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ART. VIII.—Two Lintel Inscriptions. The Musgraves of 
Edenhall and some of their Descendants. By GEORGE • 
WATSON. 

Read at Penrith, September 23rd, 1897. 

THE Musgraves of Edenhall were descended from 
Thomas, son of Sir Richard Musgrave of Hartley, 

which Thomas married Johanna, or Jane, daughter and 
co-heiress of William Stapleton of Edenhall (who died 
1458) ; with her Thomas Musgrave got the Edenhall 
estates. Thomas and Joan had four sons, placed by St. 
George in his pedigree of Musgrave of Hartley (1615) in 
the following order : Richard, John, William, and Nicho-
las ; William, the third son, being described as of Pen-
rith*, while in the pedigree of Musgrave of Edenhall,  
1665 (Dugdale), the four sons are placed in an entirely 
different order, no mention being made of the Penrith 
branch. Nicolson and Burn make John, the second son, 
founder of the Penrith branch, as also does Jefferson in 
his history of Leath Ward. 

It is singular that neither at the Visitation of 1615, 
when Simon Musgrave was settled at Musgrave Hall, 
Penrith, nor at that of 1665, when his son William had 
succeeded him there, did either of them appear at the 
Visitation and prove their pedigree. 	But although there 
may be no pedigree to prove that the Penrith Musgraves 
were descended from Thomas Musgrave and his wife Joan 
Stapleton, the armorial bearings carved upon the ancient 
door lintel of Musgrave Hall, Penrith, are incontestable 

* Cumberland and Westmorland Visitation Pedigrees, 1615 and 1665, edited by 
Foster. 

evidence 
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evidence of the fact. The house, until about thirty years 
ago, was covered with roughcast, but upon being cleared 
of its coating of roughcast the original doorway walled up 
was disclosed, having on the lintel a quarterly coat, ist 
and 4th Musgrave, six annulets, three, two and one, 2nd 
and 3rd Stapleton, three swords pomells in Jesse point and 

points extended, being the arms of a Musgrave whose 
ancestress was a Stapleton heiress. On the sinister end 
of the lintel is an enlarged annulet charged with a mullet 
of five points; the enlarged annulet representing the Mus-
grave coat being charged with a mullet, the mark of 
cadency for a third son, confirms the Musgrave pedigree 
of 1615, before referred to, where it states that William, 
the third son, founded the Penrith house. He married as 
his first wife Felicia Colvill, alias Tiliol. Felicia (also 
written Phillis) was grandniece to Margaret Tiliol, wife 
of James Moresby, whose son and grandson appear to 
have lived at Penrith, since their monuments are still to 
be seen in the vestry of that church, a circumstance sup-
porting the conclusion that the said William Musgrave was 
founder of the Penrith branch ; indeed it is extremely pro- 

NOTE BY THE EDITOR.—William Musgrave is said in the pedigrees of 1615 
and 1665 to have married Felicia, daughter of William Filiol, or Tiliol. From 
John Denton's MSS. account of Cumberland (published by this Society, p. S7), 
it appears that Crookdyke was Tiliol property, and fell to an heiress, Isabel d, 
Tiliol, who married William Colville and had issue William Colville, alias Tiliole 
father of Felicia, or Phillis, who married William Musgrave. 

bable 
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bable that William Musgrave found in the house of the 
Moresbys a wife well furnished with lands, as was usual 
with younger sons in olden times, and that might have 
been the occasion of his settling at Penrith. On the 
dexter end of the lintel is a curious figure of a cross 
Calvary, with flames surrounding its base, but pointing 
away from the cross. This figure may at first sight be 
taken for a crest, but it lacks the proper accessory of a 
crest—the wreath, or crown ; neither is it known as a 
crest of any family. 	It is no doubt one of those personal 
devices common in the i6th and 17th centuries, the 
designing of which was a fashionable amusement. A 
device was symbolical, and was usually accompanied by 
a motto or sentiment expressing the meaning of the de- 
vice, but in this case no motto appears. 	The device pro- 
bably symbolises Christianity persecuted but not over-
come, and might have had for a motto the Apostle Paul's 
epigrammatical expression, " Persecuted but not for- 
saken, cast down but not destroyed." 	The carving 
has been slightly injured by the workmen when picking 
off the roughcast. On the sinister side of the cross at its 
base is an indentation in the shaft where probably a tongue 
of flame has been chipped off. 

The wife of William Stapleton of Edenhall was Mar-
garet, co-heiress with her sister Maria, daughters of 
Nicholas, the last of the Vetriponts of Alston.t There 
is a fine brass in memory of him and his wife in the floor 
of Edenhall Church chancel, representing him in plate 
armour charged with his arms, the three swords of 
Stapleton impaling the arms of Vetripont, six annulets, 
three, two and one. The inscription records that he died 
in 1458. Thomas Musgrave of Edenhall, the ancestor of 

Cor. iv., 9. 
t The Vetriponts of Alston were generally known by the shortened appellation 

Vipont, or Vipond. 
the 

 
 
 
tcwaas_001_1899_vol15_0010



TWO LINTEL INSCRIPTIONS. 	 g5 

the respective families of Edenhall, Penrith, Plumpton, 
Catterlen, Crookdyke, and Hayton, died in 1472. The 
descent from him of the main line of Edenhall and the 
Crookdyke branch is given in St. George and Dugdale's 
Visitations, published by Foster, but the Penrith and 
Plumpton branches are left in obscurity, whilst the 
notices of them in county histories are often vague 
and conflicting. 

