AIMING AT THE IMPOSSIBLE: RANULF II EARL OF
CHESTER AND LINCOLNSHIRE IN THE REIGN OF
KING STEPHEN
by Paul Dalton
A man of reckless audacity, ready for a plot, not to be depended on in carrying
it out, prepared to rush to war, careless of danger, with designs beyond his
powers, aiming at impossibilities.1
Henry of Huntingdon’s appraisal of Ranulf II earl of Chester, put into the mouth
of Baldwin fitz Gilbert at the battle of Lincoln in 1141, begs a series of questions
concerning the character and ambitions of one of the most active and dynamic
magnates during the troubled years of the reign of King Stephen. Ranulf’s stormy
career made a considerable splash in the pages of several contemporary, or near
contemporary, chronicles. In largely critical terms these sources describe Ranulf’s
persistent involvement in rebellions and warfare throughout the 1140s and 1150s,
and suggest that he was in pursuit of far reaching ambitions.2 Something of the
object of these ambitions is also revealed in the great charters which Ranulf
secured from both King Stephen and Duke Henry,3 and in his private charters
which have been brought together and edited by Professor Barraclough.4 Historical
analysis of Ranulf’s career, however, has concentrated upon the earl’s role in the
succession crisis, in particular his supposed support for one party or the other,
rather than his objectives within the localities.5 This approach is unsatisfactory
because Ranulf’s policy towards the succession was conditioned to a large extent
by his private family and territorial designs within particular regions. Assessment
1 Henry of Huntingdon, Historia Anglorum, ed. T. Arnold (Rolls Series, 1879), p. 272.
2 Gesta Stephani, ed. K. R. Potter and R. H. C. Davis (Oxford, 1976), pp. 110, 116, 128, 166,
184, 192-6, 198-202, 216, 220, 236, 238; The Historia Novella of William of Malmesbury,
ed. K. R. Potter (London, 1955), pp. 46-7, 59; Huntingdon, Historia Anglorum, pp. 268,
272-4, 277, 279; Symeonis Monachi Opera Omnia, ed. T. Arnold, 2 vols. (Rolls Series,
1882-85), II, pp. 287, 306-8, 310, 323-4, 331 (hereafter cited as Symeon, Opera).
3 Regesta Regum Anglo-Normannorum 1066-1154, ed. H. W. C. Davis, C. lohnson, H. A.
Cronne and R. H. C. Davis, 4 vols. (Oxford, 1913-69), III, nos. 178-80 (hereafter cited as
Regesta).
* C.E.C.
3 J. H. Round, ‘King Stephen and the Earl of Chester’, E.H.R., X (1895), pp. 87-91; H. A.
Cronne, ‘Ranulf de Gernons, Earl of Chester, 1129-53’, Trans. Royal Hist. Soc., 4th ser.,
XX (1937), pp. 103-34; R. H. C. Davis, ‘King Stephen and the Earl of Chester Revised’,
E.H.R., LXXV (1960), pp. 654-60. Works which have focused upon the earl of Chester’s
local objectives include: R. H. C. Davis, ‘An Unknown Coventry Charter’, E.H.R.,
LXXXVI (1971), pp. 533-47; G. White, ‘King Stephen, Duke Henry and Ranulf de
Gernons, Earl of Chester’, E.H.R., XCI (1976), pp. 555-65; E. King, ‘Mountsorrel and its
Region in King Stephen’s Reign’, Huntington Library Quarterly, XLIV (1980), pp. 1-10.
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of these designs has tended to be couched in very general terms with little or no
attempt to analyse and define the regional authority to which Ranulf aspired, the
methods he employed in order to secure it, and his degree of success. The purpose
of this essay is to examine one of these regions and the earl’s objectives within it
in some detail. The region is Lincolnshire, and the story begins, as we might
expect, with the Domesday Survey.
The earl of Chester’s tenurial interests within Lincolnshire derived from the
Domesday estates of his mother, Countess Lucy of Bolingbroke, and his greatuncle, Hugh d’Avranches, the second earl of Chester.6 In 1086 Lucy’s estates were
recorded in the possession of her first husband, Ivo Taillebois, and passed with her
successively to her second and third husbands, Roger fitz Gerold and Ranulf
(Meschin) I, earl of Chester, the respective fathers of her two sons, William of
Roumare and Ranulf II. The honour, which appears to have incorporated some sixty
knights’ fees in Lincolnshire, remained intact until c.1120 when, following the death of
Richard, earl of Chester, in the White Ship, the bulk of it was surrendered by Ranulf
Meschin to the king as part of the price he paid in order to secure succession to
the vacant earldom of Chester. Ranulf I and Lucy appear to have retained control
of only those estates which Lucy had inherited from her kinsman (possibly father)
Thorold. In 1122 William of Roumare laid claim to the lands of his mother recently
surrendered to the king, and when Henry I refused to return them went into
rebellion in Normandy. Although restored to the magnam partem juris quod
proposcerat in c.1127 Roumare did not recover all the lands of his mother, and
later evidence indicates that there had in fact been a division of her inheritance
in which his half-brother Ranulf acquired twenty of Lucy’s sixty knights’ fees in
Lincolnshire, to add to the considerable estates held there in his own right as earl
of Chester.7 At the end of the reign of Henry I the half-brothers were among the
most powerful magnates in Lincolnshire.
In Henry I’s reign Countess Lucy and her sons fought hard and paid heavily
to preserve the integrity of their lands,8 and Ranulf and William appear to have
continued to regard Lucy’s inheritance as an inseparable unity despite the formal
division of control.9 In Stephen’s reign William witnessed a number of Ranulf’s
6 Liber Censualis Vocatus Domesday Book, 4 vols. (Rec. Commission, 1783-1816), I, ff. 349a351b (hereafter cited as D.B.).
1 Complete Peerage, by G. E. C., Revised edn., V. Gibbs et al. 13 vols. in 14 (London,
1910-59), III, pp. 164-8; VII, pp. 666-671, 743-6; I. J. Sanders, English Baronies. A Study
in Their Origin and Descent 1086-1327 (Oxford, 1960), pp. 17-18, 32; G. J. White, ‘The
Restoration of Order in England 1153-1165’ (Univ. of Cambridge, Ph.D. thesis, 1974), pp.
401-2, 375.
* Pipe Roll 31 Henry I, ed. J. Hunter (Rec. Commission, 1833), p. 110.
' This is suggested by certain charters granted by Lucy, Ranulf, William and Ranulf’s son
Hugh in favour of the priory of Stixwould: C.E.C., nos. 19-20, 142; B.L., Add. MS.
46701 (Stixwould Cartulary), f. lr. See also, English Episcopal Acta I, Lincoln 1067-1185,
ed. D. M. Smith (British Academy, 1980), nos. 57, 257; White, ‘Ranulf de Gernons’, pp.
563-5. Ranulf and William may also have exercised joint lordship of lands belonging to
the soke of Belchford. William confirmed his half-brother’s grant of lands in Minting to
the abbey of St. Benedict-sur-Loire and stated that Ranulf had made the gift ‘consilio
meo’: B.L., Add. MS. 35296 (Register of Spalding), f. 41 lr. For Ranulf’s original charter,
see C.E.C., no. 93.
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charters10 and worked with him to secure the powerful administrative offices which
had formerly been linked to the lordship of Lucy’s lands, including the shrievalty
of Lincolnshire and the constableship of Lincoln castle. And the ambition of the
half-brothers did not stop there. There is good evidence that they sought to use
their family lands and offices as a springboard from which to expand their power
within Lincolnshire. This expansion had three major elements: the exercise of
regalian rights, the acquisition of estates of key governmental, military and
economic importance, and the control of the lesser aristocracy, whose support was
essential to local political power in this period. It was to be achieved by the
acquisition of important royal and ducal charters, the exploitation of political
hostages, a vigorous series of military campaigns and the exercise of patronage and
formation of marriage ties. Each of the major elements in the expansion of power
will be analysed in turn in this essay; and the analysis illustrates that what the earl
of Chester and his half-brother were aiming at, what they fought consistently to
secure, and what they made considerable progress towards achieving was independ
ent tenurial, governmental and military domination of most of Lincolnshire.
The Exercise of Regalian Rights
The earl of Chester’s desire to exercise regalian rights, either in the capacity of a
royal official or more independently without reference to Stephen’s authority, is
manifest in several ways. It can be seen in his efforts to reunite possession of the
royal castle of Lincoln and the powers attached to the office of sheriff, which were
probably held jointly by Ivo Taillebois but separated by c.1093.11 Ranulf’s
hereditary claim was strengthened by the fact that Thorold, the kinsman of his
mother Countess Lucy, was sheriff of Lincolnshire before 1066, and by Lucy’s
private possession of some part of the Lincoln castle complex, either one of the
towers or possibly a separate castle built within or adjacent to the main fortifi
cations. Lucy’s tower is referred to in a royal charter issued in favour of the earl
of Chester in 1146. Here King Stephen granted Ranulf the castle and city of
Lincoln until he could cause him to have hold of his Norman estates and castles;
thereafter Ranulf was to continue to enjoy possession of one of the towers of the
castle until the king was free to give him the fortress of Tickhill. After Tickhill
had been granted to Ranulf the tower and the city of Lincoln were to remain with
the king, the earl retaining only the tower which his mother had founded, and the
constableship of Lincoln castle and Lincolnshire in hereditary right.12 Although

