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YVIII.
THE BLACK KNIGHT.

In the fullowing paper 1 propuse (1) to correct
an erronevus statewnent in Baines' History with
regard to the old lorde of Middleton, Yor which
perhaps the original author was not to blame,
bur_which gubsequent vesearch and information
which is now available make quite plain, (2)
To ahow the ‘dentity of the Black Knight (or
Black Lad) of Ashiton-under-Lyne, with the first
Sir Ralph Assheton, of Middleton. and to relate.
the means by which he obtained the lordship:
of the manor, and {3) 1o make clear and pub-
licely kuown a point that up to a recent time.
was only known 1o a few antiquarian writers,
with respoct to oneof the memorial brasses ins
the. Parish (‘hurch, un which there is no name..
or date, or inscription of uny kind to guide us.
After the vear 1322, when the last of the originat
Saxon manorial family of Middleton died.
the manor and estates were carried by marriage
to the Barton family of Rydale, county of
York, in. whose =~ famiiy  the dordship
remained  until  the vear 1438, when
Ralph  Assheton, a2 younger »son of Sir
Jobu Assheton, of Ashton-under-Lyne, married’
Margaret, daughter of John BRarton, and niece-
of Richard Barton, who was at that time lord
of the manar.

In one of the publications of the Chetham
Boclety there is a tradition mentioned which, i
it be true, seems to lend an air of romantic
intercst to this marringe of Ralph Assheton
and Margerv Barton.

When Middleton Hall was pulled down in the-
year 1845, “In the ancient panelled dining-room
wag found a large stone chimney-piece, bearing
the date of 1587, at ench corner of which was
carved a wild boar’s head. The tradition of
the place is that these heads were in memory
of a wild boar which attacked a lady in the
early part of the 15th century. who was then
the owner of the Middleton Estate, and who
narrowlv escaped the danger.”  (Iter Lancas
trensge, p. 31)

In commenting on this. another writer says:
“The scene of the alleged incident avpears to
have been Boarshaw, and the sculntured stone
was rognrglod as a memorial of the ladv’« won-
derful deliverance, though how she offected her
escape 18 not related,  Looking at tho date-
of the alleged incident, the lady must have been
a de Bartan, and probably the lady whom Sir
Ralph Ashton married in 1438.  If the tradi-
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tion be true pernaps there was a bit of romance
about the marriaqe. Assheton having been her
fortunate rescuer.”

If we take the foregoing in conjunction with
.another tradition, which is mentioned by Saml.
Bamford, the Middleton author and poet, ‘in his
“Earlv Days,”” p. 30. I think we ghall be able to
.arrive at a reasonable conclusion, It has been
nated that the previous writer placed the scene
-of the dangerous event at a place which is still
well-known as Boarshaw. Now Saml. Bam-
ford’s tradition is as follows:—‘“Boarshaw is
<aid to have derived its name from the circum-
-stance of its having been the place of resort for
wild boars, one of which, of a remarkable size,
having been killed here by an Assheton of Mid-
fleton, the ‘boar’s head’ was afterwarda
.a&dopted by the family as their crest.”

Looking through the above again, we see in
the first place that a lady who was described as
-the owner of Middleton was rescued from the
attack of a wild boar. In the second place,
that it tock place at Boarshaw.- And in the
third place, tﬁat an Assheton, of Middleton, is
said to have killed a boar at Boarshaw. From
*ha date of the occurrence, the lady could not
have been any other than Margaret -Barton,
.and we may reasonably assume that the boar
that Assheton killed wag the same that attacked
her, and that her deliverer was the valiant
knight who afterwards married her. It wae a
-deed of derring do, and a way of winning a
‘bride thoroughly in accordance with the spirit
of that age, and far more worthy of the hero
of Hutton Field than the traditions that have
‘been handed down concerning his later life,

Be that as it may, we have it stated in
“‘Baines’ History of Lancashire” (Croston’s edi-
“tion, vol. IL, p. 384) that “The Manor of
Middleton continued in the Barton family till

* the year 1438, when it was conveyed by Mar-
-gery, daughter of John Barton, and heiress of
her uncle, Richard Barton, Esq., in marriage,
to Sir Ralph Assheton. Knight, ron of Sir John
Assheton, of Ashton, by hig second wife, Mar-
garet, daughter of Sir John Byron, of Clayton.”
And in the pedigree on p. 386, Margaret is
also described as being “Next of kin and heir
to her uncle, Richard Barton, of Fryton, in
) Il:lydal(:, county York, and of Middletor, county

anc.”

This is the historical error that I wish to cor-
rect.

Our earlier writerg of local history may pos-
siblv not have had the information which is
now available, but this disabilitv can_scarcely
Jhave existed when the last two editione of
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Baines’ History were published, and we may,
therefore, attribute the above stutements in
Croston’s edition to a too ready acceptunce,
without examination, of the gtutements of his
DPredecessors in the editorship of that work.
For that Margery Barton was ncither the next-
of-kin nor the heir to her uncle Richard, and
that she did not convey the manor to her hus-
band on her marriage, we shall find abundant
proof later on,

But it is desirable here to turn back abous
half-a-century, for there were certain peculiar
matters connected with_the subject of the un-
asual rolations between Ralph Assheton and his
wife's uncle which call for a fow words before
proceeding with the general subject of the paper
This is more especially the casa, inasmuch as it
will bring before our view an important monu-
ment which formerly existed m .Middleton
Church, bul which exista no longer, and also
because we shall hear of a baptism which touk -
DPlace there more than five hundred years agu,
and which is perhaps the carlicst record of such
a ceremony in that church. This consists of an
inquisition for proof of age of the same Richard
Barton, Margery’s uncle, that we have been
speaking of. It tells of his birth in 1386. und of
hig being baptised in Middleton Church Richard
Mallibisse being his godfather and Matilda
Fairfax his godmother.

The following are the exact words in the ori-
ginal :—*‘ Ricardus de Barton, 10 Henry IV.
(1408-9). In alia inquisitione 10 Henry IV, pro-
batis etatis infra ecripti Ricardi Barton qui
natus fuit apud Midleton die Mercurti prox.
ante festum Corpori Christi anno 9 Ricardi II
(1386) et baptizatus ecclesia d¢ Midleton. Et
Ricardus Mallebisse fuit compater ot Matilda
Fairfax fuit comater.” :

Thigs Richard Bartou was a minor at the death
-of his father, Ralph ({the supposed founder aof
the south chantry in the church)., and in ward-
ship of James de Radcliffe until 10 Henry 1V
.1408-9). He married a lady whose christian
name was Alice and from the coat armour which
was emblazoned on the two shields of the monu-
anent before referred to, and deseribed below.,
it is very probable thay she was a member of
the family of Radcliffe of the Tower, and pos.
sibly a daughter of her husband’s guardian, And
as we have, in the baptism of this lord of the
manor, the earliest rerord of the celebration of
that rite in Middleton Church. so we have in
this monument, formerly existing in the church
one of thoe oldest records of burial (of the same
individual). as ihe fallowing noto, taken on the

#pat more than three hundred vear ago bears
witness 1 —
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Notes from Middleion Church, made a.p..
1564 i~ 1598 upon an alahaster stone (2 shiclds):
(1) Middleton of Middleron, and Barton of I'rv

ton, qu.nrtorh
(2) {Argent) a Dend engrailed sable (Radeliffe

of the Tower).

