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‘ In the name of God, the Merciful, the Compassionate !
And afterwards !
May the legends of the men of old be lessons to the people of our day,
so that a man may see those things which befell others beside himself :
then he will honour and consider carefully the words and adventures
of past peoples, and will reprove himself.

“ Also glory be to him who preserved the tales of the first dwellers

to be a guide for the purposes of the last ! ”
The Arabian Nights.

“ There be of them, that have left a name behind them, that their
praises might be reported.

“ And some there be, which have no memorial ; who are perished,
as though they had never been; and are become as though they had
never been born ; and their children after them.”

Ecclesiasticus, xliv. 8, 9.






PREFACE

HE writer wishes to offer a word of personal explanation.
| This History has been compiled in the brief leisure of
Service in India, sometimes in places two months or more by
post from Home, and the writer has had little opportunity, except
occasionally while on leave, of going back to and himself checking
original sources of information. He has been faced with the pro-
blem whether to publish now the results of his work, even though
possibly incomplete and at the risk of errors, or whether to post-
pone doing so, until he should have had the chance of checking
them and making further researches. The life of man is apt to
be short, and work of this nature is often lost with the worker,
so that he has chosen the former course in the hope that he has
at least cleared the ground and placed on permanent record
information which might otherwise have been lost to future
generations. Every statement of fact is supported by the auth-
ority on which it has been made: every conjecture is clearly
shown to be so from the wording.

A Foreword to this History was to have been written by his
cousin and close friend, Sir Bruce Gordon Seton, Baronet of
Abercorn, whose knowledge of Scottish History and sympathy
with the writer’s aim would have invested an opening passage
from his pen with peculiar value. Sir Bruce’s illness and death
on the 3rd July 1932 rendered it impossible for him to fulfil
his promise, but his understanding encouragement was of the
greatest help to the writer throughout his task.

The writer wishes to express his thanks to all those who
have helped him in his labours, and especially to the Right
Honourable Edward Douglas Loch, Baron Loch of Drylaw,
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who placed at his disposal material from the Lockh Collection of
Scottish Documents : to Miss Dorothy Cecilia Loch, who carried
out research work on his behalf for nearly two years in the
British Museum : and to Frederick Sydney Loch, Esquire, who
has given him much valuable advice and comment. He has
received great courtesy over a period of many years at the hands
of the Officers of the Lyon Office, of the General Register House
and of the National Library of Scotland in Edinburgh : and of
the British Museum and Public Record Office in London. The
assistance afforded to him in the production of the History by
Mr Robert Kilpatrick and the Staff of Messrs T. and A. Constable

Ltd., the printers, has been invaluable.

At the present time the Family of Loch is widely scattered,
but the writer is not without hope that this History may serve,
not only as a record of the Past and possibly as an encouragement
to the Future, but also to renew and strengthen the ties between
those now living. |

BAnRAIN, PERSIAN GULF,
September 12th, 1933.

Vil



SUMMARY

EFORE setting down the full history of the Family of Loch,

which must in the earliest times be fragmentary and vague,

and in later times be confused by a wealth of detail, it seems well
to give a brief outline of the story which is to be told.

The story opens in the Royal Forest of Dean, where the
Family held the lands of La Lega and, as Foresters-in-fee, the
Forest Bailiwick of La Lega or Lacu. They were known in those
days as de La Lega (in various forms of spelling) from their lands
and Bailiwick, or as de Lacu from certain running pools, which
distinguished their Bailiwick from the other Bailiwicks of the
Forest; and their names make it probable that they were Normans.
Willelmus de Lega, who appeared in the Carta Hugonis de Laci in
1166 among the Barons and other great men of Herefordshire,
held his land under the ancient enfeoffment, that of Henry I
(1100-1135) or earlier, by the service of three Knights. It is
possible that the Family may have received their lands of La Lega
from Walter de Laci before his death in 1084-1085, and that they
may have been placed in charge of their Bailiwick of the Forest
about the same time. The office of Forester-in-fee, which was
hereditary, was held direct from the King, and so began a tradition
of humble loyalty to the Crown and of Public Service, which was
to endure for more than eight centuries.

As Foresters-in-fee they were responsible for the safe-keeping
of their Bailiwick, and in return received certain privileges in the
Forest. The post was no sinecure, for not only were there perils
from outlaws and robbers, and from wild beasts (one place to the
south of their Bailiwick was known as the ¢ Parliament of Wolves’),
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but there was always the possibility of incursions by the Welsh.
In 1171 William de La Lega was Sheriff of Herefordshire, a post of
great importance, because the Sheriff was the chief local agent of
the King’s administration and Henry II had made them the
instrument of his absolute rule. Some of the Family served in
the wars in Wales and on the Welsh marches, one was created a
Baron of the Exchequer, one went to the Holy Land with Edward,
the King’s son. A number of them entered the Church or held
appointments connected with it, while others made grants of land
to various Abbeys. Isabella de Leye had herself immured as an
anchoress in a cell at the Chantry Chapel of La Lea. It may be
that the Forest of Dean, which was steeped in witchcraft and
ancient faiths, impressed upon the Family their deep and curious
interest in mystical and supernormal matters.

The Line who held the Bailiwick in the Forest of Dean died
out towards the end of the thirteenth century, but in the mean-
time a branch had established itself in Scotland.

At some time prior to 1233 Reginald de Lacu obtained
a grant of land in Eduluiston near Peebles in right of his wife,
who was the daughter of Constantine, the son of Adam, the
son of Edulf, the son of Uhtred who was almost certainly a
son of Fergus, Lord or King of Galloway. Through Uhtred’s
wife, Gunnild, who was the daughter of Waltheof, Lord of Aller-
dale and son of the famous Gospatric, Earl of Northumbria,
Reginald’s wife was descended from Kenneth MacAlpin, the first
King of Scots and Picts, and also from Aethelred II, the Saxon
King of England. The land in Eduluiston, which had been given
to Edulf by Richard de Moreville, High Constable of Scotland,
belonged rightfully, however, to the See of Glasgow, which suc-
ceeded in making good its claim in about 1234. Reginald de Lacu
and his wife consequently lost this land, but it is probable that
they owned other property in or near Peebles. From about 1237
Dominus Willelmus de Lacu appeared as a close friend and
adherent of Robert de Brus and his wife Isabella, daughter of
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David, Earl of Huntingdon and Garrioch, the brother of Malcolm
IV and William the Lion. He probably held land in Scotland,
and also in the Honour of Huntingdon, where he may have settled,
leaving the Scottish property in the hands of a younger Reginald
de Lacu. It appears likely that, soon after the loss of their land
in Eduluiston, the de Lacus took up their abode in the Royal
Burgh of Peebles, though they probably continued to hold land
in Peeblesshire, indeed they possessed the lands of Carlinlippis
in the Sheriffdom of Peebles as late as 1548.

Thereafter, for some 250 years the de Lacu or, as the name
became later, de Loch Family played a leading part in the life of
the Burgh. They owned property in Peebles in the Northgate
and other places, and a number were Bailies and in this capacity
often appeared in Edinburgh and elsewhere on the affairs of
the Burgh. The connection of the Family with the Church
continued.

Peebles had already been for long one of the Royal Burghs, and
the affairs of the Burgh were conducted by the Bailies, for there
does not appear to have been a Provost of Peebles till a much
later time. In early times the Bailies, in Peebles two in number,
were appointed by the King, but in the thirteenth century it
became the practice for them to be elected by the burgesses of
the Burgh. The office of Bailie in those days carried grave
responsibilities, which were not confined to civic administration.
The burgesses held their property in the Burgh by a military
tenure of watch and ward and were obliged to keep the Burgh in
a state of defence. On the Bailies fell, not only responsibility for
the administration of the Burgh, for the relations of the Burgh
with the King’s officers and the neighbouring Barons, for the
organisation and discipline of the markets and the finances of the
Burgh, but also, and by no means least in those warlike days
when forays were of daily occurrence and there was an ever-
present fear of war with England, the responsibility for the defence
of the Burgh and ensuring that each of the burgesses was
suitably armed. |
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The de Lacus continued to hold the office of Bailie or other
offices in the Burgh till the middle of the fifteenth century, and
the property which they held affords evidence of lineal descent
which supplements the scanty records of those times.

By about 1400 the use of the name de Lacu had changed to
de Loch (de Loche, de Lough, de Louche), and the use of ‘ de’
was eventually dropped. In the last half of the fifteenth century
the Family migrated, almost to a man, to Edinburgh.

They either already possessed, or acquired about this time,
considerable property in Edinburgh, mainly on the south side of
the High Street under the Castle Wall, though mention is also
made of property in Blackfriars’ Wynd and in Our Lady Wynd
of the Kirk o’ Field. They also owned land in Peeblesshire,
Selkirk and elsewhere. Among others, Richard Loch held land
in 1492 in the High Street under the Castle Wall in Edinburgh,
and also probably in Peeblesshire, and his son, William, inherited
a share of his father’s land and acquired more land of his own.
William married Alison, daughter of his neighbour, Andrew
Creichtoun, son of Sir James Creithtoun of Carnys and grandson
of George Crichton, Erle of Caithness. Their descendants con-
tinued to live in this or other property in the High Street, till
they acquired Drylaw in 1641, and some at any rate of the property
remained in their possession till the sale of Drylaw in 1786, a
matter of some three centuries.

It is at this time, between 1506 and 1530, that the earliest
mention of the Armorial Bearings of the Loch Family is found,
for Sir Robert Forman depicts them in his Armorial and
blazons them :—

“ Loch azur a saltyre ingrailet betwixt 3 swans najant in a
loch proper two in ffess and on in base argent.”

It is a remarkable thing that these Bearings should contain an
argent saltire on an azure ground, which was the national emblem ;
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indeed, an Act of Parliament of 1385 directed that this cross should
be worn by all Scotsmen and Frenchmen in Scottish employ in
wars against England, and it is, therefore, unlikely that it would
have been adopted by a private family after that date. There is
some ground for suggesting that Reginald de Lacu may have
adopted the saltire on his marriage with his wife, whowas descended
from Gospatric, Earl of Northumbria, whose cognoissance was an
argent saltire. Be this as it may, the fact that the Loch Armorial
Bearings were depicted in Sir Robert Forman’s Armorial, which
was compiled before the widespread debasement of Armorial
Bearings towards the end of the sixteenth century, shows that they
were an ancient grant and dated from the time when Armorial
Bearings were used for their legitimate purpose.

The Loch Family seem to have tried various forms of activity :
two acted as Sheriffs on at least one occasion, one was a Sergeant
of the Burgh and took a farm of the customs, and a number became
Members of the Guilds. Some entered the Church, and one of
them, Sir Henry Loch, Chaplain-Sacristan of St Giles’, saved the
Mass Vessels from the furyof the ‘rascale multitude’ of John Knox.
In 1565 John Loch was imprisoned in irons in the Tolbooth, and
his goods confiscated, for hearing Mass, but he was freed and his
goods restored by order of Queen Mary, “which is obeyed to the
great offence of the whole people.” After the Reformation a
curious ecclesiastical or mystical bent which is common in the
Family seems to have found an outlet in witchcraft, of which a
number of Lochs were accused in the early seventeenth century.

Another turning-point in their path was reached when they
entered the Baltic trade, in which they made an enduring success.
It is not known when they first fared to the ¢ Eastern Seas,” as
the Baltic was then called, but by the beginning of the reign of
Queen Mary their position as seafarers seems to have been well
established, for in 1543 Patrick Loch was able to take an armed
ship, the Mary Gallande, against the English, for which he
obtained a privateering commission under the signature of Arran,
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as Tutor and Governor of the baby Queen of Scots. For the
next hundred years the story reads like one of the northern sagas,
for their success was built on risks taken and lives sacrificed.
There is no further record of the Mary Gallande, but in 1565
Patrick Loch received a letter of recommendation from Queen
Mary to Frederick II, King of Denmark. In the same year
James Loche, who was a merchant burgess of Edinburgh and a
man of considerable importance,received letters of recommendation
from the Queen to Frederick II, King of Denmark, and to Eric
X1V, King of Sweden. In 1579 John Loch died in Danskene
(Denmark). In 1583 another John Loch died at Dantzic; in
1617 Edward Loch died in Holland ; and in 1622 Henry Loch
died in Sweden. Success came to James, the son of that John
Loch who died at Dantzic, and by 1643 he had made a fair
fortune, largely in trade with Sweden. And it must not be
supposed that the Baltic trade in those days was comparable even
with the usual trade to the Low Countries, through Camp Vere.
The deaths recorded above, and the fact that the Town Council
of Edinburgh were wont to refer to this trade in their records as
the ‘Wild Adventures,’ testify to the risks that were run—and
in truth, the conditions were often close to warfare, and the
merchant adventurer to the distant seas was a curious mixture of
soldier and trader, merchant seaman, and, if opportunity offered,
pirate. Indeed, much of the spirit of the old reivers of the
Northern Ocean seems to have descended upon them, and they
‘played a part no less important, though perhaps less spectacular,
than did the great bands of Scottish mercenaries, who made the
name of the Scots respected and feared! throughout Europe.
And Scotland owes much to these pioneers who faced the hard-
ships and dangers of voyages to northern countries, where but
few dared to venture in early times. The main trade of Scotland
was with the Low Countries and London, and not many ships -

1 An old ruse of war on the Continent was to play Scots music before the
fortifications or lines of an enemy in order to make him believe that the dreaded
Scottish mercenaries were to take part in an attack.
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sailed to the ‘Eastern Seas.’ ° The entress of the ships, judis
and geir, transportit out of Edinburgh at the port of Leith, fra the
last day of October 1627 years, to the first day of November
1628 years’ shows that 33 ships cleared from Leith for London,
46 for the Low Countries, 3 for Ireland, and only 2 for Stockholm,
and 1 each for Elsinore, Lubeck and the ¢ Eastern Seas.’ |

James Loch, besides making a success of his Baltic trade, was
Town Treasurer of Edinburgh and played a leading part in the
affairs of the town, and was largely responsible for the fortification
of Leith in 1639. In 1641 he acquired the estate of Drylaw near
Edinburgh, and other property, including an area near the Palace
of Holyrood, known as Loch’s Land, which remained in the
Family for about a century and a half.

During this period they possessed, in addition to their land
great wealth in money, which was very unusual in those days,
and seem to have played a considerable part in civic and wider
affairs. James Loch of Drylaw was appointed in 1690 to be a
Commissioner of Supply in the County of Edinburgh to William
and Mary, and his son, George, was similarly appointed in 1704.
In 1732 George’s younger son, also George, was admitted into The
King’s Body Guard for Scotland (The Royal Company of Archers),
in which he won the Musselburgh Arrow and Edinburgh Arrow
in 1734 and the Silver Bowl in 1739 : he was Commandant of
the Trained Bands of Edinburgh. George the elder was suc-
ceeded in Drylaw by his son, James, who married in 1748 Frances
Erskine, daughter of the Honourable William Erskine, son of
Henry, third Lord Cardross. She was thus descended from John
Erskine, second Earl of Mar and seventh Lord Erskine, and
Lady Mary Stewart, who was of the Royal Family of Stewart.
It seems possible that their connection with the Continent enabled
them to help in the events of the 45, as among the Loch
Collection of Scottish Documents were a number of calls to arms
to Appin, and David Loch of Over Carnbie married Anna,
the last of the main line of the Stewarts of Appin. In 1763
William Loch, nephew of Drylaw, acquired the estate of Hawk-
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shaw, Fingland and Carterhope, and his brother, James Loch of
Herdmanshiels, in 1765, that of Glenholm, Rachan and Glenkirk.
These estates were, however, gradually disposed of, and finally
Rachan was sold in 1844. In 1786 Drylaw (and other property)
was sold, partly owing to mismanagement of the estate during the
absence in Italy of George Loch, the last of Drylaw, and partly,
it is said, owing to the gift of considerable sums to the Stewart
Court at Rome. '

David Loch of Over Carnbie travelled widely throughout
Scotland and did much to bring about the great improvement of
this time in the conditions of sheep-farming and in the Scottish
woollen trade and fisheries ; indeed, much of the modern pre-
eminence of the Scottish Woollen Trade, and the prosperity of
Hawick, may be ascribed to his efforts.

After the loss of Drylaw the Loch Family went to England and
the East Indies. Some devoted themselves to administrative, legal
and parliamentary work, but the majority entered the service of
the Crown.

Their record is a remarkable one. For during the century
and a half between 1780 and 1932 the men of the Family, who
were descended from George Loch, the last of Drylaw, and
Mary Adam, numbered sixty-two, and of them forty entered the
Naval, Military and Air Forces, and six the Civil Service, of the
Crown or of the Honourable East India Company. Thirty of
them spent the whole or the greater part of their service in
India, and the writer has seldom been in any place in the East
in which he could not point to the fact that one of his Family
had been there before him. ‘

Many of them reached positions of some distinction. No less
than eleven of them were killed or died in the execution of their
duty.

During the European War, 1914-1919, there were nineteen
Loch men of military age. Fourteen were officers of the Regular
Army and one of the Flying Corps : one was in the Civil Service
and was employed on munition work; two joined the Army
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from private avocations. They served in France, Italy, Gallipol,
the Balkans, Egypt, East Africa, the Cameroons, Mesopotamia,
Arabia and the North-West Frontier of India.

The four sons of George Loch, the last of Drylaw, had notable
careers. James, the eldest, was a man of outstanding ability—
agriculturist, advocate, economist and administrator. He was
entrusted by the Marquis of Stafford (afterwards the first Duke
of Sutherland) with the management of his and Lady Stafford’s !
vast estates in Staffordshire and Sutherland in the development
of which they took deep interest. He was responsible for the
so-called ¢ Loch Policy,” which was then violently execrated but
which time has so signally vindicated, of removing the crofters of
Sutherland from the semi-starvation of the inland wvalleys to
employment by the sea or to America. He brilliantly justified all
that had been done both in Parliament and in a book on the
improvements on the Staffordshire and Sutherland estates, pub-
lished in 1820, which is even now (1932) shown by the Duke of
Sutherland to any who may criticize his Family as landlords.
He was a member of Parliament, first for St Germains and then
for twenty-two years for the Wick Burghs, had wide interests and
was concerned in a number of public enterprises, particularly the
development of canals and railways. James’ influence is also to
be seen in the great improvement effected about this time in the
general condition of agriculture all over Britain. He was Deputy
Lieutenant of Sutherland, and there is a striking monument to him
placed by the Duke of Sutherland on the hill overlooking Dun-
robin Castle.

John entered the Naval Service of the Honourable East India
Company, and also served with the Royal Navy, notably at the
blockade of Brest and at Ferrol. In 1821 he retired from the
Naval Service and joined the direction of the Company, on which
he remained till 1854, acting on various occasions as Deputy

1 She was Countess of Sutherland in her own right.
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Chairman and Chairman. He also entered Parliament for a short
period, representing Folkestone and Hythe. He was one of the
first of the Loch Family to fare to the East, and it is largely to his
influence that may be ascribed their long and close connection
with India. He was a friend of Sir Walter Scott, and was one of
the brilliant literary and political circle who met frequently at
Blair Adam. The story of the close friendship and co-operation
between the Loch Family and their kinsmen, the Adam Family
of Blair Adam, over a long period is told in the Autobiography and
Journal of William Adam Loch, and makes very pleasant and
interesting reading.

William joined the Honourable East India Company’s Bengal
Civil Service in 1803,and rose to be Agent to the Governor-General
at Moorshedabad, where he died in 1824.

Francis Erskine was in the Royal Navy and saw active service
in the blockade of Genoa, the capture of Monte Video and the
unsuccessful attack on Buenos Aires. He served for some time in
the Persian Gulf and later commanded H.M.S. Viciory. He was
appointed in 1847 to be Naval Aide-de-Camp to the Queen, and
was appointed to be a Rear-Admiral of the Blue in 1850. He was
a great personal friend of Queen Adelaide, who left with him a
memorandum of her wishes regarding her funeral. His wife,
Janet Robertson, was of the Family of Robertson of Strowan,
descended from Angus of Cowel, Lord of the Isles.

The eldest sons of the next generation followed their fathers in
administrative and Parliamentary work and in the Royal Navy, but
it is noticeable that the influence of India becomes more prominent.

- Of James Loch’s sons, the eldest, George, succeeded him in
the management of the Sutherland estates and was also Deputy
Lieutenant of Sutherland : he became a Queen’s Counsel and was
the Attorney-General to the Prince of Wales. He entered Parlia-
ment for the Northern (Wick) Burghs, and like his father had
other wide interests. He had no male issue. One daughter,
Emily Elizabeth, was for forty years Lady-in-Waiting to Princess
Christian of Schleswig - Holstein, and his youngest daughter,
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Catherine Grace, had a remarkable career, which will be described
later on.

Granville Gower joined the Royal Navy, in which he greatly
distinguished himself. When Flag-Lieutenant to Vice-Admiral
Fleming, Commander-in-Chief at the Nore, he perceived that
steam was becoming all-important, and studied that arm in the
workshops of Napier at Glasgow and himself voyaged as a stoker
to gain experience. He saw much active service in South America
and China, where he showed himself a gallant and successful
leader. For his work in Nicaragua he received the highest com-
pliments in the House of Commons from Sir Robert Peel and
Lord Palmerston. He was killed leading his men against a stockade
in Burma and was buried in the Shwedagon Pagoda at Rangoon.

William Adam was called to the Bar, became a Parliamentary
Agent and was appointed in 1859 to be Crown Agent for Scotland,
and his brothers Thomas Coutts and John Charles both went to
India, in the Bengal Civil Service and in business respectively.

