue of Sir Humphrey,
then to Richard Stafford and his issue ; and failing which, to the right heirs
of Humphrey Staftord of Hook. The sons John, Thomus, and Sir Humphrey
alldied issueless, and Humphrey Harl of Devor only son of William also
died without issue, 5o that the inheritance fall to the danghters of Alice, only
danghter of Sir Humphrey Stafford of Hook and Elizabeth. Elizabeth the
eldest daughter was wife of Sir John Colsull, Anne was wife of Sir John
Willoughtby de Broke, and Alianora or Eleanor was wife of Thomas
Strangeways, the defendanis in the above suit, The Manor of Perton
eventually fell-to the share of the second daughter Anne Wiltoughby ; her son
Sir Robert Willonghby lord de Broke, appears to have been reduced o such
atraits that he. had to mortgnge this property for £560 about 505 and
executed in 1509, to Edmund ﬁudley ; this included the Mavors of Penkridge,
and Bodbaston : a previous morl;%age, however, existed to one Owen Watson.
In 1540 there was Hiigation between Edmund Dudley’s son Sir Jobn
Daudley knight, and James Leveson of Wolverharopton respecting this manor,
for by a V;grottealey deed, Sir Jobn Dudley and Joan Eis wife release fo
James Loveson ali their claim in the Manor of Perton, and lands in Trescote,
which formerly belonged to Robert Willoughby lord de Broke, by an award
made by: Sir John Porte, knight, justice and serjeant at law, and William
Whorwood, esquire, salicitor-general to the king, and William Coningsby,
sttorney of the Duohy of Lancsster, for the said soversign; arbitrators between
James Leveson and-Sir John Dudley ; thesem of £220 to be paid by James
Leveson to Birafobn Dudley. This deed is dated February 18th 1540, and on
the.9th June prewious t¢ this, Sir, John Dudley had appointed his attornies,
Riohard Whorwoed, and George Colbran, to take “possession of Perton and
Trescote, formerly- his father’s, and to_expel all others. More light is
thirawn on this {ransaction by » deed of July 23rd 1539 which cites how
James Levesan, merchant of the staple of Calais. appoints William Nor-
wood -af Wolverhampton, his attorney, to receive the Manor of Perton and
lands in: Tregcota, from William Cave of Newcastle-on-Tyne, merchant, (sonand
kéir of Agnes Cave, sister and beiress of Owen Walson), and George Cambye,
son and heir of Isabella .Gﬁmbfa {anotber sigter and heiress of Owen . Watson),
who had released to James Leveson all their claims to the same lands : deed
also’at Wrettesley. In:1547 Edward Leveson of Shipley Co., Salop, (sou and
heir of Jamtes Lovesan); aud. Eliaaheth bjs wife, grant five..matks of -annual
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rent to Margaret, the widow of James Leveson, in lieu of dower in half-of
Perton and Trescote ; by which it wonld appear as though James Leveson
held only half of Perton Manor, On the Memoranda Roll of 15568 is a writ
to enquirs by what title Edward Leveson, esquire, held the. Manor of . Perton.
The manor remained in the possession of the Leveson family, through - the
reigns of Blizabeth, James the first, and Cbarles the first, when Sir Richard
Leveson, the well known royalist general possessed it, snd from whom it
passed to the Karl of Dorset, whose wife Margaret was daughter of Mary
wife of Sir George Curzon, and sister and heiress of Sir William Leveson of
Lilleshull Co., ga]o . In 1662 Sir Walter Wrottesley purchased Perion
Manor from Richard Sackville Earl of Dorzet, son of Edward Barl of Dorset
and the said Margaret only daughter and heivess of Sir George and Mary
Curzon. Having now traced the manor to its present owning family it may
be well to say a fow words as to the residence of Perton.