{Underneath these shields.)
Ft pro bono statu Alicia inunye (sic} 3 sons, 15
daughtera.

Aud yet Baines states that his niece was his
nexi-of-kin and his heir, At the side of these..
two shields is written: ch ]ace(' Ric’i Barton:
armiger ot -Alicia nxor ei’s ¢ qdcm Ric’us:
obijt Vo dic Mensis Novembris_a’ d'ni 1451
(Hisr Soc. Tame. and Chesh. N.8. Vol VI
(1892), p. 258.; .

As I before statoed, this is the same Richard
Burton who was uncle to Margery Barton, the-
lady whom' our local historians have hitherto
erroneously assumed {0 have been “ nexi-of-kin
and heir to her. uncle,”  That she wag neither-
one yor the other is made manifest by the fact
stated on his manument that he was the father
of eighteen children, and by the further fact that
at his death in the year 1451 he was succeeded
by his son and leir, Richard,

But how then did Ralph Asshoton, the hus.
band of Murgaret Barton, get posseseion of ‘the
estates and lordship of Middleton?

Thereby hangs a tale which T witl try to ex-
plain.

In the year 1438 we find Richard Barton (the:
first: there were three Richards in succession.
whom [ will number as st 2nd. and 3rd).
Margaret Barton's uncle, making a contract
with Thomas de .\.-shntml for the marriage of.
Marge=- daughter of Richard’s brother, John.
de Barton with Ralph Assheton, a vounger-
brother of Thomas, the rcason that Thomas
acted in this capacity being that their father.
John de Assheton had died in 1428, ten years:
before,

This_coutract js dajed 156th April, 17 Henry
VI (1438, and it is recited that between Thomas
de Assheton, Ralph's older brother of the one
part, and Richard Barton de "\Ildd]ofnn of the
ather part, “ A\ marriage to be had hetween
Ralph Assheton and Margery. daughter of John
Bartan, and said Richard covenantr to settle
£100 per annum, out of his lands on said Mar-
pervy ‘in fee.' Richard Barton is sworn on a
book and the day of marriage to perform it.

Witnessez: To. Dackenfield, Roger Booth.
Xfor Hilton.”

John de Burtan, Fathee of Margery, who be-
came the wife of Raiph Asxsheton, married Mar-
earet, dauwhter of Sip \I(]]O]gt\ Byron, ITis
name appears as o trustee in company with his
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-brother Richard in 1448, and therefore he must
.have becn living ap the date of his daughter's
marriage contract in 1438, but he appears noe
~ta have been a man of much property, and one
" reason why the uncle, and not the fathor, of
“ Margery Barton, was made a party to that deed
. 1s obvious in the stipulation that her scitlemens
, ol £100 por annum was to be a charge on her
“uncie’s lands “in fee,” This, with the final
_ “snearing on a book and \on) the day of mar-
riage to perform it,” may pomi to a mere
" craving for good sccurity, but there is, in cer-
tain eventualitics a Iatent power of evil doing
, in these terms of the covenant which we shall
subsequently find was excremea with calamitous
results to tie Jeseendanis of Richard, the ancle.

“This Richard Barwn, the first, died, as be-
Tore stated, in November, 1451, and was suc-
ceeded by his son and heir, Richard the second.
who had to wife Alicia, the daughter of Sir
-John Byron, of Clayton. ile wus probably a
minor when the heavy charge of £10) a year
was jaid upon his prospective imieritance, and
we find thas he followed the example of his
. father and other landed gentry who, owing to
the great rise in wages which ¢eg in at the
-eud of ghe fourteenth and prevailed throughout
the fifteen:lr  cenmries, were as this  perio
changing their system of agriculture by an in-
~erease in the production of fesh mear and wool,
in which the cast for labour was proportionately
iess shan was required for the cnltivation of
wheat and othor cereals, und were leasing extra
lands for that purpose i1 the foresr of Rossen-
~dalc, and he next comes before us in the foliow.
ing excerpt:—

“9. Nov, 8. Edward 1V. (1465. To Ric
Barton of Miklletou, Arm and Rad. Barton
his gon. & messpage. eic.. with a vaceary called
Wollaudelboth fur 12 years, reng £6,”

This clearly shows that :he second Richard
Barton was in possession in 1485, He died be-
fore the 17th Febroary, 1465-5, Jeaving his wife
Alicia, who survived him, two sons—Richard,
his heir, and Raiph, arotiier son, Thomas having
died in hiy father's lifetime,

John de Barton, the younger brother of the
second Richard, and son of the first of that
name mentioned in this paper. became Rector
-of Middieton circa. 1477, and he died circa 1493,

Richard Barton the third, the son and heir of
the preceding (the second) Richard, does not
appear 10 have snceeded to his lawful inherii-
ance on thoe death of his father, in 1466, and it
is importaut to know the reason why, That he
was not disqualified by age is clearly shown
‘by the circumstance of his vounger hrother,
Raiph, being competnni to act ag co-lessee with
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their father on the deed just mentioned, and
that he was not debarred by iliegitimacy is, se
will presently be seen, quite certain. But ever
. authority excep: one (Corry, Hist. Lanc., 1825}
who has touched upon this point has entirely
ignored the existence of the Jast two generations-
of the Bartons, and has a-signed the transfer of
the manor of Middleton from that family to the:
Asshetons to a period and a cause both of which
are wrong. The actual meanz by which Sir
Ralph acquired possession of the cstates were
not of so simple u character as marriage. The
first step is quite correctly ascribed to the mar.
riage contraot of 1438, but the next and final
advance did not follow by the gutumatic oper..
ation of the law on the dealh of n1g wife's uncle,
us we have seen from the deed just cited.,But
now we come to another deed which scems to:
ehow that Ralph had at least partly achieved
his object, 'This deed is as follows, viz,:—

*“17 Febv, 5 Edward IV 14656-6. This Bill,
Indented and made between Raufe Asheton,
Knt., and Dame Margery his wife 1st pt. and
Alice, gometimes the wife of Richard Barton
2 pt. recites that said Sir Raufe Asheton and
Margery have assigned to said Alice certain
rents in Co. Lanc., for her Dower, Fryton,.
in Co. York, and other rents for her Dower
in Middleton.”

We learn from this decd fhat the husband of
Alice. whom wa have found in association with
his younger son, Ralph, described as * Ric.
Barton of Middleton. arm.” (which plainly in-
dicates thet he was then in possession of the
manor) takiug a lcase of land on the 9th of the-
preceding November, had died within the three
mouths following, leaving two sons past ma-
turitv and two brothers all living. How. then,
can Sir Ralpb and his wife be empowered to
pose as grantors and to enforce the terms of
thi= deed. which ignores the existence of any
hereditarv heir, and clearly annoumes the
eviction af the Barton family, not only from:
their mann» of Middleton, but also from their-
original of Frvton 1n Yorkshire?