10 C.E.C., nos. 35, 53-4, 66, 69, 72-3, 82.
11 J. W. F. Hill, Medieval Lincoln (Cambridge, 1965), pp. 97-8.
12 Regesia, III, no. 178; History of the King’s Works, ed. H. M. Colvin, 6 vols. (London,
H.M.S.O., 1963-77), II, p. 704; Hill, Medieval Lincoln, pp. 87-9. Cathcart King observes
that the surviving earthworks at Lincoln castle today consist of ‘two mottes fairly close
together on the line of a single powerfully banked bailey’, and suggests that one of them
may have belonged to Countess Lucy: D. J. Cathcart King, Castellarium Anglicanum:
An Index and Bibliography of the Castles of England, Wales and the Islands, 2 vols.
(London, 1983), I, pp. 261-2 and note 24.
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the charter has been correctly dated to 1146 it is almost certain that the castle and
county town had already been granted to the earl by Stephen in 1140.13
Stephen’s grant of the castle and town of Lincoln, which were the focus of royal
government in Lincolnshire, mirrors his policy in several other shires14 and
suggests that he had temporarily entrusted Ranulf with supreme administrative
authority in the county. Once in charge of the castle, however, the earl and his
half-brother were determined to retain control. Despite vigorous attempts by the
king to recover the fortress in 1141 and 1144 Ranulf remained in possession until
he was forced to surrender it in 1146 after his capture at the royal court at
Northampton.15 Although he appears never to have re-captured the castle16 it
was not through want of trying. The earl besieged Lincoln in 1147 and again in
1149, and it was probably during one of these assaults that he committed the
injuries to the cathedral for which he later made reparation between 1150 and
1153.17
Earl Ranulf’s ambition to administer royal authority in Lincolnshire is also
discernible in his half-brother’s acquisition of the office of local justice, which
included some form of supervisory powers over the city authorities in Lincoln.18
Some historians might argue that Roumare’s acquisition of the earldom of Lincoln,
most probably in 1140, was part of the same plan. The late Professor Davis believed
that the men made earls by King Stephen and the Empress Matilda were expected to
administer and defend the counties to which their titles were attached, and
Professor Warren views the creation of these new earldoms as part of a deliberate
programme of administrative decentralization involving the transference of execu
tive authority from the centre to the localities.19 The link between comital title
and administrative function, however, was neither defined nor consistent.20 King
Stephen referred to William of Roumare as both earl and justice in the same
charter, implying that the two titles incorporated different functions. Moreover, it
was Ranulf of Chester rather than his half-brother who secured grants of the
castle and county town of Lincoln. Like other baronial brothers in Stephen’s reign
Ranulf and William were forced to come to terms with the division of England
13 This is argued fully in my paper, ‘Armed Neutrality: Ranulf II Earl of Chester in the
Reign of King Stephen’, Anglo-Norman Studies, XIV (forthcoming).
11 P. Latimer, ‘Grants of Totus Comitatus in Twelfth Century England: Their Origins and
Meaning’, Bulletin Inst. Hist. Research, LIX (1986), pp. 137-45; P. Dalton, ‘Feudal
Politics in Yorkshire 1066 x 1154’ (Univ. of Sheffield, Ph.D. thesis, 1990), p. 175.
'5 Gesta Stephani, pp. 110-114, 198; Historia Novella, pp. 46-9; Huntingdon, Historia
Anglorum, pp. 268-75, 277; Symeon, Opera, II, pp. 307-8.
16 C.E.C., no. 59. It should be noted, however, that William of Roumare gave a charter in
Lincoln between December 1148 and the death of his son in c.1151: The Registrum
Antiquissimum of the Cathedral Church of Lincoln, ed. C. W. Foster and K. Major, 12
vols. (Lincoln Rec. Soc., 1931-73), I, no. 1856.
17 C.E.C., nos. 104, 106.
18 Re gesta, III, no. 472.
10 R. H. C. Davis, King Stephen 1135-1154 (3rd edn. London, 1990), pp. 125-8; W. L. Warren,
The Governance of Norman and Angevin England (London, 1987), pp. 89-103, esp. 92-4
20 White, ‘Restoration of Order’, p. 163; P. Dalton, ‘William Earl of York and Royal
Authority in Yorkshire in the Reign of King Stephen’, The Haskins Society Journal, II
(1990), pp. 155-65.
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and Normandy between hostile rulers and go their separate ways accordingly.
William went to Normandy while Ranulf pursued their interests in England.21
And in the pursuit of these interests possession of the comital title in Lincolnshire
was not an essential prerequisite. Although the title could be, and at times was,
linked to administrative powers, what really mattered were regalian rights, and it
was these rights which Ranulf of Chester was determined to exercise in Lincoln
shire.
The earl’s determination is also discernible in the charters he issued concerning
Lincolnshire addressed to his officials of the entire county or riding, the diplomatic
of which closely resembles that employed in royal charters.22 Moreover, it is
reflected in his acquisition of, or encroachment upon, royal demesne estates. In
Lincolnshire, in addition to the castle and city of Lincoln, Earl Ranulf was granted
the valuable and extensive royal soke manors of Grantham and Grimsby, together
with the important borough of Torksey;23* and his half-brother, William of
Roumare, secured Kirton-in-Lindsey.21 These estates constituted in total five of
the sixteen or so major royal demesne properties in the county.23 How many of the
remaining eleven estates were seized by the earl is uncertain but the number may
have been considerable. His unlawful appropriation of royal property was one of
the principal reasons for the mistrust of him by Stephen’s counsellors, and it was
his refusal to restore the king’s lands which led to his arrest in 1146.26
The Acquisition of Key Manors
The acquisition of important royal demesne manors by the earl of Chester and
William of Roumare reflects not only their determination to exercise royal rights
in Lincolnshire, but also to build up an extensive network of subordinate admin
istrative and jurisdictional regions, and to consolidate their military and economic
power within the county. Many of the royal manors had attached to them extensive
sokes over which they exercised a wide range of valuable judicial and financial
rights administered through important soke courts.27 In addition, and arguably
more importantly, the great royal estates were often the governmental focus of the
ridings and wapentakes which were the basic units of royal government in the

21 For Roumare, see C.E.C., no. 83; Regesta, III, nos. 599, 325.
22 C.E.C.. nos. 55, 77.
23 Regesta, III, no. 178. Although alienated by 1129, Grantham was back in royal hands by
1140 at the latest. In Grimsby the crown had retained land held in 1086 by Bishop Odo
of Bayeux. King Stephen granted Ranulf his own demesne in Grimsby together with that
of the earl of Gloucester, and Duke Henry specified thirty librates from his demesne. See
White, ‘Ranulf de Gernons’, pp. 559-60.
21 Regesta, III, no. 494.
23 The others were Stamford, Kirkby-la-Thorpe, Boothby, Wellingore, Bassingham, Tydd,
Gedney, Nettleham, Caistor, Horncastle and Gayton-le-Wold: D.B,. I, ff. 336b-339a.
26 Gesta Stephani, pp. 192-8.
27 For the importance of soke rights and dues in this period, see D. Roffe, ‘The Descriptio
Terrarum of Peterborough Abbey’, Historical Research (forthcoming).
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localities and independent of the structure and administration of soke estates.28
Grantham was an important regional centre of jurisdiction in Kesteven20 and
almost certainly the focus of the wapentake of Winnibriggs; Grimsby was the
likely administrative centre of Bradley wapentake; and Kirton-in-Lindsey was the
meeting place of the West Riding (or possibly the whole) of Lindsey and the focus
of Corringham wapentake.30 And besides their administrative function the major
royal estates were among the wealthiest and most strategically important properties
in Lincolnshire. Grantham was the third most valuable manor in the county in
1086 and bestrode the major highway linking Melton Mowbray and Sleaford;
Kirton-in-Lindsey was the fifth most valuable manor and well placed to dominate
Ermine Street, the major road link between Lincoln and the Humber; Grimsby
was the thirteenth most valuable manor and an important trading and Humber
ferry port; and the borough of Torksey was also in the top fifteen wealthiest
properties and situated at the confluence of the Foss Dyke and the River Trent.31
Besides important royal demesne estates the royal and ducal charters issued in
favour of the earl of Chester conveyed a series of private lordships. Although the
grant of these lordships has generally been examined within the context of Ranulf’s
wider ambitions in the Midlands and North, it is a striking fact that many of them
incorporated extensive and important estates in Lincolnshire. This was certainly
true of the honours of Roger the Poitevin, d’Aubigny, Stafford, Blyth, Alan of

