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HE manor of Aikton belonged to the group of
tenements, held immediately of the king, and
known as the " Barony of Burgh-by-Sands."
Hugh de Morvill, lord of Burgh, gave his elder daughter,
Ada, in marriage to Richard de Lucy of Egremont, and
owed two destriers (war-horses) in 1200 for not having
obtained the king's licence (Pipe Roll, Victoria His!.
Cumb., i, p. 386). Hugh died circ. 1202 (ibid., p. 391
and all his landed estates devolved upon his daughters,
Ada and Johanna, in equal undivided shares.
In 1202, a certain William Briewere* accounted for
500 marks, which he had given to the king, in order to
have, inter alia, the marriage of Johanna, the younger
daughter, and all her moiety of Hugh's land, for the
benefit of his nephew, Richard Gernun (ibid., p. 391).
In 1204, Richard de Lucy rendered account of goo marks
and five palfreys (saddle-horses) which he had paid to
have the reasonable share (including the aisnance or elder
daughter's right) of Ada, his wife, in all her father's land,
to hold to him and his heirs, issue of Ada, for ever (ibid.,
P. 396)•
At the same time, Richard Gernun rendered account of
600 marks, which he had paid to have the younger
daughter, Johanna, and her reasonable share in all her
father's land (ibid., p. 396).
In 1212, Richard de Lucy and Richard Gernun held
of the king all the land which was Hugh de Morvill's
with the said Hugh's two daughters, and together rendered
* See Prescott, Wetherhal, p.

190,

note.
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the yearly sum of £10 2s. io2d. for cornage rent (Sheriff's
Return, Vict. Hist. Cumb., i, p. 421).
Formal partition of that land must have followed,
although the details are missing and can only be inferred
from subsequent events. As regards Aikton in particular,
Ada and Johanna seem each to have received a moiety
of the manor, together with a mediety of the advowson
appurtenant to her moiety.
At this point, it is convenient to deal very briefly and
by anticipation with some objections to that theory.
The inquisitio post mortem made on the death, in January,
1270-1, of Thomas de Multon Primus, son of Ada de
Morvill (see pedigree annexed to this article) does not
specifically mention a moiety of Aikton, but it is perhaps
included by implication in his moiety of the barony of
Burgh-by-Sands.
Again, Johanna de Morvill died in 1246-7, seised of
seven carucates in the cultivated field at Aikton which
at first sight seem more than a reasonable moiety thereof.
That, however, is not necessarily the case.
Again, William de Furnival (husband of Ada, daughter
of Johanna de Morvill) presented to the church of Aikton
a certain Master William de Aldewerk, on whose death,
in 1304, an attempt was made to prove that the said
presentee had been in enjoyment of the entire benefice.
But at the inquisitio de jure patronatus, held on the same
occasion, the jurors found that such was not the case
because the advowson had certainly become divided into
two medieties, although they had not any precise information to explain when and how that division occurred.
Surrounding circumstances indicate that, by an assurance,
made soon after the date of the Sheriff's Return, 1212,.
and since lost, all Hugh de Morvill's land, including
Aikton and its advowson, was expressly partitioned in
definite and equal shares between his daughters Ada and
Johanna, and this history proceeds in accordance with
that theory.
.

.
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THE FIRST MOIETY OF AIKTON.