The most notable, however, of James’ sons was the youngest,
Henry Brougham, who had a remarkable career. He joined the
Bengal Cavalry and was Aide-de-Camp to Lord Gough during the
Sutlej Campaign of 1844-1845. On the outbreak of the Crimean
War he was sent to Turkey to help organize the Turkish Auxiliaries,
and was at the battle of Alma, after which he was evacuated
seriously ill. He was with Lord Elgin’s Mission to China in 1858,
accompanied him to Japan when the Treaty of Yedo was made,
and then again to China, where he was captured and tortured by
the Chinese. He was for many years Lieutenant-Governor of the
Isle of Man, Governor of Victoria from 1884 to 1889, and then
Governor of the Cape and High Commissioner for South Africa
till 1893, in all of which he rendered signal and devoted service.
He was created Baron Loch of Drylaw in 1895, and acquired the
estate of Stoke College in Suffolk. During the South African War
of 1899 he raised and equipped Loch’s Horse. He married, in
1862, Elizabeth Villiers, daughter of the Honourable Edward
Villiers and niece of the Earl of Clarendon. He died in 1900
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leaving one son, Edward Douglas, now (1932) Baron Loch of
Drylaw, who joined the Grenadier Guards and rendered dis-
tinguished service in the Soudan, South Africa, and the European
War, 1914-1919. He married in 1905 the Lady Margaret Louisa
Lizzie Compton, only daughter of the fifth Marquis of Northampton,
and has issue.

The remainder of this generation almost to a man went to
India, in the service of the Honourable East India Company.
George, William Loch’s eldest son, entered the Civil Service in
Bengal, and in 1852 was Collector of Moorshedabad, where his
father had died as Agent to the Governor-General. He became a
Puisne Judge of the High Court at Calcutta in 1862 when it was
first formed, and was Senior Puisne Judge when he left India in
1872. William’s second son, also William, entered the Company’s
Army, and saw service as a cavalry officer in Sind and Afghanistan,
and was present at the storm and capture of Ghuznee. He was
severely wounded at the attack on the Pass of Nuffoosk, and was
at the siege and capture of Mooltan. His younger brother, John
Adam, entered the Civil Service in 1840 and was in the Delhi
Division on the outbreak of the Mutiny, during which his health
was seriously affected by fatigue and exposure..

Of Francis Erskine’s sons, one, William David, was in the
Royal Navy, but was killed in an accident while in the discharge
of his duty on board H.M.S. Agamemnon. Four of his other
sons went to India : two of them, George Francis and Charles
Adam, joined the Honourable East India Company’s Army, but
died at a comparatively early age. Francis Adam Ellis joined the
Bombay Cavalry and saw service at the siege of Mooltan, in the
Indian Mutiny and the Abyssinian Expedition, in which he was
present at the capture of Magdala. James Henry joined the
Bengal Medical Service, served with the Oudh Field Force and

bec:r;le Deputy Surgeon-General of the Central Provinces.

Since about 1850 the history of the Loch Family, with a few
exceptions, has been bound up with the Army and India. It is
XX



almost impossible to give any short account of them individually
that would not tend to be a mere record of service. Moreover,
the majority are known to each other personally or by hearsay,
so that it is hardly necessary to carry this Summary further.
It is, however, interesting to note the extent to which they have
been appointed to do work of a staff or administrative nature :
for members of the Family have worked, some with marked
success, in diverse fields—for example, the General Staff and
other military staff appointments, the Political Department of the
Government of India, the Central Provinces Commission, the
Military Police in the Lushai Hills, Principal of the Mayo Chiefs’
College, the Remount Department.

The name may perhaps be mentioned of one who had an out-
standing success in a field which was essentially his own—Sir
Charles Stewart Loch of the Charity Organization Society. He
possessed to the full the organizing bent of his Family, and he
built up the Charity Organization Society into a social force of
national importance. The ability, energy and self-denial which
he brought to the task were recognized even by those with whom
he was at variance, and his death removed one who had no small
influence on the social reconstruction of Great Britain.

And finally a tribute may be paid to Catherine Grace Loch,
who carried out her wish to train as a Hospital Nurse in the face
of much opposition at a period when it was considered impossible
for a gentlewoman to do so. After some five years in St
Bartholomew’s Hospital, where she was for a considerable time
in charge of the Men’s Surgical Ward, she offered her services
in 1887 to the India Office for duty in the Nursing Service,
which was about to be inaugurated in the British Military Hospitals
in India, and was selected to be one of the.two Lady Super-
intendents. She saw service in the Black Mountain Expedition,
with which she insisted on going in spite of orders to the con-
trary, and received the Royal Red Cross in recognition of her
services. Her action was, moreover, justified by the employment
of European Nursing Sisters in subsequent campaigns. She after-
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wards served on the Ladies’ Board at the India Office for selecting
candidates for the Indian Nursing Service, and the Army in India -
owes her a profound debt of gratitude for her work in connection
with the starting and maintenance of the Nursing Service in India.
Her career was a fine one, but it is well to record that she was
but one of a number of the distaff side of the Loch Family who
have had to make their own way in the world and have done so
with success. ‘
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A FORESTER-IN-FEE IN THE ROYAL FOREST OF DEAN

This picture of a Forester-in-fee of the twelfth century in the Royal Forest of
Dean is after a sketch by Marcus Holmes, based on information given in The
Royal Forests of England, by Cox; Highways and Byways (Gloucestershire), by
Hutton ; and The Forest of Dean, by Nicholls ; and also on an inspection of the
tomb of a Forester-in-fee of a later period in the churchyard of Newland Church.

The dress of a Forester-in-fee has been described as a loose frock or tunic, slit at
the sides, with full sleeves, trunk hose and low boots open at the outside. He wore
a curious headdress, perhaps one of the “ headdresses at the gift of our Lord the
King » (see page 20), and carried an horn and hunting dagger, almost a short sword,
with a smaller knife in a sheath attached to the main sheath. It seems probable
that he was always mounted, and that he only dismounted to deliver the coup de
grdce, as otherwise his dress would have been unsuited to forest work. The back-
ground shows St Briavel’s Castle. -






CHAPTER 1

Landholders in Herefordshire and Foresters-in-fee in the Royal Forest
of Dean—Willelmus de La Lega, Sheriff of Herefordshire, 1171—Bailiwick
of La Lega—Gift of land to the Knights Hospitallers—Homage of William
de Lacu for his Bailiwick, 1234—Isabella de Leye immured as an anchoress
in the Chantry Chapel of La Lea—Bailiwick forfeited by William de Lacu,
but restored to his son, John de Lacu—Privileges in the Forest claimed by
Nicholas de Lacu—Service in the Welsh Wars and on the marches of Wales
—Keeping of the Bailiwick of the Warren of Marleberge for the King,
Henry III—Philip de Lacu accompanied Edward, the King’s son, to the
Crusades—Bernard de Lacu in Gascony—Connection with the Church—

Roger de la Leye raised to the rank of Baron—Gift of land by John de Lacu
to the Priory of Aconbury.

HE Family of Loch had their historical origin in the Royal

Forest of Dean, on the Gloucestershire and Herefordshire

border, where they held the lands of La Lega, and the Forest
Bailiwick of La Lega or Lacu.

Their early history was bound up with that of the Forest, and
it is therefore well to give some account ! of the Forest of Dean
and of its relations with the Crown, in order to make clear the
story of the Family. |

The Forest of Dean, situated between the River Severn and
the River Wye, was one of the King’s forests in later Anglo-Saxon
times, and the lands of Dene, which lay on the eastern boundary of
the Forest, are said in the Domesday Book to have been granted by
King Edward the Confessor *“ quit of geld for the custody of the
Forest.” Little is known about the Forest before the Conquest,
but in those days there was very little cultivated land within its
area, which was considerably extended during the following century
and an half in the interests of the chase and of the valuable fisheries

1 This account is based on The Forest of Dean by H. G. Nicholls, and The Forest
of Dean in its Relations with the Crown during the Twelfth and Thirteenth Centuries,
by Margaret Ley Bazeley (Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeo-
logical Society, vol. xxxiii, pp. 153-282).
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of both rivers. William the Conqueror is said to have been hunting
in the Forest of Dean when he first heard of the taking of York by
the Danes in 1069, and no doubt his successors also hunted there
more often than the somewhat scanty records show, but it is clear
that almost from the first the main value of the Forest must have
lain in the resources, both of minerals and forest produce, which
it offered to the Crown.

Nor is much known about the system of administration of the
Forest until the early years of Henry III (1216-1272), when it
appears that the Forest was in the charge of four distinct classes of
officials under the general supervision of the Justice of the Forest
south of Trent. At the head was the Warden, who was also
Constable of the Castle of St Briavel’s and was appointed by the
Crown for a term of years or during the King’s pleasure, though
his duties were usually performed by a Deputy Warden appointed
by him. More or less subordinate to the Warden were the
Foresters-in-fee, at first six and later ten in number, who were
usually local landowners, each placed in charge of a distinct area
of the Forest known as his * Bailiwick.” Side by side with the
Foresters-in-fee were the Serjeants-in-fee, who also held office
by hereditary right but whose duties were not restricted to any
special part of the Forest. Below the Foresters-in-fee and
Serjeants-in-fee, and dependent either upon them or on the
Warden, were the ordinary foresters, woodwards and others,
removable at will. There were also Verderers and Regarders,
officers chosen under the supervision of the Sheriff and intended
to act as a check on the Warden and his subordinates in the interests
of the Crown.

The duties of the Warden were many and various. He was
responsible for the execution of the Forest law ; for the safekeeping
of doers of evil to the venison ; for receiving beasts found slain ;
and taking charge of cattle discovered feeding unlawfully in the
Forest. He took possession of private woods in forfeit in cases
where the owners had failed to keep the assize of the Forest. He
had to see that no wood was cut and no assarts or clearings made
without due authority, and to inspect weirs and forges. His
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administrative duties extended to many matters not strictly con-
nected with the Forest, and he had heavy responsibilities as
custodian of the Royal Castle of St Briavel’s. His financial and
economic duties were important, as he was responsible for the
collection of the royal rents and dues, for assigning lands in the
Forest on the orders of the King, and for giving seisin to an heir
on payment of relief. The making of paths in the Forest and sales
of wood were entrusted to him, and he had to arrange for fulfilling
the King’s orders for timber and for giving effect to the numerous
grants of wood and venison from the Forest, and he supervised the
catching, salting and despatch of venison to the King. He had
charge of the arrows (quarrels for the crossbow) and horseshoes
manufactured in the Forest, and was called upon to produce them
when wanted.

Within the Forest the authority of the Warden was to some
extent rivalled by that of the Foresters-in-fee, who were, in the
case of the Forest of Dean, officers of unusual importance. There
were nine of them under Henry III, each in charge of a Bailiwick,
and as they were all landholders of some local importance and
were hereditary officials, they were naturally in a stronger position
in regard to local affairs than the Wardens, who were only appointed
for a limited time.

The privileges which were claimed and exercised by the
Forester-in-fee were extensive, and included housebote and hay-
bote ! by view of the Verderers ; ore, sea coal, and the eyries of
falcons and sparrow-hawks found in his Bailiwick ; dead and dry
wood for himself and his men ; pannage and common throughout
the Forest for the same ; fallen wood, except wind-fallen trees ;
the top and lop of all trees given away; a trunk at Christmas ;
a pig or two shillings at Martinmas, when the King took his
pannage in the Bailiwick ; and the right to keep dogs for coursing
the hare and fox outside the covert.

It was the duty of the Forester-in-fee to search for evil-doers
and outlaws in his Bailiwick, and to bring those found before the
Verderers in the Swainmote. The deer of the King’s Forest were

1 Taxes on houses and forage.
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preserved in ancient times with the greatest care by the execution
of certain laws administered by this Swainmote, which was regulated
by officers called Verderers, Foresters and Agisters, who disposed
of all cases in which deer were killed without warrant ; not that
any man was to lose either life or limb, as formerly, for so doing,
but he was to be fined heavily if he had property, or, if not, to be
imprisoned for a year and a day, and then to be released if he
could find sufficient securities, or to be abjured the realm. In
earlier times the penalty for killing deer had been death. Each
Forester-in-fee was obliged to keep his own roll of adjustments to
present to the Justices when they came round. Each Forester-
in-fee appointed the foresters in his own Bailiwick, apparently
with the consent of the Warden. Beyond this, the Foresters-in-fee
were expected to take part in inquisitions and perambulations
and to assist the Warden in carrying out the royal orders. 'The
Foresters-in-fee seem to have acted on occasions, together with
the Verderers, as arbitrators between the Constable and the in-
habitants, and to some extent they may have been supposed to act
with the Verderers as a check on the Warden in the interests of
the Crown. This is suggested by a notification to the Foresters,
Verderers and Agisters in 1256, that the King had accepted a sale
of wood arranged by the then Constable, James Freysil ; and by
the fact that a grant of oaks to the Constable, John of Monmouth,
in 1223, was addressed to the Verderers and Foresters-in-fee.

The main features of this system of administration may perhaps
be traced back to the reign of Richard I (1189-1199), and possibly
even to that of Henry II (1154-1189), but before 1154 it is difficult
to say to what extent this system had come into force. Little
mention can be found of the Bailiwicks before the beginning of the
thirteenth century, but it is probable that many of them were in
existence at a much earlier date, though direct evidence is wanting.
The fact that the Foresters-in-fee of the Abenhall and Bleyth
Bailiwicks claimed in the third quarter of the thirteenth century
to have held them from the first Conquest would suggest that the
system of Bailiwicks had been instituted, or adapted from Saxon
usage, when the Normans first seized the Forest.
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- How the Foresters-in-fee came into possession of their Baili-
wicks, which they held direct from the King, it is impossible to say.
As early as the middle of the thirteenth century their title was
unknown. In the great inquisition which Henry III ordered to be
made into the forests in 1244, to the question of what warrant the
Foresters-in-fee had for their tenure, the Jurors replied that they
knew no warrant “ nisi antiqua tenura ”’ :—

“ De forestariis de feodo quid et quale warrantum habet de
ballivis suis tenendis. . . . Dicunt quod nesciunt quod war-
rantum habent nisi antiqua tenura. Et quod reddant pro
ballivis suis per annum. Dicunt quod Ricardus de Stanton reddit
duas marcas pro balliva sua per annum. Et dominus de
Bikenour xs. Et dominus de Ruwardin xx 5. Et Willelmus de
Lay xvs. Et Willelmus de Dene xs. Et Radulfus de Abbehale

xxxs. Et Alexander Bleyz vs. Et Thomas de Blakeneya
Xixs. . .. » |

pJ

By this time the Foresters-in-fee seem to have paid definitely
fixed sums as tribute for their Bailiwicks, but, at an earlier date,
John de Abbenhall had held his Bailiwick of the King by the
service of guarding it with bows and arrows.

Before turning to the more detailed history of the Bailiwick of
La Lea and of the Family who held it, it may be added that the
value of the Forest lay not only in the beasts and the timber, but
also in the iron forges, which formed a considerable source of
profit to the holder. Indeed, Henry III directed that none should
have an iron forge in the Forest without a special licence from the
Sovereign. Iron-working ! in the Forest of Dean had been carried

on from remote antiquity, certainly from the beginning of the
Christian era, and :—

“ There are deep in the earth vast caverns scooped out by
men’s hands, and large as the aisles of churches; and on its
surface are extensive labyrinths, worked among the rocks, and
now long since overgrown with woods ; which whosoever traces
them must see with astonishment, and incline to think them to
have been the work of armies rather than of private labourers.

1 Manuscript on the Ancient Iron-works of the Forest, Wyrrall, 1780. The Forest
of Dean, H. G. Nicholls, pp. 11, 12, 212, 216.
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They certainly were the toil of many centuries, and this perhaps
before they thought of searching in the bowels of the earth for
their ore—whither, however, they at length naturally pursued
the veins, as they found them to be exhausted near the surface.”

In later times the work was in the hands of a peculiar order of
operatives known as ‘ the free miners of the Forest of Dean,” whose
“ customes and franchises >’ were declared in the time of Edward I
to have been granted “ time out of minde,” and the process of
extraction was gradually improved. By the thirteenth century a
system had grown up of licensing ‘ forgiae errantes,” which were
of moderate capacity and could be moved elsewhere when the fuel
near them had become exhausted. Such a forge might consume
perhaps an oak every week, and a year’s licence fee taken by the
Crown was seven shillings.

Of the beasts of the Forest,! fallow deer seem here, as elsewhere,
to have formed the majority, and between eight hundred and nine
hundred bucks and does were mentioned in grants of venison alone
in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. Gifts of red deer were less
common, some two hundred head in all having appeared in the
records of the period, while only eleven entries have been found
relating to the roe. 'The Forest seems to have been unusually rich
in wild boars, and in the time of Henry III large numbers were
frequently provided for the entertainment of the Court on feast
days. Thus, on one occasion orders were issued for the capture
of twenty boars in the Forest of Dean, so that the King might have
eight or ten of them at Westminster for the feast of St David, and in
1254 as many as onehundred boarsand wild sows were ordered for the
King’s Christmas dinner. Wolves and wild-cat were also found, and
Hope Mansel at the south of the La Lea Bailiwick was so frequented
by wolves as to have been known as the ¢ Parliament of Wolves.’

Finally, in view of certain references to witchcraft which will be
made in later chapters, it is interesting to find that even in com-
paratively late times it was written of the people of the Forest of
Dean 2 :— A

1 Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xxxiii,
p. 165. % The Forest of Dean, H. G. Nicholls, p. 150.
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“ Many superstitions, however, still linger amongst them,
such as the use of charms and incantations, a belief in witchcraft
and an evil eye. . . . They are likewise inclined to give credence
to tales of apparitions, and to regard sickness and accident as
fated and inevitable.”

On the northern outskirts of the Forest were the extensive
lands of the Vill or Manor of La Lega or La Lea, and the Bailiwick
of the Forest which was known after them. The name of the lands
was derived from the old English or Saxon word Leah,! meaning
a pasture or untilled or fallow land, which was also written lea,
legh, leigh, lege, and as a plural leie, leye, lay, lega or leaga. But
there was in this Bailiwick of the Forest a peculiar feature, which
distinguished it from its neighbours, in the form of a set of running
pools, highly useful for the iron ore washings, and the Bailiwick
of the Forest became known, perhaps later, also by this feature
(the pools—Lacu) as the “ Balliva de Lacu.” The Family in whose
hereditary possession the lands and the Bailiwick of the Forest
lay for many generations were called by both names—de la Lega
(in various forms) or de Lacu. 'This has led, not unnaturally,
to confusion in the past, but once the reason for it is clear, the
dual name helps to prevent confusion between members of this
Family and those of Families who may have had their name from
the pastures or leas in other counties.?

In the Domesday Survey, which took place in Gloucestershire
and Herefordshire in 1086-1088, it is recorded 2 that the Church of
St Peter of Gloucester ¢ held, in Herefordshire, Lecce of the gift of

1 Place Names of Gloucestershire, 1913, St Clair Baddeley, p. 98. Transactions of
the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xxxiii, p. 192. 'The writer
is also much indebted to Mr St Clair Baddeley for his kind personal help in this
matter.

2 For example : in Cheshire, Shropshire and elsewhere.

3 Victoria History of the County of Hereford, 1908 edition, pp. 277, 311, 325,
335.

4 The Monks seem to have kept and developed their holding, for in an account
of the extent of the Abbey’s manors in 1265-1266 there is an item : * Dicunt per
sacramentum suum quod in la Leya sunt viginti acrae arabiles.” (Historia et Car-
tularium Monasterii Gloucestriae, vol. iii, p. 36.)
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Walter de Laci!: that Ansgot, a free Saxon, held it in the time of
Edward the Confessor and that he could betake himself whither he
would : there was one hide 2 geldable : on the demesne was one
plough, and there could be one more plough : there were two serfs
and one bordar.3 Lecce was then, and had been, worth 10s. In
view of the peculiar form of the name, and of the confusion about
certain places in this area in some of the histories, it seems well to
point out that Lecce was shown on a map? illustrating the Domes-
day Survey as east of Ross and north-east of Ruardean, and that it
was described as being in Bremesse Hundred.® It was also stated
that William, son of Baderon, held Hope (Hope Mansel), of which
one third belonged to St Peter of Gloucester, and Rwirdin
(Ruardean), both described as in the Bremesse Hundred. There
seems, therefore, no doubt that the cultivated area, called Lecce,
which was given to the Church of St Peter, was a part of the
extensive leah or pasture of La Lega, from which the Bailiwick
in the Forest of Dean took its name.

The chief points of interest which emerge from this informa-
tion are that by 1086-1088, that is to say only twenty years after the
battle of Hastings, the Normans had gained complete control of the
Forest of Dean, had disposed of the land, and had, it is safe to infer,
placed their own officers in charge of the administration.

The Vill or Manor of La Lega (or Lea as it afterwards became
known) was bounded ¢ on the north by Linton, on the east by
Aston Ingham, on the west by Weston-under-Penyard and on the

! Walter de Laci was killed about 1084-1085 by a fall from a ladder while inspecting
work on the tower of the Church of St Peter in Hereford. At the Domesday Survey
his son, Roger, held no less than sixty-five lordships in Herefordshire and twenty-
seven in Gloucestershire.

2 An hide was originally as much land as would support a family : it seems to have
varied from 60 to 100 or more acres.

¥ A villein who rendered menial service for his cottage.

* Victoria History of the County of Hereford, 1908 edition, p. 309.

® Bromesash Hundred. Bromesash was one and an half miles north by west of
Lea : not to be confused with Bream, which was part of the Forest Division of St
Briavel’s. (4 New History of Gloucestershire, 17779 edition, Samuel Rudder, p. 41.)

$ Collections towards the History and Antiquities of the County of Hereford, Dun-
cumb, 1812 edition, vol. ii, p. 396. Collections towards the History and Antiquities of the
County of Hereford, in continuation of Duncumb’s History, Watkins, edition 1897, p. 2.



south by Micheldean, and therefore covered a very large area.
At the Domesday Survey in 1086-1088 the lands were stated to
be partly in Gloucestershire and partly in Herefordshire, but a
Military Commission in the thirteenth century reported the
boundaries of Herefordshire to include “. ... ad terram de
Longhop et tota terra de la Lee versus Hope Maloysell. . . .1
The Bailiwick of La Lega was one of the six early divisions of
the King’s Forest,2 but its boundaries are not exactly known.
After the accession of Henry II (1154-1189) a moiety of the Vill
of Lea was added to the Forest, but was disafforested by Com-
missioners appointed for that purpose by Edward II (1307-132%).
It is possible that this increase in the Forest area may have made it
convenient to use the name of its distinguishing feature, the pools
—Lacu, to denote the Bailiwick of the Forest, as distinct from the
lands, and that, as the importance of their hereditary appointment
of Forester-in-fee increased, the Family may gradually have
become themselves more generally known by that name.