Morcaver, it is ta he a thoraugh clearance,
and the dower of the widow is to be obliterated
from the memorv ot ¥ryton and Middleton by
the hastening provision of an equivalent rent
eleewhere in “ (o, Lanc.” This eviction and
exclusion of the widow’s claim from the fief
plainly indicates that Sir Ralph at this time-
purposed cstablishing his family in permanent
possession,

There is only one conceiyable explanation of
the humiiiating position of the Barton family
at thig juncture, and it 1s found hv going back
to the settlement of £100 a year on Sir Ralph’s.
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vgife.‘cbarlged on the lands ‘“in fee,” i3nd, con-
sidering the probability and the possilole conse-
quences of these payments having beer? allowed:
to fall into arrear, to realise the burd-en which
they would impdse™on the lord of the manor,
we must take into account the cornparative
value of money in those days and irt ours. [
find from a table of salaries paid to public offi-
cials in this county in the year lim that a
charge of £100 a vear at that time Wwould be
equivalent to an annual pavment of £2,000 in
these days.* but I gather from Profe#sor Tho-
rold Roiers.' who bases his estimate .0n 8 wide
range of prices, that the proportion ©of one to
twelve 13 more correct, which would -make the
annual charge £1,200.

But to convey a better idea of thee onerous.
nature of this aunuity to Sir Ralph’s wife, 1
may add that £100 put aside and invested as.
five per cent., a low rate for the fisteenth cen-
tury—principal and interest—woulcl i twenty-
eeven years amount to £5,467 which at- the pro-
portion of one to .twelve, is equivalent to a
eum of £65.604 of this era; and if these ﬁmg-
ments had been annually made to Sir; Ralph,
and by him invested as supposed, this_latter in
the capital sum, which, measured by (>u" present.
standard of values, would have stec ! to his
credit in February, 14656 when @ and hlg-
wife executed the deed assigning ‘ .Other rents
to the widow of Richard Barton, .in order to
get rid of the last vestige of a meoney charge
remaining to the Barton family or! the fief of
their ancient patrimony of Fryton :ind of Mid-
dleton. This wae the measure of his gratitude
for his agreeing with the grandfathe:* of the dis-
possessed hoir to marry Margery Barton in
1438, for I find no evidence that a-nv liability
to this inexorable creditor had bee:n incurred
by any of the Barton famiiy, except the pay-
ments due*under this marriage sett lement. How,
much of this gross sum was in arrear We know
not. but this we know, that owing {0 the plague.
called the '* Black Death,” in the 14th century
(which enormously reduced the po-Pulation), to
the wars in France, and the War ©f the Roses
in England. which were constantly causing de-
mands for men on both sides, as foldiers, the
system of villainage, under which a8 man was.
bound to the estate and belonged, to the lord
under whom he was born had ceass*d-. The ser
had become practically freemen, and at a time
when wages were at the lowest . the landlords
had been obliged to commute thes Personal ger-
vices of their tenants for a money payment,
But now the decrease in the supply’ of labour led
to an enormous increase in the de'mands of the
men for wages, and the whole of the fifteenth
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century W.us an age of prosperily: wages were
excessivel:, ‘high, and the cost of living ev-
tremely liow, But to the landiord class, win
now had tg pay'te their preseny tenaliry many
times over. o amount which they were receiv-
ing from ‘tlem in the form of rents m len of
thoso eamic, services, when the work of the hindi-
craftsman f every trade waa exceptionally
dear, aud the prices ol ail that could be raised
upon the lland, cither arable or pasture. aver-
aged exce ptionally low. aud were the only
gource O neome to the landiords. it was a
period of |Jisaster in every caso, aud ‘of com-
blete ruin iy, many. and the culminating phase
-of these # Jverge conditions happened_to cein-
cide_appre ximuately with the period in_ which
-8ir Ralplt’s; wife lived in wediock with him and
was & chasge oy the resources of the Bartons.
The grantg: of this charge was already feeling
the pressure common 10 his cluss in thase times,
and resonting (g other methods of husbandry
to repair thy jnroads made by his income, by
leasing vacegring (grazing grounds) in various
Places. At the time he died (1451) he had been
responsible fop making these pavments about
thirteen vours, and during the next fourteen
years thet heavy obligation had fallen on his
son, Rickirg the secand. the cousin of ** Dame
Margery. * wiio had not been a party io con-
tracting it, ‘and had & family of his own de-
pendent upo., him.

Upon the thip] Richard, grandeon of the
founder af t hi, aettloment. the liability to con-
tinue the an pyq; paymonts under if, which fm!_n
the foregoin g statements it is assumed that his
father and & randiather had been unable to meet,
‘would now I'31i angmented by the interest upon
the amount- iy “arrears. amd possibly accom-
panied by & poeremptory demand for an iinme-
diate paymet;; of the whole sum then awing.
Richard Wwas voung. inéxperienced, and of rural
habiis. His t.reditor not long, if at all. past his
prime, had ¢(,nsorted with courtiers and men of
high distinet jon jn many walks of life. a8 &
youth in the <ourt of & king who was incessantly
‘beset by dups ‘s prince whom everyone
revered, no (,uo consulted, and everyone who
cculd do %0 pillaged.”t e had seen practised,
both by debto r and creditor, all the stratagems
and evasiods pormjssible within the limits of
the law. ‘In 4ny conflict between such an em-
barassed heir and such a creditor. who could
fail to forecust; the rocult which hes been told?
ir. the same ve.ay we find Sir Ralph enzaged 1n
a dispute with the Lever family. The estate of
Great Lever. .a; the western extremity of the
pirish of Micidloton, had been held by “the
ancient family, of that name for at least as long
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back ag¢ the 3rd Edward I1I, (1329), but in the
oth of Edward IV, 114%6) we find—{Baiues, by
Crostar, vol. ii., p. 419. FEd. 1889}—* Sir Rauff
Assheton, Knt,, suing out & *wriz of right of
ward > against Roger Lever, of Bolton, gentle-
man, for the recovery of the manor of Groat
lever, in the parish of Middleton, aud obtain-
ing judgment ap the assizes ar Lancaster, by
which the manor was awarded to Sir Rauff.,”
As tu the rights and wrongs of this quarrel
we havo no certaiu meabg of judging, but from
the cunsequeices it would scem that the judg-
ment was regurded Ly the public as an iniquit-
-ous miscarriage of justice, possibly brought
about by Sir Rautf's wish to repudiate some
previous arrangement between tiie Bartons of
Middieton and the Lever family. and which he
teusted to his position at Court to cnable him
to carry out.  Wa are led to this conclusion by
the view rhat Roger Lever took of the matter,
and the action thag he and a great number of
<thers took in consequence, pelatod as follows:
* The award given by the court way, 1t ap-
pears, rosisted by the delendant, Roger Lever,
who, in these :awless times, took with him a
great number of his relations and friends, whase
naney are given below :-— John Lever, late of
Bolton afforsaid. voman; Adame Lever, late of
the same ‘Townne, yoman; Jumes Lever, lato
of the same Towne, yomau; John Lever, the
gonne of James Lever, late of the same toune,
yoman; John Randalffe, late of ihe same
Townne, yoman; Robers Ratclyff, lato of Rat-
clyff, in the seid countie, yoman; Qilberd
Lever. late of lTeton, in the sail countie, yo-
man; Rauff Mader, late of Mydelton, in the
seid couniy. yoman; Lawrance (ovoentre, late
of Wynwyck. in the seid county, yoman; with
manv and divers others evell desposed per-
sonnes 10 a great nowmber,” many of whom had
n outlhawed, probabiy in the contesty be-
tween the ITouses of York and Lancaster, ‘ and
proceeded from Bolton to the town of Lancaster,
where they riotously broke into the Caxtle,
and carried off the record of the recovery.
this outrage Sir Rauff Assheton complained to
the King an ro the two Houses of Parliament.
on which they ordained that the copy of the
record which was annexed 10 his petition should
he of the same force and officacy as the onginal,
and the ju~ticea thereupon awarded execution
according to the said recovery. Notwithstand-
ing which, the same Roger Lever, with his
aiders and ahetrors, ‘ryotously, with force of
armes, defencably In the forme of warre ar-
rayed, that is to eaie, with Bowes, Arrowes.
Bwords, and Bjlles, and other defensable wap-
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enes, contynuelly durying the space of V yere
and more, contrarie to the Lawes and peace of
oure seid Lege Lord, that is to say, sith the
vith daye of Octobre, the seid xijth yere, not.
havyng “eny, consideration or regarde to the
seide Recovere, Enbeselment, or Acte, occu.
pied the sauid Manere, contrarye to the seid
Lawes, and o the evell example off the Kynge-
our Soveru%ne Lord Leiges in those parties;
and also daily and nyghtiy robbed the said Sir-
Rauff, his Tenants, and many other the Kynges-
Leiges, Kynne, and frendes to the seid Sir
Rauff, of theire own propre Goodes and Catelles,
and with force entered 1n their lyvelott and the-
same despoled.’