The Musgrave houses at Penrith and its neighbourhood 
were, in Penrith, Musgrave Hall ; in Plumpton, Fairbank, 
Hallrigg, Plumpton Head Hall (now known as Plumpton 
Hall), and the original Plumpton Hall (now known 
as Plumpton Old Ha 	; and one at Catterlen, in the 
parish of Newton Reigny. The house at Penrith has, 
strangely enough, been confounded with Fairbank. Nicol-
son and Burn refer to it as "Musgrave Hall or Fairbank," 
and other writers have followed their lead, speaking as 
though Fairbank was an alternative name for Musgrave 
Hall ; Hutchinson, however, in a footnote (vol. I. p. 273), 
quoting from a pedigree at Lowther, says the Penrith 
Musgraves were of Musgrave Hall, in Penrith, and of 
Fairbank, making it clear that Fairbank was another and 
distinct place of residence, as it really was. 	Fairbank is 
in the township of Plumpton, about four miles from Pen-
rith. The house was re-built about seventy years ago, 
when an early 17th century tablet found in the old house 
was re-built in over the front door: from its well-preserved 
condition it has evidently had an internal position in the 
older house. The tablet is unique in its way ; on one side 
it has the initials of the family name ; and of the husband 
and wife's baptismal names; on the other side is the date ; 
in the middle is an extraordinary piece of heraldry, evidently 
suggested by the dexter half of the quarterly shield on the 
lintel of Musgrave Hall, Penrith, but without the fesse 

* Called Low House on the Ordnance Maps. 
line 
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line or horizontal division, the two coats overlapping each 
other and presenting a curious specimen of debased heral-
dry. Over the shield is the crest of Musgrave of Eden- 

hall. The initials SSM are no doubt those of Simon and 
Susan Musgrave, who had since the beginning of the 17th 
century been settled at Musgrave Hall, Penrith. 

From the time of Thomas Musgrave and his wife Joan 
Stapleton (I472) to the commencement of the Penrith 
parish registers in 1556, there are, besides the Edenhall 
and Crookdyke Visitation pedigrees, only occasional brief 
records of the Musgraves of Edenhall and their branches 
of Penrith, Plumpton, and Catterlen. The notices of 
them I have met with in State records and county his-
tories are the following : 

1492. (7th of Henry 7th). John Musgrave of Fairbank was Sheriff of 
Cumberland. 

1509. (1st Henry 8th). Nov. 29th. John Musgrave one of the wit-
nesses to the oath taken by James 4th (Scotland) to the 
treaty of 15oz, renewed by Henry 8th. 

1509 & to. Sir John Musgrave placed on Commission of the Peace. 
1511. June loth and July 14th. The same on Commission of Array. 
1512. Aug 6th. The same on Commission of Muster. 
1514. Feb. 18th. (5th Henry 8th). Grant in survivorship for Sir 

John Musgrave, Knt. of the Body, and Thomas, his son, of 
the offices of Constable of Castle of Bewcastle and chief 
forester of Nicholforeste. 

The 
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The foregoing fit in chronologically with John, son of 
Thomas Musgrave and Joan Stapleton, and Thomas, 
son of the said John. 

1514. (6th of Henry 8th). Feb. 27th. WILLIAM AND CHRISTO-
PHER DACRE TO LORD DACRE. Jak Musgrave* took 
James Nowble called Yellow Hare [Qy. Hair] and kept him 
in Bewcastle two days and let him go at the desire of 
Clement Nixon. 

1514. (6th Henry 8th). Sep. i6th. Grant for Thomas Musgrave, one 
of the King's spears in retinue at Calais, to be bailiff of town 
and lordship of Penrithe, Cumb., vice Richard Appilby 
deceased, as amply as the said Richard or William Lon-
kester enjoyed the same. Dated Farnam Castle. 

1515. (7th of Henry 8th). Oct. 28th. Grant for Thomas Musgrave 
to be Constable of Bewcastle and chief forester of Nichol-
forest [his father Sir John probably deceased] . 

1517. (9th Henry 8th). June 2rst. DACRE TO WOLSEY. Is glad 
that the king is satisfied with his suggestions for fortifying 
the borders, re-building Wark, and removing Bewcastle. 
Desires some office to be provided for Thomas Musgrave 
that the fee which he now has amounting to £7o -[ p. ann be 
employed in re-building the Castle in the King's lordship of 
of Arthurheath. Has informed Magnus how Musgrave may 
be made to comply if he prove restive. 

1518. (loth Henry 8th). June 6th. Pardon for Thomas Musgrave of 
Bewcastle of all offences and trespass in or near the King's 
chamber, household, or palace. Dated Woodstock. 

It would be interesting to know what rude conduct Thos. 
Musgrave had been guilty of at the King's palace, and 
why he took so long a journey only to incur the royal 
displeasure. 

1528. (19th Henry 8th). April 2nd. WILLIAM LORD DACRE TO 
WOLSEY. Held a warden's court at Carlisle, Friday, 27th 
March, when 21 offenders were attached and delivered to Sir 

This is the first mention of Jack a Musgrave in the State Records. 
-h At that time workmen's wages, as shewn by a State Record of the works of 

Dover Harbour, "the greatest number of men 5d, others 6d, 7d, Sd, gd, per 
day." Taking this rate of wages as a standard, money would be about seven 
times tha value of the present day, and £7o then be equivalent to p490 now. 

Edward 
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Edward Musgrave, the sheriff. One Richard Grame, though 
delivered sufficientiy ironed, was allowed by order of under 
sheriff Sir Wm. Musgrave, son of Sir Edward, to go loose 
about the castle, whence he made his escape. Notes Wolsey 
having written that he had spoken with Thos. Musgrave to 
deliver Bewcastle to Dacre, but it is in such decay no man 
can dwell there. Musgrave has clearly spoilt it, taken away 
all the lead, and broken the glass windows. Begs Wolsey 
will get Musgrave to surrender his patent, and at Wolsey's 
pleasure will reasonably agree with him. 