In 1166 Willelmus de Lega was mentioned 3 in the Carta
Hugonis de Laci among the Barons and other great men of ““ Here-
fordscr in Wallia ”’ 4 as holding his land by the service of three

1 In a licence of Charles I Lea was described as partly in each county. (Trans-
actions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. vi, p. 138.)

2 Later, there were nine and then ten : Abenhale, Berse, Bicknor, Blakeney, Lea,
Dene, Ruardyn, Stanton and Bleyth. At some time before 1282 the Bailiwick of
Dene was divided into Magna Dene and Parva Dene.

3 Collections towards the History and Antiquities of the County of Hereford,
Duncumb, 1812 edition, vol. i, p. 70. Chronicles and Memorials of Great Britain and
Ireland : The Red Book of the Excheguer (Rolls Series), pp. 281-283. Duncumb
makes the following statement: * Under the feudal system the king had a right to
levy a territorial impost on the occasion of the marriage or betrothal of his eldest
daughter. Henry I (1109) availed himself of this custom. . . . In consequence of
which the following returns were afterwards made from the Barons and other great
men of this county. . . .”> He then quotes the Carta Hugonis de Laci mentioned in
the text, which is shown by the Red Book of the Exchequer to be dated 1166. Duncumb
may simply have made a mistake, but the circumstantial character of the statement
quoted suggests that he may have had access to a charter of an earlier Hugo de Laci.

¢ In those days the whole county of Hereford was known as ‘‘ Hereford in Wales ”’
(see the headings in the early Pipe Rolls), and the area varied from time to time
according as the Welsh or the English prevailed. The term may, later on, have been
applied in particular to those parts of Herefordshire lying on the border of Wales,
in which Welsh laws and customs were to some extent recognized.
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Knights. He held by the ancient enfeoffment, that is to say, by
the enfeoffment of the time of Henry I (1100-1135) or before,
but it is not known whether he was himself enfeoffed at that time
or whether he was the heir to an earlier holder. It has been seen
that the powerful de Laci Family held vast possessions in Here-
fordshire, including part, certainly, of La Lega and of Weston
Penyard ! to the west of La Lega, and as the de Legas appear as
making gifts- of land to various de Laci religious foundations,
it is permissible to suggest that the de Lega Family may have
acquired their lands of Lega when Walter de Laci granted the
land called Lecce to the Church of St Peter of Gloucester at
some time prior to his death in 1084-1085. Nor is there any
record of when the de Lega or de Lacu Family first obtained the
Bailiwick of the Forest as hereditary Foresters-in-fee, but they
were known to have held it in the time of Richard I (1189-1199),?
and in the great inquisition of 1244 the Jurors stated that they
knew of no warrant by which, among others, Willelmus de Lay
held his Bailiwick * nisi antiqua tenura.” At some time between
1250 and 1275 the Foresters-in-fee of the Abenhall and Bleyth
Bailiwicks claimed that they had held their Bailiwicks from the
first Conquest,? and as the Bailiwick of La Lega was also one of the
old divisions of the Forest, it is possible that the de Legas received
charge of Bailiwick of the Forest about the same time at which
they acquired the lands of La Lega.

In 1170 Wills de la Lega ¢ made a payment of xxxvi s and 11 d
into the Treasury for the ferme of “ Herefscr in Wal’,” and was
in 1170-1171 Sheriff of Herefordshire® The following description®

! 'The advowson of Weston Penyard was granted by a later Walter de Laci to
Ledbury in 1232. Itis curious to find a Reginald de Lega was Constable of Ledbury
in 1220, but he belonged to the Family of Lega settled at Preston Gubbals in Shrop-
shire. (Antiquities of Shropshire, Eyton, vol. xi, p. 210.)

¥ Chronicles and Memorials of Great Britain and Ireland : The Red Book of the
Excheguer, edited by Hubert Hall, 1896, vol. ii.

8 Pleas of the Forest of Dene, Henry 11, E 146/25.

* He may have borne “ argent, a lion rampant gules.” (The Heraldry of Here-
fordshire, Strong.)

5 Calendar of Pipe Rolls, 1170-1171, vols. xv and xvi, p. 81.

8 The Mediaeval English Sheriff to 1300, W. A. Mortis, p. 111.
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gives an idea of the varied nature and importance of the Sheriff’s
duties and of his standing :—

“ The reigns of Henry II and his sons mark a rapid develop-
ment of institutional absolutism which of necessity brought into
prominence the sheriff, who was its principal local agent. From
the time when King Henry restored sheriffs in regions where
they had disappeared during the feudal anarchy, the activity
of the office is again written large in administrative and con-
stitutional history. Outstanding functions identify it with the
action of the central government in the administration of justice,
the levy of taxation, the collection of revenue, the enforcement
of feudal military service, and the summoning of local repre-
sentatives to meet the justices of the king. It was an integral
portion of a centralized governmental organization which
constitutes the permanent ground-work of the English con-
stitution. As this grew stronger in the reigns of Henry and
Richard the office of sheriff became more important. . . .

“ Feudal spirit and opposition, which in 1154 seriously
threatened the king’s control of the sheriff, were soon overcome.
It is obvious that by 1170 the king completely dominated the
office, and this was undoubtedly true some years earlier.
Henry II, of course, at his accession set out to appoint sheriffs
who were his own adherents. In London a new sheriff was at
once installed. The excerpts from the lost Pipe Roll of the year
1154-55, printed in the Red Book of the Exchequer and pre-
serving the names of the sheriffs of somewhat more than half of
the shires for this first year of the reign, indicate that King Henry
found difficulty in filling the office with loyal adherents. Henry’s
need of strong support stands out in his employment of four
earls. Hugh Bigod, despite his title of dignity conferred by
Stephen, held Norfolk and Suffolk, as did his father and brother
before him. Earl Patrick likewise retained for six years the
shrievalty of Wiltshire, and Earl Richard de Redvers in Devon
held for a shorter time the post filled by his father before his
revolt in 1142. To gain the support of Roger of Hereford the
king conceded him the lands and dignities held by his father,
Miles of Gloucester, including the earldom and castle of Here-
ford, the custody of the castle of Gloucester and the shrievalty
of Gloucestershire. After Roger’s death in 1155, his brother
Walter was for a long time sheriff of Herefordshire and also of
the county so long held in the family.”
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In 1175-1176 at Gloucester Aluredus Leg’ made a payment
of xx s, of which he paid x s into the Treasury and owed x s,
‘“ de misericordia pro foresta.” 1

In 1176-1177 Constantia, wife of Willelmus de Lega, made
a payment of five marks for the * terra de Lega,” 2 and in 1186-1187
Willelmus de Lega made a further payment at Gloucester of half
a mark 3 because Elias Malesmeins took his homage. The dates
tend to suggest that Willelmus, the Sheriff, had died and that
Aluredus and Willelmus, husband of Constantia, were his sons and
divided the property.

Constantia de Lega seems to have been a woman of substance,
for it is recorded 4 that she gave to God and the Blessed Mary all the
manor of Wodemancote,? to found an Abbey at Lacock, and that
afterwards, in the reign of Henry III (1216-1272),she acknowledged
before the King’s Justice that two carucates® of land with their
appurtenances in Wydemancote were the right of the Convent of
Lacock. She also, as 2 widow, gave to the nuns of Lega? 25 s yearly
rent in Calmundesden, which the Knights Hospitallers had formerly
paid to her. It may be remarked that in the same History it is stated
that Mabilia, Robert and William de Mara gave to the Knights
Hospitallers all their demesnes in Calmsden. They seem to have
been the Knights of the Preceptory of Quenington,® which had been
founded by Agnes Laci, William de Poictou and the Countess
Cecilia, who had endowed it with their lands there, for Mabilia, wife

1 Calendar of Pipe Rolls, 1175-1176, vol. xxv, p. 128.

2 Calendar of Pipe Rolls, 1176-1177, vols. xxvi-xxvii, p. §6. The Calendar
also shows that in 1194-1195 Nicholas Avenell paid five marks for having the Serjeanty
in Lalega in the Forest of Dean. This is not clear, but it is possible that he may
have gained temporary possession of the lands during the troublous times of the
reign of Richard I.

3 Calendar of Pipe Rolls, 1186-1187, vol. xxxvii, p. 139.

4 A New History of Gloucestershire, Samuel Rudder, 1779 edition, pp. 168, 326.

5 Near Cirencester.

¢ A carucate was probably the area that could be ploughed by a team of oxen in
a year. ? Possibly so called as Lacock means ‘ small lea.’

8 Hugh de Laci gave the Church of Quenington to the Abbey of St Peter of
Gloucester, so that there was a connection between Quenington and the Forest of
Dean, where the Church of St Peter also owned land. (4 New History of Gloucester-
shire, Samuel Rudder, 1779 edition, p. 150.)
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of William de Mara, and Robert de Mara, gave to the Knights their
demesnes in Camsden belonging to Quenington. William de Lega
also gave many lands and tenements belonging to Quenington to the
Knights of the Preceptory.

At Easter in 1200 at Gloucester Henry de Pacton appointed
Roger de Lak’ to be his attorney ! in a plea of warranty of charter
against William de Lak’.2

The following entry is taken from the records 3 of the Counties
of Buckingham and Bedford in 1208 :—

“ Ricardus de Foderingh’senescallus Dunecan de Lacu affidavit
facere pacem de debitis domini sui—Non venit—Judicium.”

No further information has been found about Dunecan de Lacu,
but the passage implies that he held considerable property or he
would hardly have employed a steward. Two considerations of
special interest arise from this entry. Firstly, he bears a Gaelic
name which suggests that the Family may already have become con-
nected with Scotland, and, secondly, Fotheringay Manor and Castle
in Northampton formed partof the possessions in England of David,
Earl of Huntingdon, brother of William the Lion, King of Scots,
and his son John le Scot, Earl of Chester. ¢ It will be seen in the
next chapter that Dominus Willelmus de Lacu was closely con-
nected with the affairs of John le Scot and of his sister, Isabella
de Brus, both in Scotland and in England—and among other
places in Northampton, where Roland, Lord of Galloway, whose
kinswoman was married to Reginald de Lacu, was buried. The
fact that the steward was described as ‘ of Fotheringay > suggests
- the possibility that Dunecan de Lacu may have held charge of
the Manor and Castle for David, Earl of Huntingdon.

About 1212-1217 in Gloucestershire Johannes de Lacu was
mentioned, among others, as holding a Serjeanty (probably of

1 An attorney in those days was a person representing another with powers to act
for him : and did not, as is usual nowadays, connote a lawyer.

2 Rotuli Curiae Regis, vol. 1i, pp. 222, 235.

3 L.F.R. Memoranda Rolls, vols. i and ix-x, John, p. 130.

4 The Bruces and the Cumyns, pp. 80-83.
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the Bailiwick, not as a Serjeant-in-fee) in the Forest of
Dean !

On the 27th November 1220 an order was given by Henry III at
Canterbury to John de Monmouth to allow Philip de Bantun’,
Robert de Albemarle, John de Lacu, William de Den’, William de
Abbenhale and Thomas de Blatten’ (Blakeny ?), Foresters-in-fee of
the King’s Forest of Dean, and Nigel Hathewy and nine others,
Serjeants-in-fee in the same Forest, to have their movable forges in
that Forest for dead and dry wood, as they used to have them in the
times of King John (1199-1216), his father, and King Richard
(1189-1199), his uncle.?

In 1220-1221, however, it is recorded 3 that * Seriancia de Lacu
est in custodia domini Regis et Johannes de Munemue (the
Constable of St Briavel’s and Warden of the Forest) illam habet per
Regem Johannem ”; and according to the Testa de Nevill4
the Serjeanty of Lacu was held, prior to 1221, by John de
Lascy or de Lacu.®

In 1228 Dionisius de Luston made Hugo de Lillessey his
attorney against Herewardus de Luston, and Isabella his wife, who
had been the wife of Adam de la Le, in connection with two
virgates of land in la Le.$

Prior to 1234 Alfred (Aluredus) de Lacu held, in chief from the
King, both the lands of La Lea, and the Bailiwick of the Forest,
which was in the Bailiwick of the Constable of the Castle of St
Briavel’s. He married a lady named Matilda (or Maud), for after
Alfred’s death in 1234 the Sheriff of Hereford was ordered to
give her a reasonable dower in the lands that were of the said

1 Chronicles and Memorials of Great Britain and Ireland : The Red Book of the
Exchequer, edited by Hubert Hall, 1896, vol. ii, p. 463. Book of Fees, p. 343.

* Rotuli Litterae Clausarum, 1204~1224, PpP. 442, 443-

8 Assize Roll, 272, m. 13(11)d. This was perhaps a temporary sequestration, for
John of Monmouth was well known for his oppression of the holders of the Bailiwicks.

¢ Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xiv,
pp- 16, 357, 366, 367.

* In the original return submitted by the local officers the name appeared as de
Lacu, and the change to de Lascy seems to have been due to the carelessness or
ignorance of the clerk who copied the return in London.

¢ Calendar of Close Rolls, 1227-1231, 1908 edition, p. 115.
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Alfred, which he held of the King in chief in the Sheriff’s Bailiwick,
and which were in the King’s hands by reason of Alfred’s death.!
He apparently had no issue, for he was succeeded by his brother,
William de Lacu.

On the 13th July 1234 William (Willelmus) de Lacu made a
fine with the King of 15 shillings for his relief on the lands
that belonged to Alfred de Lacu, his brother, in the Bailiwick
of the Constable of St Briavel’s, which the said Alfred had held
of the King in chief, and which came to the said William by
hereditary right, and the King took his homage for them. The
Constable was ordered, after having taken security from William
de Lacu for the payment of the 15 shillings, to give seisin to
William of all the lands that were the said Alfred’s, in his
Bailiwick, of which Alfred was seised in fee on the day on which
he died.? |

In 1234 William de Lacu was pardoned of his flight and outlawry
for the death of Peter de Dunington.® In 1241 Willus de Lacu and
three others described as “ Milites ” 4 appeared in Somerset in
connection with a summons.? |

Probably about 1242 William de Lacu appeared as witness to
a charter of lands by Bartholomew de Mora, knight, to the monks
of St Mary Tyntern.®

1 Calendar of Close Rolls, 1231-1234, p. 445. Excerpta e Rotuli Finium in Turr:
Londsnens: Asservatis, 1216-12772, vol. i, p. 261.

2 Calendar of Close Rolls, 1231-1234, p. 445. Excerpta e Rotuli Finium in Turri
Londinensi Asservatis, 1216-1272, vol. i, p. 261. A New History of Gloucestershire,
Samuel Rudder, 1779 edition. Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeo-
logical Society, vol. iii, p. 350. 8 Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1232-1247.

¢ There is some doubt as to the meaning of the term ‘ miles.” In some cases
it would appear to mean an ‘ esquire ’ : in other cases it is used of persons who were
clearly of higher rank. In Statutum de Militibus, an Act of 1307 which governed
the grant of respite from Knighthood, the term is clearly used of ¢ Knights.” There
was also a special meaning for it in connection with forests, for in 1184 in every
county in which the King had forest, twelve °milites’ had to be appointed to
have charge of his vert and venison, or greenbow and game. (The Angevin Empire,
J. H. Ramsay, p. 223.)

8 Placitorum in Domo Capitulari Westmonasteriensi Asservatorum Abbreviatio.
Temporibus Regum Ric. I, Johann’, Henri’ 111, Edw. I, Edw. III (1811 edition),
P. 53.

¢ Calendar of Charter Rolls, vol. iii, pp. 99, 100.

I5



William de Lacu was a juror for the liberty of the Forest of
Dean in 12481

In the Eyre of 1250 at Gloucester William de Lacu was deprived
of his Bailiwick for transgressions in the Forest.?

In 1254-1255 Henry de Gant, Master of the Hospital of St Mark
of Bristol, quitclaimed to William de la Lee and his heirs half a
virgate? of lands with its appurtenances in La Lea with all the right
and claim of the said lands for ever, for which William paid the said
Master a sum, which was less than two marks of silver.4

In June 1257 William de Lacu was a witness at Westminster to a
grant of a small piece of land in the town of Walshale (Walsall ?).5

In 1258 John de la Leye was presented for offences to venison,
but it was found that he was dead.® |

In June 1256 a dispensation was granted to William de Lacu and
his wife, Isabella, of the diocese of Coventry and Lichfield, to
remain in the marriage contracted by them in ignorance that
they were connected in the fourth and third degrees of con-
sanguinity.’

William died after 1257 and before 1265, when his Bailiwick was
restored to his son and heir.

William de Lacu and Isabella (Isabel) had at least four sons & :—

(1) John de Lacu. (2) Nicholas de Lacu.
(3) Richard de Lacu. (4) Philip de Lacu.

Isabella long outlived her husband and must have reached a
considerable age, for on the 23rd July 1315 Bishop Swinfield

1 Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. x,
p. 301.

2 Ibid., vol. xxxiii, p. 203. Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1258-1266.

$ A virgate comprised a messuage, withsome 30 or 40 acres of land scattered over the
common lands : amessuage was a manor house with outbuildings, garden and orchard.

4 Ibid., vol. xvi, p. 192. A mark was usually eight ounces.

8 Calendar of Charter Rolls, vol. i, p. 478.

¢ Pleas of the Forest of Dene, Co. Gloucester, Hilary 42 Henry III, m. 4.

7 Calendar of Papal Registers: Papal Letters, vol. i, p. 332. Attempts to trace
the application for the dispensation, which no doubt contained valuable information,
both at Coventry and Lichfield and in the Vatican, have hitherto failed.

8 Pleas of the Forest of Dene, Co. Gloucester, m. 6. Calendar of Patent Rolls,
Henry 111, 1266-1272.
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issued ! to brother John de Morcote his special licence for the formal
settlement of a female recluse, or anchoress, in the chapel of the
Lea—* Considering the laudable devotion of our beloved daughter,
in Christ, Isabella de Leye, who desires to lead the life of an
anchoress as the servant of the most High, at the Chapel of the Lea
aforesaid in our Diocese ”—and “‘ being moved to grant this per-
mission, not only by the pious entreaties of the would be recluse
herself but also by the devout importunity of her friends.”

The Bishop made certain conditions—the consent of the
Rector of the Chapel, and of the parishioners, had to be
obtained. It had also to be ascertained that Isabella was a proper
person to be secluded, and that the place which she had thus chosen
for her living tomb was fitting. Also her friends had to undertake
to provide her with all things necessary in the way of food and
raiment, lest (which God forbid) she be compelled, for want of
food, to draw back from her laudable purpose, or, contrary to her
vow, to go forth to the peril of her soul and the scandal of many.
When all these preliminaries had been satisfactorily arranged Dr
John de Morcote might, at the request of herself and friends, proceed
to immure the said anchoress, in the Bishop’s stead, and, by his
authority, duly and solemnly perform the office which it was
customary to use at the seclusion of such an one.

In 1258 it was found that Adam le Hare was an offender through
the taking of venison in the Forest of Dene, but did not appear
before the Court because he was dead. He had been received at the
house of John de la Leye of St Briavel (probably a loose term),
because the said Adam was the lover of the said John’s daughter
(eo quod dictus Adam concubuit cum filia dicti Johannis). The
said John came and was convicted of receiving the said Adam with
a stag, etcetera. Therefore he was detained in prison and after-
wards fined by half a mark. The pledges were William the Forester
of St Briavel, and William le Bret the younger.?

In 1259 Joh’es Fili Willi de Lacu and Galfrid Caperun de

! Register of Bishop Swinfield, folio 192. Diocese of Hereford.
2 Pleas of the Forest of Dene, Co. Gloucester, Hilary 42 Henry III, m. 3.
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Huntend’ were charged at Huntingdon with having slain Robert,
son of —— de Hoghton, near Paxton (in the Honour of
Huntingdon), and with having burnt his house.!

In December 1265 the Bailiwick in the Forest of Dene, of which
William had been deprived in 1250 by judgement before Passeleive
(Passelew) and his fellows, Justices in Eyre of the Forest, at
Gloucester, for trespasses committed by him in the said Forest, was
restored, at the instance of Edward the King’s son, to John de Lacu,
son and heir of William de Lacu, to hold, for ever, as his father held
it and by the same services.2 On the 25th June 1267 William de
Lay was a witness to an inspection and confirmation of a charter,
whereby William, Abbot of Grace Dieu,? and the Convent thereof,
gave to Joan de Knovile, sometime the wife of Reginald Abadam
(Ap—Adam), all the manor of Penyard Regis (close to the Bailiwick
of La Lea).t

In 1270 there was a presentment ® for the trespasses in the
Forest of John, son of Isabel de Lacu, and Nicholas and Richard,
his brothers, and Philip ¢ and Turpin, his servants. John had been
employed by a Canon of Hereford to take five does, which Prince
Edward had given him, and had taken (with the Canon’s knowledge)
two more at least.

John’s example seems to have been followed by hissubordinates,
as in the same year there was a presentment for the trespasses
of Seysil, who was woodward of John de Lacu, Nicholas de Lacu,
who was likewise woodward under the same John, and others.?

At an inquisition made at Staunton in the Forest of Dene on
Monday next after the feast of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary,
3 Edward I (1275), before Roger de Clifford, Justice of the Forests

1 Placitorum in Domo Capitulari Westmonasteriensi Asservatorum Abbreviatio,
p. 148. 2 Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1258-1266.

3 A small Abbey of the Cistercian Order in Monmouth, which was built by
John de Monmouth in 1226. It was ruined during an incursion of the Welsh in
1233, but was afterwards rebuilt. Edward III gave to this Monastery the Hermitage
of St Briavel (Briavelstowe) in the Forest of Dean. (Monasticon Anglicanum,Dugdale.)

¢ Calendar of Charter Rolls preserved in the Public Record Office, vol. ii, p. 304.

8 Pleas of the Forest of Dene, Co. Gloucester, 54 Henry III.

¢ More probably his younger brother.
7 Pleas of the Forest of Dene, Co. Gloucester, 54 Henry 111,
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on this side of Trent, enquiries were made from the Foresters-in-
fee as to how much the * Bailiwick of the Forest of Lay ” was
worth yearly, and whether John de la Lee, deceased, who held it,
had any other lands and tenements, from whom he held them and
so on. The Foresters-in-fee stated that the Bailiwick was worth
““ 40 s clear yearly,” and that the said John held no land belonging
to the said Bailiwick : and that the said John had died without heir
of his body, but that he had a brother called Nicholas, who was,
they understood, his next heir.!