For redress whereof Sir Rauff in a petition to.
Parliament in 17 Edward IV. (1477) prays that
he may have “ als many Writte and Writtes of
Proclamation ag shal be to nym necessarie for
the punition of the offenders. contrarie to the-
said Acte made the said xijth yere to be directed.
to the Shirreff of the Shire of Lancastre tor
the tym beynge, commnndynﬁe hym by the
same to make open, due, and severalle Pro--
clamation, in severalle Merkette Townes within:
the seid Shire of Lancastre, that is to say, in
Lancastre, Manchestre, Weryngton, and
Wegan, at severalie Merkette days, within the
space of a Moneth next after the delivere of
eny such Writte or Writtes of Proclamation to-
hym so delivered. concerning the premisses or
eny of theym, upon peyn of C li; whereof the-
one half be torfeitea to the Kynges Hygh-
nesse, and the other halfe to the said Sir Rauf,
commaudynge the said Roger Lever, and every
of the seid Riotours and Mysdcers afore
written by the same Writte and Wriiltes to
f{ppere in their propre personnes, affor the

yngo in his Bench at Westm’, at suche day
or dayes as shal be conteyned in the said Writte
or Writtes, theire to awnnesere in their propre
personnes ta the said Sir Rauf. to every Bille
or Billes, Writte or Writtes. as shall be putte
thenne ang their agenst theim ar any of theym
concerynnge the premisses.”

To this petition the following answer was:
returned :—* Be it as desired. with the two
exceptions here following:—

This official exhibition of the early manners-
of some of the higher classes continued for a
periad of five years, serves to justify the epithet
of ““rude inhabitants of the county of Lan-
caster,” applied to them a century afterwards
by Dean Nowell. (From Baines, by Croston,
vol. ii, p. 419).

It may now be advisable to give some more-
particulars as to the family connections and
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career cf Bir Ralph Assheton, and to draw at-
tention to the extraordinary and intricate re-
lationship at this period existing between the
Barton, the Assheton, and the Byron families,
in order to make sure that we do not in- some-
of these discover ‘other causes for Sir Ralph’s
conduct towards the Bartons which are less.
repugnant to our sense of justice than the one-
before giveu. .

Sir Ralph Assheton was the youngest son of
Sir John Assheton, of Ashton-under-Lyve, by
his second wife, Margaret, daughter of Sir
John Byron, of Clayton. He was page of
honour to King Henry VI., probably through
the influence of his. half—brotﬁer, Sir Thomas
Assheton, the alchemist, who (he and Sir Ed-
mund de Traflord) were engaged in a search for
the philosopther’s stone) was long engaged
in pursuits which gave promise of financial
sulvation to that impecunious and pitiable King
previous to his final deposition by Edward IV.
After the accession of the House of York he-
appears as Knight Marshall of England, and,
in the twelfth and thirteenth of Edward IV.,
as Sheriff of Yorkshire.

The wife of Sir Thomas Assheton, Ralph’s
elder half-brother, was a Byron; Sir Ralph’s
mother was a Byron; the mother of Margery,
his wife, was & Byron; and, lastly, the mother
of the two brothers, Richard, the heir, and
Ralph Barton. was 4 Byron. These maternal
Byron ladics are all stated to have been of
the Byrons of Clayton, but of what degree of
relationship they stcod to each other, and its
interlacing effect on the consanguinit- of their
descendants cunnot be shown, owing chiefly to:
the imperfections of the Byron pedigree. But
it is certain that no possible bar to succession
could be get up as againust the brothers of the
Richard Barton, who died in 1465-6—William
Barton and John Barton, the Rector--in re-
speet of these inter-marriages. and none against
Richard Barton or Ralph Bartan, their nephews.
which would not in an equal measurce apply
perhaps to Sir Ralph himself, but certainly to
his son, Richard, who had a Byron lady for
a grandmother on both sides of his parentage.

Resuming the story of Sir Ralpl’s progress,.
we find that he obtained the honourable dis-
tinction of Knight Banneret for his prowess
at the battle of Hutton Field in the 23 Edward
IV. (1483), and. later in the same year, after
the scizure of the throne by the Duke of
Gloucester, as Richard IIL., he was made Vice-
Constable of England, and we are told that his-
devoted attachment to the Housc of York was
rewarded by Richard TII, with the grant of
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“divers manors and other possessions belouging
to the "King's rebols and traitors, Sir Jobu
‘Fogge, Kut., Geo, Browne, Knt., and John
“Gulfurde, Km;.. on the 12th of Decumlmr, 1483.”

a).
We also learn from Corry’s Hist, lenc., that
“the township of Middleton and the principal
part of the parish were granted to Sir Ran-
dl;x)lph Assheton bv Kung Richant 111., A.D, 1483
tby.