21 The identification of the centres of wapentake administration made in the text, and the
relative importance of this administration vis-a-vis that of the sokes, is discussed in the
appendix. For the independence of soke and wapentake administration, see D. Roffe,
‘The Origins of Derbyshire’, Derbyshire Archaeological Journal, CVI (1985), pp. 106.
110-15.
28 In 1298 Grantham was one of only five places in Lincolnshire, including Lincoln and
Stamford, where the royal justices sent to the shires by Edward I under the terms of the
ordinance for the redress of public grievances against royal administration heard pleas.
It was also one of the few sites in Kesteven where the justices of the peace heard
presentments in the late fourteenth century; presentments which were made by the juries
of several wapentakes: A Lincolnshire Assize Roll for 1298, ed. W. S. Thomson (Lincoln
Rec. Soc., 1944), pp. xvi-xxi; Records of Some Sessions of the Peace in Lincolnshire
1360-1375, ed. R. Sillem (Lincoln Rec. Soc., 1936), pp. xxvii-xxviii, 159-60, 163, 172, 174,
176-9, 200, 203, 211; Records of Some Sessions of the Peace in Lincolnshire 1381-1396,
ed. E. G. Kimball, 2 vols. (Lincoln Rec. Soc., 1955-62), I, pp. xxxii, lxiii.
30 Spital-in-Hemswell which belonged to Kirton was the meeting place of Lindsey: Calendar
of the Patent Rolls, 1340-1343 (London, 1900), pp. 3, 137. For the identification of Spital
with Hemswell, see Calendar of Entries in the Papal Registers Relating to Great Britain
and Ireland: Papal Letters, ed. W. H. Bliss et al. 15 vols. (London and Dublin, 1893-1978),
IV, p. 510; Registrum Antiquissimum, I, pp, 2, 3, 5; II, pp. 319-20; Calendar of the Patent
Rolls, 1321-1324 (London, 1904), p. 190; The Victoria History of the County of Lincoln,
ed. W. Page (London, 1906), II, p. 235; D.B., I, ff. 337b-338a. I owe all of the above
references to Dr. David Roffe.
31 D.B., I, ff. 337b-338b, 337a, 343a.
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Lincoln, Burun, Malet and Scotney.32 When combined with the powerful family
lands of Earl Ranulf and William of Roumare these estates would have saturated
the tenurial structure of the county with their influence and given them control of
a majority of its soke, wapentake and strategic centres.
The half-brothers acquired another important private Lincolnshire property in
a charter granted by King Stephen to William of Roumare. In addition to the royal
manor of Kirton-in-Lindsey the charter conceded the castle and bridge of Gains
borough, a manor which belonged by right to the Mowbray family.33 A major
bridging point over the Trent, and well placed to control movement along the river
northwards to the Humber and southwards to Lincoln and Boston via the Foss
Dyke, Gainsborough was of one of the most important strategic centres in northern
Lincolnshire. In addition it was also the third wealthiest estate in the wapentake
of Corringham in 1086, its value being surpassed only by that of the manors of
Scotter and Kirton-in-Lindsey.34 In the combination of Gainsborough and Kirton,
William of Roumare was established as the administrative and military master of
Corringham wapentake.
How far were Ranulf of Chester and William of Roumare able to transform the
nominal control of the estates and castles granted to them in the royal and ducal
charters into reality? Their right to most of the honours examined above was
probably tenuous at best, and there were other magnates with far better claims
to legitimate title.35 The fee of Alan of Lincoln, for example, centred in the twelfth
century on the valuable manor of Welboura which belonged in 1086 to the Malet
honour,36 was held in Stephen’s reign by Ralph of Bayeux the husband of Alan’s
daughter and heir Margaret.37 Earl Ranulf was going to have to compete to
establish his lordship. This competition is probably reflected in the construction of
a castle at Welboum, a manor to which Ranulf had an additional claim by virtue
of his real or invented family connections with Robert Malet, and in William of
Roumare’s relations with Peter of Goxhill, the principal Lincolnshire tenant of the
Bayeux fee.38
12 Regesta, III, nos. 178-180. The estates granted by the duke were far more extensive than
those granted by the king. For a detailed analysis and comparison of the charters, see
White, ‘Ranulf de Gernons’, 555-65. For the Lincolnshire estates incorporated within the
honours bestowed, see D.B., I, ff. 352a-b, 357b-358b, 362a-b, 365a, 368a-b, 352b-353b;
The Lincolnshire Domesday and Lindsey Survey, ed. C. W. Foster and T. Longley
(Lincoln Rec. Soc., 1924), pp. 238, 240, 243, 245, 251, 255; Sanders, Baronies, pp. 12, 43,
56, 81-2, 88, 126-7, 147; Red Book of the Exchequer, ed. H. Hall, 3 vols. (Rolls Series,
1896), I, pp. 385-6, 264-8; Early Yorkshire Charters, ed. W. Farrer (vols. I-III) and C. T.
Clay (vols. IV-XII) (Edinburgh, 1914-16; and Yorks. Archaeol. Soc. Rec. Ser. extra ser.,
1935-65), VI, pp. 166-7, nos. 65, 76-8; B. J. Golding, ‘The Gilbertine Priories of Alvingham
and Buffington: Their Endowments and Benefactors’ (Univ. of Oxford, D. Phil, thesis,
1979), pp. 237-8.
13 Regesta, III, no. 494.
31 D.B., I, ff. 369a, 345b, 338a-b.
33 White, ‘Ranulf de Gemons’, pp. 558-63; White, ‘Restoration of Order’, pp, 398-401.
38 D.B., I, f. 368a.
31 Sanders, Baronies, p. 88.
38 Castellarium Anglicanum, I, p. 264. In 1166 Peter of Goxhill held five knights' fees of
Hugh of Bayeux who returned his carta from Lincolnshire: Red Book, I, p. 387.
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In or about 1145 William of Roumare granted Peter of Goxhill ten librates of
land, including five within the soke of his Lincolnshire caput of Bolingbroke, for
the service of one knight, and added another knight’s fee in Mavis Enderby,
Raithby, Killingholme and Aylesby.39 He also issued charters in favour of Peter’s
abbey of Newhouse confirming not only the founder’s grant of land belonging to
the Roumare honour in Killingholme, but also the gift by Geoffrey of Turs of the
entire knight’s fee held of the honour in Newhouse itself.40 In addition, towards
the end of Stephen’s reign William appears to have promoted an alliance between
one of his leading tenants, Roger of Benniworth, and Peter by which the latter
secured an additional interest in the Roumare honour.41 Roumare/Chester
ambitions towards the Bayeux fee might explain why Peter of Goxhill founded the
abbey and constructed a castle on his Bayeux lands at his caput of Newhouse near
the southern shore of the Humber estuary; and why before 1148 he transferred
his chief court to his new monastery. That William of Roumare may have laid
claim to the Bayeux portion of Newhouse is suggested by a charter he issued in
favour of the abbey there between c.1140 and 1148 in which he confirmed Peter’s
gifts, including capitalem curiam ubi castellum suum fuit.42 Whether Roumare
was able to secure Peter’s allegiance is open to question. It was to Welboum
rather than to Bolingbroke that Peter went to secure approval for his foundation
of Newhouse, and in his charters to that abbey it is Ralph of Bayeux rather than
William of Roumare whom he describes as domino meo,43 These charters also
suggest that Peter may have seized the Roumare estates in Newhouse at some point

” Documents Illustrative of the Social and Economic History of the Danelaw, ed. F. M.
Stenton (British Academy, 1920), no. 490; Peterborough Cathedral MS. 23 (The Goxhill
Ledger), f. 28.
10 The Roumare charter confirming Peter of Goxhill’s gift of lands in Killingholme was
addressed to Bishop Alexander of Lincoln and suggests that Peter had acquired the
second knight’s fee by the date of Alexander’s death in February 1148: Facsimiles of
Royal and other Charters in the British Museum, ed. G. F. Warner and H. J. Ellis
(London, 1903), no. 24; W. Dugdale, Monasticon Anglicanum, ed. J. Caley et al., 6 vols.
in 8 (London, 1817-30), VI, p. 865. Colvin thought that the estate in Killingholme granted
by Peter to Newhouse abbey was not included in the one he acquired in the Roumare
enfeoffment, but provided no explanation: H. M. Colvin, The White Canons in England
(Oxford, 1951), p. 41 note 2.
11 F. M. Stenton, The First Century of English Feudalism (2nd edn. Oxford, 1961), pp. 47-51.
42 B.L., Harley Charters 55 E. 12, 43 H. 10; Monasticon Anglicanum, VI, p. 865. Roumare’s
tenant in Newhouse, Geoffrey of Turs, held important estates of the earl of Chester in
Lincolnshire: C. J. Wales, ‘The Knight in Twelfth Century Lincolnshire’ (Univ. of
Cambridge, Ph.D. thesis, 1983), p. 165.
43 Colvin, White Canons, pp. 41-2; B.L., Harley Charter 50 H. 58; Monasticon Anglicanum,
VI, p. 866.
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and that he was refusing to recognize Earl William’s lordship in Killingholme.44
On the other hand, Roumare’s ability to exercise some influence over Peter is
indicated by the latter’s attestation of a charter issued by the earl between 1142
and c. 1151,45 and in his alliance with Roger of Benniworth which was agreed in
the presence of Roumare and with his consent at Bolingbroke.
Earl Ranulf and his half-brother may have had more success in establishing
their domination of the lands formerly belonging to Roger the Poitevin. As Dr.
Green argues, this was certainly true in Lancashire.46 In Lincolnshire Ranulf’s
control is indicated by his grant of one mark annually from the mill of the Poitevin
manor of Bracebridge to the monks of Hartsholme;47 and a number of his charters,
and those of William of Roumare, were witnessed by William fitz Hacon and his
brother Ralph, important tenants of the Poitevin fee.48 The earl of Chester’s
influence within the fee might also explain why Alexander bishop of Lincoln
appears to have been having difficulty securing the service of Ralph fitz Hacon
which was granted to him by the king before 1139.49 Ranulf may also have been
able to secure effective lordship over the port of Grimsby. Some of the land here
was held by Robert earl of Gloucester who, in addition to being Ranulf’s fatherin-law, fought with the earl at the battle of Lincoln in 1141 and may have entrusted
him with his Lincolnshire property. It is interesting to note that the abbot of
Grimsby was among the group of prominent clergymen in attendance on Ranulf
at his death in 1153.50
In the case of the castle and bridge of the Mowbray manor of Gainsborough the
control of William of Roumare is not in doubt, and was almost certainly established
“ Peter of Goxhill appears to have regarded the whole of Newhouse as belonging to his
fee, and granted land in Killingholme to Newhouse abbey with the concession of his
lord, Ralph of Bayeux, despite the fact that it was held of William of Roumare: Colvin,
White Canons, pp. 41 note 4, 44; B.L., Harley Charter 55 E. 12; D.B., I, f. 350b. Bishop
Alexander of Lincoln’s confirmation charter for Newhouse abbey, which makes no
attempt when dealing with Peter’s grants to distinguish between the lands held of Ralph
of Bayeux and those held of William of Roumare, may reflect an attempt to keep the
church’s options open in a bid to guarantee gifts which were a source of dispute between
rival magnates: Danelaw Documents, no.235. It is also interesting that
the new
enfeoffment made by Roumare to Goxhill in Stephen’s reign was ineffective and may
have been revoked. In 1166 Peter held only a half knight’s fee of the old enfeoffment
of Roumare: Red Book, I, p. 376. For the component lands, see Wales, ‘The Knight in
Lincolnshire’, p. 136.
‘3 Danelaw Documents, no. 500.
16 See above, J. Green, ‘Earl Ranulf II and Lancashire’, pp. 97-108.
47 C.E.C., nos. 76-8.
“ Ibid., nos. 67, 77, 111; Monasticon Anglicanum, V, pp. 454-5; Facsimiles of Early Charters
from Northamptonshire Collections, ed. F. M. Stenton (Northamptonshire Rec. Soc.,
1930), p. 3; Registrum Antiquissimum, VI, no. 1869. It should be noted, however, that
William fitz Hacon witnessed two charters of Gilbert of Gant during the period when
Gilbert was contesting the earldom of Lincoln with William of Roumare: B.L., Add. MS.
40008, f. 320; Norwich Dean and Chapter, Scampton Charters, 1255. For the lands of the
fitz Hacons, see Transcripts of Charters Relating to the Gilbertine Houses of Sixle,
Ormsby, Catley, Bullington, and Alvingham, ed. F. M. Stenton (Lincoln Rec. Soc., 1922),
pp. xi-xii; W. Farrer, Honors and Knights' Fees, 3 vols. (Manchester, 1923-25), II, pp. 151,
198.
4* Regesta, III, nos. 470-1.
50 C.E.C., nos. 117-18.
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some years before Stephen conceded him the estate along with the manor of
Kirton-in-Lindsey in 1146. This is suggested by the significant distinction in the
king’s charter between the conveyancing terminology employed in the case of each
gift. Whereas Stephen gives and concedes his manor of Kirton (dedi et concessi. . .
manerium meum de Chirchetona), he merely concedes the earl’s castle of Gains
borough (concedo ei castrum suum de Geinesburg(o)).sl The implication is that
whereas Kirton was a new grant of something which had previously been in royal
hands, Gainsborough was simply a concession of a castle that was already in the
possession of William of Roumare. William may already have been in control in
the early 1140s when he appears to have granted land and woods in Gainsborough
to Revesby abbey in charters which were probably issued within a short time of
its foundation in 1142.5
152 The most striking fact, however, is that it was William
rather than the Mowbrays or the king who built the castle of Gainsborough. A
charter originally issued between 1140 and 1161, and copied into the Stixwould
cartulary, reveals that a certain Adam of Halton had made a concession of land
to the priory in the presence of Earl William of Roumare and with his assent
in tertio anno postquam ipse comes firmavit castellum suum de Geynesberg super
trentatam,53
William of Roumare’s possession of Gainsborough and construction of a castle
there raises questions about the circumstances in which it was acquired. It is clear
that he and his half-brother did not rely solely upon royal and ducal patronage to
achieve their goals in Lincolnshire. The most likely occasion for their acquisition
of Gainsborough was Earl Ranulf’s capture of Roger of Mowbray, together with
several other powerful magnates, when he defeated King Stephen at the battle of
Lincoln in 1141.54 The consequences of this battle for Ranulf’s authority in Lincoln
shire were probably just as important as those deriving from the royal and ducal
charters bestowed upon him, and they deserve to be considered in detail.
Roger of Mowbray may have granted Gainsborough to William of Roumare as
part of the price he paid to secure his release from captivity. Roger’s confirmation
of Roumare’s grant of lands in Gainsborough to Revesby abbey indicates that the
earl of Lincoln held the estate with his consent and by his gift.55 And Roger
appears to have been compelled to make other tenurial concessions. Dr. Greenway
suggests that he was forced to make a beneficial enfeoffment to the earl of Chester’s
constable, Eustace fitz John, of fourteen knights’ fees for the service of eleven