It is not clear why the Foresters-in-fee stated that John held no
lands, but it is possible that they had not been given back to him
with the Bailiwick, as in 1287 it is recorded that the lands of La Lee,
held of the King, were restored to the holder of Bailiwick.2

Nicholas de Lacu was employed by his elder brother, John de
Lacu, as woodward,® and appeared first in 12770, when there were
presentments against him, among others, for trespasses in the
Forest4 He succeeded his brother, John, in the Bailiwick at his
death in or before 1275,%> and on the gth September 1275 an order
was sent from Birkenhead to Roger de Clifford, Justice of the
Forest on this side of Trent, to deliver to Nicholas de la Lee, son
(brother) and heir of John de la Lee, tenant in chief, the Bailiwick
of the forestership of Lay, in the Forest of Dene, he having done
homage® When he fined for his brother’s land, Nicholas de-

! The Index Library. Abstracts of Inguisitions Post Mortem for Gloucestershire
returned into the Court of Chancery during the Plantagenet Period, partiv, 20 Henry 111
to 29 Edward 1, 1236-1300. (British Record Society, vol. xxx, p. 98.)

2 Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xxxiii,
p. 195.

3 'The woodwards were, strictly speaking, foresters appointed by the owners of
private woods within the Forest, and sworn before the Justices to guard the royal
rights within these woods. But the name was also loosely applied to the foresters
provided by the Foresters-in-fee to guard their Bailiwicks, or to the Foresters-in-fee
themselves. (Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society,
vol. xxxiii, p. 209.) 4 Pleas of the Forest of Dene, Co. Gloucester, 54 Henry III.

5 The Index Library. Abstracts of Inquisitions Post Mortem for Gloucestershire
returned into the Court of Chancery during the Plantagenet Period, part iv, 20 Henry 111
to 29 Edward I, 1236-1300. (British Record Society, vol. xxx, p. 98.)

8 Calendar of the Fine Rolls preserved in the Public Record Office, 12'72-1307, 1911
edition, vol. i, p. 51. Rotulorum Originalum in Curia Scaccarii Abbreviatio, vol. i,
p. 24. The Royal Forests of England, Cox, p. 277.
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manded ! for his use herbage and pannage quit for himself and his
men : ‘ Husbot et heybot ” at the view of the verderers and
foresters and bailiffs : and old and dry (wood) for his fire : and
inclosure without stint, and one log against Christmas, and head-
dresses at the gift of our Lord the King, and honey if it is found,
and nuts when they fall. And this his ancestors had.

The following entry 2 was made regarding the Bailiwick of Lacu
in the Perambulation of the Forest of Dene in 1281-1282 :—

“ Est dominicus boscus domini Regis et Nicholaus de Lacu
custodit eam. Metae eiusdem balliuae incipiunt apud Aletune
et sic per Aletunes brok usque ad crucem de Netherewestune et
sic per altum vicum vsque ad arborem vocatam bolletre et sic per
altum vicum vsque fraxinum vocatam bromesasse et sic per altum
vicum vsque ad crucem vocatam Luce crosse et sic per quamdam
semitam vsque ad crucem vocatam Holwardines Croyce et
sic per altum vicum vsque birchoure et sic per altum vicum
vsque Marlwalle et sic per quamdam trencheam que diuidit
balliuam de Dene et balliuam de Lacu vsque Wynterwallethornes
et sic ultra le muneden (the Meend) vsque ad album lapidem et
sic per quamdam semitam vocatam Mersty quae diuidit boscum
Abbatis Gloucestriae et balliuam de Lacu vsque ad Pirihale et sic
per altum vicum vsque Pirihalethorne et sic per quamdam syche-
ter vocatam Derkesforde vsque halewalle et sic per altum vicum
vsque crucem de Koctere et sic per altum vicum vsque Aletune.

Facta est vna trenchea vocata de Sleperesthorne incipiens ad
boscum Abbatis Gloucestriae et durans vsque Wyggepol (Wye-
pool) et continet vj acras.

Item vna trenchea vocata de Pirihale incipiens apud le Mersty
inter balliuvam de Lacu et boscum abbatis Glouc. et durat usque
la munedwey (Meandway) et continet vj acras vnam rodam et
dimidium. Rogerus Spure de Sancto Breuello Walterus Pagum de
Bikenore Stephanus Edy de Lideneye sunt malefactores de v1r1d1 ?

and in the portion of the report entitled ¢ De Mineriis ’ there is the
following entry :—

“Item in balliva de Lacu est minea et Dominus Ricardus

v Public Record Office. Exchequer, Treasury of Receipt. Forest Proceedings,
No. 32 (m. 3).

2 The abbreviations in the original text have been extended. Tramsactions of
the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xiv, part 2, p. 356.
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Talebatt habet eam et nescitur quo warranto, et dominus rex
nihil inde capit.”

Nicholas de Lacu seems also to have had claims to take coal
both “ in his wood Lideneye > and in Lea, but in his case too the
Regarders in 1282 stated that * nesciunt quo warranto.” 1 In the
same year mention was made by the Regarders of a forge in Reru-
wadin (Ruardean) held by Thomas de Leye.2 Nicholas did not live
to enjoy his Bailiwick for long, as on the 23rd July 1287 letters were
sent to the Sheriff of Hereford to grant bail to John de 1a Wode, who
was imprisoned at Hereford for the death of Nicholas de la Legh,
whereof he had appealed.®

Nicholas had a son Peter de la Lee, who granted to Stanley 4
Abbey (a cell of St Peter’s, Gloucester) a rent of 20 s out of his land
in La Lee, which he held of Henry de Ha(uk ?)close. A fragment
exists of a deed of gift by Peter de la Leye to the Priory of
Sewardesley ° of land in Holecote.® Neither of these documents
is dated, but they seem to be of the time of Henry III (1216-1272),
and it is likely that Peter predeceased his father.

Apart from their service for the Bailiwick of the Forest, both
John de la Lee and Nicholas de la Legh went on the King’s service
to Wales, and at Chester and on the march of Wales, as in 1257, both
received ¢ protection with clause ’ 7 so long as they should be there
in the service of the King® On the 20th July 1256 at Gloucester,
Payn de la Le, who was feeble and broken by age, paid a fine to
obtain respite from knighthood for the remainder of his life.?

Richard and Philip de Lacu, the younger brothers of John and
Nicholas, appeared together on two occasions in 1270. The first
occasion was in connection with a presentment for the trespasses in
_ 1 A New History of Gloucestershire, Samuel Rudder, 1779 edition, pp. 29, 34.

Victoria History of the County of Gloucester, 1907 edition, pp. 218, 219.

2 Iron-making in Olden Times ; as instanced in the Ancient Mines, Forges and
Furnaces of the Forest of Dean, H. G. Nicholls, p. 21.

8 Calendar of Close Rolls preserved in the Public Record Office, Edward I, 1279-
1288, p. 456.

4 Leonard Stanley near Stroud. § A Cistercian Priory in Northamptonshire.

¢ Public Record Office : Carta Miscellanea, 40/245, 41/175.

" Le. subject to loyalty and good conduct.

8 Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1247-1258, pp. 595, 600.  Ibid., p. 489.
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the Forest of Dene of their elder brother, John de Lacu. The
second occasion was when on the 18th May 1270 at Westminster
the King committed to Philip de Lacu the keeping of the Bailiwick
of the Warren ! of Marleberge 2 for life: so that he kept it in the
King’s use. And, whereas at the instance of Edward the King’s
son (afterwards Edward I), the King had granted to Philip the
keeping of his said Warren, and as Philip was going to the Holy
Land with the said Edward, the King, of more abundant grace,
granted that he might hand over the keeping to Richard de Lacu,
his brother, or his attorney, to keep in his place until his return.?
It is interesting to note that Robert de Brus, the son of Isabella,
daughter of David, Earl of Huntingdon, with his son Robert, after-
wards Earl of Carrick, and his brother Richard with his son
Robert, all attended Prince Edward to the Holy Land,* for Dominus
Willelmus de Lacu had appeared a number of times in Scotland
and England on the business of Isabella de Brus and of her brother,
John le Scot, Earl of Chester.

This was the last crusade, and Prince Edward started, only to
find at Tunis that Louis IX was dead. He went on to Acre, where
he won renown as a Knight and struck such terror into the Saracens
that they employed an assassin to murder him ; but he escaped
with a dagger wound. He failed, however, to save the Frankish
Kingdom in the East from its inevitable fate, and at Capua on his
way home, in January 1273, he heard of his father’s death two
months before; but he did not get back to England till August 1274.5

No record has been found of the La Lea Bailiwick having been
held by Richard or Philip de Lacu, and an order was given from
Westminster on the 25th October 1287 to William Hathewy, keeper
of the Forest of Dene, to deliver to John de Badeham the lands in
La Lee that were held of the King, which had been taken into the

1 A term of the English Forest Law, applied to one of the three lesser franchises :
together with “ chase ” and “ park ” it was included under the highest franchise,
the “ forest.” 'The “ beasts of Warren >’ were the hare, the coney, the pheasant and
the partridge.

2 Marlborough. 3 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Henry II1, 1266-1272.

4 The Bruces and the Cumyns, p. 251.

5 Chambers’s Biographical Dictionary, p. 328. A History of England, Brewer, p. 149.
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King’s hands because Nicholas de la Lee had alienated them to John
without the King’s licence, to be held by John until the arrival of
the King (Edward I) in England, so that there should be done in
this matter what the King should cause to be ordained by his
Council.! What happened is not clear, but at a perambulation held
in 1302 it was stated that the Bailiwick was held by John de la Lee 2
and on the 14th December 1289 the Bishop of Hereford (Richard
de Swinfield), who was then staying at his Manor of Bosbury, in-
stituted Sir John de Lyth, chaplain, to the Rectory of the Church of
Lea (de Lega) to which he had been presented by Sir John de Lega 3
In the circumstances it seems probable that the Bailiwick reverted
to another member of the de Lacu Family, though it would not be
impossible that John de Badeham might have become known after
the Bailiwick, had he gained possession of it.

There is also a record of John de Lacu, who held lands in Great
Paxton, in the Honour of Huntingdon, with which the de Lacu
Family were connected, and who died prior to 1312.4

At an inquisition in 1319 mention was made of Thomas de Leye
and Adam de Leye at Ruwardyn, which is to the south of the La Lea
Bailiwick,’ but no further trace has been found of the de la Lea or de
Lacu Family as Foresters-in-fee or otherwise connected with the
Bailiwick.®

It may be that the cause for Isabella de Leye’s decision to have
herself immured as an anchoress in the Chapel of La Lea was that
shefelt that suchan act would form afitting end to an ancienttenure.

The men of the Forest of Dean seem to have been esteemed as
fighters, for they were continually employed in the Scottish wars
and also in France.

1 Calendar of Close Rolls preserved in the Public Record Office, Edward I, 12'79-1288,
p. 401.

2 The Forest of Dean, H. G. Nicholls, p. 15.

3 Register of Bishop Swinfield, folio 63.

* Calendar of Close Rolls, 1307-1313, D. 427.

5 Iron-making in Olden Times; as instanced in the Ancient Mines, Forges and
Furnaces of the Forest of Dean, H. G. Nicholls, 1866 edition, p. 24.

¢ Tt is worth noting that about this time a Johannes de Lacu and Adam del Louche
appeared in Peebles and Johan de la Leye in Dumfries (see pages 56, 57).
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It is recorded that twenty of the best miners in the Forest were
summoned to accompany Henry III on his expedition to Gascony in
1253, and supplies of arrows were ordered for Gascony in 1253
and 1255.1 It is therefore interesting to find 2 that on the 18th
and 25th August 1254 at Bordeaux pardons were granted by King
Henry II1, at the instance of the King of Castile, to Peter de Roset
and Bernard de Lacu (also called Bernard de Lay) of all their
trespasses against the King, and of all complaints which he had
against them, on condition, for which they found two sureties under
a penalty of 500 marks,? that they would stand their trial, if anyone
should proceed against them. A mandate was at the same time
given to Bertrand de Podensac, Mayor of Bayonne, and the
commonalty of that town, to make restitution to them of their
houses, lands and ship, and all the possessions which they had in the
Bailiwick of the mayor and commonalty. A similar command was
given to the Seneschal of Gascony. Possibly these pardons were
not altogether effective, and, indeed, the terms in which the pardons
were couched suggest that the King was not entirely assured of
their innocence, but the matter was settled on the 5th November
1255, when it was testified ¢ to the King by letters of the King of
Castile that Peter de Roset and Bernard de Lay, citizens of Bayonne,
had not at any time acted to the disherison of the King in Gascony,
and he therefore released to them the rancour and indignation
which he had conceived against them ; and it was commanded to
the mayor and commonalty of Bayonne that they should permit the
said Peter de Roset and Bernard de Lay to have free ingress into
the town, and cause them to have full seisin and restitution of their
houses, possessions and goods, movable and immovable, in their
Bailiwick ; and that they (the mayor and commonalty) should do
such justice touching all things whereof complaint was made before
them, that they (Peter de Roset and Bernard de Lay) should not
need to come again to the King through default of justice, or
attempt anything contrary to this mandate whereby they should

1 Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xxxiii,
PP- 243, 245. 2 Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1247-1258.
8 A very heavy surety. 4 Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1247-1258.
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incur the King’s indignation. The same command (except for the
last sentence) was given to the Seneschal of Gascony. It is note-
worthy that one of the pardons was subscribed by the Bishop of
Hereford, for the Bishop of Hereford’s Wood lay just to the south
of the Bailiwick of La Lea in the Forest of Dean, and at a later date
(about 1276) Henricus -de Lacu appeared as Chamberlain to the
Bishop, by whom he was granted a messuage ! in Ross at a rent
charge of twenty silver pennies.2 A deed exists ® by which Henry
de Lea granted land in LaLea to Bordesley Abbey. The dateis not
known, but it appears to be of the time of Henry III (1216-1272).
A Henricus de Leye, described as  Dominus de Sapertone,’” was a
witness at an assize in 1286-1287 connected with the Monastery of
Gloucester.* |
On the 28th April 1286 Bernard de Lacu was nominated for
service overseas with the King of England, Edward I.° by Robert de
Brus ¢ for one year.” In October 1292 William Bernardi de Lacu
was mentioned at Berwick-on-Tweed as being a citizen of Bayonne.®
The mention of Robert de Brus is noteworthy, as the de Lacu
Family were related by marriage to the de Brus Family, and Dominus
Willelmus de Lacu was closely concerned in the affairs of Isabella
de Brus, especially in Scotland and in the Honour of Huntingdon.
In May 1309 Bernard de Lac was nominated at Westminster as
attorney for Constancia de Byern (Béarn was the province in which
Bayonne was situated), who was staying in Gascony.® This is of
special interest, for Constancia had married at Windsor on the

1 See note 3 on page 16.

2 The Register of Thomas de Cantilupe, Bishop of Hereford, A.p. 1275-1282,
Cantilupe Society Publication, 1906 edition, p. 96. A silver penny weighed 22}
grains ; it was the size of a modern sixpence and slightly heavier than a threepenny bit.

8 Public Record Office : Carta Miscellanea, 41/86.

¢ Historia et Cartularium Monasterii Gloucestriae, vol. iii, p. 19.

5 It will be remembered that Edward interceded with his father, Henry III, on
behalf of John de Lacu (p. 18) and that he was accompanied to the Holy Land by
Philip de Lacu (p. 22).

6 It is not clear whether this was Robert de Brus, the Competitor, or his son,
Robert de Brus, Earl of Carrick.

? Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1281-1292.

8 Ibid.

$ Ibid., 1307-1313.
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1gth May 1269 Henry (of Almaine), son of Richard Earl of
Cornwall, the younger son of King John and uncle of Edward 1.}

There is no direct evidence, but it seems reasonable to suggest
that this William and Bernard were sons of the Bernard mentioned
in 1254.

The de Lacu Family had some connection with the Church, and
no doubt supported the Chantry Chapel, which existed in the

- Bailiwick and was probably situated on the site of the present
Church of Lea, which was established early in the fifteenth
century.

In February 1218 there was a confirmation to Master Laurence
de Sancti Nicolao, in the petition of G. Cardinal 2 of St Martins,
Papal Legate, of the Church of Tirindon in the diocese of Norwich,
to which he was presented by the patron, the Bishop of Ely, and
at the prayers of Master R.,official of P.Bishop-elect of Norwich,
Papal Chamberlain, instituted by the said Legate ; notwithstand-
ing that Gilbert de Lacu had been by lay power thrust into the
Church3

Mention has already been made of Henricus de Lacu, who was
Chamberlain to the Bishop of Hereford in 1276 (see page 25).

It is possible that Walter de Lach, who was Dean of Hereford
in 1296, was a member of the de Lacu family, and there is a record *
of the champion (pugil) of the Dean and Chapter borrowing the
seal of Walter in 1296 when giving a receipt for his salary: “ Et quia
sigillum non habui, sigillum Walteri de Lach, diaconi, apponi
procuravi presentibus.”

On the 23rd September 1299 Magister Radulfus (Ralph) de la
Lea (also de la Lee and de Lacu) was appointed to be Proctor of the
Bishop of Hereford at Rome, for which he received a salary of two
marks yearly. His commission was renewed in 1302, and he was

1 4 Cotswold Shrine, 1908, St Clair Baddeley.

2 Gualo, Cardinal of Santa Maria in Portico, who was much to the fore in English
affairs and died in 122%7. (Trésor de Chronologie d’Histoire et de Géographie pour I’étude
et ’emplot des Documents du moyen dge.)

3 Calendar of Papal Registers : Papal Letters, vol. i, p. 52.
4 Letters in possession of the writer.
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still serving in 1315.! In 1317 Radulfus paid a fine to the King
(Edward II) for land which he held in chief in the Honour of
Huntingdon .2

In or just after 1304 Mestre Pieres du Lak (who was also called
Magister Petrus de Lacu) was concerned in trouble which arose
between the Bishop of Glasgow and Edward I, to whom the Bishop
had sworn fealty but had gone over to Robert de Brus :—

‘“ Et pur ceo treiseint Pere, que le dit Evesq’ s est si mauveise-
ment portez env’s n’re Seign* le Roy d Engl’ en moltz de man’es
sicome il est avantdit en ceo especialment, que tant come il fu
jurez du Consail n’re Seignr le Roi et fu fait Chief Gardeyn de sa
terre d Escosse sur la gant fiance que n’re Seignr le Roi avoit de li
plus especiale que d autre ausi come il sembleit a le q il poeit et
deust aver de tieu Prelat de Seinte Eglise, and 1l ensi demorant du
consail n’re Seign* le Roi, si piveement, si soudeynment et si
traitrousement, s en partit et se esloigna en alaunt au dit Robt’ de
Brus sicome est desusdit la quele mespise et maveiste a ceo qu il
semble a n’re Seignr le Roi fait a charger endroit de sa p’sone tant
come la mespise du dit Evesq’ de Glasgu, ja soit ceo q’ le Evesqu’
de Seint Andreu n eit pas estre si souvent p’ jurs nr’e Seign’ le
Roi come le dit Evesq’ de Glasgu, prie a vr’e Seintete nr’e
Seignr le Roi q’ausi come vo’ avez fait p’ces p’ somense contre le
dit Evesq’ de Glasgu dont il est enformez p’ ceo q’ Mestre
Pieres du Lak li ad dit de p’ co’ de quoy nr’e Seignrle Roi vo’ m’cie
tres cherement ; vo’ pleise semblable p’cess faire endroit du dit
Evesq’ de Seint Andreu ou plus red selone ceo q il semblera a
v’re Seintete q il soit a faire.” 3

Petrus de Lacu was the bearer of a letter dated the 12th July
13064 from Archbishop Greenfield to Pope Clement V regarding the
citation of the Bishop of Glasgow, who had been made a prisoner,
so that a citation could not be served on him without the King’s
leave, which he would not give but would give the Pope his reasons

1 The Register of Richard de Swinfield, Bishop of Hereford, A.D. 1283-1317,
Cantilupe Society Publication, 1909 edition, pp. 362, 379, 385, 502.

2 Rotulorum Originalum in Curia Scaccarii Abbreviatio, vol. i, p. 236.

3 Documents and Records Illustrating the History of Scotland and the Transactions
between the Crowns of Scotland and England, vol. i, p. 338.

* Historical Papers and Letters from the Northern Registers. Record Series :
Chronicles and Memorials of Great Britain and Ireland, p. 172.
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for refusing. Petrus de Lacu is referred to as * per manus discreti
virt magistri Petri de Lacu, canonici Claremontensis, juris civilis
professoris.” As punishment for its support of Robert de Brus,
Edward I dispossessed the See of Glasgow of its lands, and on
the 1gth August 1304 was at Eddleston on his return from taking
this action.! In the next chapter it will be related how, about 1234,
the de Lacus had to surrender to the See of Glasgow the lands
of Penjacob, and it is permissible to suggest that Petrus de Lacu
‘may have thus found an opportunity of taking, or of instigating,
a long-delayed revenge.

On the 1st November 1264 orders were given that Roger de la
Leye, one of the Remembrancers of the Exchequer, should be
admitted by the others to the rank of a Baron, with a view to his
residing in the County of Gloucester, which it was clear none of
them did. By the end of the same month a close-writ was issued,
purporting to have been tested as usual by the King, but counter-
signed by Hugh le Bigod and another of de Montfort’s adherents,
intimating that ““ as a Treasurer and Chancellor had not yet been
appointed ’ this same Roger de la Leye was to execute these offices
until further orders. It seems that either a clean sweep of the
previous officers had been made, or that their appointments had
been ignored, for not long afterwards Henry de St Radegunde was
made Treasurer with four colleagues, none of whom, save Roger de
la Leye, had been at the Exchequer before.2 On the 3rd March
1272 Rogerus de la Leye was a witness at Westminster to a charter
of Henry III in connection with the Abbot’s tallage of the
Monastery of Gloucester.? In 1279 Matheus and Rogerus de
Lacu appeared in connection with an holding of land in
Oxfordshire

In 1275 at Hereford a grant was made by Roger Codauh, son of

Westeyl Codauh, to John, son of Hugh de la Lee, of all his land with

1 A History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, vol. ii, p. 451.

2 Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xvi,
P- 175.