I may also mel-lxon a reference o ihis grant
which is made in Aikin'y Manchester, p, 242,

“The town of Middleton and much the
.greater part of the parish have long been in
the possession of the family of the Assheton’s,
aven previously “to the first of Richard IIT.
anno 1433, at which time an extraordinary
grant pussed to Sir Raudolph Assheton as lord
-of the manor of Middleton,”

* Baines. by Croston, Vol 1 p. 54  + Six
Cenruries of Work and Wages, 1684, § Work
and Wages by Thorold Rogers, vol. 1. a
Baines by Croston, vol, ii. p, 394, viting Har-
leain M.8S. b Corre’s Mist, Lane. .. vol. ii.,

k]

p. 532, pub. 1825,
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1X,

The straig tw which King Richard was re.
duced to find supporp for hig usurpation of the
orown at the time when this grant of the manor
wae obtained, would. render Lim pamticutariv
amenabne 10 the solicilations of such au old
follower and doughty companion-iu-arms as Sir
Ralph Assheton, who on the other hand, wouid
welt kuow that the King.- power would bLe
exercized wirhout scruple as to she legality or
consequences of the act, and the deed would
doubt.ess be co-eval with those of the 12th
December, 1483,

At this point Sir Raiph Assheton stands be-
fore us as & man in declining years; his lifi's
gamo has been played, ang he bas won heavily;
he has the interests of a iarge family in minid.
amdt his chief desire now is to safeguard nis
winnings.  But at this juncture he sees a
storm arising which threatens to engulph ali,
A deng experience  in court and camp  has
‘brought home to him thay the queetion, who
shali reign over this kingdom, Richard of York
or Ueury of Luncaster? has not been settlud
by the usurpation of Richard, but must sooun be
put to the arbitrament of the sword, and ne
cannot_forevast the result of that final appeal.
He had not allowed the misfortuncs of his first
Royal master, Henry Vi, to prevent his accept.
ance of service and honours under Kdward 1IV.,
and afterwards under his brother Richard. 1le
would, very likely, then have thrown over, os
he afrerwards did throw over. the third Richard
as readily as he had abandoned the cauce of the
sixth [lenry and the two sons of the fourth
Edward, if that would have cnabled him 1o0-
stick fast to those ill-gotien possessions, so very
recently confirmed to him. and largely increased
by Royal grant. But the whole kingdomn was
in commotian, and spliiting up into antagonistic
sections,  Sir Ralph well knew what fate wouid
befal any who had proved false to Richard
should the Yorkist party triumph in the im-
pending struggle: and, conversely, should the
Lancastrians win, where could the man who had’
so lately been raised to hich officc and gorged
with the plunder of 1the adherents of the House
of Tancaster, ¢ for his devoted artachment to-
the House of York,”” haope to find safety, cither
for life ar property? With such antecedents
and g0 encompassed at_ihe Christmas geason of
1483-4, there was nn safe course to _be found for
Sir Ralph Assheton, by favenr of Richard III..
Vice-Constable of England,

But he wha had transferred his allogiance from
Flenry VI. to Edward IV. and in the many
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changes of fortune of those opposing houses had
managed to escape the vengeance of the imperi-
ous and implacable Margaret of Aujou, was nog
«quite resourceless at this crisis. He assumed
41 atthiude of nevtrality, and made the follow.
ing adroit movement in favour of a son who
was untainted by partisanship and under no
-abligation for past favours to either of the op-
posing factions, go that if he himself should fall
under the avenging power of the victor in the
approaching contest some portions of his acqui-
. :sitions might be saved to his descendants: ‘‘On
the 11 January, 1 Richard III. (1483-4), Rafe
Assheton, Xnt., made a lease to Richard Asshe
ton, his son, of his manor of Middleton, for
twenty years next following the date thereof,
.and the reversion of all hig lands in Myddelton.
-after the death of Dame Margaret Harecourt,
widow, Richard Barton and Rafe Barton, to
remain to Richard and his heirs for ever, which
lands were eometimes the lands of Richard
Barton, father of said Richard Barton.”

Here we have Sir Rafe himself admitting that
the lands had formerly beionged to the second
Richard Barton, who succeeded to them in 1451,
and I ask what object, other than the one
pointed out, could this deed serve? In January
1484. Sir Ralph Assheton must have been close
on seventy years old, and with a valid title and
-safe tenure *‘ his manor of Myddleton.” and the
‘* reversion of all his lands in Myddleton ” would
in the ordinary course of law and nature, de-
volve upon his eldest son without warranty of
this lease, and in all likelihgod before the end
of its term. But the reversion was not to fall
in until after the deaths of Dame Harecourt,
Richard Barton (the disposessed heir), and his
brother Ralph, one or other of whom, judging
from the ages of the respective parties, must
by the law of chances, have outlived both the
lease and the lessee. It is evident that theee
dife interests were not new, but pre-existing
grants artfully put forward in this deed to ex-
hibit the munificence of the grantor to his
debtors in the hope of affording some little pro-
‘tection to Richard Assheton, the lessee, by im.
plying that any ruthless dealing with the manor
would not injure him alone, but put an end to
thoee charges upon the estate which were then
the last resource of the living members of the
family of its former owner, ‘father of said
Richard Barton.” . .

We may rest assured that Sir Ralph did not
-owe the ultimate safety of his person and pro-
perty to such frai] devices as are exemplified in
this deed. but rather to his natural courage and
fertility of resuurce, strengthened by long use,
.and sharpened by impending danger. There
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“would prompt him {0 keep vigilant watch on the
.movements of the chiefs of the rival factions
-of whom some were his neighbours, in particu-
lar those of the lord of the manor of Knowsley,
and to so .comport himself as to turn to his ad-
vantage events which immediately preceded
aid. fallowed the defeat of his master, King
Richard, on the battlefleld of Besworth in 1485.
But the deed contains two very important ad-
missions, as in its concluding sentence (i.e.,
‘““which lands were sometimes the lands of
Richard Barton, father of sd. Richard Barton”).
-Sir Ralph himself here is declaring that the
first-named Richard, whom I have previously
.stated succeeded to the manor in 1451,, was
‘“sometimes”’ owner of the lands of Middle-
ton, and that he was the father of the Richard
Barton who, with his younger and only living
'brother and Dame Margaret Harecoury (wha
wase his aunt), appears as holding a life interest
in the manor, which is conclusive as to the
.Jegitimacy of the junior Richard before adverted
to.

Une other point remains to be considered
before finally resigning Sir Ralph to the odium
inspired by all that has vet been related of his
.behaviour to the Barton family, and it is this:
Is it possible thait Richard Barton, who lad
$wo eons living, and past their majority t- icre
he died, between November, 1465, and the 17Tih
-of February, 1465-6, obtained deliverance fiom
his financial troubles by alienating nis cstate?
Putting aside the doubtful legality of ruch an
act, this question cannot be answered affirma-
tively, for, if so, then why the grant of the
.manor to Sir Ralph by King Richard cighteen
_yearg later? And though the deed vas invilii-—
for 16 then was and now is & maxim of law viat
the King can make no grant to .he .y «f
another—yet, so long as King Richard heid the
crown and Sir Ralph his office of Vice-Cons=abje
-of England, no one would have had the tementy
to dispute it, and it did, in fact, under thcse
conditions, embolden Sir Ralph t» raake 1is
first known apxieamnce and to perform hi: first-
known act as lord of the manor of Midiileten
in his grant of the twenty years’ ‘ease and re-
“version of that manor to his eldest son, Richard
and his heirs for ever, as before stated.