Richard de Lucy died in 1213, and in 1219 Ada had
become wife of Thomas de Multon (Roll of Wards and
Dames).* The said Thomas de Multon, styled justiciaries
de banco in 1236, died in 124o. His biography is contained
in Trans., N.S., xxviii., p. 157.
By her first husband, Ada had two daughters, who do
not figure in this narrative. By her second husband, she
had a son, Thomas de Multon Primus (see pedigree of
Multon of Gilsland, Trans., N.S. xxviii, p. 158) who on
his mother's death suceeded to the first moiety of the
manor and a mediety of the advowson. Thomas de
Multon Primus died before January 14, 127o-1, seised
of the first moiety and a mediety of the advowson held
in caaite by cornage, and his heir was his son, Thomas de
Multon secundus, of Holbeach, Lincolnshire (Cal. inq.
p. m., 55 Hen. III, p. 246) of whom more will be said
presently.
THE SECOND MOIETY OF AIKTON.
The writ for Johanna de Morvill's inquisitio post
mortem is dated March 11, 1246-7. It was found that
she held 7 carucates in the vili of Aikton by cornage,
with liability to accompany the royal army, " if the
king should cross Cumberland." Her heirs were her
two daughters Helewisa and Ada, of full age and entitled
to the second moiety as tenants as common (Cal. inq.
p. m., 31 Hen. III, p. 24). Richard de Vernon, husband
of the said Helewisa, and Ranulf de Levington, husband
of the said Ada, accounted, in 1247, for the " relief "
due from their respéctive wives, as heirs of their mother
(Pipe Roll, 31 Hen. III, edit. Parker, p. 126) .
But, by a partition of the inheritance, made in February,
1248-9, before the king and his council, it was agreed,
between Richard de Vernon and Helewisa his wife of the
one part, and Ranulf de Levington and Ada his wife of
'the other part, that the whole second moiety of the manor
of Aikton, including its mediety of the advowson, should
* See Book of Fees, edit. 192o, part I, p. 266.
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be allotted intact to Ranulf and Ada and the heirs of Ada
for ever, without any claim by Richard and Helewisa
and the heirs of Helewisa (Cal. Close Rolls, 1249, p. 218).
It is quite possible, as John Denton alleges (Accompt,
p. 71) that Downhall, near the church, is the site of the
mansion-house of the second moiety of Aikton, and that
it had lately been occupied as such by Johanna de Morvill
and her husband, Richard Gernun, but there is no positive
proof of the circumstance.
Ranulf de Levington died in 1253, and his widow, Ada,
was given in marriage to a second husband, William de
Furnival.
It may be noted by the way that Helewisa (née Gernun)
widow of Richard de Vernon, died before Lady Day,
127o, without issue, and her heir was her sister Ada, widow
of Ranulf de Levington, but, since the said partition made
in February, 1248-9, she enjoyed no interest whatever
in the second moiety of the manor of Aikton or in the
mediety of the advowson pertaining thereto (Cal. inq.
m., 54 Hen. III, p. 235).
Ada, widow of William de Furnival, died about May,
1271. She was seised of the second moiety of the manor
and its mediety of the advowson, and her heir was her
daughter Helewisa (de Levington) aged 23, wife of
Eustace de Bailiol (Cal. inq. 5. m., 55 Hen. III, p. 2 43).
Helewisa (née de Levington) died without issue before
October 1, 1272, seised of the second moiety of Aikton
with a mediety of the advowson. Her heir was her
second cousin, Thomas de Multon secundus (Cal. inq.
j5. m., 57 Hen. III, p. 278) and on August 27, 1274, there
was an order to deliver to the said Thomas de Multon,
secundus the same particulars of property, which Eustace
de Baliol had meanwhile held for life by the courtesy of
England* (Cal. Fine Rolls, p. 26) .
At pleas of assize, heard in January, 1278-9, it was
.

.

^.
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* That implies that Eustace had had issue by Helewisa, born alive but then
dead.
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ascertained that Thomas de Multon secundus of Burgh
held the manors of Burgh, Aikton, Kirkoswald and the
barony of Burgh of the king by cornage (Cal. Doc. Scot.,

ii,

p.

37).
THE WHOLE MANOR OF AIKTON.

Thomas de Multon secundus was thus lord of the entire
manor and sole patron of its church. Patrick de
Southayk, in 1286, was his under-tenant, for homage
only, of land at Aikton then lying waste (Cal. inq. p. m.,
14 Ed. I, p. 356). And now comes a difficult problem.
In the spring of 1287-8, there died a certain Roger de
Colvill, who held the manor of Aikton, not in his demesne
as of fee, but of the frankmarriage of Margaret his wife,
" who ought to hold it of the king in capite by cornage
and to render 13s. 3d. for all service." He left an infant
son, Edmund, aged 3 months (Cal. inq. p. m., 16 Ed. I,
p. 420) and on May 4, 1288, the escheator was ordered to
deliver to Margaret, widow of Roger de Colvill, the manor
of Aikton, which Roger held in capite of the king, and
all profits received from it, since it was taken into the
king's hand, because inquisition showed that the manor
was of Margaret's estate in frankmarriage (Cal. Close
Rolls, p. 505).
When tenements are given by one to another, together with
a wife, who is daughter or cousin of the donor, to hold in frankmarriage (in libero mavitagio) the donees shall have the tenements
to them and the heirs of their two bodies begotton, i.e in special
tail The donees are liable to no service except fealty.
A reserved rent would be void (Wharton, Law Lexicon; Littleton,
Tenures, 1612, book i„ sections 17-19).