1529. Dec. Sir William Musgrave, Knight of the Body. 
1530. Nov. Sir Wm. Musgrave annuity of 20 marks out of the issues 

of two water mills called Penreth Mills, parcel of the castle 
and lordship of Penreth, during the life of Edward Mus- 
grave, father of said Wm. 	Dated Greenwich, 9th Oct., 22 
Henry VIII. 

153o. Dec. 6th. Grant of Commission of Peace to Sir Wm. Musgrave. 

All the foregoing records are from the Calendars of State 
Papers, edited by J. S. Brewer. The following are from 
those edited by James Gairdner : 

1531. (23rd Henry 8th). Apr. 24th. Grant to Sir Wm. Musgrave of 
office of Constable or Keeper of Bewcastle and chief forester 
of Nicholforeste. 

1531. April 25th. John. alias Jak, Musgrave of Bewcastle. Pardon,  
but no offence stated. 

1532. Oct. 6th. DACRE TO CROMWELL. Has received £5oo 
from Sir George Lawson for works of Carlisle Castle, and 
has given Lroo of it to Sir Wm. Musgrave for repairs at 
Bewcastle. 

1532. Nov. Grant of office of Sheriff to Sir Wrn. Musgrave. 
1535. Aug. 15th. LORD LEONARD GRAY TO CROMWELL. 

On August 3 the Treasurer of the King's wars with com-
panies of Dacre and Musgrave nearly took Thomas Fytz-
garret. 

1536. (27th Henry 8th). Grant to Cuthbert Musgrave, son and heir 
of Thomas Musgrave, Marshall of Berwick, to be bailiff of 
the town and lordship of Peryth, Cumb., lately held by the 
said Thomas. 

Nicolson and Burn (vol. I, p. 31,) say, in 1552, time of 
Edward VI., Simon Musgrave of Firbank (Fairbank) and 

John 
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John Musgrave of Catterlen were complained of by the 
officers of the Scottish Borders for making freebooting 
raids in their country. Catterlen, as a residence of a 
descendant of Musgrave of Edenhall, is mentioned by 
Nicolson and Burn as being the home of Sir Edward 
Musgrave in the lifetime of his father, Sir Richard, about 
1480. Of the misfortunes of the last Musgrave of Catter-
len we will learn further on. 

The Penrith Parish Registers, commcncing 1556 (3rd 
Philip and Mary), are singularly complete, and give 
numerous Musgrave entries. A transcript of all Mus-
grave entries is subjoined, from which it will be seen that 
during the last forty-four years of the 16th century there 
are 47 Musgrave entries, and during that period seven 
different Musgraves had children baptised at Penrith, but 
in the absence of historical side-lights, and owing to the . 
extreme brevity of the entries, no definite genealogical 
sequence can be traced in them. It is certain that many 
of these entries are of Plumpton families, who from con-
venience or family association made Penrith Church their 
ecclesiastical centre. 

With the advent of the 17th century, the Penrith regis- -
ters make us acquainted with a Musgrave family settled 
at Musgrave Hall, Penrith, in the persons of Simon Mus-
grave and his wife Susan, but even then the brevity of the 
entries would have left us in considerable doubt were it 
not for the clear light afforded by the Visitation pedigree • 
of the Huttons of Galle and Penrith ; in which it appears 
that Susan, daughter of Sir William Hutton, was wife of 
Simon Musgrave, of Musgrave Hall, in Penrith. Galle, 
or Gale, was a small manor in the parish of Melmerby;  
belonging to the Huttons of Penrith, where the family, or 
members of it frequently resided. The marriage of Simon 
and Susan is not in the Penrith registers, neither is the 
baptism of their daughter Elizabeth. 	It is, therefore, 
pretty certain that both events ocçurrid at Melmerby 

Church 
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Church in 1597-8, Sir William Hutton and his family 
having probably taken refuge at Gale when Penrith was 
devastated by the plague in these years. This cannot 
be confirmed by the Melmerby registers, all before 
17oo being missing, while the 17th century copies in the 
Bishop's Registry at Carlisle are few and fragmentary, 
and none earlier than 1660.E 

Of the parentage of Simon Musgrave of Penrith there is 
no positive record. The baptisms of two Simon Musgraves 
are entered in the Penrith registers in 1579, but there is 
nothing to identify him as either of them, and the date 
would appear to make him too young in 1597-8 to be a 
likely bridegroom for Sir William Hutton's daughter 
Susan. There is, however, an entry in the Edenhall 
registers which exactly fits his case : " 1567-6 April. 
Simon Musgrave, son of Thomas Musgrave of Plumpton, 
Baptised." At this date Sir Simon Musgrave was lord of 
Edenhall, and had a son Thomas, who held the office of 
Captain of Bewcastle, but no doubt had his home at 
Plumpton, and what so likely as that the Plumpton baby 
should be brought to Edenhall to receive his grandfather's 
name, and be made his godchild. 

Edmond Sandford's statement in his " Antiquities and 
Families " (1675) that Jack a Musgrave in Henry VIII.'s 
time got a hundred years lease of Plumpton Park, and 
planted five of his sons in it, has been popularly accepted 
as accounting for the several families of Musgrave in 
Plumpton. The statement, however, is discredited by 
the non-existence of any State or other record of Henry 
VIII's reign of such a grant; by a record of Queen Mary's 
reign that the Captain of Bewcastle should have D'10o a 
year with Plumpton Park in lease during the time he held 

The missing Registers ought surely to be found at Melmerby Hall, as up to 
17oo the Lord of the Manor and the Rector was one and the same person, and 
probably kept the Registers at the Hall. 

the 
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the office ; and by a State record of James I. in 1605, May 
22nd, granting a lease for forty years to John Murray, 
Groom of the Bedchamber, of lands called Plumpton 
Park, the Park Head, &c. 