‘We may, therefore, assign to this date (1483-4),
and not to the year 1438, as hitherto usserted
the accession of the Assheton family to the
lordship of the manor of Middleton. And we
-may further conclude that this change of lords
was nog & direct result of the marnage of 8ir
Ralph to Margery Barton. but was brought
shout by the indirect consequences of the
onerous terms of that union which have dis-
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closed in this paper, aud based on_the invalik
grant of King Richard in 1483 having been al-
lowed to pass unchallenged. T am aware that
this view is & pew one, never having been
stated before by anyone else, but There distinely
invite anyoue who can do s0 to controvert it.

We learn nothing more of the heir, Richard
Barton. or of his brother and Aunt Margaret..
after this, and what ultimately becume of them
wo can only surmise.  Probably they sank to.
mingle with the commoner stream of human
life, in order that those who werc better fitted
for that venal and turbulent stage of the nution’s
progress might obtain more commanding posi-
tions; but we eannat dismiss from our sight.
without a word of sympathy for their unmerited
humiliation, these grandsons of the Richard
Barton, whose impulsive generosity towards a
portionless niece, stimuluted, perhaps, by the
glamour of her courtly suitor from the King’s-
palace and the great city, had so heavily bur-
dened himself and his successors by the mar
riage gettlement of 1438,

Wae only know with certainty of one instancer
in which Sir Ralph Assheton appears in the
character of a husband. It is in February,
1465-6, when he and his wife are seen acting in
wnison  disencumbering  the fief of Fryton
and Middleton of the dower of Alice, the widow
of Richard Barton. after the eviction of her
sons and herself from those manors. If we-
credit “Dame Margery” wiith the ordinary
qualities of her sociul status and sex, we must
feel convinced that she wae a most reluctant
accomplice in this flagitious act, and indeed we
cannot acquit hor of all blame for it. even if done
under duress. At this tima her position was
as follows :—She had been for 27 vears the wife
of 2 man who had brought into the connection
nothing of value but his person and his pros-
pects, who had made no settlement upon her,
but, on the contrary, had stipulated that she:
should bring with her an income of £100 a
vear, not from her father, whose onlv poscssions
were personal and of small account, but from
her uncle, the lord of the manors of Fryton and
Middleton, and made a charge upon his lands
“jn fee.” She must long before this have-
come to know, with humiliating certainty and
selt reproach, that it was not the attractions of
her person, but this sordid endowment, which
had rendered her acceptable to her suitor, and
she who, in the levity of youth had permitted
an indulgent uncle to humour her fancy by brib-
ing 1he cupidity of her lover, now, in her riper
vears, submits to be made her husband’s accom.
plice in ruining the grandsons of that uncle for
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the exaltation of her own sons, ouly because the
wages of her husband’s consent to their mar-
riage, 8o hurtful to true womanly pride, had
been allowed, by the pressure of adverse cir-
cumstances, and perhaps by the plausible conni-
vance of the creditor, to fall into irredeemable
arrears. .

The foregoing particulars of the life of Sir
Ralph Assheton would inadequately pourtray
the faulty side of his characler it
not supplemented by a brief uctice of
other proccedings of his. which rendered him
obnoxious in the neighbourhood of his own
paternal home, and caused him to be then and.
ever since remembered with repugnance as the
“ Black Knight of Ashton-under-Lyne.” There
can be no doubt of this identification, for the
well-known doggerel verse—

Lord Jesu, for Thy mercy’s sake,
And for Thy bitter passion,
Oh! save me from the burning stake
And from Sir Rauffe of Ashton—
names the person from whom the rhymester
prays to be delivered, and there was no other of
that name, either in the house of Ashton-under.
Lyne or that of Middleton until two centuries
later—the geventeenth century—when General
Ralph Assheton, the Parliamentary commander,
pears, a man of very different stamp,

“Of all the customs which have come down to
us from days of yore there is perhaps none more-
remarkable that the annual custom of ‘Riding
the Black Kni%’ht.’ formerly so popular in the
neighbouring borough of Ashton-under-Lyne.
This demonstration takes place on Easter Mon-
day, at which time the town used to be crowded
by sightseers from neighbouring towns and vil-
lages. The ceremony is however, becoming lesa.
attractive year by year. As we get further
removed from the period in which it originated
the tendency to drift from the original concep-
tion of the demonstration becomeg more evi-
dent,” and this one has now so far lost all its.
resemblance to its original condition that for
many years it has been a matter of dispute as
to who and what was the cause of the custoni
being established.

“Originally, and in its ancient fozm, the cus-
tom appears to have been for an effigy to have-
been made of a man in armour, and the image-
was_deridingly emblazoned with some emblem
of the occupation of the ‘ first ’ couple that were-
linked together in the course of the year. The.
black lad was then fixed on horseback, and,
after being led in procession through the town,
wag dismountod, made to supply tho place of a
shooting butt. and all fire arms being in re-
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quisition for the occasion, he was put to an
ignominious death.”” (Glover’s History of Ash-
ton. p. &4). ) .

*“But in the present day the ceremony has
lost much "of an ancient appearunce, for some-
times, instead of an effigy seveial ‘knights’ ap-
pear in the shape of some thiisty townsmen, who
are paraded through the streets, not forgetting
to stop at every public-house on the way, when
it is expected that the landlord shall contribute
a certain well-krown measure of ale to slake the
thirst of his ‘honour’ and distinguisbe . atten-
dants. In the year 1884 there were no fewer
than four competitors, who vied with each other
for the attentions of the buxom landlady, or
the sympathy and generosity of the landlord.”
tIbid: Page 100. .

The custom of * Riding the Black Lad ' is so
well-known as to render unnecessary ane fur-
ther reference to the spectacular part of it, but
we may consider the circumstances which have
hitherto been advanced in_explanation of its
origin.  Sir Ralph was made Vice-Constable of
England in 1483, and Baines says (vol. ii,
that “It is probable that it was while in the
-exercise of the odious and unconstitutional
functions awarded to him by the tyrant Richard,
not in the time of Henry VI. that he became
-obnoxious,” which amounts to this, that it was
while he was using powers that were equally
-odious all over England and only within the two

ears’ reign of Richard III, that he carned for

imself himielf only in the limited district of his
own native place, a reputation so evil that it
has been remembered against him from the
fifteenth to the present century, which is simply
incredible. It is also said that there are tradi-
tions against him which point to an exercise of
the “ droit de seigneur.” But this charge can-
not be brought home to Sir Ralph, for he never
possessed such a “right’ as this, which he is
-supposed to have exercised in Ashton, either in
that or any other manor, until he got the grant
from the King, of Middleton in 1483, when he
would be very much too old, and have few years
remaining to him in which to indulge in such
criminality, even in the latter township, in
which, it may be pointed out, no such thing has
-ever been alleged against him,