51 Regesta, III, no. 494.
sa Monasticon Anglicanum, V, pp. 454-5. Although William of Roumare’s foundation grant
does not include gifts in Gainsborough its witness list is very similar to other charters
which did, and it is reasonable to assume that they were issued on the same occasion. His
control of Gainsborough is also clear from grants of land to Stixwould priory made in
his presence there by Gilbert de Neville and Alan of Crosby: B.L., Add. MS. 46701,
f. 9r-v.
35 Ibid., f. lOr. The attestation of the charter by William of Roumare, styled earl, allows us
to set the limits of date.
a* Symeon, Opera, II, pp. 308-9.
" E.Y.C., XII, no. 105.
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knights.56 The enfeoffment, which included two knights’ fees in Gainsborough and
Thrussington (Leics.), was in effect either a grant of mediate interests in existing
Mowbray tenancies or of rights in lands to which the Mowbrays had no justifiable
claim. And if its content suggests that it was a political expedient forced upon
Roger of Mowbray by his comital captor, so does its subsequent history. In the
carta returned by Roger in 1166 the son and heir of Eustace fitz John, William of
Vescy, is described as the tenant not in fourteen knights’ fees but only in two, and
many of the fees granted to his father by Mowbray are listed in the possession of
other tenants.57 The obvious explanation for the discrepancy was that Mowbray
was unwilling to admit to the new enfeoffment he had made to Eustace, and had
revoked it. This is suggested by a charter of Henry II addressed to Roger com
manding that if William of Vescy was unjustly disseised of the tenancies and
service of Peter and William Mauleverer, which had formed part of the enfeoff
ment made to Eustace fitz John, then he was to be immediately reseised.58
Although unacceptable after 1154, the enfeoffment to Eustace fitz John may not
have been without its benefits for Roger of Mowbray in Stephen’s reign. It was
probably through the influence of the earl of Chester that he secured the hand in
marriage of Alice of Gant the widow of Ilbert II of Lacy, another of Ranulf’s
captives at Lincoln.59 Roger had good reason to cultivate the support of Ranulf of
Chester who, in addition to holding important estates and castles close to the
major centres of Mowbray tenurial power in both England and Normandy,60 was
an obvious ally against the Scots who had seized the Mowbray lands in Cumbria
and Lonsdale.61 There is some evidence that despite his capture at the battle of
Lincoln Roger remained on friendly terms with both the earl and his constable,
and provided Ranulf with another powerful supporter in Lincolnshire where his

Charters of the Honour of Mowbray, 1107-1191, ed. D. E. Greenway (London, 1972), pp.
xxvii-xxviii.
5' Red Book, I, p. 419; E.Y.C., XII, pp. 11-13; Mowbray Charters, pp. 262-3.
51 P.R.O., Chancery Miscellanea Bundle 9, no. 5, m. 2d.
5a Mowbray Charters, pp. xxvii-xxviii.
60 The large cluster of Mowbray estates centred upon the castle of Brinklow was less than
ten miles to the east and north-east of Coventry where Ranulf held the castle until his
arrest in 1146. Another large group was situated only ten miles north-east of Leicester,
within the military exclusion zone agreed between Ranulf and Robert earl of Leicester
in their famous conventio, and a similar distance to the south-west of Belvoir castle which
Ranulf sought to control: Stenton, First Century, pp. 286-8. Thrussington, which was
granted by Roger of Mowbray to Eustace fitz John, was one of the closest estates in the
group to Leicester. Eustace’s castle of Donnington, held of the earl of Chester, was only
fifteen miles north-west of the important Mowbray estate of Melton Mowbray. Finally,
there were the Mowbray lands in Gainsborough and the castlery of Axholme. In
Normandy the Mowbray caput of Montbray was within striking distance of the earl of
Chester’s castle of Vire which was lost to Geoffrey of Anjou in 1142.
61 Mowbray Charters, p. xxvi; Dalton, ‘Feudal Politics in Yorkshire’, pp. 186-7.
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estates and castle of Kinnard dominated the whole of the Isle and wapentake of
Axholme.62
Whether the Mowbray enfeoffment to Eustace fitz John occurred before or after
the latter’s acquisition of the office and honour of the constableship of Chester
between 1144 and 1146 is not known. Whichever came first, however, it is probable
that the two events were linked and formed part of a deliberate strategy designed
to increase the authority of the earl of Chester in the region both to the north and
south of the Humber. In addition to land in Gainsborough the Mowbray enfeoff
ment incorporated six knights’ fees held by William Tison which were located
in whole or in part in a group of estates along the northern shore of the estuary
situated within, or close to, vills where Eustace fitz John already held lands in his
own right.63 These included the important ports of North Ferriby and Hessle which
harboured four of the Humber ferries providing the main communications link
between Yorkshire and Lincolnshire, and which were almost certainly the
administrative centres of the hundred of Hessle.64 It may have been with the
purpose of entrenching himself more firmly in Hessle hundred that Eustace
established an Augustinian priory at North Ferriby, and it is significant that the
house attracted the patronage of William of Roumare.65 Moreover, the lands
appurtenant to the constableship of Chester included a group of Lincolnshire
estates situated within fifteen miles of the Humber.66 By making Eustace fitz John
his chief official and counsellor, and by taking advantage of the captives at the
battle of Lincoln to extend Eustace’s power along both shores of the Humber, the
earl of Chester was systematically tightening his grip on one of the most strategically
and commercially important routes of communication in England.
32 In 1149 Roger supported the joint attempt of Henry of Anjou, King David of Scotland
and Ranulf of Chester to capture York: Mowbray Charters, p. xxvi. Between 1142 and
1161 Roger confirmed gifts made by William of Roumare to Revesby abbey: E.Y.C.,
XII, no. 105, calendared in Mowbray Charters, no. 231. A ‘Willelmo de Romara’, possibly
the son of William earl of Lincoln, witnessed a charter of Roger of Mowbray c.1150:
K. Major, ‘Blyborough Charters’, in A Medieval Miscellany for Doris Mary Stenton, ed.
Patricia M. Barnes and C. F. Slade (Pipe Roll Soc. n.s., 1962), p. 206, calendared in
Mowbray Charters, no. 89. In a charter dated c.1147 Roger of Mowbray addressed ‘Eustace
fitz J.’ notifying him of a gift to Byland abbey: ibid., nos. 45, 198, 297 and notes. Roger
of Mowbray witnessed a charter of Ranulf earl of Chester issued at Stamford in Lincoln
shire granting property which belonged by right to the fee of William d’Aubigny Brito:
C.E.C., no. 58. For Kinnard castle, see Mowbray Charters, p. xxi.
63 Sir Charles Clay noted the difficulties in establishing the location of the estates comprising
the Tison portion of the Mowbray enfeoffment: E.Y.C., XII, pp. 22-3. See also, E.Y.C.,
HI, p. 487.
64 A Mortemer ferry plied between North Ferriby and South Ferriby; a Mowbray/Tison
ferry between Hessle and South Ferriby; and two Gant ferries between North Ferriby and
South Ferriby, and between Hessle and Barton-upon-Humber: D.B., I, f. 354a-b; E.Y.C.,
II, no. 764. Eustace’s control of the former Mortemer ferry is suggested by a late thirteenth
century document: Yorkshire Inquisitions, ed. W. Brown, 3 vols. (Yorks. Arch. Soc. Rec.
Ser., 1892-1902), II, p. 157. The largest manor in North Ferriby was almost certainly one
of the Mortemer estates that passed under the control of Eustace who was also the sub
tenant of the Fossards in the other major holding there: D.B., I, f. 325a. He held the
whole vill in demesne: E.Y.C., II, p. 501, nos. 1107, 1108.
63 Calendar of the Patent Rolls, 1317-1321 (London, 1903), pp. 314-5.
66 Liber Feodorum: The Book of Fees commonly called Testa de Nevill, 3 vols. (Rec.
Commission, 1920-31), I, pp. 189, 285, 360; II, pp. 1012, 1077.
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The same policy is probably also reflected in the acquisition of land in Anlaby
near Hessle by Walter of Benniworth, one of the principal Lincolnshire tenants of
William of Roumare, who granted it to St. Mary’s abbey, York, before 1155.67
In 1086 the only fee in Anlaby large enough to have incorporated the later Benni
worth tenancy was that of William Tison’s father, Gilbert, which was subsequently
made subject to Roger of Mowbray’s father, Nigel d’Aubigny, along with the rest
of his honour in the reign of Henry I.68 That Benniworth had acquired Tison land
of the Mowbray overlordship is also indicated by a tenurial survey of 1284 x 1285
which records that the abbot of St. Mary’s, York, held land in Anlaby of the fee
of Mowbray.69 Walter of Benniworth is not known to have held land of the
Mowbrays elsewhere, and everything indicates that his tenancy on the north shore
of the Humber was the product of the power and ambition of his feudal masters
in Lincolnshire. Like Eustace fitz John he was one of the instruments through
which they intended to impose their control over the hundred of Hessle and the
Humber region generally.
The earl of Chester was also able to exploit his victory at Lincoln to establish
one of his household knights, Hugh Wake, as lord of a barony concentrated within
the wapentake of Aveland in southern Lincolnshire and centred on the castle and
soke manor of Bourne, its second most valuable Domesday estate.70 The barony
passed to Hugh as a result of his marriage in the mid 1140s to Emma the daughter
of Baldwin fitz Gilbert of Clare who was one of Earl Ranulf’s captives in 1141.
Emma’s acquisition of Bourne is unusual. It took place in her father’s lifetime,
and despite the fact that the barony belonged to her mother’s inheritance and
would normally have passed to her brothers. And the marriage itself, to a com
paratively lowly household knight, adds to the impression that Baldwin fitz Gilbert
was acting under compulsion. It is almost certain that his daughter’s marriage to
Hugh Wake, and the barony of Bourne that went with it, was the price he paid to
Earl Ranulf in order to secure his freedom.71
Another magnate with important tenurial interests in Lincolnshire to fall under
the influence of the earl of Chester at the battle of Lincoln was Gilbert of Gant,
who was still a youth at the time.72 Gilbert held considerable estates close to the
Chester and Roumare lands in southern Lincolnshire, centred upon his caput of
Folkingham, and a number of important holdings close to the Lincolnshire shore
of the Humber estuary. As a result of his capture at Lincoln Gilbert was forced
to marry Ranulf’s niece, Rohese of Clare, and granted her a dowry incorporating
some of his important Lincolnshire demesne lands, such as the soke manors of
Scampton and Baumber which in 1086 were among the most valuable estates in