8 Historia et Cartularium Monasterii Gloucestriae, vol. ii, pp. 143, 320.

¢ Rotuli Hundredorum, 1818 edition, vol. ii, p. 831. -
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GiLBERT DE Lacu

By lay power thrust into the Church
of Tirindon in the Diocese of Nor-

wich, 1218

ApaM DE LA Le=Isabella
d. before 1228

PayNDELA LE
Feeble and broken by age,
obtained respite from Knight-
hood for the remainder of his
days in 1256 at Gloucester

BERNARD DE Lacu (DE Lay)
In 1255 Henry 11, on the assurance of
the King of Castile that they had at no
time acted to.the disherison of the King
in Gascony, released to Bernard de
Lacu and Peter de Roset the rancour
and indignation which he had con-
ceived against thern : and ordered the
Mayor and Commonalty of Bayonne to
restore to them their houses, goods and
ship. Described as citizens of Bayonne

BerNarp DE Lacu
Nominated for service over~
seas with Edward I by
Robert de Brus, 1286. At-
torney at Westminster in
1309 for Constancia, who
had married in 1269 Henry,
son of Richard Earl of
Corawall

WALTER DE LacH
Dean of Hereford, 1296

Afterwards married Herewardus de
Luston. In 1228 a suit was brought
against them in connection with 2
visgates of land in la Le

THE FAMILY OF LOCH
PERIOD OF THE FOREST OF DEAN AND EDULUISTON

WiLLELMUS DE LA LEGA

DE Lzca

Mentioned in the Carta Hugonis de Laci in 1166 among the Barons
and other great men of ¢ Herefordscr in Wallia ’ as holding the lands
of Lega by. the service of three Knights. He held his lands under the
ancient enfeoffment of Henry I (1100-1135) or before, and may have
succeeded an earlier holder. It is possible that the Family may have
received the lands of Lega from Walter de Laci prior to his death in
1084-1085. Sheriff of Herefordshire in 1170-1171

Avurepus Leg’

Paid xx 5 into the Treasury
in 1175-1176 ‘de miseri-
cordia pro faresta®

Joun pE Lacu

Held the Bailiwick of Lacu
{La Lea) 1212-1217, probably
up to 1220. In 1220 as For-
ester-in-fee permitted to have
a movable forge in his Baili-
wick in the Forest of Dean, as
in the time of King John and
King Richard

from the King
death in 1234

In 1241 described as ‘ miles’ when
sent to serve S

WiLLiaM DE Lacu (DE La LEE)= Isabella
Marri

his homage 1186-1187.

.
WiLreLmus pE LEca=Constantia

Paid balf a mark to the Treasury for his | Paid five marks to the Treasury for the
lands of Lega, as Elias Malesmeins took  * terra de Lega’ in 1176-1177. Gave all
Gave many lands | the Manor of Wodemancote to found an

and tenements to the Knights Hospitallers « Abbey at Lacock. Gave the Nuns of
! Lega 255 rent in Calmundesden

of Quenington

ALUREDUS DE Lacu=Matilda {or Maud)
Held the lands of Lega and,
as Forester-in-fee, the Baili- dower from the lands
wick of the Forest in chief of Aluredus

Received 2 reasonable

prior to his

ied before 1256, as in June

in
Witness to charter of lands to St
Mary Tyntern 1242. Juror for the

'
WiLLiaM BERNARDI
DE Lacu

liberty of the Forest of Dean, 1248.
Deprived of his Bailiwick for trans-
gressions in the Forest, 1250. Ob-
tained from Hospital of St Mark of
Bristo! half a virgate of land in La
Lea,1254-1255. Witnessed charter of
land in Walshale, 1257, d. after 1257
and before 1265

1256 disp was ted
for them to remain in thgen:mr-
riage contracted by theminignor-
ance that they were connected in
the fourth and third degrees of
consanguinity.

Caused herself to be immured
in a living tomb in the Chapel of
La Lea, 1315

WiLLeLmus pE Lacu

Succeeded his brother, Aluredus,
in the lands of Lega and RBaili-

wick of the Forest in r234

RoGER DE LA LEVE
Remembrancer of the Ex-
chequer. Admitted to the
rank of Baron, 1264. Ap-
peared (?) with Matheus
de Lacu in connection
with an holding of land in
Oxford, 1279

:
REGINALDUS DE Lacu=d

Lands r d by See of Glasg
in or prior to 1234

MaTHEUS DE Lacu
Appeared with Rogerus
.de Lacu in connection
with an holding of and in
Oxford, 1279

of C ine, great-
. . Held lands of Penjacob « grandson of Uhtred, Lord of
in Eduluiston in right of his wife. | Galloway, Through Gunnild,

1wife of Uhtred, she was de-
‘scended from Kenneth Mac-
» Alpin, King of the Scots and
: Picts, and Aethelred II, King of
+ England

1 (See Table opposite page 40)

'
Dominus WILLELMUS DE Lacu

Probably held land in Scotland, possibly in
the neighbourhood of Peebles. Witnessed a
charter of John le Scot, Earl of Chester, grant-

DunEcaN pe Lacu
Possibly held charge of the Castle
and Manor of Fotheringay, 1208, for
David, Earl of Huntingdon, brother
of William the Lion, King of Scots

WALTER DE Lacy
Witnessed a charter, before 1230, of
Thomas de Masculus granting land in
Lochogov to the Monks of Newbattle
Abbey

GILLECRIST DE Lacu
Present at a perambulation of the
boundary of the lands of Dunduf be-
tween the lands of the Abbot of Dun-
fermline and those of David Doorwood,
1231, .

ing tofts in Inverbervyn and Inveruri to the
Monks of Lundors, 1232-1237. Attomey for
Isabella de Brus to seek and receive her share
of the Earl of Chester’s lands, 1237. AtHunt-
ingdon, 1242, headed recognitors in the case
of Argentein v. Abbot of Ramsey and others.
Witnessed charter of Ysabella de Brouse
granting to the Monastery of Lundoris the
land of ‘ Cragyne juxta Dunde,’ 1237-1248.
Witnessed grant of pastures to Monks of
St Andrew of Northampton by Isabella de
Brus, 1245-1251

|
Jonn pE Lacu (pE LA LEg)
‘Was on the King’s service in Wales,
1257. Imprisoned and fined for
receiving an offender through the
taking of venison, 1258. In 1259
charged with having slain Robert de
Hoghton and with having burnt his
house. His father’s Bailiwick re-
stored to him in 1265. In 1270 pre-
sented for trespasses in the Forest.
d. 1275, without an heir of his body

HeNRICUS DE Lacy
(DE LEA, DE LEYE)

i
NicHoras DE LAcU (DE La LEE,
DE LA LEGH)

‘Was on the King's service in Walesin
1257. Employed as woodward by
his brother. Presentment against
him in 1270 for trespasses in the
Forest. Succeeded his brother in
Bailiwick and did homage to the
King, 1275. Murdered 1282

PETER DE LA LEE
Granted a rent of 20 s out of his
land in La Lee to Stanley
Abbey, and land in Holecote to
the Priory of Sewardesley in
reign of Henry III. Probably

Mentioned at Berwick-
on-Tweed as a citizen

Chamberlain of the Bishop of Here-
ford, who granted him in 1276 a

predeceased his father

|
Ricuarp pE Lacy
Presented for trespasses in
the Forest, 1270. Permitted
to keep the Bailiwick of the
King’s Warren of Marleberge
for his brother, Philip, while
Philip went to the Holy Land

SIr JouN pe LEcGA (DE LaAcu, DE La LEE)

1
PHILIP DE Lacu

Henry III committed to him the
keeping of the Warren of Marleberge
for life, and permitted him to hand
over the keeping to his brother
Richard, as he was accompanying
Edward, the King’s son, to the Holy
Land. (Edward was also accom-
panied by Robert de Brus and a
number of the de Brus Family)

‘GILBERT DE Lacu (DE Lay)

. HueH pE Lacu

‘WirL1aM DE Lacu (pe Lay)
(DE La LEE)

Held land in 1279 in the Honour of
Huntingdon, next to some property
of Dominus Bernardus de Brus,
grandson of Isabelia de Brus. Held

ReciNaLDus DE Lacu
Witness to resignation of lands of
Windilawes in Eduluiston by David
Dunne and his wife Alicia de More-

" ville to the See of Glasgow in 1260-

1268

In 1276 gave land in Rolveston to the
Prioress and Convent of Acornbury. Pre-

of Bayonne, 1292

messuage at 2 rent of zo silver
pennies. Granted land in la Lea to
Bordesley Abbey in the time of
Henry II1. Dominus de Sapertone

MacisTER PETRUS DE Lacy (oU LAK)

Concerned in trouble between the See of Glasgow
and Edward I, 1304-1306

MAGISTER RADULFUS DE LA LEA (DE LA LEE, DE Lact)
Proctor of the Bishop of Hereford at Rome, 1299~
1315. Held land in chief in the Honour of Hunting-

don, 1317

sented Sir John de Lyth, Chaplain, to the
Rectory of the Church of Lea. Held (?)
lands in Great Paxton and d.prior to 1312

THomas DE Leve ApaM DE LEVE
Held a forge in the At Ruwardin with
Forest at Ruwardin in Thomas de Leye in

1282 and 1319 1319

NoTE.—The dotted lines in the Table indicate (i) that decumentary
proof of the relationship of the individuals so joined has not
been found, but (i) that the circumstances in which they
appear render it reasonable to suggest that they were so related.

land in Great Paxton in 1279 as
‘miles ’ of Domina de Balliol, and
also from Domina de Derv’goll. Wit-
nessed a deed at Ramsey in Hunting-
don, 1272-1307

Apam pEL Lovckz
Bailie of Burgh of Peebles. Rendered
account of fermels of Burgh, 1330

'
SmMON DE Lacu
DE Lock
DE LocHy
Bailie of Peebles. Rendered accounts of
Bailies of Peebles at various places
1384-1393

A
- (See Table opposite page 74)

Jouannss pE Lacu

Held land m Northgait of Peebles, 1317

Jorn Locas
Canon of Glasgow. Witness to notarial
instrument, 13-1-1368-9






tenements etcetera in Roulestone. It was endorsed ““ Carta Rogeri
Codau de Rolvestone quam fecit Johanni de Lacu.” ! At Merleberg
(Marlborough) on the 4th February 1276 a writ was sent to the
Sheriff of Hereford, Escheator, regarding Roger Codagh, who was
indicted for felony in the county of Salop and died in prison, and
had sold to John de Lacu all his land in Rolveston.2 On the
27th April 1276 an order was sent from Kennington to the Sheriff
of Hereford to cause John de Lacu to have again his seisin of all
Roger Codagh’s land in Rolveston, which John had held for over a
year.? On the 1gth October 1275 at Hereford a release was exe-
cuted by John de Lacu, son of Hugh de Lacu, to the Prioress ¢ and
Convent of Acornbury (Aconbury) of all his land and tenements in
Rolvestone, which he had * of the gift ”’ of Roger Codach and of
which he had delivered the deed of the grant to the present
grantees.> On the 6th January 1278 an order was given at the
Tower of London that, whereas John de Lacu had granted to the
Prioress and Nuns of Acornbiry all his lands in Rolveston, which
were held in chief, the King ratified his gift and gave licence for the
Prioress and Nuns to enter therein and to hold the same for ever.®

1 Catalogue of Ancient Deeds, vol. i1, B 3099.

2 Calendar of Inquisitions : Miscellaneous, vol. i, p. 10135.

3 Calendar of Close Rolls, 1272-12779, p. 280.

1 In the next chapter it will be shown that the de Lacu Family were re-
lated by marriage to, and in close touch in affairs with, the de Brus Family. It is
therefore of possible interest to find that the Nunnery was founded by Margaret,
daughter of William de Braose, Sheriff of Herefordshire, and wife of Walter de Laci,
who had a grant from King John of all the forest of Acornbiry, except Athelstan’s
Wood, that she might found therein a Nunnery, which she did to the honour of the
Holy Cross. In it, by a strange irony of fate, prayers were said for her many relatives
(including her mother Maude and her brother William de Braose) who had been the
victims of King John’s cruelty. Her daugher, Katherine, was Prioress of Acornbiry,
and was still living in 1267. (Monasticon Anglicanum, Dugdale, vol. v, p. 489.
Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1258-1266.)

5 Catalogue of Ancient Deeds, vol. ii, B 3102.

§ Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1272-1281.
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CHAPTER 1II

Appearance in Scotland about 1200—Reginald de Lacu’s lands of Penjacob in
Eduluiston—Descent of the wife of Reginald de Lacu—Death of Alan, Lord
of Galloway, in 1234, and the division of Galloway among his daughters—
Rebellion in Galloway supported by Hugh de Laci—Walter and Gillecrist de
Lacu—Dominus Willelmus de Lacu and the de Brus Family—Change of the name
of the Family from de Lacu to de Loch—Migration from Peebles to Edinburgh,

1475-1500.

HE name de Lacu first appeared in Scotland at the beginning
of the thirteenth century: Reginaldus de Lacu held the
lands of Penjacob in Eduluiston (now Eddleston, near Peebles):
Walterus de Lacu witnessed a charter granting the lands of
Lochogov near by to the Monks of Newbattle Abbey : Dominus
Willelmus de Lacu appeared on a number of occasions in con-
nection with the affairs of John le Scot, son of David, Earl of
Huntingdon and Garrioch, and of his sister, Isabella de Brus:
and Gillecrist de Lacu witnessed a perambulation of land belonging
to the Abbey of Dunfermlyn. It was far distant from the Forest
of Dean to these places, but there had been a close connection
between Gloucestershire and Herefordshire and Scotland from
very early times.

In 1093 Malcolm III, King of Scots, came to Gloucester to
meet William II, King of England, but was so disgusted by the
English King’s attitude towards him that he retired in open
hostility to Scotland, and almost immediately led the fresh in-
cursion into England which ended in his death. David I (1124-
1153) brought many Norman families to Scotland. But there
was also a more intimate and personal connection, and especially
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with the Forest of Dean, through the presence of the Avenel
Family in Eskdale and the de Brus Family in Annandale, both
bordering on Peeblesshire, where the de Lacus held land.

The Family of Avenel (the Norman French form of Abenhale)
were Foresters-in-fee in the Forest of Dean, where their Bailiwick
of the Forest lay next to that of the de Lacu Family. Robert
Avenel received from David I a charter of the lands of Tumloher
and Weidkerroc in Upper Eskdale, which he in turn granted to
the Monks of Melrose, retaining rights of forest in them. Robert
Avenel was Justiciar of Lothian, and died on the 8th March 1185
and was interred at Melrose. He had a son and heir, Gervase,
who died in 1218 and was buried at Melrose Abbey, leaving a son,
also Gervase. Roger de Avenel, son of Gervase the second,
confirmed the grants of his father and grandfather, but had a
dispute about grazing and forest rights with the Monks, which
was, however, settled on the 8th October 1225 by Alexander II
after a conference with his nobles at Listun. Roger Avenel died
in 1243, leaving an only child who married Henry de Graham of
Abercorn and Dalkeith, into whose hands the estate passed.!

Both the northern and the southern Family of de Brus were
connected with Gloucestershire and Herefordshire, and both
appeared in Scotland.

Of the northern Family : Robert de Bruce, who died before
1192, married in 1183 Isabel, the daughter of William the Lion,
King of Scots, by a daughter of Robert Avenel.2 Robert de Brus,
surnamed the Noble, married in 1209 Isabella, second daughter of
David, Earl of Huntingdon and Garrioch, younger brother of
Malcolm IV and William the Lion, and thus laid the foundation
of the royal house of Bruce: and it was this Isabella de Brus in
whose service Dominus Willelmus de Lacu appeared.? Robert
de Brus, the first Competitor, married about 1242-1244, as his

Y The History of Liddesdale, Eskdale, Ewesdale, Walchopdale and the Debateable
Lands, Armstrong, pp. 147-149.
¢ The Bruces and the Cumyns, pp. 247, 277. 8 Ibid., p. 248.
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first wife, Isabel, daughter of Gilbert de Clare, 1st Earl of Glou-
cester. Their son, Bernard de Brus, married Alicia de Clarel
This Bernard de Brus and his eldest brother, Robert de Brus,
afterwards Earl of Carrick, accompanied Edward, the King’s son,
to the Holy Land on the last Crusade in 1270, and with them went
Philip de Lacu.2 The de Brus Family were Lords of Annandale,
which they had held since 1124. Among the witnesses to their
first charter of Annandale granted by David I were Hugo and
William de Morville, and among those to the confirmation of the
charter of Annandale by William the Lion were Engelram, Bishop
of Glasgow, Richard de Morville, Uhtred son of Fergus, Gilbert
son of Fergus, Roland son of Uhtred and William of Hay, persons
closely connected with Reginald de Lacu and his lands in
Eduluiston.?

Of the southern Family : William de Braose married Bertha,
second daughter and co-heiress of Milo, Earl of Hereford, and
his grandson was Bishop of Hereford. His elder son, also
William, was Sheriff of Hereford and married Maude de St
Valerie de la Haia, and it is noteworthy that a Thomas de Haya
was a witness to one of a series of charters giving lands in Lochogov
to the Monks of Newbattle Abbey : others of the same series
were witnessed by Gaufrid de Bosco, also a name connected with
Herefordshire, and by Walter de Lacut Their daughter, Mar-
garet, married about 1199, Walter de Laci, Lord of Meath in
Ireland and one of the greatest landowners of Gloucestershire and
Herefordshire. In 1208 King John demanded hostages from his
Barons in order to secure their allegiance, in spite of an interdict
and his threatened excommunication. William de Braose is said ®
to have refused to give his sons as hostages, and for this, or some
other reason, hic fell into suspicion with King John, and was
summoned to Court. He refused to obey the summons, and with

Y The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. ii, p. 431.

2 The Bruces and the Cumyns, p. 255. Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1266-1272.
8 The Bruces and the Cumyns, pp. 242, 246.

4 See page 39.

> Early Sources of Scottish History, Anderson, vol. ii, p. 384.
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his wife, Maude, and two of his sons, William and Reginald, fled
to Ireland, where he was harboured by Walter and Hugh de Laci.
They promised to give him up to the King, but did not do so.
William de Braose received safe conduct to the King and left his
Family in Ireland : instead, however, of going to the King, he
proceeded to raise a revolt as soon as he arrived in his Sheriffdom
of Hereford, and later went to Wales and was finally outlawed.
In 1210 King John went to Ireland, and Maude de Braose and her
sons, William and Reginald, fled with Hugh de Laci to the Isle
of Man,! and thence to Galloway, where Maude and her son

William were taken, and were afterwards starved to death by order
of King John, who :(—

“ Put Maude de Braose and William her son in prison, in the
Castle of Corfe, and had put beside them a sheaf of oats and one
raw [flitch of]| bacon; more food he never allowed to be put in.” 2

In 1212 Alan, Lord or King 3 of Galloway, led 1000 men to the
help of King John on the Welsh marches,* where he would again
have come into contact with the southern de Braose (de Brus)
Family and also perhaps with the de Lacu Family, whose land
was in ¢ Herefordshire in Wallia.’

After his flight from Ireland, Hugh de Laci escaped through
Galloway into Scotland and thence to France, and later, in 1229,
his daughter Rohais married Alan, Lord of Galloway,> a near
kinsman of the wife of Reginald de Lacu. Margaret (Maude) de
Braose, wife of Walter de Laci, had had a grant from King John
of all the forest of Acornbiry (in Herefordshire), except Athelstan’s
Wood, that she might found therein a Nunnery, which she did,
about three miles south of Hereford, to the honour of the Holy
Cross. In it, by a strange irony of fate, prayers were said for her
many relatives who had been the victims of King John’s cruelty.

* Early Sources of Scottish History, Anderson, vol. i1, pp. 383-384.

2 Histoire des Ducs de Normandie, pp. 112-114.

3 Alan was the last of the Lords of Galloway to be chronicled in contemporary
records as ‘ King.” (The Hereditary Sheriffs of Galloway, vol. i, p. 80.)

4 The Hereditary Sheriffs of Galloway, vol. i, p. 76.

> Chronicle of Lanercost.
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Her daughter, Katherine, was Prioress of Acornbiry and was still
living in 1267, and it was to the Prioress and Nuns of this Nunnery
that John de Lacu granted his lands in Rolvestone in about 1276.

In or before the year 1189 2 Adam, the son of Edulf, granted
to his son Constantine a charter 3 of the lands of Penjacob in
Eduluiston (Eddleston near Peebles), and beneath the charter
were two later notes stating that Constantine had resigned the
lands to the Bishop of Glasgow, and that Reginaldus de Lacu held
the charter in right of his wife, the daughter of Constantine. A
contemporary copy of this document (see the illustration opposite)
is preserved in the Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis* Con-
stantine’s resignation took place in 1233 or 1234, when the
conflict over Eduluiston between the Bishopric of Glasgow and
the de Moreville Family came to an end, and the whole document
was no doubt copied at that time into the Register in which both
charter and notes appear in the same handwriting.

The wife of Reginald de Lacu was the daughter of Constantine,
the son of Adam, the son of Edulf. Edulf is known to have been
the son of Uhtred,’ and there is strong evidence that he was that
Uhtred who was a son and the successor of Fergus, the first
historicai Lord or King of Galloway.

1 Monasticon Anglicanum,Dugdale, vol. v, p. 489. Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1258-66.
2 One of the witnesses to the charter was Richard de Moreville, who died in 1189.
% Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, Maitland Club, vol. i, pp. 142, 143.

4 At Blairs College. This contemporary copy of the charter has been repro-

duced in this History by the kind permission of the Right Reverend the Lord Bishop
of Aberdeen.