In the present instance the cornage of 13s. 3d. is not
rent reserved, but commutation of the archaic tribute of
noutgeld due to the king from every free holder of land
situate within the four northern counties.*
* Noutgeld, geld of cows, cornage, are synonymous terms. The duty of
paying the same to the king was a species of forinsic service. Conclusions
respecting its origin are stated in the following articles :—Trans., N.s., xxvi,
p. 278; Border Tenure, ibid., xxv, p. 88; and Cornage and Drengage, ibid.,
xxviii, p. 84.
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Who was Margaret ? The Complete Peerage, under the
heading " Colevill," identifies her with Margaret, daughter
of Sir Richard Brewes kt., of Stinton, Norfolk, but that
hypothesis does not dispel the darkness.
It is here submitted that she was daughter of Thomas
de Multon, secundus.
It should be very carefully noted that Thomas secundus
gave to his son Thomas tertius and Isabella, intended
wife of the latter, jointly, a yearly rent of two shillings
arising from Aikton, plus the advowson of Aikton church.
That fact is incidentally disclosed by his son's inquisitio
post mortem of 1295 (Cal. inq., p. m., 23 Ed. I, p. 183).
But it is submitted that he gave the manor of Aikton and
his daughter Margaret in marriage to the said Roger de
Colvill.
Thomas secundus died on February 12, 1292-3 (Trans.,
N.S., xxviii, p. 162).
Thomas tertius, his son, died before April 23, 12 95 ,
seised of the said yearly rent of two shillings arising from
Aikton and of the whole advowson of Aikton, jointly
with Isabella his wife, who survived him and was afterwards married to a second husband.
Their son, Thomas quartus aged nearly 13, was an infant
ward of the king (Cal. inq. p. m., 23 Ed. I, p. 183).
Thomas quartus died in 1313, leaving an only daughter
Margaret, who in 1317 had become wife of Ranulf de
Dacre (Complete Peerage) .
In 1324, licence was granted to the said Ranulf and
Margaret to settle the advowson of Aikton, held in
capite, upon themsel v es for an estate in fee tail (Cal.
Pat. Rolls, p. 391). Ranulf de Dacre died before April
20 , 1 339, seised of the advowson of Aikton divorced from
that manor, and held in capite as parcel of the barony
of Burgh-by-Sands (Cal. inq. p. m., 13 Ed. III., p. 167).
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There was an order on July 3, 1 339, to deliver
the advowson of Aikton to Margaret, widow of Ranulf
de Dacre, because, by virtue of a foot of fine, they held
it jointly for themselves and the heirs of their bodies, as
parcel of the barony of Burgh-by-Sands (Cal. Close
Rolls, p. 164) . Margaret de Dacre died in 1361.
It has been necessary to labour the above details,
because the historians slur them over.
And now to continue the history of the whole manor
from May, 1288, when it was vested (apart from the
advowson) in Margaret widow of Roger de Colvill for life.
Their infant son Edmund grew up, married and had a
son Robert, but did not survive his mother, who died
shortly before May 12, 1335—forty-seven years later.
She held the manor of Aikton with some tenements at
Burgh-by-Sands pertaining thereto, namely, a little close
called " le Park," a common wood called " Aikton wood "
and a fishery in the Eden, all held in capite, by homage
and service of rendering 27s. for cornage yearly at the
exchequer of Carlisle. Robert de Colvill, kt., her
kinsman,* aged 26 years and more, was the next heir in
tail (Cal. inq. p. m., 9 Ed. III, p. 450).
Then occurs a landmark in the history of the manor.
In July, 1348, Thomas Danyers was pardoned for having,
without licence, acquired in fee from the said Robert de
Colvill, kt., lord of Bitham, Lincs., the manor of Aikton
and its said appurtenances " held in capite, as it was said "
(Cal. Pat. Rolls, p. 112).
Inquisition, made at Carlisle after Candlemas, 1 349 - 5 0 ,
showed that the said Thomas Danyers died on the feast
of St. Bartholomew, August 24 last, seised of the manor
of Aikton and its appurtenances. His wife Isabella
survived him, but died afterwards, on what day the
jurors did not know, because she died outside the county.
* Thomas de Multon tertius is similarly described as " kinsman " and heir
of his grandmother, Matilda de Vallibus (Cal. Fine Rolls, 1293, P. 325).
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Margaret Danyers, their daughter aged 3 years and more,
was the heiress (Cal. inq. p. m., 24 Ed. III, p. 175).