The present mansion of Perton, though of modern, is yet of somewhat
imiosing aspect, and is mentioned by Stebbing Shaw ns having over the door,
in his time, a coat of arms and thongh he does not state whether it was the
chevron and pears of the Pertons the golden leaves of the Levesons, or the
sable pile of the Wrottesleys, we may take it to have been the first of these on the
authority of William Hardwicke, writing in 1820 : who alzo states that much
of the previous mansion was then remaining, including twe octagonal turrets
of stome, which faced the road. This edifice, with the relics of the old hall
doubtless stood npon the identical site of the fortification noted as Perton
Castle, which is said to have existed there before and after the Norman con-
quest, for thongh we find no record of demolition and re-building, there are
notices as o the enlargement of the existing edifice of the family, The solid
horse-trongh mentioned by 8. Shaw as formerly standing near the kitchen door,
was cut out of an immense squared stone that possessed unusual interest from
having been found inthe remains of the ancient British City uf Wrottesley, a
little over two miles from here. This stone was first drawn to Wrottesley %ﬁll
by 86 yoke of oxen where it was made into a great cistern, in the malt house,
and from which the horse trough was eut out and conveyed to Perton, and
though left very thick at the bottom and sides, was yet so capacious, that it
would wet 37 strikes of barley at one time, * for anything I know to the
contrary,” says Bhaw, it ia still remaining at Wrottesley, and measures
five feet two inches in length, three feet ten and a quarter inehes in breadth,
and two feet four inches in depth. The horse trough {aken from the above
cistern was still at Perton in 1794,” and in all probability has thus returned
to the locality whence it was removed in far off British times ; for there are
evidences of much stone baving been removed from nesr this spot, and
according to Plott, there was in his time, an excellent quarry at Perton, from
whieh the new church at Wolverhampton was built, The manor- is well
supplied with water from the shed of Smestall or Smestow Water, coming
from its soures beyond Tettenbsll, and fed before it reaches this spot, by two
afluents, the one coming from the race-course at Wolverhampton, and the
other from Grazeley, and through Finchfield, debouching just above Wight-
wick into the Smester which fows thence past Perton Mill, Seisdon, Trescote
and Tresull. It leaves Perton about balf a mile from itz south east side,
after dividing the parishes of the Tettenhall and Penn, and watering all the
western portion of Seisdon hundred, pours its waters into the Stour just
above Stourton Castle. ,

Perfon was ons of the five prebends of the deanery of Stafford; in
connection with the ancienlif Cfoélage of Tettephall, Totnall or Theotenhdle, and

.ef C. -
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at.the dissolution of the monasteries in and after 1550, which carried along
with it all the nncient ecclesiastical colleges of minor importance, it was grant-
ed with the housé and site, nnd all edifices, orchards, gardens, ete., and all the
profits and emolmmnents %ertaining to the said college, also the five prebends
of Penford, Robenhull (Bnrohurst), Perton, Wrottesloy, and Codsall, founded
in the said college, also all the demesne and mansion of the vicars choral, ana
presbitery of the said college and all messnages, lands, glebes, tithes, services,
court-leets, .view . of frankpledge, free warren, and all other rights, jurisdic-
tions, privileges, bath spiritual and temporal, or of whatever nature, pertain-
ing to the said college, as fnlly and freely as any dean, master or warden or
whendary, or any other officer of the college or prebends ever held them, to