Another autharity {* Illustrations of the Cus-
toms of a Manor in the North of England.” by
Dr. Hibbert-Ware) refers the cause of his in-
tense unpopularity to his conduct in the capacity
of guld rider over the Ashton estate, an office
or privilege conferred on him by his father
some time before his marriage. At this
period the lands devoted to corn-growing in
the district of Ashton-under-Lyne had become
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icfested with a certain gross-teeding, prolifie,
and rampant weed culled gool, ur guld, which
bore a yeliow flower, und whicn is now known
48 the vorn-marigo:d (chrysantuemum segetum),
which had- wrought o much mischief by de-
vouriuy the natriment uf the graw crope, as
well as uverwhelming and screening thems from
the ntluence of -the sun by its exuberant
growth, that it had beiome absolutely neces-
@arv to exterminute the pest. Morcover, the
wind was un impartial ali-round dmstribuior of
ite #Ced, hence one man's negiect was a lnaiter,
of  canuton  concern to all, and justce de-
manded tha the evil should be euded by united
wafforr, which was therefore made ouiigatory

upon every farmer by a mmanorial regulation, 10

which (ompliance was enforced bv the guld
rider. aud thiy ofliciai, accompamed by a ~uit-
abli reilnue, at & certain season 1N cvery yoear
was comuissioned 1w ride througl the. fiolds
of growing corn in order to ascertain theip srate
in respect of this weed, and i case of negli-
gence in clearing it our on tne part of auy of
thie tenunig or ather responsibie persons. to
inflict fines, or wuch other punishments of a
more brutal or idegrading character a. were
considered in those Jaye appropria.e to their
.acans, status, or ~c¢x. upon every onc whom
he adjudged to have been remiss, and it is
presumed that Ralpu perfoimed the<e functione
with rigorous if nor criminal severiry, ’

It, was an age (Glover's History of Ashron,
p. 140):

When lords could hang their serfs at once,

Nor give a reason why.
And ladies Joved the tourney muasi
Where most were doomeqd to die,
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X.

An old tradition rung as follows:—That for-
meriy she lords of Asliton would sometimes,
when putting their offenders to death, enhance
the punishmemnt and amuse thenrelves by caus-
ing the culprits to be placed naked in casks,
the iniernal eides of which bristled with sharp-
iron spikes, and then arder them to be rolied
down the *Gallows Hill, iu front of the hall.”
The side of the slope next ro the dungeons has,
even within memory been known as “ Anne's
Brow.” ‘It might seem a corruption.” says
ILigson, *‘of Thene's Brow, as Thene's Car is
several times alluded 10 in the o'd rental.” It
is now covered by the railway.

But it is populariy alleged that some poor
woman, whose surname, if <he had any, is for-
gzotten, but whose Christian name was Anne.
was condemued to be rolled down the hillside-
in the spiked caek just referred to,

There are many elements of probability in.
the hypothesis just mentioned. These excesses
would be committed either in person or deputy
during a long period, possibly for near upon
half-a-century,  They would, direcidy or in-
directly, affect almost every member of the in-
dustrial community, The- were committed in
the locality whore the custom of retaliating
thy a mockery of thenmn was afterwards set up-
and maintained, and this would have been im-
possible without the concurrence of the lords.
of the manor, and it is easy to imagine that
they would not he against_it, for it may well
have happened that Sir Ralph's proceedings
in the office of guld rider were not
aliogether approved by hiy elder half-
brother, Sir Thomas Assheton, but as the
former held his office for life there was no
remedy. After the death of Sir Thomas, and
the succession of his son, and later (in 1484) of
his grandson, it is almost certain thar to these
enceessive and later lords of Ashton the spec-
tacle of so distang a relative of the half-brother:
of their late father or grand father, as might
happen, coming over from Middleton with a
posse of his retainers in full parade to ride un-
questioned through the cornfields of Ashton.
and to punish by fine or inm more degrading
wayvs the tenants and servants of the manor,
while they (their lords) might stand by help-
less spectators of the proceedings or witnesses
of the punishments: all this must have been
as galling to the lords as to those of their people
who were made to suffer in pocket or in person,
and fully accounts for the non-interference of
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the successive lords of Ashton with a custom
which, trom a currory view, might be regarded
by outsiders as a slight upon the family name.
But would there be no_remonstrance from the
desvendantg of Sir Ralphi, the new lords of Mid-
dleton? DProbably mnot; certainly none that
was ever hoeded. We cannur suppose that his
tenants and the people of thar township had re-
ceived any more kindly usage from Sir Ralph
or that they would entertain any groater respect
for his memory than their neighhours of Ashton,
'T'he underhand means bv which he acquired the
lordship of Middleton have been over.voked in

" this present age, owing, perhagps, to tho moro
.a§re¢_eable occupation of setting forth the merits
ot his descendants, but the people of his own
time and district would have better reason for
bearing in mind his own doings.

* Bell’s Gazetteer ™' states that ' 3ir ‘Ralph
Assheton was shot as ho was riding down the
principal strect of the town on one of his Easter
-Monday visitations, and that the inhabitants
tcok no trouble to discover the assassin.”
(Glover's Tistory of Ashton, p. 103) Hence ib
18 supposed that after his dcath Easter Mon-
day was selected for the cclebration of the
ceremony.

I may here say that Richard Barton, the
dispossessed grandsoun of Margery’s uncle, and
his brother Ralph were still' living in 1483,
‘when Ralph Ascheton got a gran: from the
King of the Manor of Middleton (Corry’s His-
torv of Lancashire), and. considering their ages,
with every prospect of continuing to live throngh
many years in the neighbourhood of Middle-
ton, among relatives and friends who would
anitedly poesess cousiderable socia]l influence,
and who could not be expected to allow such
4 considerable transfer of property and loss of
local eminence, in which some of them were
interested by consanguinity to pass without
comment, or {0 be speedily forgotren. The
Byrons of Clayton, also, alike related by blood
both to the Asshetons and the. Bartons, cannot
have witnessed the rise of one of these families
upon the ruin of the other without exposiula-
tion, But, in particular, there was the Rector
-of Middleson, Sir John de Ba®ton, who had
been presented to the rectory aboug the year
1477, & younger sou of that miszuided Jord of
the manor whose reckless liberality towards a
portionlesg nicce had sown the sced of this
calamity—at this period (1483-4) the oldest
living member of the Barton family, and long
afterwards in evidence. 'The door of ever
habitation about Middleton from. the great hall
to the humblae cottage, ever open to welcome
the honoured and familiar form of “the
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Rector,” a member of the old manorial family.
a life-iong neighbour, a pastor among his own
flock, whose word couid stand against his?
‘In .come,’ perhaps many, of these dwell-
ings the tale of the wiongs of his younger
rewtives would be told by himself ‘in
svch fitting language as a long practice of lus
rprofession woald enable him to command. In
others the storv would be repeated, possibly
with additions In all'it would fall upon the
ears of willing listeners, only to he heard
with respectful commiseration, and acecpted
with abiding faith. Such a story, .so ac-
credited spreading far and wide, among ligh
and low, would soon reach the neighbourhood
of Ashton, where it wo'ld embitter the re-
sentment before caused by the severity of Sir
Ralph's proceedings in  his  guild riding..
Thus favoured by the well-known, though
perhaps in some cases unavowed, sympathy
of the relatives and acquaintances of the
injured family in Middleton, in Ashton, and
in Clayton, and abetted or in no way dis-
couraged by their manorial lords. the more
"open demonstrations of the tenantry . and the
general populace of Ashton, in derisive
mimicry of the defunct tyrant, “The Black
Knight,”” were left to take firm root, and to
flourish in future undisturbed except hy the
mollifying and obliterating influenceg of time.