In April, 1350, wardship of the land of Thomas Danyers,
kt., tenant in chief, was given to Thomas de Lucy, and
the marriage of the infant heiress was committed to John
de Wynwyk, king's clerk (Cal. Fine Rolls, p. 234).
There was an order on November 5, 1362, to cause
" John son of John " de Radcliff and his wife Margaret,
daughter and heir of Thomas Danyers, to have the land
of which her father was seised in his demesne as of fee,
and which by his death had come into the king's hand,
because Margaret had proved her age (Cal. Close Rolls,
p. 362) .
By virtue of a final concord made, in curia regis, after
Michaelmas 1366, between Robert de Redich, chaplain,
plaintiff, and John de Radcliff and Margaret his wife,
deforciants, the manor of Aikton was conveyed to John
and Margaret and the heirs male of the body of John,
to be held of the king in capite, but if it should happen
that John should die without an heir male of his body
(as he did in fact) then, after the death of John and
Margaret, the premises were to remain to Richard son
of John de Radcliff for life, and, after the death of Richard,
the same were to remain to Robert de Radcliff son of the
same Richard, and the heirs male of his body.
There were many . remainders over, with ultimate
remainder to the right heirs of the said Richard son of
John de Radcliff. That final concord, so far as it related
to the manor of Aikton, was made by special precept
of the king (Feet of Fines, Cumberland, C.P. 25, case 35,
file I1, no. 67).*
It should be observed that Margaret's husband is
described in 1362 as " John son of John de Radcliff,"
* By the same foot of fine, John and Margaret de Radcliff settled the mesne
manor of Rockcliff (lately the property of the said Margaret's mother, Isabella
Danyers) in an exactly similar manner (Trans., N.s., xxiv, p. 64).
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so it would seem that Richard son of John de Radcliff,
to whom Aikton was to go on failure of heirs male of the
body of " John," was a brother of Margaret's husband.
Margaret wife of " John son of John de Radcliff " died
in 1370-1, seised of Aikton (Cal. esch., 44 Ed. III, p.
3 0 5)
THE CHURCH OF AIKTON.
Fabian was parson of Aikton in Bishop Bernard's
time, 1204-14 (Reg. Lanercost, MS., viii, 4; and Grainger
and Collingwood, Holm Cultram, p. 6) .
At the Valor of Pope Nicholas, 1291, the benefice was
assessed at X19 4s.
On April 23, 1291, Matilda de Vallibus, lady of Gilsland,
being decrepit, nominated her son Hugh and " Richard
de Multon, parson of Aikton," her attorneys for one year
(Cal. Pat. Rolls, p. 426).
It has been shown that the right of patronage had, for
a long period, been shared by two families, namely the
descendants of Ada de Morvill and those of Johanna de
Morvill. That difficulty is usually overcome by an
arrangement that each family shall make a presentation
to the entire benefice in turn.
In 1274, the entire patronage of Aikton had become
vested in Thomas de Multon secundus, and extraordinary
confusion prevailed as to the mode in which it should be
exercised.
In December, 1304, Thomas de Multon quartus presented
dominus William de Somerset, chaplain, to a mediety
of Aikton church, vacant by the death of Master William
de Aldewerk, and prayed that the former should be
admitted as rector.
But Master Richard de Aikton* protested that he was
rector in possession of the whole church, asserted that
* Styled, in 1291, " Richard de Muaton, parson of Aikton." He may have
derived that surname from Multon in Lincolnshire, cradle of the ruling family
of Burgh and Gilsland.
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there could be only one rector at a time by common law,
adduced the instance of the said Fabian, and claimed
that the church was full and not vacant.
An inquisitio de jure patronatus was held, and the
jury of clergy returned a verdict that Thomas de Multon
quartus was true patron of the whole church; that one
mediety thereof was vacant at All Saints last, by the
death of Master William de Aldewerk, who was presented
long ago, by dominus William de Furnival, as rector of
a mediety; that the same mediety was worth .g, was
not pensionary or litigious as to right of patronage;
and that they did not know how the church came to be
divided.
Upon that, Master Richard de Multon, (sic) rector of
the other mediety, resigned " for reintegration of the