•’ E.Y.C., I, no. 354.
68 D.B., I, ff. 301a, 306a, 325a, 326b, 330b; Mowbray Charters, p. xxv.
68 E.Y.C., XII, pp. 24-5.
70 D.B., I, f. 364b.
71 E. King, ‘The Origins of the Wake Family: The Early History of the Barony of Bourne in
Lincolnshire’, Northamptonshire Past and Present, V (1975), pp. 167-73.
72 Symeon, Opera, II, p. 308.
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the wapentakes of Lawress and Horncastle respectively.73 It is also significant
that three of Gilbert’s principal tenants became attached to the earl of Chester
by marriage at about the same time as their lord. Hawise, the daughter and heiress
of Gilbert’s leading tenant Ralf of Kyme, married Philip the son of Ranulf’s
leading tenant Simon fitz William;74 Herbert fitz Adelard, the constable of the
Gant honour, married Agnes daughter of Simon fitz William;75 and Richard
Scrope, the most important sub-tenant in the Gant town of Barton-upon-Humber,
married Agnes sister of Rohese of Clare, another of Earl Ranulf’s nieces.76
Whether these marriages were made expressly at Ranulf’s direction, or sprang
from an understandable, and autonomous, desire on the part of the Gant tenants
to hedge their bets and construct some form of affinity with the earl, they can only
have served to extend Ranulf’s authority in Lincolnshire. The marriage of Scrope
in particular is likely to have increased the earl’s influence within the wapentake
of Yarborough where he already controlled a soke complex centred on the import
ant manor of Barnetby.77 In addition to its great wealth and strategic importance,
deriving from its position as a trading emporium and Humber ferry port, Bartonupon-Humber also had attached to it sokeland in the neighbouring ferry port of
South Ferriby and the vill of Horkstow.78
Gilbert of Gant remained within Earl Ranulf’s power until at least 1143 when
the two fought together against the earl of York, William count of Aumale.79 At some
point in the 1140s, however, he secured his independence and in 1149/50 was
appointed earl of Lincoln by Stephen in opposition to Ranulf’s half-brother
William of Roumare.80 It is possible that Gilbert and Ranulf were already enemies
by c.1145 when the latter appears to have formed an alliance with his old
adversary, William count of Aumale, through the marriage of his nephew, William
II of Roumare, to Aumale’s sister, Agnes.81 The count of Aumale was a powerful
landholder in Lincolnshire in precisely those regions in the far north and south
west of the county where Gilbert of Gant held the bulk of his estates.82 His soke
manor of Bytham, for example, which was the second most valuable estate in
Beltisloe wapentake in 1086, the possible centre of wapentake administration, and
73 D.B., I, f. 354b.
14 Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’, pp. 6, 33-5.
75 Ibid., pp. 4-5, 159-60; Colvin, White Canons, pp. 107-8.
76 Richard Scrope held one quarter of the town of Barton-upon-Humber for the service of
half a knight: E.Y.C., II, nos. 1216 and note, 1217.
77 D.B., I, f. 349a.
73 Ibid., f. 354b.
7” Symeon, Opera, II, p. 315.
80 M. R. Abbot, ‘The Gant Family in England, 1066-1191’ (University of Cambridge
Ph.D. thesis, 1973) pp. 39, 45. Gilbert’s uncle, Robert of Gant, the royal chancellor,
became dean of York between 1143 and 1147, and Dr. Abbot suggests that his appoint
ment may have been associated with a reconciliation between his nephew and the king:
ibid., p. 40.
81 Complete Peerage, VII, p. 670; E. King, ‘The Parish of Warter and the Castle of Galchlin’,
Yorkshire Archaeological Journal, LII (1980), p. 51. Gilbert may already have abandoned
the earl of Chester by 1143. He witnessed a charter of King Stephen issued between 1140
and 1143 Apud Castram which may be Caistor in Lincolnshire where Stephen built a
castle in 1143; Regesta, III, nos. 861, 655.
82 D.B., I, f. 360a-b.
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the site of a castle, was situated within a few miles of the Gant caput of Folkingham; and his fortress at Barrow-upon-Humber controlled a highly valuable
Humber ferry port in Yarborough wapentake within ten miles of the important
Gant estate of Barton-upon-Humber.83 The count was therefore a logical ally for
the earl of Chester against Gant, and it is surely a measure of how seriously
Gilbert regarded the threat they posed to his valuable estates and control of
Humber communications that during the 1140s he appears to have deprived his
wife, Rohese of Clare, of her dower lands and built a castle at Barton-uponHumber.81
Barton castle was in existence by 1147,85 and it is probable that Gilbert of Gant
built it during the warfare in Lincolnshire recorded by the author of the Gesta
Stephani in the aftermath of Ranulf’s imprisonment by King Stephen in 1146:
after the earl had thus been freed . . . he followed his inclination and flew
to arms . . . In one district he seized the king’s castles . . . in another the
new castles could be seen rising that he built in haste, and so he passed rapidly
from one region to another with his unbridled army and by his ravages turned
everything into a desert and bare fields. In front of the town of Lincoln, which
he restored to the king for his freedom, in which also the king had stationed
the flower of his troops, he made frequent raids with an armed force and . . .
won a glad and glorious triumph over the king’s men.86
That Gilbert of Gant was one of the magnates attacked by the earl of Chester
during the course of this war is indicated by charters issued between 1147 and
February 1148 by Earl Ranulf and his nephew William, the son of William of
Roumare, earl of Lincoln, making reparation for the damage they had done to
the Gant Lincolnshire foundation of Bardney abbey.87 It was not unknown for
magnates to seize and fortify religious houses in Stephen’s reign, and it is possible
that Bardney was one of the adulterine castles held by the earl of Chester in
Lincolnshire to which the author of the Gesta Stephani refers. There can be no
doubt about the earl’s purpose in attacking Bardney. The abbey had been
founded on a great soke manor which was by far the wealthiest estate incorporated
by Wraggoe wapentake in 1086.88 The other major soke manor there, and
“ D.B., I, f. 360b, 360a. For the fortress, and the ferry which plied between Barrow and
Pauli, see B. English, The Lords of Holderness (Oxford, 1979), p. 156; E.Y.C., III, no.
1369.
"Gilbert appears to have granted portions of his wife’s estates away without her consent:
Norwich Dean and Chapter, Scampton Charters, 1255, 1257, printed in C. W. Foster, A
History of the Villages of Aisthorpe and Thorpe in the Fallows (Lincoln, 1927), pp. 105-6;
English Episcopal Acta, I, no. 200 and note; B.L., Cotton MS. Vespasian E xviii (Kirkstead
Cartulary), f. 99r-v; B.L., Harley Charter 50 F. 32; B.L., Cotton MS. Vespasian E xx
(Bardney Cartulary), ff. 75v, 66r, 65v, 73v. Rohese is mentioned in only one of the fifteen
extant charters issued by Gilbert for the souls of members of his living family: P.R.O., E
159, 187. For the construction of Barton castle, see B.L., Cotton MS. Vespasian E xx,
ff. 56v, 57r, 64r, 17 lr, 14v; Monasticon Anglicanum, I, p. 631.
MB.L., Cotton MS. Vespasian E xx, f. 13v.
*“ Gesta Stephani, p. 198.
11 C.E.C., no. % and note; B.L., Cotton MS. Vespasian E xx, f. 124r.
Bardney had attached to it soke in ten vills and its value of £50 exceeded that of Wragby,
the next most valuable estate in Wraggoe, by £30: D.B., I, ff. 354b, 355a, 362a-b.
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the centre of wapentake administration, Wragby, had already been claimed
by Ranulf as the great-nephew of its Domesday tenant, Erneis of Burun. Through
violent as well as peaceful means the earl of Chester was determined to secure
control of the centres of administrative, jurisdictional and economic power
throughout Lincolnshire.
Yarborough and Wraggoe were not the only wapentakes for which the earl of
Chester and Gilbert of Gant were competing in the warfare that followed Ranulf’s
release in 1146. We have seen how Ranulf exploited his capture of Baldwin fitz
Gilbert of Clare in order to build up his tenurial and jurisdictional influence
within the wapentake of Aveland, which was almost certainly centred on the Gant
caput of Folkingham. And it is probable that the earl was also Gilbert’s rival for
control of the wapentakes of Beltisloe, Aswardhurn, Manley, Horncastle, Hill,
Calcewath and Candleshoe where both of them held strategically and economically
important estates, and in some cases major soke and wapentake centres.
If the earl of Chester and Gilbert of Gant were competing for control of import
ant soke manors, wapentakes and castles by 1147, they were competing for much
more by the end of 1149; and once again the competition resulted in fighting. It
was at this time that Stephen bestowed the earldom of Lincoln upon Gilbert in
opposition to William of Roumare, and almost certainly attached a grant of the
shrievalty, and possibly regalian rights, to the comital title. In addition the king
granted Gilbert’s brother, Robert of Gant, the hand in marriage of Alice Paynel
the daughter of William Paynel, which not only brought him control of the castle
of Drax on the Humber and an important body of Paynel estates in Lincolnshire
including a number of soke manors,89 but may also have given him a claim to
the extensive lands within the county belonging to Alice’s mother, Avice Meschin,
who was the earl of Chester’s cousin and tenant.90 It was undoubtedly this
promotion of Gant power in and near Lincolnshire at Ranulf’s expense which
provoked the earl to launch another vigorous series of campaigns against the king
89 E.Y.C., VI, pp. 32-3, 45-6, 49, 51, 61. Robert of Gant’s control of Drax castle is indicated
by the fact that in 1154 when Stephen was touring the shires destroying adulterine
fortresses the castellan of Drax, Philip of Coleville, refused to surrender the fortress to
the king. Philip’s stand may reflect a degree of support among the tenants of the honour
of Paynel for Robert of Gant who, after the negotiation of peace between the king and
Henry of Anjou, stood to lose control of the honour to his brothers-in-law, Hugh and
Fulk Paynel, who had supported the duke of Normandy: William of Newburgh, Historia
Rerum Anglicarum, in Chronicles of the Reigns of Stephen, Henry II, and Richard I, ed.
R. Howlett, 4 vols. (Rolls Series, 1884-89), I, p. 94; E.Y.C., VI, p. 33; Thomas Stapleton,
‘The Ancient Religious Community of Secular Canons in York’, Royal Archaeol. Inst, of
Great Britain, Memoirs of York (London, 1903), pp. 43-4; Abbot, ‘Gant Family’, pp. 48-9,
104, nos. 105, 106, 106A.
90 E.Y.C., VII, pp. 7, 39, 41; Red Book, I, p. 225; E.Y.C., III, p. 474. It is significant that
Avice’s third husband, whom she married in the period 1145 x 1153, was Walter of Percy
a younger brother of William II of Percy who appears to have been an adherent of the
earl of Chester. William II was lord of extensive estates in Yorkshire and elsewhere which
in 1086 had been held by his grandfather of the earl of Chester. His wife, Alice of
Tonbridge, appears to have been a niece of Ranulf, and William witnessed two of the
earl’s charters after 1130: E.Y.C., XI, pp. 334-5, 3; C.E.C., nos. 35, 73. The second
husband of another of Ranulf’s nieces, Rohese of Clare, was Robert fitz Robert, the
steward of the Percy fee: E.Y.C., XI, pp. 89-104.
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and his adherents in the county in 1149/50. According to the author of the Gesta
Stephani, in this year reports reached the king that
the earl of Chester, with a huge army, had entered parts of Lincolnshire, over
whelmed all the inhabitants with grievous ravages, forcibly and tyranically
seized upon all that belonged to the king, almost subdued the city of Lincoln
itself.91
The chronicle of Pierre de Langtoft, although a late source and not entirely
without faults,92 leaves little doubt that this was a war fought for control of
supreme administrative power in Lincolnshire, and reveals not only the location of
at least some of the fighting, but also that the earl of Chester was supported by
his one-time adversary the earl of York, William count of Aumale:
For the shrievalty of Lincolnshire, Count William of Aumale has raised his
banner against Gilbert of Gant, earl by inheritance; and Gilbert has pressed
so close upon him, that Holywell is burnt, William’s brother slain, and the
castle of Bytham is surrendered to Gilbert. Count William of Aumale has
visited the North and has battered to the ground the castle of Hunmanby;
Eustace fitz John was there with his retinue, and to him the destruction was
afterwards charged.93
There can be no doubt that the count of Aumale was the earl of Chester’s ally
against Gilbert of Gant. The count’s brother slain in the fighting can have been
none other than his brother-in-law, William II of Roumare, who we know from
independent sources died in c.1151, only a short time after he and his household
had laid violent hands on the abbot of Crowland abbey ‘in time of war’.94 Moreover,
Eustace fitz John, who assisted the count to destroy the Gant castle of Hunmanby,
was the earl of Chester’s constable. And it is clear that what the earls of Chester,
York and Lincoln were fighting for was control not only of castles, but also of
the centres of administrative, jurisdictional and economic power within their
respective spheres of influence. Hunmanby was a valuable soke manor and almost
certainly the administrative centre of the Yorkshire hundred of Turbar which
bordered William of Aumale’s wapentake of Holderness;95 the abbey of Crowland
enjoyed the right of soke over its lands in Lincolnshire;96 and Bytham, as we have

