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ART. XIII.—The Marriage of Sir Hugh de Louthre and 
Margaret de Whale. By F. H. M. PARKER, of 
Fremington. 

Communicated at Kirkby Stephen, August 29th, 1901. 

11HE object of this paper is to set out the substance of 
certain MSS. of the reigns of the first three Edwards 

relating to early members of the house of Lowther. The 
authorities on the subject (of which there are several) 
prove inconsistent, not to say improbable. No doubt 
they give excellent accounts of the family as a whole ; 
but, misled by a continuous list of of distinctions, and the 
succession of men ready to fill the places of their fathers 
in public life, have repeatedly blundered over the careers 
of individuals. 	It is hoped, therefore, that these extracts 
from original sources will afford a reliable account of a 
family whose career has been so closely interwoven with 
the history of these counties. 

The manor of Whale, like many others, anciently 
belonged to a family which bore the local name. The De 
Whales, sharing the fate of most of them, have long since 
disappeared, leaving hardly a record behind them beyond 
this—that their estates devolved on an heiress in the reign 
of Edward the Third. 

This lady, Margaret de Whale, is interesting as an 
ancestress of the Lowthers, especially as the alliance of 
the families, proved by contemporary evidence, is ignored 
by every authority except a pedigree at Rydal Hall, 
mentioned by Nicolson & Burn, which states that Hugh 
de Lowther married Margaret, daughter and heir of 
William de Whale. The others say that the wife of this 
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Hugh de Lowther was a daughter (some add "and heir") 
of Lucy, lord of Cockermouth. Nicolson & Burn suggest 
that one of the ladies was a second wife—a strange slip, 
seeing that the arms of both Whale and Lucy are quartered 
by Lowther. 

The evidence of the alliance with De Whale is found in 
a fine levied 7 Edw. III., between William de Sandford, 
complainant, and William de Whale, deforciant, for the 
manor of Whale, with its appurtenances. 

William de Whale acknowledged the manor to' be the 
right of William de Sandford, as held of the gift of 
William de Whale, from which William de Sandford has 
two parts; and William de Sandford granted the said two 
parts and their appurtenances to William de Whale to be 
held for his life. Further, William de Sandford granted 
that the third part of the said manor, which Joan, widow 
of Walter de Whale, held in dowry by inheritance from 
the said William de Sandford, and which on her death 
should have reverted to him, should on her death revert 
to William de Whale, to be held with the other two parts 
for his life : and that after his death the whole manor 
should pass to Hugh de Louthre and Margaret his wife to 
be held . . . . for ever. 

Margaret died about 44 Edw. III., an inquisitio post 
mortem being held that year on Margareta quae fuit uxor 
Hugonis de Louthre, chivaler, senioris. Questioned as to 
her heir the jury Dicunt quod Hugo de Louthre chivaler, 
filius ejusdem Margaretae est propinquior hexes ejusdem, et 
est aetate xl. annos et arplius. 	His wife was named 
Matilda. 

Hugh de Lowther, husband of Margaret, was eldest 
son of another Hugh de Lowther, Attorney-General 
under Edward I., who died, according to Foss' Dictionary 
of the Judges,* to Edward II. An inquisition that year 

* In saying that he held judicial office in 5 Edw. III., Nicolson & Burn appear 
to have confounded him with his son Thomas. 
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found that he had lands at Newton Reyney, Lowther, and 
Thirnebi (Thrimby). 

It may be mentioned that in 14 Edw. I., Hugh, son of 
Geoffry de Lowther purchased land in Lowther ; and that 
two years later Hugh de Lowther and Juetta his wife 
acquired further property at Thrimby. There is nothing 
to identify this Hugh. If he is the same as the Attorney-
General, we get a generation (Geoffry) earlier than the 
Visitations. 

Hugh, his son, husband of Margaret, was thirty years 
of age at his father's death. His career was eventful, 
among its incidents being complicity in the death of Piers 
Gaveston. These facts make it hard to believe the 
Visitations, which make him father of Robert de Lowther, 
who lived till 9 Hen. VI., or the accounts which say that 
he was Knight of the Shire in 46 Edw. III. We know 
also from the inquisition on Margaret that he was dead 
before this, though we have not the date, and that his son 
was Hugh. The latter was, no doubt, father of Robert ; 
similarity of name having caused his honours and identity 
to be merged in those of his father, to the straining of 
genealogical probability. 

It may be asked how the name of de Whale was ever 
omitted from the pedigree, or that of Lucy substituted. 
Possibly a satisfactory answer may be found by comparing 
the visitations of Dugdale and St. George—the one giving 
a quartering for Whale or Quaile, namely, ermine on a 
canton azure a cross upon three stairs argent ; the other 
giving that quartering as Tilliol, namely, ermine on a 
canton argent upon a mount vert a cross of the field. 
These might easily be mistaken. Once the arms were 
misappropriated there would be little to preserve the 
name of the De Whales. 

Sir Hugh, the Attorney-General, is said to have married 
a Tilliol, but we are not told that she was an heiress. 

How the name of Lucy was introduced is less clear. If 
we may assume that the name as well as the arms of 
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Tilliol were wrongly inserted, we might suggest that the 
last-named Sir Hugh married a Lucy ; probably heir of 
John de Lucy, to whom his mother, Alice de Lucy (he 
had discarded his father's name of De Multon), granted 
land at Wythop. We are told that in 8 Edw. II., 
Christian, wife of John, impleaded Hugh, son of Hugh de 
Lowther, for dower there, but not how the Lowthers 
•acquired this property. 	This is pure conjecture, but 
does not necessitate very serious tampering with the old 
authorities ; and is, as far as I know, in harmony with 
the reliable dates and facts. 
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