It was a sore grievance with the English that King 
James brought so many needy Scots to his Court and 
lavished money and favours upon them. George and John 
Murray were two of the fourteen grooms of the Bed-
chamber who had E20 .' each per annum, their keep and 
liveries, besides frequent large gifts of money or grants of 
property ; thus it was that one of King James's pampered 
flunkies became lord of Plumpton Park and land-owner in 
Catterlen. 

A curious sequel to this grant appears a month later in 
the following record : 

1605. June i8th. The King to the Lord Treasurer. To examine 
into the claim of Sir Richard Musgrave to Plumpton Park, 
which was granted to John Murray, Groom of the Bed-
chamber, and if valid to grant to Murray the reversion of 
Plumpton Park, and a pension of Lzoo per annum till it 
shall devolve upon him. 

The nature of Sir Richard's claim does not appear, and 
there is no record of it having been allowed. 

The notorious Jack a Musgrave, claimed by the gos-
siping old chronicler, Edmond Sandford, as the ancestor 
of the Plumpton Musgraves, has already been noticed. 
Sandford says of him : 

This Jack a Musgrave was so metaled a man, as the country people 
wold say, if they had a spirited boy yt he would even be a Jack a 
Musgrave. 

Here at least Sandford is confirmed by history. Jack 
was deputy to Sir William Musgrave in his office of Cap-
tain of Bewcastle, and during the eventful period of Aske's 

* Equivalent to about h  150 now. 
Rebellion 
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Rebellion in 1536-7, he, in conjunction with his principal, 
Sir William Musgrave, was actively employed in the King's 
service. The Duke of Norfolk, the King's lieutenant in 
the North for the suppression of the rebellion, in his 
letters to Cromwell, the King's minister, complains of 
Jack being only too " metaled a man," not always em-
ploying his metal in a proper manner. The Duke, refer-
ring to the captaincy of Bewcastle, says : 

Sir William Musgrave who has the rule lives at London, and Jack 
of Musgrave, a bastard, is his deputy, a tall,* hardy man, but not 
meet to have the rule of so many ill men. 

At another time the Duke reports : 

Sir William and Jack Musgrave are at London, these people cannot 
be governed by one dwelling in London or a deputy that is as ill as 
the worst. 

Notwithstanding the Duke's detractions, however, Jack 
held his own at Court. In a State record of January, 
1538, in a list of persons " to be had in the King's most 
benign rememberance " are Lord Clifford, Sir Christopher 
Dacre, Jack a Musgrave, and others. Sir William Mus-
grave, Captain of Bewcastle, the subject of numerous 
State records, as we have already seen, was son and heir 
of Sir Edward Musgrave, of Edenhall. All through the 
time of Aske's Rebellion Sir William was active in the 
King's service in the North, and when in October, 1536, 
the rebellion had become a reign of terror, and under 
threats of death and spoliation the gentry were compelled 
to swear adhesion to the rebel cause, Sir Edward Mus-
grave and all Edenhall with him were so sworn. At the 
same time his intrepid son Sir William was, with Clifford 

*The term " tall man" is frequently used in State records of Henry V II I.'s 
time, evidently not with reference to stature but to bravery, as "stout " was 
used in the same sense at an earlier period. 

and 
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and others, holding Carlisle against the rebels, and finding 
it essential to communicate with the Earl of Cumberland, 
the Lord Warden, Sir William went out to the rebels, 
took their oath, and rode off to the Earl at Skipton Castle 
to concert measures for suppressing the rebellion. The 
Duke of Norfolk's report before mentioned, that Sir 
William lived in London, was quite true, and not only 
that, he had a wife there, as the King and Cromwell very 
well knew. Sir William had married Elizabeth, widow of 
Thomas Tamworth, thereby becoming stepfather to John 
Tamworth, aged eight-and-a half-years, a ward of the 
King's, who appointed Sir William his guardian, with £q.o 
a year for his trouble. In the State records, 1537, January 
26th, there is a letter from Sir William's wife to Crom-
well, which taken in connection with the Duke of Norfolk's 
complaint that Sir William, while holding the office of 
Captain of Bewcastle continued to live in London, is in-
teresting and a little curious. The lady 

begs Cromwell's favour to her poor husband who has done the King 
faithful service in his country much to his charge. Expected he 
would have had thanks at his coming home, but finds him pensive. 
Fears he is fallen in displeasure either of Cromwell or some other of 
the Council but he will not disclose it, whatever he has done hopes 
Cromwell will not be offended as he bears as true a heart to the King 
as any man alive, and has been as much against his country for their 
rebellion so that to my knowledge he will never inhabit in the same, 
which is a great comfort to her as her going thither would make an 
end of her, begs if any suit be made for his going down Cromwell 
will stop it. His office there [Bewcastle] is in as good stay as any 
man's. At my poor house at Dowgate, January-  26th. 

Signed, Elizabeth Musgrave. 