91 Gesta Stephani, p. 220.
52 A. Gransden, Historical Writing in England c.550 to c.1307 (London, 1974), pp. 476-86;
J. Taylor, English Historical Literature in the Fourteenth Century (Oxford, 1987), pp.
10, 55, 150-1, 170-1.
83 The Chronicle of Pierre de Langtoft, 2 vols. (Rolls Series, 1866), I, p. 485.
24 Complete Peerage, VII, p. 670. Robert de Torigny places his death in 1152: The Chronicle
of Robert of Torigni, in Chronicles of the Reigns, IV, p. 167. That William II of
Roumare’s death occurred only a short time after his attack on Crowland is suggested
by the fact that it was his father who issued the charter making reparation: Danelaw
Documents, no. 516.
05 D.B., I, f. 326a.
88 D. Roffe, ‘The Lincolnshire Hundred’, Landscape History, III (1981), p. 30.

126

P. DALTON

seen, was a one of the most valuable soke manors, and possibly the centre of
royal administration, within the wapentake of Beltisloe."
The Domination of the Lesser Aristocracy
This essay has argued that through the exercise of regalian rights and the
acquisition of manors of key governmental, military and economic importance the
earl of Chester and his half-brother attempted to establish their control over
considerable areas of Lincolnshire. To a large extent, however, this control was
dependent upon the support of the lesser nobility, the men who held land
principally as sub-tenants rather than tenants-in-chief. In contrast to their feudal
superiors, whose estates were often scattered throughout the country, the lesser
nobles tended to hold lands in only one or two counties and were able to exercise
a closer and more immediate supervision over them. At ground-level, especially
towards the geographical peripheries of extensive honours, effective power often
rested in their hands rather than those of their absentee lords, and many of the
more influential of them were already virtually independent from lordly control
by 1135." In the remainder of the twelfth century this independence increased,
percolated downwards through society to the lower ranks of the knightly aristo
cracy, and manifested itself most overtly in the construction of private castles and
monasteries." Moreover, with growing independence came growing integration as
the knightly families holding lands of different lords began to forge social, familial
and tenurial relationships with their neighbours which cut across the ties of feudal
allegiance. By the reign of Henry II, and probably earlier, the more prominent of
them had their own households, courts, retinues and patronage networks, and
could command the support of many lesser families.100 If the earl of Chester and
his half-brother were to transform their nominal control of land and administrative
districts in Lincolnshire into a practical reality, therefore, it was essential for them
to dominate the most powerful of the local knights; and there is strong evidence
that they not only attempted to do so, but also achieved a measure of success.
The attempt of the half-brothers to dominate the powerful knights of Lincoln
shire has already been illustrated to some extent in their relationship with Peter of
Goxhill and the former sheriff of Lincolnshire William fitz Hacon,101 and in their
formation of marriage ties with important tenants of the honour of Gant. It can
also be seen in their close links with the powerful Simon fitz William, lord of
*7 That there had already been some friction in Beltisloe between the count of Aumale and
Gilbert of Gant may be reflected in the latter’s provision by 1147 of a better site within
Edenham (at Vaudey) for a group of Cistercian monks who had previously been established
by the count of Aumale in Bytham: English, Lords of Holderness, p. 22.
”* Dalton, ‘Feudal Politics in Yorkshire’, chap. 7.
” Ibid.; Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’; J. C. Holt, ‘Feudal Society and the Family in
Early Medieval England: I, The Revolution of 1066’, T.R.H.S., 5th ser., XXXII (1982), p.
209; E. Miller, ‘The Background of Magna Carta’, Past & Present, XXIII (1962), 79-80;
C. R. Cheney, Hubert Walter (London, 1967), p. 28; Colvin, White Canons, chap. 2.
100 The topic is studied in detail in Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’.
101 Above, p. 115-17. For fitz Hacon, see Judith A. Green, The Government of England under
Henry I (Cambridge, 1986), p. 205.
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Bullington. Simon fitz William’s possession of one of the largest sub-tenancies in
England and an extensive local patronage network made him one of the most
powerful men in Lincolnshire.102 His estates comprised about thirty knights’ fees
in Stephen’s reign, held principally of six lords. The great majority of them were
in Lincolnshire where his tenurial power surpassed all but that of the three greatest
tenants-in-chief (Chester, Roumare and Gant), and where he almost certainly had
his caput at Bullington, the site of a castle and monastery established in Stephen’s
reign.103 When viewed against the background of the strategic and jurisdictional
importance of Bullington and its region, and the interests of the earl of Chester
there, Simon fitz William’s foundation of a castle and monastery is highly significant
and may reflect Ranulf’s influence over him. Bullington was situated only ten miles
east-north-east of Lincoln within sight of the cathedral towers, and was a well
placed potential base of operations for those who, like Earl Ranulf, aimed to
control the city. Two of the three manors within the vill actually belonged to
Ranulf and William of Roumare, and Simon fitz William held a sub-tenancy in
the Chester estate.104 Situated only a mile and a half to the east of Bullington was
the important manor of Wragby, the probable administrative centre of Wraggoe
wapentake, to which Earl Ranulf had a claim through Stephen’s grant of lands
formerly belonging to Emeis of Burun; and there is good evidence that Bullington
itself either was, or had been, the jurisdictional focus of a number of estates within
the wapentake.105 Only three miles to the south was the important soke centre and
abbey of Bardney which the earl of Chester had damaged during the fighting in
progress in the 1140s.
Whether Bullington castle was constructed at Earl R anulf s direction is open to
question. The fortress probably occupied the third manor there held by Simon fitz
William of the bishop of Durham,106 and Simon’s freedom to act independently is
also indicated by the fact that before 1147 his eldest son, Philip of Kyme, became
the steward of the earl’s rival, Gilbert of Gant, and continued to witness Gant
Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’, part 1; Farrer, H.K.F., II, pp. 118-19; Sanders,
Baronies, pp. 79-80; B. Golding, ‘Simon of Kyme: the Making of a Rebel’, Nottingham
Medieval Studies, XXVII (1983), pp. 23-36.
'"3 Beresford, who excavated the castle earthworks, considered that the fortress was
constructed in the late eleventh century and reconstructed in the mid twelfth century to
form a larger castle mound: Guy Beresford, 'Goltho: the Development of an Early
Medieval Manor c.850-1150 (English Heritage Archaeological Report, no. 4, 1987), pp.
85-6, 106-112. This view, however, has been challenged by Everson who argues that the
first castle was built in the mid twelfth century, and that the larger castle mound
only came into being fifty years later: Paul Everson, ‘What’s in a Name? “Goltho”,
Goltho and Bullington’, Lincolnshire History and Archaeology, XXIII (1988), pp. 93-7.
See also, Golding, ‘Simon of Kyme’, p. 25 note 16. Bullington priory was founded 1148 x
1155: Golding, ‘Gilbertine Priories’, p. 12.
D.B., I, ff. 349b, 351a; R. H. C. Davis, ‘Goltho: the Manorial History’, in Beresford,
Goltho, pp. 127-30; Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’, p. 38.
103 S. Basset, ‘Beyond the Edge of Excavation: the Topographical Context of Goltho’, in
Studies in Medieval History presented to R. H. C. Davis, ed. Henry Mayr-Harting and
R. I. Moore (London, 1985), pp. 24-38.
10,1 Basset, ‘Goltho’, p. 24; G. Beresford, ‘Goltho Manor, Lincolnshire: the Buildings and
Their Surrounding Defences c.850-1150’, Anglo-Norman Studies, IV (1981), p. 130 and
note 81. For an alternative view, see Davis, ‘Goltho’, p. 129.