altar Wrottesley of Wrottesley by King Edward the sixth, Thus the head
of the Wrottesley family became, in the future, the secular desn of the royal
pecaliar and exempt jurisdietion of the deanery of Tettenhall, and all wills
were proved and registered in their court, until the abolition of the peculiurs,
. The original letrers patent of this tranmsaction are mow in the Wrotteslsy
collection. The north and south chancels of the church of saint Michael of
Tettenhall, are now known respectively as the Wrottesley and the Pendeford
chapels,. and are replete wit?xe the memorials and beraldic emblems of the
families of this estates. The eonth or Pendeford chapel however was formerly
devoted fo'the entombmeut of the lords of Perton and their families and was
known by the neme of the Perton chapel ; though none of the ancient memo-
rials of this fumily are now apparent, as they have been removed and effaced
to make room for the more modern family of Lone, well known as the *loyal
Lones ’ of Charles 1he second’s time. Dugdale however mentions that the
arms of Perton wers in his tima here as follows :—“Argent on a chevron gules,
three pears or,” but the restoration of the church in modern times in all pro-
bability erased all that was left of the Perton regords, from the crowding out
by the Lane monuments. Speaking of the heraldry of the Pertons, the oldest
emblazonment appears to have been a red chevron, between three tawny or
proper pears ou n silver shield, bat later we find the chevron charged with
three golden pears, in lieu of those on the field, and which are those mention.
ed in the Shropshire Archseological Society’s Journal, Vol. 7, as belonging 1o
and borne by John Perton of Barnsley, leaving in 1610 ; while Sir Robert
Glover in his ¢ visitation’ of Staffordshire for 1588 gives the arms of Sir
John Perton knight of Perton as, *Azure, on a chevron between three pears
or, three pellets gules® The charge of the three pears on a chevron, was
the impress of-a sen) on severnl deeds now at Wrottesley. On a signet rin
that belonged to Wil.iam Hardwicke of Burcott parish Worfield, who ma.rrieg
Mary dauglter of Joseph Perton of Chesterton in 1763, was a shield
Learing, *‘quarlerly, first and fourth, azure a chevron gules, charged
with three bezanis or, between three pears of the third ; second and third,
argent, on & chevron' gules, three pears or.” Several of the collatern]
descendants of the Pertons have boroe more or less fantastic arrangements
of heraldry ; supposed to be of thut family, but frequently very incorrect,
in detail, ;

Tae Prrrons oF WoRriELp Parsa Co., SiLop.

~ We may now go on o the eonsideration of the rempant of the Perton
family that survived the general collapse of the patrimoninl stock on the
death .of Sir Jobhn de Perton without legitimate issue. Of the illegitimate
sons of this warrior Knight were Lionel or Leo living 1382 Q. 8. P.;
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William, rector of Blymhill in 1898, who died about March 1224 ; "Richard
Tiving in 1375 and 1282, O. 8. P.; and John living in 1382 O, 5.-P. ;
g0 that his direct line wns evtirely extinguished. But Walter -de -Perton
the next brother of John, and who predecensed him, but was noticed -in 1339,
had married Margery de Btirchley, said to have derived her distinctive
‘name from her long residence at that place, bat in all probability a daughter
.of the Stirchley family, who was his wife in 1343 and his widow in 1388,
and left by him two sons and & daughter Matilda wifa of...... del Crouch
of Solihull in Warwickshire, who wers parents of Thomas del -Orouch of
Bolihult who however disd without issue. The second son Richerd de
.Perton died withont issue, but the elder son John de Perton lLad two sons,
1. William de Perton of Stirchiey, who had also twe sons John of Stirchlsy
‘who sold his interest in Perton in 1389 and died issueless, snd Thomas de
Perton of Stirchiey noticed 1395, who also in 1896 sold all his inlerest
in Perton and died without issue, 2. Leo de Perton who sucoeeded
his futher as lord of Perton Trescote, efc., and. has already been noted,
more than once, during his father's lifetime. He had been appointed
eschentor for Worcestershire in 1370 and died ahout 1420, leaving by his
wife Ceoilia, daughter of......Corbet of Teigh, a son who succeaded him,

Willinm de Perton, the last lord of Perton, Trysull and Trescote, in
about 19th Richard the second ({1396} sold his patrimony to Sir Humphrey
‘Stafford, knight, who had already purchased the reversionary and other
interests of %is cousins Johe and Thomns of Stirchley. He died very

shortly after bis own marriage and his father’s death’in 1420 leaving one sob.