Evidently Elizabeth had great confidence in her hus-
band's deputy, Jack a Musgrave. Now although the fore-
going records of Sir William Musgrave show by, their in-
cidents fitting in so well with the Edenhall pedigrees that 
he was the Sir William of that family, yet Edenhall never 

being 
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being once mentioned in connection with him, it is not 
easy to realise that the Sir William with a wife and home 
in London was the Sir William of the Edenhall pedigrees, 
having for wife a daughter of Sir Thomas Curwen, of 
Workington. Two letters in the State records, however, 
make it clear, but before quoting them it should be noted 
that in the Edenhall pedigrees, John, Lord Latymer, 
stands as husband of Sir William's sister Elizabeth, and 
that Sir William's mother was daughter of Sir Christopher 
Ward, of Yorkshire. The first letter, dated January 18th, 
1537, is from John, Lord Latymer, to Sir William Mus-
grave. The subject of the letter does not concern us, but 
the signature does. It is signed 

From your loving brother-in-law John Latymer. 

The second letter, dated 17th March, 1537,  given in 
full, is as follows : 

Sir William Musgrave to Cromwell. There is a small priory of nuns 
called Esholt within the lordship of my late grandfather, Sir Chr. 
Ward, who lieth there, called the manor of Esholt. It stands com-
modiously for me and is worth about C19 a year. I request your 
favour to get it of the King, and I will release unto your lordship the 
£40 a year which I have during the minority of John Tamworth. 
If it please you let me have the King's letter in brief time to the 
prioress and convent to stay further sales and grants. Yourke, 17 
March. 

This letter, besides proving the identity of Sir William, 
of Edenhall, with Sir William, stepfather and guardian of 
John Tamworth, is of historical interest as showing how 
the suppressed religious houses were dealt with. Before 
November, 1539,  Sir William's wife had probably died, 
for at that date he obtained the King's licence to sell the 
house in Dowgate from which she wrote her letter to 
Cromwell. In 1532, Sir William Musgrave on the death 
of his father, Sir Edward, succeeded to the Edenhall 

estates, 
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estates, and in November of that year with sixty horse 
and forty foot served at the defeat of the Scots at Sollom 
Moss. Sir William was sheriff of Cumberland in 1533  and 
1542. In 1543-4 Sir William had the King's licence to 
settle his lands in Raughton, Gatesgill, Brackenthwaite, 
Stocklewath and Seberham in Cumberland upon John 
Musgrave, gentleman, for life ; remainder to Adam, John, 
and Ingram, sons of the said John, successively in tail 
male; remainder to the heirs male of the body of the said 
John the father.* That this John Musgrave, gentleman, 
was none other than the soi- disant Jack of Bewcastle, 
appears certain by the following State record in the 
manuscript of the " Originalia," deposited in the British 
Museum : 

1544. By homage of John Musgrave of Bewcastle holding diverse 
lands and messuages en villis de Raughton, Gaytskales, Dunken-
thwaite, Stokylway and Seberham in Co. Cumbd. 6365-364. 

Further records of Jack a Musgrave under his new and 
more polite appellation of John Musgrave are found in the 
State Calendars of Edward VI., which, as if to assure us 
that it is the real old Jack and not a new man, sometimes 
adds " of Bewcastle," and even for a change reverts to 
the original " Jack." In 1547, April 7th, Thomas, Lord 
Wharton, writing to the Lord Protector, speaks of his son 
Henry, and John Musgrave leading 30o men to overthrow 
the Scots, and on October 5th speaks of Mr. Musgrave as 
his son-in-law, whom, with his sons, he despatches to 
make a foray in Nithsdale near Dumfries. Again, October 
t7th, he refers to his son-in-law having served well in the 
west parts. In 1548, February 12th, Sir Thomas Hol-
croft, writing to the Lord Protector, says sundry dis-
pleasures have been done by John Musgrave of Bewcastle 

* Nicolson and Burn. 
and 
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and Scotch Borderers against the Hamiltons, and on April 
16th Sir Thomas says " Jack Musgrave the King's tenant 
of Bewcastle served well or it had been wrong with the 
warden " (Lord Wharton). Another record states that 
Sir Richard Musgrave, Captain of Carlisle, and John 
Musgrave, of Bewcastle, are among the signatories to 
Lord Wharton's articles as to the three Marches. 

Taking it as certain that John Musgrave, of Bewcastle, 
is identical with jack a Musgrave, deputy keeper of Bew-
castle, the records quoted establish the facts that Jack a 
Musgrave, the despised of the Duke of Norfolk, was 
endowed with extensive estates by his patron (and 
can we doubt it, his father) Sir William Musgrave, that 
he married a daughter of Lord Wharton, had three sons, 
Adam, John, and Ingram, and was honoured as a brave 
and successful man. 

The estates settled upon Jack a Musgrave were within 
the forest of Inglewood, and that may have originated 
Sandford's story of the one hundred years lease of Plump-
ton Park and the settlement of Jack a Musgrave's sons 
there, but there is no evidence of this being a fact, while 
there is much to indicate that the Plumpton Musgraves 
were descended from the main stem of Edenhall. 

The first decade of the 17th century, in which Queen 
Elizabeth died, and James VI. of Scotland succeeded to 
the English throne as James I., was a period of extreme 
lawlessness in Cumberland, caused by the inroads of the 
Border freebooters. During this eventful period the pub-
lished Calendars of State papers afford some important 
data as to the state of Cumberland and the Borders, but 
they are of a brief and general character destitute of de-
tails. These, however, are fortunately supplied to a large 
extent by the report of the Historical Manuscripts Com-
mission on Lord Muncaster's MSS., which for the years 
covered by them, 1605-7, give many interesting particulars 
of the stirring events then occurring, and the prominent 

part 
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part the Musgraves of Plumpton and adjoining places 
took in them. Immediately following the death of Queen 
Elizabeth (1603) there was an extraordinary burst of law-
lessness, mostly by the Grahams, Armstrongs, and Fosters, 
accounted for by Walter Graham of Netherby and seventy-
eight others in a petition to the King for pardon in the 
following terms : 

We and others, after the death of the late Queen, disorderly and 
tumultuously assembled with all the warlike force and power that 
we could, and invaded the inland part of eastern side of Cumberland 
and spoiled many Englishmen with fire, sword, robbery, and murder. 
Some among us of evil judgment had persuaded us that until your 
majesty was a crowned king in England, the laws of the kingdom 
ceased and were of no force, and that all offences done in the mean-
time were not punishable. 