128

P. DALTON

charters while Gilbert was contesting possession of the earldom of Lincoln with
William of Roumare.107 On the other hand, the tenancy Simon fitz William held
of the earl of Chester and William of Roumare dwarfed his Gant holdings and
constituted a major bond of obligation.108 In or about 1141 this bond was tightened
when, probably as a result of Ranulf’s capture of Gilbert of Gant at the battle of
Lincoln, Simon fitz William’s son Philip secured the hand in marriage of the
wealthy heiress Hawise of Kyme, the leading tenant of the Gant family in Lincoln
shire.109 In the remainder of the 1140s and 1150s, as the comital charters attest,
Simon fitz William appears as one of the earl’s closest and most prominent
companions, even attending him on his death-bed.110 In the light of their close
relationship, and Ranulf’s ambitions in the area, it is difficult to believe that the
earl did not have some influence in the construction of Bullington castle.111 The
evidence suggests that during Stephen’s reign Ranulf and his half-brother could
regard Simon fitz William as their man, and his vill of Bullington, with its attached
castle and monastery, as an axis of their power.
Another important family of lesser nobles holding lands within the region of
Bullington to be caught within the Chester/Roumare web of influence were the
de la Hayes. The family had risen to local prominence in Lincolnshire in the reign
of Henry I when Robert de la Haye, probably a royal steward and sometime
justiciar in Normandy, secured the hand in marriage of Muriel daughter of
Colsuen, and through her acquired the important Lincolnshire fee held by Colsuen
at the Domesday Survey incorporating lands in over forty vills. In addition, Henry
I granted Robert the custody and constableship of Lincoln castle. By 1135 Robert
had been succeeded by his sons Richard and Ralph who defended the Contentin
for King Stephen in 1142 until Richard was captured and entered the service of
Geoffrey of Anjou, and Ralph returned to England to take care of the family
estates in Lincolnshire.112 In view of the interests of the de la Hayes in the castle
of Lincoln, their possession of the fee of Colsuen, a relative of Countess Lucy of
Bolingbroke, their overlordship of Simon fitz William in one or two knights’ fees
101 Abbot, ‘Gant Family’, pp. 170, 277 (no. 24), 279 (no. 26), 315 (no. 63), 331 (no. 81), 332
(no. 82), 358 (no. 104), 364 (no. 109), 365 (no. I ll), 381 (no. 126); Red Book, I, pp. 381-3;
Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’, pp. 7, 34.
108 In 1166 Philip of Kyme owed William III of Roumare the service of 1J knights’ fees of
the old enfeoffment and one knight’s fee of the new enfeoffment in Lincolnshire: Red
Book, I, p. 377. Although no returns are recorded for the earldom of Chester Dr. Wales
estimates that the Kyme tenancy incorporated fifteen knights’ fees: Wales, ‘The Knight
in Lincolnshire’, pp. 27-31. See also, Book of Fees, I, pp. 160-1, 164, 166-8, 178; Farrer,
H.K.F., II, pp. 118-19.
10” Above, pp. 121-2.
"°C.E.C., nos. 34, 40, 66, 73-4, 77, 82, 96, 104, 111, 115, 118. In addition Simon witnessed
charters issued by Duke Henry in 1153 which concerned Ranulf: Regesta, III, nos. 180,
492.
111 This is also suggested by the fact that in the period 1140 x 1151 William of Roumare
offered the sub-tenant in his Bullington manor, Walter of Benniworth, an exchange of
land in Little Steeping and Halton Holegate in order that he could grant the manor to
Simon fitz William who proceeded to build a priory there: Danelaw Documents, no.
500; Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’, p. 32.
112 Hill, Medieval Lincoln, pp. 87-91; Green, Government of England, p. 258; Colvin, White
Canons, pp. 70-3.
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in Lincolnshire, and their position as mesne tenants between Simon and the earl
of Chester in Bullington,113 it is hardly surprising that Earl Ranulf sought
to attach them to his interests. Ralph de la Haye witnessed five of Ranulf’s
charters, and was also a witness to the important charter issued by Stephen at
Stamford in favour of William of Roumare in 1146.1U
The earl of Chester’s determination to secure the support of the de la Hayes
becomes even more apparent when we consider his relations with another
important Lincolnshire knight closely connected with them, Hugh Bardulf.115
Between 1142 and 1146 Ranulf made a major grant to Hugh of the service of the
whole of his important Lincolnshire demesne manor of Waddington, with certain
exceptions, for the service of three knights.116 The earl may also have influenced
the marriages made by the Bardulfs. Hugh married Isabel who may have been a
member of the Condet family, to whom Ranulf was probably related and whose
estates he protected in Stephen’s reign; and Hugh’s brother, Hamelin, married
Katherine the daughter of Walter fitz William who appears to have been Earl
Ranulf’s sub-tenant in the Lincolnshire manor of Winterton.117 The cost of
enfeoffment and marriage was service and loyalty, and that Hugh Bardulf paid at
least part of the price is suggested by his appearance in the witness lists of four of
Earl Ranulf’s charters issued in the mid 1140s and c.1153.118
The witnessing of comital charters by powerful Lincolnshire knights does not
in itself prove that the earl of Chester ‘controlled’ them. As tenants of many lords
these important local figures may have been able to sustain a degree of political
independence in the anarchy.119 But the attestations do suggest that Earl Ranulf
was able to attract the knights to his court and exercise some influence over them,
and that the sphere of this influence was considerable. The list of Lincolnshire

11s Wales, ‘The Knight in Lincolnshire’, pp. 38-9.
"‘ C.E.C., nos. 66, 71, 77, 93, 82; Regesta, III, no. 494. The absence of a claim by Ranulf to
the estates of Colsuen in the charter granted to him by Duke Henry in 1153, which
incorporated claims to other relatives of Countess Lucy, may also reflect his close
relations with de la Haye.
113 C. T. Clay, ‘Hugh Bardolf the Justice and his Family’, Lincolnshire History and Arch
aeology, I (1966), pp. 5-6, 9-10, 15, 21; Castellarium Anglicanum, I, p. 260; Colvin, White
Canons, p. 73.
116 C.E.C., no. 66.
" ’ Clay, ‘Hugh Bardolf’, pp. 6-7, 21; Regesta, III, no. 178; Registrum Antiquissimum, I,
pp. 286-92.
C.E.C., nos. 77, 82, 93, 111.
"’ Ralph de la Haye, for example, witnessed a charter issued by his brother’s lord, and the
earl of Chester’s rival, Gilbert of Gant, and several royal charters which may have been
granted while the king and Earl Ranulf were enemies: B.L., MS. Loans 41 (Savile
Cartulary), f. 5; Regesta, III, nos. 482, 487, 624, 988. He is also named as one of the
king’s barons in ibid., no. 163.
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knights who witnessed one or more Chester/Roumare charters in Stephen’s reign,
and held the bulk of their estates of other lords, is a long one.120