. Henry Perbon “gsquire,” settled at Oldington, a township in the
petghboring parish of Worfield Co., Salop, in 1408, an estate that had
been purchased by his father, befors his death, probably with the proceeds
of the sale of Perton, Without paying too much atfention to the statemeut
of the frequently inaccurate Stebbing Shaw, that the Perfons had a castle
here befors the Norman conquest, we have tangible proot of the oecupation
of Perton Manor by the Perton family from a period nbout one hundred
years later than the above event, namely in 1166, and that they continued
thereafter in uninterrupted possession thereof, for a period of nearly 250
years. ‘The sudden and incompreltensible collapse of this ancient und
almost distingnished house is very difficult to account for, and probably
there existed some obscure and little dreamt of reason ; for at the moment
whan the family sky appears to become suddenly over-clouded, its serene
aspect seemed to bo at its clearest, brightest, and rosiest, under the auspicss
of the military knight, basking in the sunshine of royal faver, bought
by doughty deeds of valor and prowess ; and the incubus of the Westminster
abbey claim permanently removed. The family sank almost at .gnce, te
the grade of ordinnry well to do yeomanry, in the Manor of Worfield,
in an alien county, and their existence became so obscure that the members
theresf liave been identified only with great difficulty and patient research.
Superstition may moralize, that the judgment of heaven, or svme other
place, had sat ugon them, for the tyrannous and grinding oppression with
which they head treated the homagera and sub-tenants on -their estates.
R. C. FPurten, B, A. of Oldbury, states erronecusly that the Oldington
property was ‘‘an estate inherited from Sir William de-Shareshnll ;* but,
tmprimss, William and Henty de Perton were not descended from that
logal luminary, and seconde the Oldington, Holdington or Qulton property
which ' he- purchased ‘#s 'a portion of the' Manor: of ‘Paticskull, “was
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2. farm or bamlet with mansion, ete., in Staffordshire, and now for the
ost- part submerged under the placid waters by the western shores
of Pafteshull Pool, -having been part of the land takem in,” or fo speak
precisely, wiped ont- when that sheet of water was so’ extensively
enlarged by Sir Jolin Astley. Olton is deseribed in a deed of transfer as
“qll that meesuage, temement, or farm house situate in Olion otherwise
Oldington, in the- Parish of Patteshull aforesaid.” It stood where the

resont Temple and boat house are erected in theé ornamental grounds of
f’atteshull new Park. This preperty elong with the rest of Patteshull
Manor went through the Shareshulls to Elizabeth, sister of the third Sir
William de Shareshull, who became the wife of John de Knightley, whose
daugliter Joan married Roger Peshall, and their daughter again, took it to
her husband William Lee in 1401 ; they, having no issve, left it to Thomas
Astley, whose descendant drowned Oldynton in his great pool of Patteshull,
and so completely ended its career and history. Being so nearly situate to
the Oldington in Worfield, although in diffevent counties, it must have so
frequently ceused confusion, that one may be, in some measure consoled for
its loss. It is a eurious circumstance that the ancient home of the Hardwickes
was pimilarly submerged on the opposite or eastern shore of the Pool, in
the Manor of Pattingham, and is described in the same deed of transfer in
1765, as “a messiage and yard land in Hardewyke with a pasture called
Tewalle, also the underwood growing thereon, a meadow called Mill Meadow,
the Bank, and a meadow called Lord or Lady Dole, with certain acres in
Bellfield, ete,” This Henry de Perton wasz fined in the manor court of
‘Worfield in 1406, on the preseniment of the township of Ewdness, for
baving assisted in making an illegal footpath in Kwdness Fields. William’
Hurdwicke assigns the year 1450 for his death, when he was 60 years of-
age, which wonld bring his birth date to 1889-90. His wife's name has not
a8 yet been ascertained, but they must have beer married about 1419,
and Ieft a son,

John Perton of Oldington, who was born about 1411, and married
about 1432 to Mary danghter of......Rowley of the parish of Worfield,
according to a genealogical parchment document of the time of Charles the
first penes E. A. Hardwicke ; he died about 1451 and left a son,

. Walter Perton of Uldington, born in 1431, married Letlice......about
1437, He lived later at Hallon where he died and was interred at Worfield
in 1500 aged 68, leaving & son.