church, divided contrary to law."
Nevertheless, the said William de Somerset, priest,
was admitted, instituted and inducted to a mediety only
of the parish church in January, 1304-5, and the
opportunity for " reintegration " was lost (Halton Register,
edit. Thompson, i, pp. 226-8) .
On May 6, 1306, the said William de Somerset resigned
his mediety, and Richard de Askeby, clerk, presented by
Thomas de Multon quartus, was instituted rector of the
same, with dispensation to study for seven years (Halton
Reg., i, p. 262).
At an ordination celebrated on December 17, following
he was ordained subdeacon (ibid., i, p. 272).
Dominus Roger, rector of Dyketon (sic) was ordained
priest on December 18, 1316 (ibid., ii, p. 138).
Nicolson and Burn supply a further list of incumbents,
which has been annotated by our late member, Dr.
Henry Barnes (Trans., N.S., xiii, p. 271; and xiv, p.
49 1 ).
Robert de Halghton, rector of a mediety, was dead in
339,
and Margaret, widow of Ranulf de Dacre, true
1
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patroness, presented William de Salkeld. She dates the
presentation at Kirkoswald. After the inquisitio de
jure patronatus, William de Salkeld was duly instituted
and, in accordance with a mandate delivered to Thomas
le Spenser, rector of the other mediety, inducted (Kirkby
Register, fol. 395).
A will proved March 10, 1354-5, mentions the church
of " St. Andrew of Aikton " and the parochial chaplain
there (Test. Karl., edit. Ferguson, p. 7).
Robert de Kirketon was instituted rector of a mediety
in 1356, with licence of non-residence (Welton Reg.,
fol. 26).
In 1362, William Beauchamp was admitted to a mediety,
on the presentation of Ranulf Lord Dacre (see Complete
Peerage, edit. 1916) . He resigned in 1364, and William
Chamberlayne, presented by the same patron, was
instituted.
A will proved December 24, 1365, appoints Robert de
Kirkby, rector of a mediety of Aikton, executor (Test.
Karl., p. 76). He is similarly described in his own will
proved April 26, 1372 (ibid., p. 101; Appleby Reg.,
fol. 249).
In 1373, Thomas Huton, rector of a mediety, resigned,
and Thomas Roke, presented by Ranulf, Lord Dacre,
was instituted (Appleby Reg., fol. 2 57).
In 1376, the said Thomas Roke, or Ruke, incumbent
of a mediety of Aikton (then in the king's gift) made
an exchange with John de Middleton, parson of Kirkandrews-on-Eden (Cal. Pat. Rolls, p. 2 75).
In 1378, Hugh, Lord Dacre, presented John de Kerby
to a mediety, vacant by the death of the said John de
Middleton, and William de Bowness, vicar-general in the
bishop's absence, instituted him to the same (Appleby
Reg., fol. 301).
William del Schambles, rector of a mediety of Aikton,
made a will in August, 1380, (Test. Karl., p. 141; Appleby
Reg., fol. 329).
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The aforesaid John de Kerby had licence for nonresidence in 1383 (Appleby Reg., fol. 34 2).
The list is interesting, because it shows that the
abnormal custom of a sole patron making distinct
presentations to each mediety, as it fell vacant, still
continued in vogue.
CONCLUSION.
John Denton (Accoinpt, p. 71) and Nicolson and Burn
(ii, p. 198) have utterly failed to identify the mysterious
" Margaret, wife of Roger de Colvill," who, in 1288,
obtained livery of the whole manor of Aikton (minus
the advowson) lately held by her deceased husband and
herself in frankmarriage. She cannot possibly have been
daughter of either Helewisa, wife of Richard de Vernon,
or of Helewisa, wife of Eustace de Baliol, because both
those ladies certainly died without issue.
Surrounding circumstances seem to indicate that she
was daughter of Thomas de Multon secundus, who died
in 1292-3, having long since given a small annual rent,
arising from Aikton, and also the advowson of Aikton
to his son, Thomas de Multon tertius and Isabella his wife;
and having further given the manor of Aikton to Roger
de Colvill and Margaret his wife for an estate in frankmarriage.
In other words, Thomas de Multon secundus had
during his life-time deliberately divested himself of all
interest whatever in both manor and advowson. So it
came to pass that the manor of Aikton was for a time
detached from the group of tenements known as the
barony of Burgh-by-Sands, and became an independent
entity, holden of the king in capite by the Colvills an d
their successors in title.

.
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