In the end the objectives of the Ranulf of Chester and William of Roumare were
not fulfilled. Lincoln castle was lost by them in 1146 and probably never recovered.
King Stephen and Gilbert of Gant also managed to retain other centres of their
power within Lincolnshire, including the borough and castle of Stamford to which
was anciently attached the administration of several wapentakes.121 The capture of
Castle Bytham by Gant and the death of William II of Roumare during the fighting
in southern Lincolnshire after 1149 were major set-backs for the earl of Chester.
Moreover, after Ranulf’s death his infant son and half-brother were deprived of
most of the estates granted in the royal and ducal charters.122 Nevertheless, while
Ranulf was alive there is enough evidence to suggest that he and William of
Roumare achieved some measure of success. Their claim to Lincoln castle was
temporarily realised and became part of a wider appropriation of royal rights;
their jurisdictional empire of wapentakes, which in 1135 already included Hill,
Manley, Gartree, Boothby and Bolingbroke,123 was enlarged through the addition
of Winnibriggs, Well, Yarborough, Corringham, Aslacoe, Bradley and Wraggoe;
their economic and military power was strengthened by the acquisition of a series of
key manors; and their domination of the lesser nobility was expanded and
consolidated. And the half-brothers may have cast their net even wider than this.
We can only guess how far they were able to use their alliance with the count of
Aumale, and their connections with, or influence over, several other important

l2uIt also included William of Coleville, Geoffrey Malebisse, Walter of Amundeville, Gilbert
of Neville and Robert of Stafford: C.E.C., nos. 21, 52-6, 62, 65-6, 69, 70, 73, 77, 80,
82, 106. For the estates of these knights, see A. C E. Welby, ‘Bytham Castle and the
Coleville Family’, Lincolnshire Notes and Queries, XV (1919), pp. 18-26; English, Lords
of Holderness, pp. 42, 147; Mowbray Charters, pp. Ixii, 264 and passim; Red Book, I,
pp. 418-21, 374, 381-3, 385, 390, 424, 302; E.Y.C., III, p. 457; Facsimiles of Early Charters
from Northamptonshire Collections, p. 3; Registrum Antiquissimum, I, nos. 130-1, and
see no. 132; VI, no. 1869; Monasticon Anglicanum, V, pp. 454-5; C. T. Clay, ‘The Family
of Amundeville’, Lincolnshire Architect, and Archaeol. Soc. Reports and Papers, n.s., Ill
(1949), pp. 109-36; B.L., Add. MS. 46701, ff. 9r-10r; Farrer, H.K.F., II, pp. 115-16;
Sanders, Baronies, pp. 85-6; Regesta, III, no. 180.
121 Henry of Anjou was forced to besiege Stamford in the summer of 1153: Huntingdon,
Historia Anglorum, p. 288; Regesta, III, no. 492; C.E.C., no. 106. For the ancient
administrative importance of the borough, see Roffe, ‘Origins of Derbyshire’, pp. 112-16.
122 White, ‘Ranulf de Gernons’, pp. 557-9, 561-3. The manor of Kirton-in-Lindsey was in the
hands of the count of Flanders in 1155: Red Book, II, p. 656.
123These wapentakes were probably administered from the following estates respectively:
the earl of Chester’s soke manors of Greetham, West Halton, Belchford and Waddington,
and William of Roumare’s soke manor of Bolingbroke: D.B., I, ff. 349a-b, 350b-351b.
Belchford was incorporated in the twenty knights’ fees acquired by Ranulf from his
mother: White, ‘Restoration of Order’, pp. 401-2, 375.
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Lincolnshire lords to extend their authority even further.121*124 Their power is reflected
in the king’s establishment of a castle at the regional centre of Caistor in 1143,125
Gilbert of Gant’s construction of another fortress at Barton-upon-Humber before
1147, and above all perhaps in Stephen’s concern for his position in Lincolnshire
in 1149. It was then that he established Gant as a contender for the earldom of
Lincoln and came to the county to fight a series of campaigns against the earl of
Chester in which ‘victory long hung doubtfully in the balance between them’, and
which resulted in the end merely in Ranulf’s containment rather than his defeat.12'
In conclusion, this essay has attempted to illustrate the nature and importance
of the local objectives pursued by the earl of Chester within Lincolnshire in the
reign of King Stephen. Although in the end he had only limited success it is clear
that Ranulf was aiming at nothing less than independent military, tenurial and
governmental domination of the major part of the county. He pursued this ambition
by exercising royal rights and by a piecemeal and pragmatic policy of extending
his control over complex soke manors, wapentake centres, castles, boroughs,
trading and ferry ports, and influential knightly families wherever he could find
them. If a similar examination of his policy towards the other counties which fell
within the ambit of his designs is undertaken it is likely that very similar conclusions
will be reached. Even a cursory glance at the list of tenancies granted to Ranulf by
King Stephen and Duke Henry outside Lincolnshire illustrates that the earl was
seeking control of the centres of jurisdictional, military and economic power
throughout the Midlands and the North. And in this he was not alone. Magnates
in many other areas of the country were fighting just as hard for control of the
attributes of power within their particular spheres of influence.127 In part this is
a reflection of the weakness of royal authority within certain localities in Stephen’s
reign; in part it mirrors the strength of feeling among the magnate community for
their private local objectives and ambitions. Their policies towards the succession
dispute can only be fully understood against the background of these local interests.
This is certainly the case with Ranulf earl of Chester and his Roumare relatives.
121 William II of Percy was closely connected to the earl of Chester, and Alan earl of
Richmond was captured and imprisoned by Ranulf shortly after the battle of Lincoln
and compelled to do homage and surrender his castles: above, p. 118; Gesta Stephani, p.
116; Symeon, Opera, II, p. 308. Earl Alan left England for Brittany in 1145, died there
shortly afterwards, and was succeeded by his son Conan who was then only a minor:
E.Y.C., IV, pp. 89-92. I hope to consider elsewhere the implications of this for the
security of Alan’s English estates. For the Percy and Richmond estates in Lincolnshire,
see E.Y.C., XI, pp. 17-18; V, pp. 1-10; J. Jeulin, ‘Un grand “honneur” anglais: apercus
sur le “Comte” de Richmond en Angleterre’, Annales de Bretagne, XLII (1935), pp. 268-72
and map facing p. 264.
12s Regesta, III, no. 655. Caistor was probably the administrative centre of Yarborough
wapentake and the entire North Riding of Lindsey. In the late fourteenth century it was
one of the small group of important manors where some of the wapentake courts of
Lindsey made their presentments to the royal justices of the peace, and appears to have
been one of only five sites in which general sessions of the peace for Lindsey or one of its
ridings were held: Sessions of the Peace 1360-1375, pp. xxvii-xxviii, xxv, 34, 75, 79;
Sessions of the Peace 1381-1396, I, pp. xxxiii, xxxix; II, pp. ix-xi.
126 Gesta Stephani, p. 220.
127 Dalton, ‘William Earl of York’; King, ‘Anarchy’, pp. 138-47.
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While the peace negotiations that settled the anarchy were under way in the south
of England in 1153, Ranulf was in the north engaging in his own negotiations with
one of his local rivals, William Peverel, lord of the castle of Nottingham.128 And
it was within a short time of these negotiations, only a few miles from where they
were held, and possibly as a result of poisoning at Peverel’s hands, that Ranulf
died at Gresley in Derbyshire on land which was the site of a castle and which
became the focus of a wapentake.129 If Henry of Huntingdon thought that Ranulf
had designs beyond his powers his views were shared by neither the earl nor his
relatives. Like his nephew, William II of Roumare, the earl of Chester was prepared
to die fighting to achieve the impossible.2

2“ Ranulf was claiming Peverel’s castle and honour: Regesta, III, no. 180.
28 The author of the Gesta Stephani states that Ranulf survived the poisoning, whereas a
later source, Gervase of Canterbury, attributes the earl’s death directly to this incident:
Gesta Stephani, p. 236; The Historical Works of Gervase of Canterbury, ed. W. Stubbs,
2 vols. (Rolls Series, 1879-80), I, p. 155. William Peverel was deprived by Henry II in
1155, supposedly for complicity in Ranulf’s death: Chronicle of Torigni, p. 738; Complete
Peerage, IV, p. 765. Ranulf issued a number of charters on his death-bed at or near
Gresley: C.E.C., nos. 34, 44, 117-18. For the wapentake of Gresley, see ibid., no. 364;
O. S. Anderson, The English Hundred-Names (Lund, 1934). pp. 36-7; The Victoria History
of the County of Derby, ed. W. Page, 2 vols. (London, 1970), I, pp. 306, 352.
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A P P E N D IX :

T H E W A P E N T A K E C E N T R E S O F L I N C O L N S H IR E

It has been argued in this essay that one of the methods by which Ranulf earl ot
Chester and William of Roumare extended their authority in Lincolnshire was the
establishment of their control over a good proportion of the county’s wapentake
centres. The thesis is based upon two assumptions which are open to interrelated
objections. The first is that the administration of wapentakes was usually focused
in one of the wealthiest and/or most prestigious estates within their boundaries,
often a great soke manor of the type which Ranulf and William obtained in royal
and ducal charters and fought for in their campaigns. This assumption appears to
ignore unobjectionable evidence, illustrated long ago by Olaf Anderson, that
wapentake courts usually met in ancient meeting places of little value or extent
far removed from the soke manors and their attached sokelands.130 It is my belief,
however, that although the courts may have met in remote sites the day-to-day
administration of wapentakes, on which the authority of the courts was founded,
was usually conducted in the major soke manors. The second assumption which is
open to objection is that the wapentake courts were the principal key to local
authority in this period. It might be argued that in seeking possession of the great
soke centres the half-brothers were aiming to control not the wapentake courts,
but rather the soke courts which were far more important and valuable.131
Although a comprehensive consideration of both these objections is beyond the
scope of the present study, I intend to defend my assumptions fully in a forthcom
ing article.
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publication. I owe a special debt of gratitude to Dr. David Roffe who has given generously
of his time and scholarship in helping me to identify the seats of Lincolnshire riding and
wapentake courts, and in drawing my attention to the importance of soke courts and the
special nature of Lincolnshire hundreds.

150 Anderson, English Hundred-Names, pp. xxvii-xlvii, 48-63. My thanks are due to Dr.
David Roffe for drawing my attention to this work.
S1 I am grateful to Dr. Roffe for conveying this objection to me in private correspondence.
In addition, Dr. Roffe argues that royal land in the northern shires, which included many
of the extensive sokes, was not incorporated within the general system of local govern
ment: Roffe, ‘Origins of Derbyshire’, p. 106.