5 The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. iii, p. 87.

¢ Fergus is usually called the Celtic Lord of Galloway, but in The Lands
and their Owners in Galloway it is argued with some force that he was actually
a Norse overlord who had won his position by force of arms. Be that as it may,
Fergus and his descendants were described as ¢ Kings,” and the dealings of Fergus’
grandson, Alan, with the King of Scots and King of England were those rather of
an ally than of a subject. Fergus married the Lady Elizabeth, a natural daughter of
Henry I, and her sister Sibilla (also a natural daughter) becoming Alexander’s Queen
placed Fergus in the position of brother-in-law to the King of Scots. Such alliances
were not regarded as dishonourable in those days. Elizabeth was known to the people
of Galloway as ¢ Ealasaidh,” meaning ‘ Breasted like a Swan.” (The Hereditary Sheriffs
of Galloway, Agnew, vol. 1, pp. 42, 74, 8o ; vol. i, p. 410.)
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CONTEMPORARY COPY OF A CHARTER OF ADAM, SON OF EDULF,
OF THE LANDS OF PENJACOB, HELD BY REGINALD DE LACU
PRIOR TO 1234

Reproduced by kind permission of the Right Reverend the Lord Bishop
of Aberdeen from the original Register of the Bishopric of Glasgow, now
at Blairs College.
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Uhtred, Lord of Galloway, had four sons,! Lochlan, Roland,
one whose name i1s not known, and Fergus. Little is known of
the third son, but it seems that he fell on the 30th September 1183
in a battle between his brother, Roland, and Gillecoluim, a pro-
minent marauder who was defeated and slain.?

Edulf, the son of Uhtred, probably died before 1189, as in or
before that year his son, Adam, gave the charter ® mentioned
above of the lands of Penjacob to his son, Constantine, and the
charter was witnessed by Richard de Moreville, High Constable
of Scotland, who died in 11894 'The unnamed son of
Uhtred, Lord of Galloway, and Edulf, son of Uhtred, were
therefore contemporaries, and were probably, for the reasons
given below, one and the same person.

The evidence in support of their being one and the same
person depends on the close relationship between the Families of
de Moreville, High Constables of Scotland, of the Lords of
Galloway, and of de Brus of Annandale; on the way in which
the lands of Eduluiston were portioned out; and on the internal
evidence afforded by a number of charters. A reference to the
genealogical table® will make the position clearer, and it is well to
bear in mind that in the year 1200 the whole population of Scotland
was probably less than 200,000, and that the governing families
were few in number, so that any coincidence in the names of
persons, or in the places where they appeared, was of greater
significance than it would be to-day.

It will be seen that Roland, the second son of Uhtred, Lord
of Galloway, and afterwards himself Lord of Galloway, married
Elena de Moreville, who was the daughter of Richard de More-
ville, the sister of William de Moreville, and the heiress of both.
Through her he acquired in 1196 the extensive estates of the de

1 The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. iv, p. 138. There may also have been
another, probably younger, son, Thomas. (Early Sources of Scottish History,
Anderson, pp. 393, 395, 396, 447.)

2 Fordun a Goodall, vol. i, p. 491. Chronicle of Melrose, pp. 93, 94.

3 Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, vol. 1, pp. 142, 143.

* Chronicle of Melrose, p. 97. 5 Opposite p. 42.
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Morevilles, and also, on a payment of 700 marks of silver to the
Exchequer, the office of High Constable.! His son, Alan, married
in 1209, as his first wife, Margaret, daughter of David, Earl of
Huntingdon and Garrioch, and sister of John le Scot, Earl of
Chester, and of Isabella, who married Robert de Brus. Alan
married about 1229, as his third wife, Rohais, niece of Walter de
Laci and Margaret de Braose.

To turn to the lands of Eduluiston—the lands of Gillemore-
stun (which, among others, Richard de Moreville had, as will be
seen later, wrongfully withheld from the See of Glasgow) were
eranted to Edulf, Uhtred’s son, by Richard de Moreville, and the
name of the lands was changed to Edulfstun (Eduluiston, now
Eddleston).? 'The grant was confirmed by William de Moreville.?
It would be natural for him to make a grant of them to Edulf,
Uhtred’s son,* if he (Edulf) were the brother-in-law of his daughter
Elena ; the more so, as Uhtred, Lord of Galloway, held, or had
held, land in the vicinity, for he granted some land in Troqueer
to the hospital of St Peter of York between 1158 and 1164.° The
fact that the name of the lands of Gillemorestun was changed to
Edulfstun after Edulf, Uhtred’s son, argues that Edulf was a man
of some importance. If, having regard to the de Morville-
Galloway connection, his father was not the Uhtred who was
Lord of Galloway and father-in-law of Elena, it seems probable
that something would have appeared in the charter to identify
the Uhtred. Roland, Lord of Galloway (husband of Elena de
Moreville) was usually described in charters as “ Roland, Uhtred’s

son,”’ ¢ and Edulf is described in his charter of Eduluiston as
““ Edulf, Uhtred’s son.” 7

1 The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. iv, p. 139.

* Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, vol. i, pp. 142, 143, and several connected
quit claims,

8 The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. iii, p. 87.

¢ Early Scottish Charters, Lawrie, pp. 302-303.

> Bain’s Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland, vol. ii, No. 1606 (6) ;
Registrum de Wetherall, No. 94, note.

6 The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. iv, p. 138. ? Ibid., vol. iii, p. 87.
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Further evidence of a relationship between Edulf, Adam and
Constantine and the Lords of Galloway is afforded by a series of
charters, one of which was witnessed by Walterus de Lacu,
granting land in Lochogov (which was adjacent to Penjacob) to
the Monks of the Abbey of Newbattle.! The dates are uncertain,
but the first two charters must have been granted in or prior to
1189, as they are witnessed by Richard de Moreville, who died in
that year,? and the third and eighth in or prior to 1231, as Thomas
of Galweth, Earl of Athole, died in 1231.2

The following is a brief summary of the charters :—

(1) Charter by Adam, son of Edulf, granting land in Lochogov
to the Monks of the Abbey of Newbattle for the souls of
Lord Alan of Galweth, Thomas his (Alan’s) brother, Earl
of Athole, Lord Roland his father and Lady Elena his
mother, and for the souls of their ancestors and suc-
cessors : and for his own (Adam’s) soul and for the souls
of his ancestors and successors.

The witnesses were ‘ Ricardo Vuyeth. Rad(ulpho)
de v(er)mell(e). Milone Cornet. Ricardo de More-
vill(e). Consta(n)tino filio meo (e)t aliis.”

(ii) Charter by Constantine, son of Adam, son of Edulf,
confirming to the Monks of the Abbey of Newbattle
the above grant of land in Lochogov by Adam, son of
Edulf.

The witnesses were “ Ricardo Ouyeth. Rad(ulpho)
de Vermell(e) Ric(ardo) de Morewill(e). Consta(n)tino
filio meo. Dunecano f(rat)re meo. Hugone p(ar)sona
f(rat)re meo. Pet(r)o de Wyttigham.”

(iii) Charter by Thomas of Galweth, Earl of Athole, con-
firming the above grant of Adam, son of Edulf, to the
Monks of the Abbey of Newbattle.

v Chartulary of Neubotle, Nos. 25-33. The position of the lands of Lochogov
is clear from the names of the places mentioned in the charters. Mount Lothian,
Kingside, the Loch Burn and the River Esk (possibly others also) exist at the present
time (1932), and Scatbrig and Hyrdlau may well be Scarcerig and Harelaw. This
area is just north of that of the lands of Eduluiston.

& Early Sources of Scottish History, Anderson, vol. ii, p. 321.

8 Chronicle of Melrose. Early Sources of Scottish History, Anderson, vol. ii,

P. 492.
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The witnesses were ‘‘ d(omi)no abbe et quetu de
kylwynyn. Waltero Clapham. Gaufrido de Bosco (e)t
alis.”

(1v) Charter by Adam, son of Edulf, granting another piece
of land in Lochogov to the Monks of the Abbey of
Newbattle.

The witnesses were “ Joh(ann)e Marescallo. Dauid
f(rat)re ei(us). Ricardo Vuyet. Gaufrido de bosco.!
Dunecano fratre meo et aliis.”

(v) Charter by Constantine, son of Adam, son of Edulf,
granting to the Monks of the Abbey of Newbattle land
in Lochogov.

The witnesses were ‘“ d(omi)no Rogero de Quency.?
Ada filio Edulfi p(at)re meo. Radulpho Masculo.
Yuone Coco et multis aliis.”

(vi) Charter by Adam, son of Edulf, confirming to the Monks
of the Abbey of Newbattle the above grant of land in
Lochogov made by Constantine, his son.

The witnesses were ‘“ d(omi)no Rog(er)o de Quency.
Dauid Marescallo. et Ricardo f(rat)re eiuf et multis
aliis.”

(vi1) Charter by Radulphus Masculus, Dominus de Lochogov,
granting land in Lochogov to the Monks of the Abbey
of Newbattle for his soul and those of his ancestors and
SUCCESSOrS.

The witnesses were “ Ricardo Vuyeth. Tho(m)a
de Haya. Adam filio Edulfi. Ricardo p(ar)sona de
Cultre. Ricardo de Dodynston. Joh(ann)e de Golyn
(e)t multis alits.” |

! The de Boscos, Lords of Ogilface, seem to have given free passage through
their land to the Monks of Newbattle. (Chartulary of Neubotle, p. xxxvii.) A
de Bosco Family were well known in Gloucestershire nicar the Forest of Dene, where
the de Lacu Bailiwick was situated. (Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire
Archaeological Society, Maclean, 1885-1886, vol. x, p. 295.)

2 Sir Roger de Quincy, Earl of Winchester, married Helen, daughter of Alan,
Lord of Galloway. Sir Roger’s brother, Robert, married Hawisia of Chester, who
acquired the Earldom of Lincoln, and their daughter, Margaret, married firstly
John de Lacy, Constable of Chester, whc became in her right Earl of Lincoln,
and secondly Walter Marshall, Earl of Pembroke. Sir Roger de Quincy was with
the army of King Alexander which defeated the rebellion of Hugh de Lacy in
1236, no doubt in defence of his wife’s heirship in Galloway (FEarly Sources of
Scottish History, Anderson, vol. ii, pp. 488, 494.)
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THE LANDS OF PENJACOB IN EDULUiISTON

This view is from a photograph by Drummond Young looking west
and south-west from the Looch Hill, which stands to the east of Portmore
Loch. Cowieslinn can be seen across the Loch,and the lands of Penjacob
extended some two and a half miles south of it.












(viii) Charter by Thomas de Galweth, Earl of Athole, con-
firming to the Monks of the Abbey of Newbattle the

land in Lochogov granted to them by the above charter
of Radulphus Masculus.

The witnesses were “° Ada(m) filio Edulphi. Gaufrido
debosco. Rog(er)oLoreng.! Hugone Malherb(e)etaliis.”
(ix) Charter by Thomas Masculus, Dominus de Louchogov,
confirming to the Monks of Newbattle the above grant
of land in Lochogov by Radulphus Masculus.
The witnesses were “ Will(elm)o de S(anct)o Claro.
Ricardo Owyet militibus. Will(elm)o de Ramesay.2
Waltero de lacu. Rogero Marescallo et aliis.”

The tenour of the charter by Adam, son of Edulf, by which he
granted land in Lochogov for the souls of Alan, Lord of Galloway,
and his immediate Family, and then coupled with them himself
and his ancestors and successors, leaves little or no doubt that they
were close relatives : and the succeeding charters tend to confirm
this. Moreover, when the lands of Eduluiston were given up to
the See of Glasgow, resignations were taken not only from Elena,
daughter of Alan, Lord of Galloway, and her husband Roger de
Quincy, but from John de Balliol and William of Forth (son of, and
himself afterwards, Earl of Albemarle), who had married Alan of
Galloway’s daughters, Christina and Devorgilla : that is to say,
from all the leading members of the Family of the Lords of
Galloway.? If anyone other than a member of this Family had
had a claim to the lands, it seems probable that a separate resigna-
tion would have been taken from him.

In all the circumstances, it seems justifiable to claim that
Edulf, after whom Eduluiston was named, was the third son of

Uhtred, Lord of Galloway.

1 Philip de Keth, Marischal, is said to have married Eda, daughter and heiress
of Hugh Lorens. (The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. vi, p. 28.)

2 Simon de Ramsay witnessed the charter whereby William de Moreville,
Constable of Scotland, confirmed the lands of Gillemorestun to Edulf, the son of
Uhtred, between 1189 and 1196. Between 1189 and 1199 William de Ramsay
witnessed a charter by William the Lion to the Church of Coldingham and another
to the Abbey of Holyrood House. (The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. iii, p. 87.)

3 Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis.

39



Uhtred, Lord of Galloway, married Gunnild, who was de-
scended from Crinan the Thane, of the kin of St Columba, and
his wife Bethoc, heiress of Malcolm II and sixth in descent from
Kenneth MacAlpin, who ruled over the Scots and Picts from 844
to 860 and was himself partly Pictish. Through her great-
grandmother, Ealdgith, Gunnild was connected with Waltheof,
Earl of Northumbria, and with Aethelred II of England.
Reginald’s wife was thus, so far as can be traced, connected by
blood with both the ancient Scoto-Pictish and Saxon dynasties.!

The land in Eduluiston which was held by Reginald de Lacu
can be described with some certainty, as the charter? granted
by Adam, son of Edulf, to his son, Constantine, showed the
boundaries :—

‘“ Know all, present and future, that I, Adam, son of Edulf,
have given and granted, and by this my present charter have
confirmed to Constantine, my son, for his homage and service
a certain part of my land in the territory of Eduluiston, which
was sometime called Penjacob, that part, viz., which extends
from the head of Aldenisslauer towards the south, by the high
road along to the cross which stands in the high road, and so
ascending crosswise to the ridge of Erhacleth as the stones
placed for marches testify ; and so descending towards the west
to the Harecarneburne and as the Harecarneburne descends and
falls into the Water of Peblis, and thence ascending by that
Water to the hass (ravine) of Aldenisslauer and all Harecarflat ;
with one acre of land which is between it and the highroad ;
and with the meadow next adjacent on to the Kingisford ; . . .”

Aldenisslauer is translated as the steep or head of the loud
sounding waterfall, and the only waterfall in the vicinity is Cowies-
linn. Harcarn may mean Whauplaw or Whauphill, and Cloich

Y Scotland, Mackie, p. 46. Early Sources of Scottish History, Anderson, vol. ii,
PP- 39-42, 467.

2 Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, vol. i, pp. 142, 143. A History of Peebles-
shire, Buchan, vol. ii, pp. 448, 449. Translations only have been given of this and
following charters.
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Hill is known locally as Whaup Hill. Whitlaw Burn is probably
a corruption of Whauplaw Burn, and flows through Darnhall
into the Eddleston Water (formerly known as the Water of Peebles).
The land held by Reginald would, therefore, have included part
of Cowieslinn Farm, Shiplaw, Shiphorns, Darnhall Mains and
part of Darnhall and Portmore. Harcarflat is the haugh lying to
the east of the Eddleston Water, and may be identified with
Harcus, a farm of which it forms part. The whole area was
roughly seven square miles.

At some date in or prior to 1234 the de Lacus had to give back
this valuable property to the See of Glasgow, and the circumstances
in which they acquired and lost the land are related below.

The story ! began in 1170 when Richard de Moreville (High
Constable of Scotland under William the Lion) received from
Engelram, Bishop of Glasgow, a charter of the lands of Penjacob
(or as they had by then become known, Gillemorestun), which ran
as follows :—

“ Know all, future as well as present, that I, Richard of
Moreville, Constable of the King of Scotland, have received in
farm from Engelram, Bishop of Glasgow, his land of Gille-
moreston with its pertinents, excepting the church ; to be held
of the Church of Glasgow, by me and my heirs and assignees
from the feast of Pentecost in the year of our Lord 1170 for
fifteen years complete : and I have given to the said lord bishop
Engelram three hundred merks beforehand. And the said
bishop shall warrant me in the said lands during the foresaid
term, according as his charter bears. And I have promised by
oath taken at the altar upon the evangel of God, for me and my
successors, that at the expiry of the foresaid term the whole
foresaid land, which of old was calied Penjacob, shall be fully
restored to the said lord bishop or his successor, without any
contradiction or retention.”

Once entered upon his lease, however, Richard de Moreville
assumed the powers of an owner and gave a grant of the land to
Edulf, Uhtred’s son, in return for the feudal service of one Knight.

1 A4 History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, vol. ii, p. 444.
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Edulf’s charter ran as follows :—

““ Richard de Moreville, Constable of the King of Scotland,
to all his friends and good men, as well future as present, greet-
ing : Know ye that I have given, and by this my charter con-
firmed to Edulf, son of Uhtred, Gillemuriston, which of old
was called Penjacob ; to hold of me and my heirs, to him and
his heirs by its right marches in fee and heritage, in monastery and
mill, and in all liberties thereto pertaining, as freely and quietly

as any Knight most freely and quietly holds his fief of me ; for
the service of one Knight.”

Edulf was dead by 1185 and was succeeded by his son, Adam,
and he in turn by his son, Constantine, whose daughter married
Reginald de Lacu. But by this time the Bishop of Glasgow was
William de Bondington, who was a man of greater force of char-
acter than his predecessors and who, in addition, knew the lands
in question, as he had been at one time rector of Eddleston. He
brought the terrors of the Holy Church to bear on all those con-
cerned in the withholding of the land belonging to the See of

Glasgow, and in spite of the brave ending of the charter of Adam,
son of Edulf, to Constantine—

“1 and my heirs shall warrant the whole land with its
marches and pertinents and easements to the said Constantine
and his heirs against all men ”

—the lands had to be relinquished and a number of quit-claims,
executed in or prior to 1234 by Elena of Galloway, granddaughter
of Elena de Moreville (heiress of Richard de Moreville and married
to Roland, Lord of Galloway), and others, bore witness to the
energy and thoroughness with which the Bishop of Glasgow
vindicated the claim of his See. It seems probable that Reginald
de Lacu had died before these quit-claims were executed, as other-
wise he would no doubt have been called upon either to execute
a similar quit-claim himself or at least to have witnessed one of
them. Dominus Willelmus de Lacu, of whom hereafter (see
page 47), may have been his heir, but the fact that he was a
witness about this time to a charter by John, Earl of Chester, to
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the Monks of Lindores,! suggests that he may have been absent
from the neighbourhood when the quit-claims were executed.

In 1234 an event took place which had a profound effect on
the de Lacu Family, for in that year Alan, Roland’s son, the last
of the ancient Lords of Galloway and Constable of Scotland, died
and was buried at Dundrennan.? Alan had married Margaret,
the eldest daughter of David, Earl of Huntingdon and Garrioch
and brother of William the Lion, by whom he had as his heirs
three daughters, Helen, Devorgilla and Christiana. He also left
a natural son, Thomas, who had married during his father’s life-
time a daughter of Reginald, King of Man. Alan’s three daughters
were themselves half Norman,and in turn were married to Normans
—Helen (Elena) to Roger de Quincy, Earl of Winchester : Devor-
gilla to John de Balliol : and Christiana to William de Fortibus,
eldest son of, and afterwards himself, the Earl of Albemarle.

In the absence of a legitimate heir male, Alexander II, King
of Scots, divided Galloway among the three daughters of Alan,
and his decision had the effect not only of cutting Galloway into
three divisions but of placing the rule of the country in Norman
hands. This was an inevitable development of the extension of
Norman power in Scotland which had begun in the reign of
David I, but was, naturally, regarded by the Galwegians with the
utmost horror. Rebellion ensued in favour of Alan’s natural son,
Thomas, and the Galwegians even laid waste with sword and fire
some of the King’s land. In 1235 the King entered Galloway
and put down the rebellion, but * with his accustomed piety
granted peace to all who came to him. Thomas, however, fled
to Ireland, where he obtained the support of Hugh de Laci, Earl
of Ulster, and it is but one of the curiosities so often to be found
in history that a rebellion, which was in fact the last protest of
Celtic Galloway against Norman dominion, should have been

1 Lindores Abbey and its Burgh of Newburgh, Alexander Laing, 1876.
2 Chronicle of Melrose, p. 144. 'The death of Alan may well have affected the
issue of the struggle over the lands in Eduluiston.
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supported by a Norman. The expedition burnt their ships so
that there might be no possibility of flight, and it is curious to
learn that they started with a sorcery :—

“And that, in attempting this, they might more surely
attain to their desire, they made an unheard of covenant, invent-
ing a kind of sorcery, in accord nevertheless with a certain
abominable custom of their ancient forefathers. For all these
barbarians, their leaders and magistrates, shed blood from the
precordial vein into a large vessel by blood-letting ; and more-
over stirred and mixed the blood after it was drawn ; and after-
wards they offered it, mixed, to one another in turn, and drank
it as a sign that they were thenceforth bound in a hitherto in-
dissoluble and as it were consanguinial covenant, and united in
good fortune and ill even to the sacrifice of their lives.” !

It would be interesting to know if this was a simple exchange
of blood as a bond, or whether it was part of some ancient ritual.
Be that as it may, the rebellion was unsuccessful and Hugh de
Laci withdrew to Ireland.

It is improbable that either Reginald, if still alive, or Dominus
Willelmus de Lacu took part in the rebellion. In the first place,
the sympathies of Reginald’s wife would probably have lain with
the legitimate daughters of Alan, though she may have regretted
the passing of a united and almost independent Galloway. In the
second place, the de Lacus must have recognised that any attempt
to save Galloway was foredoomed to failure, and they would have
appreciated that any action on their part must inevitably have
resulted in the loss of any property which they had. And they
owed no bond of loyalty to Thomas, which might have outweighed
discretion.