In 16o5, March ist, King James appointed Sir Henry 
Leigh, the keeper of Carlisle Castle, to be " Provost 
Marshal " of twenty-five horsemen to serve under him 
and Sir William Selby for suppressiou of tumults on the 
Borders, but a month later directed that Sir Henry Leigh 
on account of infirmities was to be superseded in the com-
mand of the horsemen, and the troop be transferred to 
John Musgrave of Plumpton, who had been nominated 
by the Earl of Cumberland Lord Warden of the West 
Marches. 	Just before John Musgrave's appointment, 
Carlisle Gaol was filled with thirty-three condemned out-
laws, when on April 7th at night twenty-nine of them 
broke prison and escaped. 

The most terrible tribe of the Border outlaws were the 
Grahams. The Muncaster MSS. say of them : " The 
people of Cumberland abhor and fear the name of Graham." 
John Musgrave therefore had his work set out immediately 
on entering on his command, and the Muncaster MSS. 
make numerous mentions of his vigorous operations. A 
crusade against the Grahams resulted in 132 of the name 

being 
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being transported to the Low Countries to serve in the 
garrisons and cautionary towns of Flushing and Brill, and 
John Musgrave and his horsemen conducted fifty Grahams 
" with their wives and families and horses and household 
stuff" to Workington for transportation to Ireland. This 
was in accordance with King James's advice that " All in 
whom there can be expected no hope of amendment, 
should be removed to some other place where the change 
of aire will make in them an exchange of manners." To 
administer the royal prescription of " change of aire " to 
the too numerous Grahams, the county gentlemen had 
subscribed f50o to settle them in their place of exile, but 
either the air of Ireland did not agree with them, or they 
were disappointed in not finding anybody worth robbing, 
for they gradually dribbled back to the Borders, but their 
power was broken, and by degrees they got to understand 
that honesty was the best policy, now that they saw clearly 
that thieving and murder led only to the gallows. 

By the end of 16o6 the country had settled down to 
something like peace and quiet, when a sensational event 
occurred in which Plumpton and other local Musgraves 
were specially concerned. In January, 1607, Mr. Richard 
Craven, collector of the King's revenues, was robbed of 
above £200 besides his books, bills, and bonds, on the 
road between Penrith and Kendal. The first notice of the 
event in the Muncaster MSS. is a letter dated January 
26th, 1607, from the Bishop of Carlisle to the Lord Pre-
sident of the North and the Council at York, in which he 
gives the foregoing account of the robbery, and goes on to 
say : 

Thomas Musgrave, son of Sir Richard Musgrave of Norton, Co. York, 
John Musgrave late of Fairbank Co. Cumbd., and Christopher Picker-
ing late of Crosby Ravensworth, both household servants of Sir 
Richard Musgrave of Edenhall, are believed to have committed the 
robbery. All three are said to have fled into Yorkshire. They are 
very young men. 

The 
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The next reference to the robbery is in a letter from the 
English Commissioners to the Earl of Salisbury, January 
20th, 1607. They say : 

There is reason to believe that John Musgrave of Catterlen caused 
the robbery to be done, by his own confession he was with the sus-
pected robbers the night before at Penrith, and he harboured them 
the night after in his own house. We have committed him to ward. 

The only other notice of the affair is dated Berwick, 
March 4th, 1607: 

The Earl of Dunbar f  to the Bishop of Carlisle. John Musgrave, 
Simon Musgrave, Christopher Pickering and Randell Bell, the four 
taken for the robbery of the King's money will be sent to Carlisle for 
trial there. Cause John Musgrave and a sufficient number of his com-
pany to meet them at Hexham and convey them thence to gaol. 

This may be taken as the correct statement of the 
names of the two unhappy young Musgraves, differing 
from that of the Bishop of Carlisle, founded upon rumour, 
one being Simon instead of Thomas, the son of Sir Richard 
Musgrave,I of Norton, county York. That a Thomas Mus-
grave was concerned in the robbery is, however, certain 
from the following State record : 

16o8 Jan. 27. Grant to Thomas Musgrave of pardon for a robbery 
on Rich. Craven, collector of the rents in Cumberland and Westmor-
land. 

The Muncaster MSS. relating to this period end abruptly 
a week before the trial of the four culprits lodged by John 
Musgrave in Carlisle Gaol, and we are left in doubt as to 
their fate. Of the fate of John Musgrave of Catterlen, who 
instigated the robbery, we can have no doubt. The fol- 

King James's Minister. 
t Governor of Berwick. 

Second son of Sir Simon Musgrave of Edenhall. 
lowing 
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lowing State record tells a plain tale of his sad end, and 
accounts for the disappearance of the name of Musgrave 
from Catterlen : 

r6o8 Jan. io. Grant to John Murray-- of the goods, lands, etc., for-
feited by attainder of John Musgrave of Catterlen Co. Cumbd. 
executed for felony. 