John Perton of Hallon, born at Oldington in 1475, married first in 1503,
Elizabeth,. ...who died 8. P. in 1522, and secondly Agnes...... who died
at & great age at Roughton, his widow in August 1591 and was interred at
Worfield on the 1Jth. He died at Hallon in 1536 and was interred at
Worfield, when six pence was paid to John Leeay, Lye, or Lee the priest
of the virgin Mary’s chaniry in Worfield church to pray for his soul, when he
left three sons :—

2. John Parton of Penn Co. Stafford, bern about 1528, married ahout

1552 and was interred at Penn Angust 24th 1613, leaving one son

John Perton of Penn, born about 15586, living there a frecholder

in 1621, he married Ann Preens of Penn, June 12th 1582, who

wag interred there his widow May 38rd 1629, leaving a son

. William Perton of Penn born at ar after 1582, married prior to

1618, Margatet......he was living there a fresholder in 1653,

- and was interred ‘at Penn October 8th 1671, leaving an only
danghter Anne baptized at Penn, Decerbor 14th 1618.
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3. Thomas Perton of Sonde and later of Penn leaving at the formert in
1564, married Anne......, and died between 1573 and April
19th 1579 lenving $wo danghters Alice interred 19th April 1579,
and Constance married 6th February 1573, to William Wyllet
of Houghton, at whose homse her mother afterwards lived and.
died they were parents of John Wyllet of Hallon whe died
1511, leaving a daughter Agmes wife of\.....Colleton, whose
widow she was in 1580, ‘

1 William Perton of Hallon, the eldest son was born about 1517, and
married prior to 1550, He had two sons, Lewis Perion the
younger son of Stockton, them of Ackleton and lasily of
Stableford, was married 4th July 1390 to Joyce daughter of
Richard Warter of Stableford, who was interred his widow at
Worfiold September 24th 1616 : he died at Stableford and was
interred at Worfield, March 12th 1614, leaving Thomas Perten,
born at Stableford and baptized at Worfield 20th December 1593
and Joan baptized at Worfleld 2nd April 1591. The eldest son

John Perton of Hallon and later of Worcester city was born at Hallon
1531, married prior to 1580, Elizabeth daughter of Thomas Botterell of
Aston Botterell {born about 1559, and interred at Ryton, June 20th 1666);
by whom bhe left one son.

John Perton of Hallon and Barnsley, born about 1580. In 1603
he purchased lands from William Gatacre of Gataecre, and in conmec-
tion with this purchase he probably met kis future wife, for on Decem.
ber 8th 1807, he married Agnes deuvghier of Richard Rogers of Farmcote
parish of Claverley (and Elizabeth, his wife}, widow of Richard Palmer
of Barnsley, who was baptized at Claverley, dJuly 25th, 1568, after
which he went to reside at Barnsley, and continued to do 30 up {o his death
in March 1640, when he was interred at Worfield on the 80th, His wife
gurvived him less than one year, and was slso interred at Worfield on
March 10th, 1641, leaving & som.

John Perton of Hallon, baptized at Worfield, January 20th, 1611, warried
there, June 25th, 1685, Benedicta only child of William Coxon of Barnsley,
%rand daughter of Thomas Coxen, by Anna his wife, drughter of William

avenport of Chorley Clo., Chester, ancestor of the Hallon Davenports.)
who was interred, October 26th, 1676, as his widow, and by whom at his -
death, April 12th, 1662 he had five sons and four danghters as follows: —

1. Thomas Perton of Hallon, baptized at Worfield March 22nd 1639,
married Ursula by whom he had John, born May 6th 1670 ;
Thomas born 1st September 1683 ; Mary born 5th May 1673,
married to Samuel Bradborne and died 8. P. 8th Angust 1754 ;
Jane, born 2nd January 1676, married 27th April 1711, Robert
son of Robert Williams of Hallon, who died 30th Angust 1746,
leaving Roberf Williams of Cranmere, surveyor, etc., born 8th
April 1717, and interred 9th November 1791 ; and RElizabeth
born 15th Janu 1712 and interred 21st January 1792,
Elizabeth 8rd daughter of Thomas Perton and Ursula born 14th
July 1678.