The de Lacus found themselves faced with the situation that
the Family of the Lords of Galloway, into which Reginald de
Lacu had married, had come to an end and that their territory
had been divided up : that at the same time the de Laci Family,
who were connected by marriage with the southern de Braose

1 Matthew Paris, Chronica Majora, vol. 11, pp. 264-266. Scottish Annals from
English Chroniclers, Anderson, p. 34.
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Family and were among the most powerful landowners in Here-
fordshire and Gloucestershire, had withdrawn to Ireland :! and
finally that Isabella de Brus and her husband, friends of Dominus
Willelmus de Lacu, resided far away at Hatfield in Essex, where
he was known as the ‘ Lord of Annandale, of Writtle and Hat-
field.’2 They had had to relinquish the extensive lands of
Penjacob, but it seems probable that they still held land in the
neighbourhood, for Dominus Willelmus de Lacu was designated
“ Dominus ’ 2 after the loss of Penjacob, and at a later date, between
1260 and 1268, a Reginald de Lacu, of whom hereafter (see page 53),
was of sufficient importance to be called upon to witness the quit-
claim by which the last of the land taken by the de Morevilles
was restored to the See of Glasgow. There are considerations
which suggest that Reginald de Lacu’s wife may have brought to
her husband more extensive property than the ill-fated lands of
Penjacob, for it is known that the Lords of Galloway held land in
the vicinity of Peebles, as, between 1158 and 1164, Uhtred, Lord
of Galloway and great-grandfather of Constantine, granted land
in Troqueer to the Hospital of St Peter of York ¢ and the de
Morville Family held land on the Gala Water ® and elsewhere in
the vicinity. The lands of Eduluiston (including Penjacob) had
been granted to her branch of the Galloway Family by Richard
and William de Moreville, and it is improbable that a branch of
the Family who were next heirs to the ruling line, would have
been without considerable property of their own. She had been
given land in the shape of Penjacob, and may well have inherited
further land ; and it would not have been unnatural for her also
to have received property in the Burgh of Peebles, which was the
chief place in that area and was frequently visited by the Court.

1 In 1241 Walter de Laci, Earl of Meath, died, and in 1242 his brother, Hugh
de Laci, Earl of Ulster, died : and the powerful de Laci Family disappeared.

2 The Bruces and the Cumyns, p. 249.

® See page 52.

i Bain’s Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland, vol. ii, No. 1606 (6).
Registrum de Wetherall, No. 94, note.

5 The Bruces and the Cumyns, p. 518.
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But in any case, from the fact that Reginald de Lacu had married
a girl of such consequence, it is reasonable to infer that he himself
was a man of substance. No other record of him has been dis-
covered, but it is possible that the following information may
afford an indication of one place where he may have heid land.
It has been seen that Walter de Lacu witnessed a grant of the lands
of Lochogov to the Monks of Newbattle Abbey, and a reference to
the map ! will show that the lands of Lochogov adjoin and lie to
the north of those of Eduluiston, and that the lands now known
as Carlops lie near to the west of Lochogov. In Origines Parochi-
ales Scotiae it is stated that :—

““ On the lands of Carlops is a deep and narrow glen, which
seems to have been fortified of old, and to have been a pass of
importance. It would appear to be the ‘ Karlynglippis ’ spoken
of by Andrew of Wyntoun and John of Fordun, as one of the
marches of the territory conceded to the English Sovereign by
King Edward Balliol 2 in the year 3 1346.”

‘ Karlynglippis * may have been limited to the pass mentioned in
Origines Parochiales Scotiae, or it may have included a larger area,
as 1t 1s also said ¢ that the estate of Carlops was noticed under
this name in the old records. In 1548 half certainly, if not the
whole, of the ““ lands of Carlinlippis in the sheriffdom of Peebles ”
were in the hands (as an hereditary possession) of the Loch
Family ; > and these lands may well have been a last remnant of
their possessions in ancient times in that part of Peeblesshire.b

1 See page 462.

2 The claim of the Balliol Family to the Crown of Scotland was based on the
marriage of John de Balliol with Devorgilla, daughter of Alan, Lord of Galloway,
and Margaret, eldest daughter of David, Earl of Huntingdon and Garrioch, the
brother of William the Lion.

3 The year seems to have been misstated, and should be 1334.

4 The History of Peeblesshire, William Chambers, p. 467.

5 A. Guthrie’s Protocol Book (see pages 85, 88, 91).

® In 1425-1426 the Lords Auditors admitted as correct a claim by David Menhyes
of Bogry to have possessed the lands of Karlinlippis for twelve years as the vassal
of Sir James Douglas, Lord of Dalkeith, but owing to thc vagueness of the area

known as Karlinlippis, this admission does not rule out the ownership mentioned
above.
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Among the charters granting land in Lochogov to the Monks
of Newbattle Abbey, which have been quoted above, was one!

witnessed at some time prior to 1230 by Walterus de Lacu,? in
which Thomas Masculus confirmed a grant by Radulphus
Masculus. Lochogov lay adjacent to and just to the north of
Penjacob, and the majority of the charters were granted by
Adam, son of Edulf, his son Constantine and Thomas of
Galweth, Earl of Athole, which suggests a close connection
between Reginald de Lacu and Walter de Lacu. It is impossible

to say what their relationship was, but they may have been father
and son.

In 1231 Gillecrist de Lacu 2 was present at a perambulation 4
of the boundary of the lands of Dunduf ° between the lands of the
Abbot of Dunfermline and those of David Doorwood.®

Between 1232 and the 5th June 1237 Dominus Willelmus de

1 Chartulary of Neuboite, No. 33. A History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, vol. ii,
p. 446 (see page 39).

2 Prior to March 1244 a Walter de Lacu held land at Ixning in Suffolk, for on
the 24th March 1244 a grant was made, during the King’s pleasure, of the land,
late of Walter de Lacu in Ixning, to Hugh Gifford for his maintenance in the King’s
service. (Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1232-1247.)

3 This is the only occurrence of a de Lacu bearing a Gaelic name, except for
Dunecan de Lacu, who appeared in England in 1208 (see page 13).

4 Registrum de Dunfermlyn, vol. iii. In his History of Scotland (1873-1877
edition, vol. i, p. 264) Fraser-Tytler mentions a Philip de Loch. In the original
the name is clearly an abbreviation of Philip de Lochor, and this is confirmed by
mention of the latter in other charters in the Registrum de Dunfermlyn. Another
witness to the perambulation was Walter de Logni, and it is just possible that this
may have been a corruption of Walter de Lacu.

5 About three miles north of Dunfermline.

¢ It is interesting to note that Thomas of Galweth, brother of Alan, Lord of
Galloway, became Earl of Athole by his marriage with Isabella, Countess of Athole,
daughter of Earl Henry, son of Earl Malcolm, Matad’s son. (Early Sources of Scottish
History, Anderson, vol. ii, p. 478.) After his death in 1231 she married before the
oth January 1234 Alan, the Doorward, Justiciar of Scotland. Earlier a sister of Earl
Henry (named perhaps Cristina or Margaret) had married Thomas of Lundin, the
Doorward, who seems to have been closely related to Alan, the Doorward. (The Scots
Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. i, p. 418.) The de Lacu connection by marriage with Alan,
Lord of Galloway, might account for the presence of a de Lacu at this perambulation.

47



Lacu ! witnessed a charter by John, Earl of Chester, to the Monks
of Lindores which ran :—

“ He gives, grants, and confirms to the monks of Lundors,
for the weal of the soul of himself, his father and mother, and
of all his ancestors and successors, one toft in the vill of Inver-
bervyn, that, namely, which belong to Utting Cachepol, near
the Castle on the south side, in exchange for the toft which
Earl David, his father, had given them ; and one toft in the vill
of Inveruri for the use of the church of the same vill and of the
chaplains there serving. . . . To be held of the earl and his
heirs, with all pertinents, liberties, and easements, in frank-

almoign.”
It was sealed by Earl John and witnessed :—

“ Hiis testibus, dominis Henrice de Strivelyn, Simon de
Carentull, Wilelmo de Lacu, Walone de Burg, Girardo de
Lindesey, Ada de Audideleger, Nicholao de Inuerpephin,
Roberto de Wrth clerico, et aliis.”” 2

Dominus Willelmus de Lacu was a close friend of Robert de
Brus and his wife, Isabella, daughter of David, Earl of Huntingdon
and Garrioch, brother of William the Lion, as he constantly

! In Foedera Conventiones, Liiterae, et cujuscunque Generis Acta Publica inter
Reges Angliae et alios quosvis Imperatores, Reges, Pontifices, Principes vel Communitates
(1816 edition, vol. i, part 1, pp. 233-234) it is stated that W ... de Lacu was one
of the witnesses to the Agreement at York on the 25th September 1237 between
Alexander II of Scotland and Henry III of England. By this treaty the century-
old claim of the Scots to Northumbria, as the patrimony of Waltheof, Earl of
Northumbria, was renounced in return for lands in the northern counties of England
worth £200 yearly, and certain other matters outstanding between the two Kingdoms
were settled. (History of Scotland, Lang, vol. i, p. 120.) The Scottish claim to the
northern counties of England was based on the marriage of David, brother of
Alexander I of Scotland, to Matilda, daughter of Countess Judith (niece of William
the Conqueror) and Waltheof, Earl of Northumbria, and it would have been curious
if W ... de Lacu had signed this Treaty shortly after Reginald de Lacu had married
a girl who was a descendant of Waltheof. An examination of the Patent Roll (Public
Record Office, London) on which Rymer based his reproduction of the Treaty gives
clearly “ W. de Lanc(astria).” It is of course possible that Rymer may have
corrected the Patent Roll from some other source of information, but it seems more
likely that the change was due to a careless error of transcription.

2 Lindores Abbey and its Burgh of Newburgh, Alexander Laing, 1876.
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appeared in matters connected with Isabella de Brus both in
Scotland and England.

In 1237 he was attorney for Isabella de Brus at Wudestok,! and
on the 10-14th July 1237 was attorney (with Saer de Wulaneston)
for Isabella de Brus to seek and receive her share of the Earl of
Chester’s lands.?

In 1186 3 the Honour of Huntingdon  had been granted by
William the Lion to his brother David, who died in 1219 and was
succeeded by his son, John le Scot, a minor. During his minority
the custody of the Honour was given to the King of Scots, who
granted it to Ranulph, Earl of Chester, uncle of the heir. John
probably came of age in 1227, when he did homage and had sasine
of his lands. He succeeded his uncle in the Earldom of Chester
about December 1232, and died without issue in 1237. Among
his heirs were the two daughters of his eldest sister, Margaret,
wife of Alan of Galloway (who was connected by marriage with
Reginald de Lacu), and two younger sisters, one of whom was the
aforementioned Isabella, wife of Robert de Brus, who thus suc-
ceeded to a portion of the Honour. The mission with which Sir
William de Lacu was charged was a delicate and important one,
for on the death of John le Scot, Henry III had seized the Earldom
of Chester, declaring it to be too great an inheritance to be held
by women, and had also seized the Earldom of Huntingdon.
Henry III granted to Isabella the manors of Hatfield and Writtle
in Essex and half the Hundred of Harlow, stating them to be a
reasonable exchange for her share in the Earldom of Chester. She
also had Connington in Huntingdon and Exton in Rutland, besides
the Lordship of Garrioch with Kildrummie Castle in Scotland.® It

speaks well for Sir William de Lacu’s devotion to her service and for

1 Calendar of Close Rolls, 1234-1237.

2 Bain’s Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland, vol. i. No. 1342.

8 The Lands of the Scottish Kings in England, Moore, pp. 10, 11, 31.

4 It is worth noting that among those who held manors in the Honour of
Huntingdon were the de Morvilles, and through them, Roland and Alan, Lords of

Galloway: and also the de Quincy Family. (The Lands of the Scottish Kings in
England, Moore.)

8 The Bruces and the Cumyns, pp. 248, 249.
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his diplomatic skill that she should have received so considerable
a portion : and it seems likely that she rewarded his efforts with
a grant of land in the Honour of Huntingdon, as in certain pro-
ceedings—Argentein versus the Abbot of Ramsey and others—the
recognitors summoned to Huntingdon on the Saturday after
Michaelmas 1242 were headed by William de Lacu! Between
1238 and 1243 he was a witness to a release by Isabella, daughter
of William Ruffus and Nicholae de Hemmingeford, to the Abbot
and Convent of Ramsey of her right to the rents of a pair of scarlet
hose, two pounds of pepper, two pounds of onions, two pounds of
cumin, and one thousand eels on account of a tenement that
belonged to her parents in Hemmingeforde ; and of her claim to
underwood in the wood of St Ives.?

In about 1279 William, the son and heir of Gilbert de Lacu
and possibly a grandson of the earlier William, held land 2 in the
Honour of Huntingdon next to some property of Dominus
Bernardus de Brus of Connington and Exton, the grandson of
Isabella, while William son of Gilbert de Lay appeared also in
Great Paxton (also in the Honour), as holding land there and as
““Miles ”’ of Domina de Balliol# He also in 1279 held land in
Great Paxton from Domina de Derv’goll (Devorgilla),5 and in the
reign of Edward I (1272-1307) witnessed a deed at Ramsey in
Huntingdon.® In 1300 John de Lacu held land? in Great Paxton.8

At some date after 1237 and before the gth August 1248

! Cartulary of Ramsey Abbey (Rolls Series), vol. iii, p. 37.

2 Catalogue of Ancient Deeds, vol. i, no. A 1195.

3 Rotuli Hundredorum, vol. ii, p. 653.

* Rotuli Hundredorum, vol. ii, p. 686. There are many references about this time
to persons of the name ‘ de Lay,” which, as has been seen, was another name of the
de Lacus.

5 Rotuli Hundredorum, 1818 edition, vol. ii, p. 674.

¢ Catalogue of Ancient Deeds, vol. i, p. 135.

? Calendar of Close Rolls, 1307-1313, p. 427. Calendar of Fine Rolls, vol. i,
pp. 130, 136.

8 Great Paxton was in the overlordship of the Balliol Family, and Little Paxton
divided between that of the Balliol and Brus Families. (The Lands of the Scottish
Kings in England, Moore, p. 124.)
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Dominus ! Willelmus de Lacu witnessed a charter 2 by Ysabella
de Brouse granting to the monastery of Lundoris the land of
“ Cragyne juxta Dunde,” which ran :—

“ Omnibus hoc scriptum visuris vel audituris, Ysabella de
Brouse, salutem in Domino. Sciatis me dedisse, concessisse
et hac presenti carti mea, confirmasse, Deo et ecclesie Sancte
Marie, et Sancte Andree de Lundoris, et monachis ibidem Deo
servientibus et servituris, totum messuagium meum de Cragyne
juxta Dunde, cum tota terra, ad me, vel heredes meos pertinente,
in eadem Cragyne et in villa que dicitur Melnetone et in villa
Abrahe, sine aliquo retinemento: tenendum sibi de me et
heredibus meis in puram et perpetuam elimosinam, ad susten-
tacionem unius monachi, qui in predicto celebrabit missam pro
anima mea, and pro animabus antecessorum et Successorum
meorum, in perpetuum, quod ipsi michi ad peticionem meam
caritatiem concesserunt. Et ego et heredes mei; omnia pre-
dicta predictis monachis varantizabimus et adquletablmus de
omni servicio seculari et exactione.

“ Testibus :—

Dominis Willelmo de Brechyne,® Willelmo de Lacu, Hugone de
Beaumis, Michale de Muncur, Militibus, Alberto de Dunde,
Nicholao filio Roberti, Henrico Koks, Normanno de Castello,
burgensibus, cum multis aliis.”

Between 1245 and 1251 Isabella de Brus gave to the Monks
of St Andrew of Northampton ¢ in frank-almoigne the pastures of

1 Tt is not certain in what sense the word  Dominus ’> was used, whether in the
English sense of a Baron or in the Scottish sense, which was what would now be
termed a  Laird > with, probably, baronial rights, not a Lordship of Parliament.
Another witness of this charter was Sir William, Lord of Brechin (The Scots Peerage,
Balfour Paul, vol. ii, pp. 216-218), also described as ‘ Dominus,” and the term may,
therefore, have been used in the Scottish sense. If so, it would imply the owner-
ship of land, and this point will be further examined in the text on the two following
pages.

® Liber S. Marie de Lundoris, p. 18. Lindores Abbey and its Burgh of Newburgh,
Alexander Laing, 1876, p. 470.

3 Sir William de Brechyne was the son of Henry de Brechyne, a natural son of
David, Earl of Huntingdon. He married Elizabeth, fourth daughter of Alexander
Cumyn, Earl of Buchan: and their son, Sir David, married a sister of Robert I.
(The Bruces and the Cumyns, p. 2'74.)

i The Scottish Kings had held land in Northampton since the time of Edward
the Confessor. (Early Sources of Scottish History, Anderson.)
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eight animals—four oxen, two cows, and two horses, with her own
animals, both in the woods and meadows of her manor of Exton,
for masses for the souls of her ancestors! and successors. She
appended her seal, and the witnesses were “ Sir Peter de Thany,
her seneschal, Sir William de Lacu and Sir Robert de Beaumeys,
her knights, William de Rolleston 2 and others.” 3

Isabella de Brus was connected by marriage with Reginald
de Lacu, and the de Lacus continued, till towards the end of the
thirteenth century, to appear in conjunction with the de Brus
Family. It is therefore interesting to find that Isabella de Brus’
grandson,® Robert de Brus, married Margaret, or Marjory,
daughter and heiress of Nigel, the Earl of Carrick who was a
great-grandson of Fergus, Lord of Galloway, and so near in kin-
ship to the wife of Reginald de Lacu.

It is noteworthy that in both the documents which Sir William
de Lacu witnessed in Scotland he was referred to as ¢ Dominus,’
but that in England he was referred to as ¢ Sir > William de Lacu.

1 Among her kinsfolk buried there was Roland, Lord of Galloway, father of
Alan, Lord of Galloway, who (Alan) had married her sister, Margaret. (The Scots
Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. i, p. 4 ; vol. iv, p. 139.)

2 John de Lacu granted land in Rolveston to the Prioress and Nuns of Acornbiry
in 1276. '

3 Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland, vol. ii, p. 345.

1 Robert de Brus, husband of Isabella, daughter of David, Earl of Huntingdon
and Garrioch and brother of William the Lion, died in 1245, and his eldest son,
Robert, who was born in 1210, became the fourth Lord of Annandale. In 1242-1244
he married Isabel, daughter of Gilbert de Clare, Earl of Gloucester. In 1245 he
succeeded to Annandale, and on his mother’s death in 1251 obtained ten Knights’
fees as her share in the Earldom of Huntingdon. He was active in English public
affairs, was a Justice of the King’s Bench, and later, Chief Justice of England. He
was also prominent in Scottish affairs, being one of the fifteen Regents during the
minority of King Alexander III from 1249 to 1258. This Robert de Brus was the
one known to history as the ¢ Competitor > because he had been a claimant to the
Throne after the death of Margaret, the Maid of Norway. He resigned his claims
to the Throne in favour of his eldest son, also Robert de Brus, the fifth of Annandale,
who married Margaret, Countess of Carrick, and in consequence became by courtesy
Earl of Carrick. Margaret, or Marjory, was the daughter and heiress of Nigel, the
Earl of Carrick, who was a great-grandson of Fergus, Lord of Galloway. Robert
died in 1304, and his eldest son became in due time Robert I of Scotland.
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This suggests that the term ° Dominus ’ was being used in the
Scottish sense of what would now be termed a  Laird,” and
not in the English sense of a Lord of Parliament (which did
not exist in Scotland at that time): a man so designated would
ordinarily have held land, and would probably have had baronial
rights. It may therefore safely be inferred that Sir William de
Lacu held land in Scotland, and this view is supported by
the fact that he appeared as a witness among other land-
holders, notably Dominus Willelmus de Brechyne, who held
Brechin Castle and was the son of Henry de Brechyne, a natural
son of David, Earl of Huntingdon and Garrioch.! There is no
record showing where he held land, but he may have inherited
the property of Reginald de Lacu. He did not, however, appear
in or near Peebles himself, and it is possible that he wished to
remain near his friends, Robert and Isabella de Brus, so himself
settled on the de Lacu land in the Honour of Huntingdon. In that
case, he may have left any property which he held in Scotland to
a Reginald de Lacu, perhaps a son, who appeared between 1260
and 1268 as a witness to a deed of resignation by Malcolm, son
of David Dunne of Constablestune, and his wife, Alice, a natural
daughter of William de Moreville,? in favour of the Bishopric of
Glasgow of the lands of Tor or Windilawes in the territory of
Edulfistune.® This deed finally closed the de Morville-Bishopric
of Glasgow controversy. The de Lacus, having had to resign
the lands of Penjacob, may well have encouraged their kinswoman
and her husband to defy the endeavours of the Bishop to regain
this land reft from his See by Richard de Moreville a century
before, but in any case it would have been no more than a wise
precaution to require them to witness this final resignation. On
the whole, it seems unlikely that the original Reginald de Lacu
would have survived to so late a time, and as suggested above,
this Reginald may have been his grandson.

Y The Bruces and the Cumyns, p. 274. 2 Died in 1199.
8 Renwick’s Historical Notes on Peeblesshire Localities, 1897. Registrum Episco-
patus Glasguensis, vol. i, p. 175% : History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, vol. i1, p. 450.
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Nothing further is known of Reginald de Lacu, but he was
clearly of some account or it would not have been necessary for
the See of Glasgow to have called upon him to witness Malcolm’s
resignation, and his presence in the neighbourhood suggests that
he held property not far off. It is also possible that he may have
held property in Peebles, which was to be the home of the Family
for the next two hundred years: indeed, it would have been
likely for a man of Reginald’s position and antecedents to have
made it his headquarters, for Peebles was in those days a favourite
hunting centre of the Scottish Kings, as the two Forests, Ettrick
and Glentress, were near at hand, and the Court often visited the
place for this purpose.

Something of the conditions of life in the thirteenth and
fourteenth centuries may be learnt from the development of the
Royal Burgh of Peebles.! The old town, which was in the begin-
ning little more than a nomadic encampment, was situated on the
low ground north of the Tweed and was very vulnerable to attack.
The very existence of the town, with its considerable ecclesiastical
establishments, in such an exposed position is an indication of the
peaceful relations between Scotland and England. But when
troublous times came the new town, which was on an entirely
different footing and became a kind of garrison town, an outpost
so to speak of Edinburgh, was built on the V-shaped promontory
formed by the junction of the Tweed and the Water of Peebles
and some sixty feet above the rivers. At the extreme point of
this promontory was the Castle, and there was space for a broad
street running east and west known as the ‘ Hie Gait,” and for
divergent closes or lanes on each side. The houses lining the Hie
Gait were called the North and South Raw respectively. At the
Market Cross the North Gait led off from the Hie Gait, and the
corner tenement at this point was called the Cunzie or Cunie
Neuk, the term being derived from the old word ¢ coign,’ a corner.