Catterlen is an adjoining township to Plumpton, and 
about the same distance from Penrith. The Edenhall 
pedigrees mention Catterlen as the residence of John, 
fourth son of Sir Simon Musgrave, who was living only 
fourteen years before the robbery. The unfortunate John 
must, therefore, have been either son or grandson of Sir 
Simon Musgrave of Edenhall. Of the Penrith Musgraves 
little more can be said beyond what the subjoined 
extracted Musgrave entries in the Penrith Parish regis-
ters afford. They appear to have been a retiring family, 
and as far as can be seen took no part in local or county 
affairs. 	Susan, wife of Simon, died 1622 ; she had six 
sons and four daughters, including Elizabeth, not baptised 
at Penrith but buried there. Simon survived until [658, 
and was succeeded at Musgrave Hall by his second son 
William. What became of Symon's eldest son Richard 
does not appear. William Musgrave of Penrith was twice 
married : his first wife, Mary, died 1643, his second, 
Elizabeth, in 1675, and he himself in 1686. 	He had five 
daughters, but no son. Denton's Estates and Families, 
written the year following (1687), says the Musgraves of 
Fairbank and Crokedaik were then extinct. William 
Musgrave's daughter Marie was married to Mr. Lancelot 
Simpson of Allerthwaite, in 1662, and resided at Fairbank. 
Dugdale's Pedigree of Simpson of Allerthwaite, 1665, is 
certified by " Lancelot Simpson now of Fairbank," his 

f No doubt the same John Murray, Groom of the Bedchamber, to whom the 
King gave a lease of forty years of Plumpton Park in 1605. 

wife 
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wife standing therein as Mary, daughter of William Mus-
grave, now of Penrith, and their then only child as Eliza- 
beth, aged one year. 	This daughter was not baptised at 
Penrith, although the two succeeding children, Mary and 
George, were. The reason for this is probably to be found 
in an unhappy quarrel which had arisen between Mr. 
William Musgrave and his son-in-law, Mr. Lancelot 
Simpson, soon after the marriage, as appears from a letter 
dated 1664, December 24th, from Sir Philip Musgrave to 
Sir John Lowther,'` in which Sir Philip says : 

If you have not (by the authority of an umpire) put an end to the dis-
pute betwixt my cousin William Musgrave and his son-in-law Mr. 
Simpson I beseech you do it, for it is an act of charity, and Mr. 
Simpson's designs very disagreeable to ingenuous dealing especially 
with a father. 

Sir John Lowther appears to have effected the desired 
reconciliation, since Mr. Simpson was at Fairbank when 
his son George was baptised in 1670, and at Penrith after 
1700, he being a churchwarden three times between that 
year and his death in 1711. See the Lancelot Simpson 
extracted entries from the Penrith Parish register. 

THE MUSGRAVE ENTRIES EXTRACTED FROM THE PENRITH 
PARISH REGISTERS, WHICH COMMENCE MAY 31sT, 1556. 

1556 Sep. 4. Thomas, son of Ingram Musgrave. Baptised 
1564-5 Feb. 13. John, son of John Musgrave. Buried 
1565 Apr. 6. Thomas, son of Thomas Musgrave. Baptised 
1566 Dec. 9. Michael Musgrave & Annes Musgrave. Married 
1567-S Mar. 5. Mr. Cuthbert Musgrave & Grace Dudlie Married 
1565 June 6. Daniel, son of Ingram Musgrave. Baptised 
1569 July 24. Sarah, daur. of Ingram Musgrave. Baptised 
1569 July 26. John, son of Mr. Simon Musgrave. Buried 
1570 Aug. 3. Grace, daur. of Anthony Musgrave. Baptised 

*Report of the Historical MSS. Commission on the Earl of Lonsdale's MSS. 
1570-i 
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1570-I 
1572 
1573 

Feb. 
Mar. 
Sep. 
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8. Annes, a child. 
25. Julian, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave. 
6. Julian, daur. of Michael Musgrave. 

Buried 
Baptised 
Baptised 

1573 Sep. 29. Ellioner, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1574-5 Feb. 2. Dorothie, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1575 May 23. Humfraye, son of Ingram Musgrave. Baptised 
1575 Aug. 21. John, son of Michael Musgrave. Baptised 
1575-6 Mar. 22. Thomasyne, wife of Mr. John Musgrave. Buried 
1576 May 11. Helen, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1576 Sep. 15. Thomas Musgrave, Gent. Buried 
1576-7 Feb. 15. Anne, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1578 Oct. 1o. Winifred, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1579 Apr. 12. Jane, daur. of Ingram Musgrave. Baptised 
1579 Oct. 14. Symon, son of Michael Musgrave. Baptised 
1579 Dec. ro. Symon, son of Mr. Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
;58o June 1. Thomas, son of Ingram Musgrave. Buried 
15So Nov. zo. Gelian, daur. of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1581 June 14. Anne, wife of Ingram Musgrave. Buried 
1552 Apr. 7. John, son of Mr. Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1583 May 9. Marie, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave the younger. Baptised 
1583-4 Feb. 5. John, son of Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1553-4 Mar. 14. Margaret, daur. of Mr. Cuthbert Musgrave. Baptised 
1584 July 19. Marie, daur. of Michael Musgrave. Baptised 
1585 Feb. 22. Dorothie, daughter of Cuthbert Musgrave. Buried 
1585 May Baptised daughter 	Mr. Cuthbert Musgrave. 27. 	, 	of 

15. Richard Musgrave, Gent. 1586-7 Feb. Buried 
1586-7 Mar. 17. Margaret, dau.r of Cuthbert Musgrave. Buried 
1587 May 8. Cuthbert Musgrave the younger and Margaret Married 