2. Josish Perton of Oldington 2nd son, born 1641, married Mery
daughter of......Kidson of Claverley, whe died 14th April 1715,
leaving 1. Richard bern 19th Janusry 1674, married Elisabeth...
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... and disd 10¢h Jane 1699 ; leaving & daughter Jane. born
8th November 1699 ; 2. John ob. #nf ; 3. Anne, born 14th
Novamber 1677 ; 4 Jans born 2nd April 1680.

8. John Perton of the Day House, parish of Oldbury, and of Eudon,
baptized at Worfield, 5 Janmary 1645, married Jane daughfer of

 William Grenowes of Stottesden and Elizabeth Rushbury his
wife), baptized 28th September 1853 ; he died at Eudon 1715,
leaving two sons and three danghters ; 1. Honry Perton born
1684, and died ot sea B, P.; 2 William Perton of Eudon
Burnell, bapiized I4th January 1686, married Sarah eldest
daughter of Matthlas Astloy of Tamhorne and Madeley Court,
a.ng Sarah his wife}, and died at Fudon 1740, having chapged

o orthography of his ancient patronymic to Purton, for what
reason is oot apparent. He Ieft three sons, and two daughters,

(a) Arthur Purton O. 8, I.

(8} William Purton of Madeley Court and Bradeney, married
Elizaheth Brewer and had ; William Porton born Dacember
6th 1758, married Elizabeth Ford and had issne that died
8. P.; 2. Margaret born Augnst 31st 1752 ; 3, Sarzh born 7th
January 1754 ; 4. Elizabeth born May 4th 1755; 5. Maria
horn and died 1757 ; and 6. Kitty born 17th May 1761,

(s) John Perton of Eudon born 1722, married Mary t}l;ird danghter
of Edward Gibbons of Ettingsali in 1756, who died April 29th
1777, leaving five sons aud three daughiersgJohn Purton ob.
inf. ; 2. Matthins Astley Purtor ob. in/. ; 3. William Purton of
Faintree Hall, married 25th November 1799, Hester Maria
only child and heiress of Thomas Pardoe of Faintree Hall,
(high Sherifl 1791), who was interred at Chetton 1801 leaving
three sons, A, Thomas Pardoe Purton of Faintree Hall M. A,
Oxon, married first Karoline Frances daughter of Lionel
Lampet, surgeon, of Bridgnorth, and the Highlands Co., Oxon,
who died young, when he married again, but left no issne ;
B. William Purton, M. A., Ozon, of Woodhouse near Clechury
Mortimer married his ‘cousin Sarah daughter of Charles
Cooper of Hampstead, and had two sons William Parton, 8. a.,
Qxon, and John Purton, Rector of Oldbury near Bridgnorth,
who bad a2 son Ralph Cociger Purton, 3.4 of Oldbury. (. John
Perion . a. and Esther Maria 0. 8, P,; 4. Christopher Porton
of London, O. 8. P.; 5. Thomas Purton of Alcester born 1768,
married Ann Bloxam and left Colonel John Purton, 0. 8., born
1794 and married Charlotte Katherine Matilda Smyth ; and
Henry Blozam Purtan, 0. 8, P.; 1. Dorothy wife of Charles
Cooper of Hampstead, parents of Charles Purton Cooper ; Q. .
of Lincoln’s Inn and Denton Court Co., Eent, Queen’s Serjoant
for the Duchy of Lancaster, and masonic provincial grand-
master for Kent, and of Jobn Henry Cooper of Bridgnorth,
banker, married Emme daughter of V?iiiam Perry of Everton.
2. Sarah died 1813 ; 3. Mary died 1825.