‘We now come to the Black Knight’s brass.
memorial in the church. It will he noticed
that this brass, which is snpposed to represent
the first Assheton of Middleton, is without
name or date, and at the foot of the knight
and the lady tre placed seven sons and six
daughters, whereas in the pedigrec in Baines
(vol. 2, pp. 396-9) there are only given six
sons and seven daughters. These discrep-
ancier between the ordinary -and the pie-
torial records can only be reconciled by
assuming that there is a defect in the pedi-
gree, or an error in identifying the bhrass with
8ir Ralph ‘“ssheton, for we cannot eall in
question the facts of the ancient engraver. To
uphold the supposed identity we have a hrass
without eithef name or date, on which are de-
picted a knight "in plate armour, and a
lady whose head dress is of the gtyle known as
“ dog-kenuel.”” Both the armour and the dress
are of the period of the fiftcenth century which
corresponds with Sir Ralph's period, and the
arms on the shield are those of Assheton on the
first and fourth quarters, while the second guar-
ter has the fesse and three annulets of the Bar-
tons, but the third quarter has been effaced.
It wiil be notived that the armg are vjuarterly



87 HISTORICAL MIDDLETON,

(n¢t impaled), and this circumstance has beemr
advanced by some anthorities on heraldry ag re.
futing the supposed identification bug by others
this' objection is not considered vaiid. because
i ignores the changes which from time to time
have occurred in the usages and rules of heradry
in relation to these particular forms of em-
blasonry. A footnote in Gregson's Fragments,
p 96, says: ‘‘ From the time of Edward III. to
that of Henry VIIL it was the frequent prac-
tice of the gentry to quarter the wife's arms,
and if she were of greater dignity of family to
place her arms on the first and fourth quarters,
This sort of quartering was not esteemed and
was there fore discontinued.” But perhaps a
more direct and reliable way to get at the facts
watld be to bestow more consideration on those
detaiig of the memorial in which there are no
uuncertainties ; for instance, the arms and dress.
which would be of the fashion prevailing about
the - period of their sepulture, assure us: (1)
That & member of the Assheton family, who.
died in the honour of knighthood, married a
Middleton; (2) that this husband and_wife died
in or about the fifteenth century; (3) another
dotail telis ug that they had a family of zeven
sons and six daughters: (4) the situation and
character of the memorial affirm that both hus-
baud and wife were buried at Middleton. Now
we are well cortified of the union of Ralph As-
sheton, who was knighted before his death, and
Margery Barton. of the Bartons of
Fryton  and Middleton, in the fiftecuth
contury, which accords with details 1 and 2, as.
thev were married in 1438. Sir Ralph was cer-
tamly, and his wife probably, liviug in 1485, and’
we-may safely assume that both died before the
ena of the century. There can be no doubt,
although we have no voucher for the accurrence,
that both husband and wife were buricd at Mid-
dleton, which agrees with detuil 4, and we have
only to face the discrepancy as to the number of
their children, which, cn the supposition that
some died very young, we may rcasonably at-
tribute to a gﬁefect in the records. available to-
the ‘compiler of the pedigree. In this hv-o-
thesis as to the identity of the knixht and the
ladv of the brass we have every fact of time
and circumstance in full accord with its story.
cxcepting in one particular, which has just
been ehown to be of little moment. What
have we 'to set up against it? Absolutely
nothing. We have no facts to go upon, and’
no probabilities to speculate about, as I will
endeavour to show. Take the case of the
ladv. The Barton family first came to Mid-
dleton circa 1322, which is an ~arlier date than
the fashion of the cress in —nirn the lady is-
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depicted on the brass, Can we find, between
¢, 1322 amd 1438, an instance of any lady of
that family marrying with one of the Assheton
family entitled to bear the arms which appear
-on_the brass who held or acquired the rank of
knighthood? Again, did any of the Bartone
of Middleton, excepting Margery Barton, inter-
marry with any member o1 any of the Assheton
families, cxcepting Ralph Assheton, between
1438 and the assumption of the lordship of the
manor of Middleton by the husband of Mar-
gery, then Sir Ralph. in 1483-4? And, lastly,
18 it possible that anyone entitled to bear the
arms of the Asshelons, and who died in the
order of knighthond, married a lady of the
Bartons of Middleton, if any were in being,
after that family hud becn ousted {rom the
manor in 1483-4 ?

As there is not a scrap of evidence to be
found in support of an affirmative answer to
any of these primary questions, the minor
ones as to the number of ¢hildren may remain
unasked; and in conformity with these state
ments, which tell as strongly in favour of th.
gupposed identity as they are prohibitive of
any other, we may fully*acquiesce in the say-
ing of a former writer (editor of  Iter Lan-
castrense,” Chet. Series) that *““No inserip-
tion was wanted to prove this to be the brass
of Sir Ralph Assheton and Margery Barton.”

I had purposed to conclude with a brief
summary of the character of Sir Ralph Asshe-
ton, but counsidering thot he ulready stands
hefore us quite fully .vonfessed of all that we
know to his prejudice by what has gone
before, all that is now reguired to complete
his portraiture, and to do full justce to him, is
that I should call attenion to the adverse in-
fluences of his early training in the Court of
Henry V1., and the experience of his later
manhood in that of Edward IV.. than which
no other surroundings that we can conceive
of would more surely inflame all that was
evil, and stifle all that wae good in his nature.
and to submit his claim for such palliation of
his wrong-doine as these associations may be
considered to afford. 'We find nnthing against
him as a son. As a father he attended to the
welfare of his family. and, as we have seen.
could spare thought to plan for the succession
of hig son at a time when there
was no safety for his own life.
He was an intrepid soldier and an abhle
«commanuder; a man of industrious and enew
getic habit. But also & man without fear in
the present life or dread of a future, for he
il not, like many others of his kind, succumb
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at the end to the terrors of the church, and
disgorge a part of bis plunder into its coffers
in rmurn for a promised smooth pu.ssaqe over
the bay ** when he put oug to sea,”” but went
forth hke a boid na.vxgator to face the surf
and the “‘moaning® with all its contraband
cargo on board.  Nor need we be surprised,
u)nsldmmg what we have learned of hig doings
while living, that no one was found to recora
the dat¢ of his death, or to inwcribe on his
monumental brass the pious hope tha: “In
cujus anime propitietur -Deus,” for aftor a lapse
of four hundred years his name aund life are
onl remembered “with feelings of regngnance
and horror,

It may perhaps not be generally known
‘that the sculptured chimney- ple(.‘e from Mid-
dleton Hall, referred to in :he beginning of
the ahove paper, as also a shicld from Langley
Hal’, bering the arms of the Radcliffe family
of L.'mglm san off-shoo, of Radcliffe of the
‘Tower) are now in the possession of the
Middleton Corporation, and as these are the
only relics now left to us of these historic
houses. it is hoped thas they will he well
cared for.
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