Atkinson. 
1587 Aug. 2^. Thomas Musgrave and Jane Wetherall. Married 
1588 Apr. 28. Ann Musgrave, gentlewoman. Buried 
1590 Oct. 12. Isabella, daur. of Cuthbert Musgrave the younger. Baptised 
1592 Aug. io. Marie, wife of John Musgrave. Buried 
1593-4 Feb. 7. Mr. Cuthbert Musgrave, balife, younger. Buried 
1593-4 Mar. zo. Mr. John Musgrave of Fair Bank. Buried 
111597 May 18. Lanclot Musgrave & Susan Vary. Married 
1597 Oct. 17. Lanclot Musgrave, Gent (died of the plague). Burried 
1598 July 14. Isabel!, a bastard (died of the plague). Burried 
1599 Apr. 15. William, scn of Thomas Musgrave. Baptised 
1603-4 Feb. 28. Richard, S of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1605 Sep. 22. Dorothie, daur. of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1607 June 22. William, son of Symon Musgrave, Esq. Baptised 
1608 Oct. 30. Mary, daur. of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1609 Dec. 31. Christopher, son of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1610-ii Mar. H. John Musgrave als Haurigg (Hallrigg). Buried. 
1611 Apr. 9. John, son of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1612 Sep. 20. Ann, daur. of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1613 Dec. 5. George, son of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1614-5 Mar. 5. Anthony, son of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Baptised 
1622 Nov. 13. Susan, wife of Mr. Symon Musgrave. Buried 

1623 
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Mar. 
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26. Elizabeth, daur. of Mr. Symon Musgrave. 
19. George Musgrave. 
25. Agnes Musgrave. 

Í03 

Buried 
Buried 
Buried 

1632-3 Feb. 2, John Musgrave & Mabel Grame. Married 
1633 Sep. 14. Katheren, daur. of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1633 Nov. 28. Kathern, daur. of John Musgrave. Buried 
1635 Apr. 15. Anne, daur. of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1635 Nov. 2o. Margaret, daur. of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1635 Nov. 2o. Agnes, daur. of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1638 Dec. 3o. Marie, daur. of Mr. William Musgrave. Baptised 
1638-9 Feb. 2. John, son of John Musgrave. Buried 
1639 Mar. 25. Marie, daur. of William Musgrave. Buried 
1639-40 Feb. 12. Marie, dau. of William Musgrave. Baptised 
1641 May 6. Lucie, dau. of William Musgrave. Baptised 
1641 Aug. S. Lucie, dau. of William Musgrave. Buried 
1642 Aug. 25. Mabel, wife of John Musgrave. Buried 
1642 Oct. 13. Sara, dau. of Mr. William Musgrave. Baptised 
1643 Oct. 2. Mary, wife of Mr. William Musgrave. Buried 
1644 Apr. 1. Susan, daur. of Mr. William Musgrave. Buried 
1657-S Mar. 15. Simon Musgrave, Esq. Buried 
166o May 13. Mr. Christopher Musgrave, gentleman. Buried 
166o Dec. 19. Julian, daur. of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1662 May 25. John, son of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1663 Apr. 1S. John, son of John Musgrave. Baptised 
1664 Nov. 27. Henry, son of John Musgrave of Plumpton. Baptised 
1670 Mar. 22. Elizabeth, daur. of John Musgrave & Elizabeth, 

his wife. 
Baptised 

1671 Apr. 4. Elizabeth, infant 	of John Musgrave. Buried 
1671 June 22. Anthony Musgrave, gentleman. Buried 
1672 July Margaret, daur. of John Musgrave. Buried 
1672 July io. William, son of John Musgrave and Elizabeth, 

his wife. 
Baptised 

1674 Sep. 29. William, son of John Musgrave. Buried 
1675 July 3. Frances, wife of John Musgrave of Plumpton Head Buried 
1675 July 27. John Musgrave of Plumpton Head. Buried 
1675 Aug. 1S. Elizabeth, wife of William Musgrave, Esq. Buried 
1685-6 Jan. 25. William Musgrave, Esq. buried in wooline. Buried 
1687-S Feb. 21. Robert Musgrave and Catherine Crow, both of Married 

Skelton. 	per lic. 
1694 Nov. 3o. Mary Musgrave buried in wooline. Buried 
1697-S Mar. 22. John Musgrave buried in wooline. Buried 
1723 Dec. 20. Elizabeth Musgrave. Buried 
1767 Dec. 14. John Musgrave. Buried 

After this date the name of Musgrave does not appear again in the Penrith 
Registers up to 1812. 

MR. LANCELOT SIMPSON. 
Extracted entries from the Penrith Parish Registers. 

1662 	Oct. 30. Mr. Lancelot Simpson & Mrs. Mary Musgrave, Married 
(Daur. of Mr. Wm. Musgrave, Penrith). 

1663-4 
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1663-4 	 Elizabeth, daur. of Mr. Lancelot Simpson, born 
at Fairbank, but bot baptised at Penrith. 

1670 	Nov. 15. George, son of Mr. Lancelot Simpson, of 	Buried 
Fairbank, infant. 

1672.3 Jan. 21. Mrs. Mary, wife of Lancelot Simpson. 	 Buried 
1676 	May 29. William, son of Mr. Lancelot Simpson and 	Baptised 

Mary his (second) wife. 
1677 	June 21. Catherine, daur. of Mr. Lancelot Simpson and 	Baptised 

Mary his wife. 
1678 	Oct. 17. Barbara, daur. of Mr. Lancelot Simpson and 	Baptised 

Mary his wife. 
16So 	June 	Dorothy, daur. of Mr. Lancelot Simpson and 	Baptised 

Mary his wife. 
1683 	Apr. 27. Joseph, son of Mr. Lancelot Simpson and Mary Baptised 

his wife. 
1702-3 Jan. 21. Mrs. Mary, wife of Mr. Lancelot Simpson. 	Buried 
1711 	Aug. 31. Mr. Lancelot Simpson. 	 Buried 
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