(z) Barah wife of Thomass Wylde of Glazeley, who left a son
Thomas Rous Wylde of Woodlands O, 8. P,

( Mary wife of Richard Hinckman of Glazeley 0. 8. P.

1. ?.me-marriad at eaint Mary Magdalen’s Bridgnorth, 22nd July 1721
to George Robinson of Bridgnorxth,
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2. Elizabeth baptized at Oldbury, 80th March 1685, married t0,44ee0010

Stephens.

3. Jane ob. inf. and interred at Oldbury, 1ith July 1691, . _
4, William Perton of Chesterton, born 24th September 1650, mar-

5. Roger Perton 0.8, P, )

ried first Jana Farelaw, 11th April 1681, who died 8. P. 24th
November 1706, and secondly at Claverley, 12 April 1708, June
only child of Joseph Mansfield of Farmcote, {and Jane his wife
daughter of John Cole of Cole Hall, and Anna his wife, daughter
of Sir Edward Littleton, bart. of Pillaton, and Alice his wife
daughter of Francis Cockayne). She died 5th March 1719, and
wags interred at Worfield 8th: he died 19th Aungust 1720, and was
interred at Worfield 21st, leaving one son, Joseph Perfon born at
Chesterton, 22nd December 1709, who became an officer of excisp
and married 10th May 1736, Mary only surviving. child of
William Grinsell of Market Drayton, tanner, (and Mary Lewis of
Acton Reynell his wife), baptized 10th January 1719 and re-
married to John Worrall of the Morrey parish of Adderley. He
died from small-pox 30th April 1746, and was interred at
Qswestry, May lst leaving thres sons and two danghters (a.)
William Perton born 9th October 1737, married Mary Kent and
died 1801 8, P.; (b.) Joseph Perton born 17th July 1739, mar-
ried Mary Date 0. 8 P. ; (¢.) John Perton born 31st May 1746,
married Elizabeth Eaton ; (d.) Mary born 6 p. M., 23rd July 1741,
married at Worfield 9th October 1763, Willlam Hardwicke of .
Burcott born 1788 (descended from the Hardwickes of Hard-
wicke, parish of Pattingham Co, Stafford). He died at Diamond
Hall, Bridgnorth, the residence of his second sou William, and
was interred at Worfield, 28th September 1807: his wife was
interred at Worfield. 4th May 1824, having had issue, Joseph born
at Alscote 31st August 1775 ob. inf.; Anna ob. /nf.; John Bell
Hardwicke of Burcolt, born at Alscote, 15th August 1765, married
at Tasley 27th September 1804, Sarah eldest danghter of William
Tayler of Tasley, and his wife Mary daunghter of Job Beard of
Brdington, parish of Quatford, and had jssue; and William
Hardwicke of Diamond Hall, Bridgnorth, attorney-at-law, born at
Alscote, 12th January 1772, proctor and registrar of the royal pe-
culiar and exempé jurisdiction of Bridgnoril, in the deanery of
Lichfield. He was an antiquary, topographer, and genealogist of
repute, and anthor of several M. 8. % on Shropshire history.
Tor a fuller account of William Hardwicke who laft a numerous
rogeny, ses Hubert Smith’s # Memoir of William Hardwicke {J.
dall, Madeley), and of the familyof Hardwicke sez ¢ The Reli-
quary,” Vol. 23rd April 1879, © Family of Hardwicke ” by Leight-
on Price (Bemrose and Sons, London and Derby); also “Visitation
of England and Wales,” Vol. IV by J. Jackson Howard, L. L. D,
F.8. A, Maltraver’s Herald Extraordinary. () Elizabeth the
youngest child of Joseph and Mary Perfon, born at Bishop’
Castle 6th July 1743, married to Matthias Cundail of Burcott
villa, and died 12th June 1819 8. P.
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