1 This account is based on A History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, and Records of
the Burgh of Peebles.
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Around the town there were continuous stone dykes, with four
principal entrances or ports, and ultimately these dykes were
replaced by a strong wall. But the inhabitants did not rely only
on the Castle and the dykes for their defensive measures, for the
dwellings on both sides of the Hie Gait and also some of the
dwellings in the closes were strongly built as bastel-houses. The
name bastel-house was applied to a dwelling constructed with its
ground floor as an arched vault, the apartments above being
reached by an outside stair. In cases of unexpected attack, the
Burgesses placed their wives and children, with such movable
wealth as they prized, in these vaults, which were secured by a
small and very strong arched door. 'The thatched roof of these
bastel-houses was easily set on fire, a device resorted to in order to
stop the progress of the enemy, but it was not difficult to restore :
and at the end of an hard-fought onset, the town had probably
suffered but little material damage.

Although Peebles was not harried as often as some of the
Border towns, it did not escape from the troubles brought by the
wars with England. Edward I visited Peebles on at least two
occasions—in 1301 when he came from Berwick with an army of
6800 men, and in 1304 on his return from an expedition in the
north. In 1306 he assigned Peebles with its mill and other per-
tinents to Aymer de Valence, his Warden in Scotland. Robert
the Bruce regained the Kingdom, but his death in 1329 was followed
by the long minority of David II. After the battle of Halidon
Hill Edward Balliol obtained a temporary and imperfect possession
of the Kingdom, and thereafter, in 1334, surrendered to Edward II1
a large portion of the south of Scotland. The north-western
boundary of the ceded territory was Karlynlippis, which may
have formed part of the de Lacu possessions in Peeblesshire.
This event placed Peebles under English jurisdiction for a period
of twenty years. In 1356 Peebles, with fifteen other Burghs,
undertook financial and other obligations for the ransom and release
from captivity in England of David II, and on the completion of
the arrangements became once again a free Scottish Burgh. The
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country at large suffered woefully during the end of the fourteenth
and beginning of the fifteenth ceatury. One incident, which
shows the precarious state of the Burgh in these times, was the
incursion in 1406 of Sir Robert de Umphraville, Vice-Admiral of
England, when he raided the town on a market day and made
great spoil of the wares there displayed, causing his men to measure
out the cloth with their bows and spears :—
“At Peebles .

He brent the town upon their market day,

And mete their cloth with spears and bows sere,

By his bidding without any nay;

Wherefore, the Scots from henceforward ay

Called him Robin Mendmarket in certain,
For his measures were so large and plain.”

One result of these calamities was a grievous loss of records :
indeed, in a charter of James II, dated the sth February 1451-1452,
setting forth the general rights of the Burgesses and community
of Peebles, it was stated :—

“ that in times long past by the hazards of war, and by fire, the
charters, evidents, and several deeds of infeftment, granted to

their predecessors and them, had been destroyed, burnt and
annulled.”

Sufficient has been said to show the immense difficulties with
which the social, ecclesiastical and mercantile life of the Burgh
was faced, and the hard task of the Magistrates and Council in
defending the Burgh and upholding its rights and privileges
against internal strife and external aggression.

In 1317 the land of Johannes de Lacu ! in the Burgh of Peebles
was mentioned as the southern boundary of land granted by the
Abbot and Convent of Arbroath to William called Maceon. The
property of the Abbot and Convent seems to have been a hostilage
and piece of land in a street running north and south, and at that

1 Records of the Burgh of Peebles. A History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, vol. ii, p. 11.

Liber S. Thome de Aberbrothoc Registrum Abbacie de Aberbroc. Bannatyne Club
Publication, 1848-1856, p. 300.
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time the Northgate was the only thoroughfare of that nature.!
This is of importance, as the position of the land of Johannes de
Lacu would thus correspond with that owned by James Loch
in 1461, by John Lochin 1464 and 1489. 'The scanty records of the
time seldom show the relationship between the various de Lacus,
and later de Lochs, who appeared in Peebles, and it is therefore
valuable to have this evidence of a lineal descent.

After this mention of his land, Johannes de Lacu? did not appear
again. 'There is no mention of his father’s name, but he may well
have been a son of that Reginald who witnessed the resignation
of the lands of Tor or Windilawes between 1260 and 1268.

In 1330 Adam del Louche and Robert Uscher, ¢ prepositi ’ of
the Burgh of Peebles, rendered an account of the fermes 2 of the
Burgh.t One of the distinguishing features of a Royal Burgh
was the payment to the King of a rent in respect of the lands
occupied by the Burgesses. 'This rent was at first collected direct,
but it soon became the practice for the Bailies of the Burgh to

1 A History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, vol. 1i, p. 11.

2 There are certain records which deserve mention here. On the 28th August
1296 ¢ John Lock del Counte de Roxburg’ signed the Ragman Roll at Berwick
and sealed the Roll with an eight-rayed figure bearing the inscription ¢ S. Johnis Log.’
The Roll was signed in the same group of names by William and Thomas de Chartres.
(Bain’s Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland, vol.ii. Ragman Roll and Appendix.
The History of King Fohn, King Henry 111 and the most illustrious King Edward I, wherein
etc., 1775, p. 655.) The Roll was also signed by ¢ Johan de la Leye del counte de
Dunfres.” In 1303-1304 John Lok or Lokes was a member of an inquisition at
Rokesbourghe to determine what lands formed the inheritance of William de
Chartres, and by what service they were to be held. (Calendar of Documents relating
to Scotland, vol. ii, 1435. Chronicles and Memorials, Scotland, 1870 edition, p. 463.)
In 1305 John Loghe was a member of an inquisition regarding the Sheriffdom of
Selkirk. (Bain’s Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland, vol. ii, No. 1681.) There
seems to be some possibility that these entries may refer to Johannes de Lacu, for it
will be seen later that the name de Lacu changed to de Loch, and that there were many
variations of the word Loch. In this connection it is interesting to note that in
Scalacronica (Maitland Club, p. 129) Lochmaben is referred to as Loghmaban.
On the 1st June 1296 Malisio de Loghys was a Scottish prisoner in Gloucester Castle.
(J. Stevenson’s Docuinents Illustrative of History of Scotland, vol. ii, p. 54.) The
matter must in the absence of fuller information be treated with reserve. See also
note 6 on page 23 and note 5 on page 65.

% rents. 4 Exchequer Rolls, 1264-1550.
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farm the rent and customs for payment of a fixed sum annually,
the surplus going to the common good of the town. Some idea
of the extent of the fermes is afforded by the figures for 1329,
when it is recorded ! that the King’s Chamberlain received from
the Bailies or Boroughreeves (prepositi) of Peebles a rent of
L10, 55. 4d.: the rent received for the same year from Lanark
being L9, 3s.; from Haddington, f12, 19s. 11d.; from Edin-
burgh, L9, 4s. 8d.; and from Linlithgow, f10, 8s. 6d. The
meaning of the word ‘ prepositus’ is open to some doubt, but may
be taken to mean a Magistrate of the town, or Bailie, and later the
chief ¢ prepositus ’ no doubt developed into the Provost. Peebles
had already been for long one of the Royal Burghs, and the affairs
of the Burgh were conducted by the Bailies, for there does not
appear to have been a Provost of Peebles till a much later time.
In early times 2 the Bailies (of whom there were usually two
in Peebles) were appointed by the King, but in the thirteenth
century it gradually became the practice for them to be elected
by the burgesses of the Burgh. It is possible, however, that this
development did not take place as quickly in Peebles as elsewhere,
for in 1262 Alexander III issued a writ to Ais Sheriff and Bailies
of Peebles.? After their election the Bailies appointed a number
(theoretically twelve, though it varied) of the most competent and
discreet burgesses to form the ‘ Doussan’ to act as a kind of
town council. They also appointed some fifteen or twenty bur-
gesses called the ‘ Quest’ or ‘ Inquest ’ to help them when need
arose, though when any matter of special importance had to be
decided it was usual to call together all the inhabitants at one of
the chief Courts. The Court appointed its Sergeant, and also a
number of ale tasters and flesh pricers (al tastaris and flesch
pryssaris), who regulated the quality and prices of these com-
modities, when placed on sale, for in the olden days the conditions
under which necessities were sold were subject to very strict

v Origines Parochiales Scotiae, vol. i, p. 233.
> Mediaeval Scotland, Cochran Patrick.
3 Origines Parochiales Scotiae, vol. i, p. 232.
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official control. 'The office of Bailie carried grave responsibilities,
which were not confined to civic administration. The burgesses
held their property in the Burgh by a military tenure of watch and
ward, and it was incumbent on them to keep the Burgh in a state
of defence; and on the Bailies fell, not only responsibility for the
administration of the Burgh, for the relations of the Burgh with
the King’s Officers and the neighbouring Barons, for the organisa-
tion and discipline of the markets and the finances of the Burgh,
but also, and by no means least, in those warlike days when forays
were of daily occurrence and there was an ever-present chance of
war with England, the responsibility for the defence of the Burgh
and ensuring that each of the burgesses was suitably armed. The
position of the merchant burgess ! of a Royal Burgh was such that
he might ‘ have battle —that is to say, might claim the right of
duel—against burgess, abbot, prior, earl or baron. And to follow
trade was not considered, as it was in France and Germany, any
degradation to the Scottish gentleman. The noble in Scotland,
when he sought to better his fortunes by commerce, was not
required to give up his sword in the face of his brother nobles—
to be reclaimed when he had renounced his gainful calling. From
the earliest times, Burghs and burgesses were held in respect and
honour and their trade encouraged and protected. The Burghs
and their institutions were, moreover, of great value to the country,
for at a time when warfare was a common experience, and to many
a means of livelihood and a pastime, it meant much to have a
steady centre of security of life and property, trade and manu-
facture, against a turbulent and lawless population.

Between 1384 and 1393 Simon de Lacu (who also appeared as
de Loch and de Loche) was a Bailie of Pecbles and rendered the
accounts of the Burgh as far afield as Stirling (1384 and 1388),

Edinburgh (1387) and Perth (1393)2 Such journeys must have
been no light undertaking in those days, for the roads were for the

v Ledger of Andrew Halyburton, vol. xxviii, p. li.
2 Exchequer Rolls, 1264-1550.
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most part mere tracks and the way would have been beset by
difficulties and dangers from outlaws or ‘ masterful beggars.’
There was, moreover, little or no accommodation available for
the stranger who travelled. This Simon was the last of the Family
(except a Notary in Edinburgh in 1506) to be called de Lacu, and
the name subsequently appeared in its form of Loch (sometimes
Loche, Louch, Louche) and the use of ‘ de ’ (or sometimes ‘ of ’)
gradually fell into disuse.l

It seems well at this point to draw attention to the curious
fact that there has never, so far as can be traced,? been any other
family of the name of de Loch or Loch in Scotland, though it
would be natural, in a country where so many lochs exist, to expect

1 “ When surnames were in the making, the particle (de) was used for those who
took their designation from their chief estate or place of origin as distinguished
from others who bore names designating a trade or characteristic—or were simply
Johns sons of Rogers etc. As, however, the majority of persons whose names are
found in early records, mainly written in Latin, were nearly all landholders, and
most of them tenants of great estates, the ‘ de > was largely in use from the 11th to
the 14th centuries. Its continuation depended on whether the name it prefixed
was English or foreign and began with a vowel or a consonant.

“ With hardly any exceptions the ‘ de ’ was eventually discarded in the case of
all names, English or foreign, beginning with a consonant, and this seems to be
true also of English names beginning with a vowel ; but foreign names beginning
with a vowel usually absorbed the particle. When the native tongue began to be
used in records the ¢ de’ gradually was translated ‘ of ’ before English names.”
(The Complete Peerage, Vicary Gibbs and H. A. Doubleday, vol. vi, p. 689.)

2 A number of scattered references have naturally been found, but none of
importance. It is well, however, to mention that a number of Lochs appear in
Glasgow, two of whom were Deacons of the Incorporation of Weavers. There
seems to be some probability that they originally came from the Peeblesshire Family,
as on the 14th March 1537-1538 a tenement of land given to the Incorporation of
Weavers was described as “ . . . between the manse of the rector of Edlistoun on
the west . . .,”” and it is evident that the land on which the rector’s manse stood
also passed into the hands of the Incorporation. Reference may be made to the
following works : Extracts from the Records of the Burgh of Glasgow, by James
Marwick and Robert Rennick : Abstracts of Protocols of the Town Clerks of Glasgow :
Old Glasgow Weavers ; being Records of the Incorporation of Weavers, by Robert D.
McEwan : Liber Protocollorum M. Cuthberti Simonis, Noatrii Publici et Scribae
Capituli Glasguensis : Rental Book of Diocese of Glasgow : Register of Testaments,
1547-1810 : Munimenta Alme Universitatis Glasguensis : and Liber Collegii Nostre
Domine Registrum Ecclesie B.V. Marie et St Anne infra muros civitis Glasguensis
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the name to be a common one. The Loch Family has always
been a very small one, and its existence over so long a period is
remarkable.

The name de Loch is clearly the Scottish rendering of de Lacu,
and the varying forms of the name, which are met with, seem to
be accounted for by the following extract from Famieson’s Dictionary
of the Scottish Language :—“ Loch, Louch—(i) A lake (Scottish).
(i) An arm of the sea (Scottish). Islandic, laug ; Sueo-Gothic
(Old Swedish), log ; Irish, louch ; Welsh, llugh, a lake.”” A Norse
word laag means an expanse of water.

There is a tradition in the Loch Family that it came from
Norway. The name has been traced to Loge, the Norse God of
Fire or Evil; and Lochlann was the ancient Celtic name of Norway,
and earlier still, before it came to mean the home of the Norsemen,
it was the name of a mysterious country in the lochs or the sea.!
But passing over these mythical derivations, it is curious to find 2
that it has been suggested that the Forest of Dean obtained its
name from the ““ Danes having sheltered themselves in it, secured
by its shades and thickets, from the retaliation of the neighbouring
people, whose country they had devastated.” 'The Family were,
moreover, probably Normans, and the Normans were themselves
originally Northmen. Again, it has been suggested,® and with
some force of argument, that the Lords of Galloway, Fergus and

MDXLIX. Accedunt Munimente Fratrum Predicatorum de Glasgu Domus Dominicane
apud Glasguenses Carte que supersunt MCCXLIV-MDLIX. The Register of the Privy
Council of Scotland, vol. viii.

Some references to Lochs, including Mark Loch who was Provost, have been
found in Annan between 1609 and 1668. (Executions on Summons of MacBriar v.
Fohnstone, 1609. Peerage Cases, 111 A : Register of Decreets, Dalrymple Office.)
Annandale was de Brus country (Annan itself was burnt by the English in 1298
and rebuilt by Robert Brus two years later), and (see note on page 57) Johan de la
Leye del counte de Dunfres signed the Ragman Roll. There does not seem to
be any loch near Annan which could account for the name, and they may have
been descendants of an early de Lacu, but it is impossible to do more than draw
attention to the matter.

v An Gaidheal, November 1916. Hibbert Lectures, 1886, p. 355.

2 The Forest of Dean, H. G. Nicholls, p. 1. -

8 The Lands of Galloway and their Owners.
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his descendants, were not, as is usually stated, the Celtic chiefs
of that country, but were in fact Norse overiords who had won
their position by force of arms. In any case, they had Norse
blood on the distaff side. Reginald de Lacu’s marriage might
therefore have given rise to, or strengthened, a tradition of Norse
origin. On the other hand, it is possible that this tradition may
have sprung from the trading operations of the Family in the
Baltic Sea in the sixteenth century, rather than from an earlier
connection with Scandinavia.

Whatever may be the truth of these conjectures, it is notable
that the use of de Lacu and Loch as a surname has been confined
to this one small Family.

In 1428 Sir William de Loch appeared as settling an account
in Dundee for the custom of wool, cloth and rabbit skins in
Haddington.!

Thomas de Loch owned land in Peebles, and as a Bailie
rendered the accounts of the Burgh at Stirling in 1425 and 1444,
at Perth in 1429, at some place which is not named in 1435, and
at Edinburgh in the Monastery of Holyrood in 1450.2 Thomas
de Loch appeared on the 15th February 1434 as a witness to an
indenture between David the Hay, Lord of Yester, Sheriff of
Peebles, and William Geddes of Ladyurd.® He witnessed a deed
on the 12th August 1439 dated at the Castle of Peebles,* and on
the same day a charter by David of Hay, Lord of Yester, to his
brother Edmund of the lands of Kingledores.> On the 16th
November 1439 he witnessed a charter of land in Peebles granted
by James II to David Hay, Lord Yester5 On the 2oth April
1448 7 Thoma de Louch, a burgess of the Burgh, was a witness
to a charter by Sir John Blounte, rector of Lyne, granting to the

1 Exchequer Rolls, 1264-1550. 2 Exchequer Rolls, 1264-1550.

8 Calendar of Yester Titles. * Registrum Magni Sigills.

5 Historical Notes on Peeblesshive Localities, Renwick, 1897.

 Registrum Magni Sigills.

? The information in the entries in this chapter is taken from the Burgh Records
of Peebles, except where specific reference is made to other authorities.
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Burgh of Peblis all his tenement of land with the pertinents
lying in the street commonly called the Northgate. Johanne
and Thoma Dekysoun and Johanne Uschar were also witnesses of
this charter.

On the gth November 1456 a mention is made of land belonging
to Sym Loch :—

“ It 1s to ramember, the Tysday the ix day of the monath
Nowember the yeir of God m cccc 1 and vj yer, that Masster
Wilyam of Lauadyr com befor the balyeis in the Tolboth and
askyt a qwest to be serwit qwath anwallis the lard of Cauerhil
had within yowr burgh of Peblis has he that was lachful atornay
for the thre women that is hys arris; and than the balyeis
chessit 1 the qwest, and than the qwest ryply awisit serwit al
that he askyt; and than the balyeys and the qwest yhed fwrth
and gayf hym sessyng has he that was lachful atornay for the
arris :—In the fryst, of thre rud land that John Gybson haldys,
than Wil Mouat beand balye gayf grwnd sessyng with a penne
of half a stan 2 wax of that land ; alssua the sayd balye gayf
grwnd sessyng with a penne of a sartan of 2 land that Sym Loch
hald for half a stan of wax ; and than the sayd balye gayf grwnd
sessyng with a penne of four sellyn anwal of Mechal Forest land
liand on the South Rau nex awest half Sym Loch land; and
than the balye gayf grund sessyng with a penne of xx% penneys
of annual (of) Dic Smyth land ; and than the sayd balye gayf
grund sessyng with a penne of four sellyn of anwal of his awyn
land ; alsswa the said balye gayf sessyng with a penne of a pond
of connryng of Wil Bully 4 land awest half the Cors and on the
North Rau som tym was callet the Lwkyn Bothys. Thir beand
witnes, the hal qwest with mony other, Rob Lillay, Wil Peblys,
Thom Dikyson, Thom Loch, Wil Balcaske, Thom Jamson,
Thom Dawson.”

On the 13th December 1456 the Court of the Burgh of Peebles
was held and :—

““that ilk day Sir Ion Loch com in curt and planyheit to the
balyeis that he cwt noch get hys Martemes mayl of Sant Mechallis
land, than the balye Wil Mouat chardit Dic Cant and Thom

1 chose. 2 stone. 8 certain.
4 See Mertyne Bully mentioned in Edinburgh (page 853).
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Jamson has thai that was mayd balye of that land to bryng in
the Martymes mayl; and fra thin furth the said chaplan Sir
Ton Loch sal be balye tyl hym self to gaddir the mallis of that
land and the said Sir Ion sal hald vp that land with awys of the
consal of the ton at (thair) cedens has he may do by hys awn
leyfyng. Witnes the hayl curt.’

On the 25th August 1457 it is recorded :—

““ that Marion of Sellar the wif (of) James Loch has ressyngit
with a penne xvj sellyn of anwel that scho had of Wil Bulliis
land throu hir husband in John Dekyson hand than beand balye
in that tym, and than the said Marion sour ! it was with hir Wll
and noch thret be husband na other, na scho swld noch clam
thar to in tym to com; and than the balye chardit John the
Wach seriand to geyf sessyng with a penne to Sym Loch and
his arris of that xvj s. of anwel safand ilk manis rych, the sayd
Sym na his arris sal noch jos 2 na anwel qwl Wil Bulh termmls
lesstis.”

It seems likely that this was the land, or part of it, referred to in
1456 as * awest half the Cors and on the North Rau som tym was
callet the Lwkyn Bothys.”

On the 3rd October 1457 at the ““ hed curt of the burgch of
Peblys ”” Thom Loch elder was chosen with 14 others to serve on
the Quest, and he appeared on the Quest at the Court held on
the 17th of that month. On the 17th November 1457 he, and
also his son Thom, was a witness to the accounts of the Burgh :—

“ That day the sayd town and the myllar was evyn 3 of the
myllyng of Pebllhs at this cont, and the sayd myller to pay x lib.
of the Wytsonday term next followand.

*“ That ilk day custumaris gaf thair cont and thai lefit in det
of xIvij s. ij d. of that Martymes mal bygayn at the cont.

“ That ilk day the balyais and the awdytouris has gewyn of
the myller of the som of his x lib. befor wrytyn ij markis.

“ That ilk day the balyeis and the audltons chardit that ilk
day the custumaris to gyf John Donal, clark, xxt! s, and Tom
Gladou x §. and to John Donald wif xv d. that thai spendit at
the cwnt.

! swore. 2 enjoy. 3 even, equal.
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“ Item, the balye gaf v s. to James Gybson for the hos
bycgyn.

““ Item, x s. tan fra the cusstumaris ta the xiiij nobelis to the
kynknis currou ! xij d.

‘““ Item, x 5. geyfyng to the balyhe of the Candelmes term.

“ Item xxt 5. geyfyng be the custemaris to Mechal Forest.

“ Item, the balye twk fra Doby v s. and gayf to James Gofan.

“ Item, the balye has tan fra Mechal Forest v nobilis.

““ Item, fra Andro Melnnar xx s.

“ Item, tan fra Andro Melnnar xvj 5. geyfyng to Wil Peblys
for the chamerlar 2 met.

‘““ Item, the cwsstwmaris is qwyt of the Candilmes term in
al and in siluer.

“ Item, the sayd balyhe laid don ij s. at the Justys Ar for the
comysson and xij d. to Tempill in drenk qwhen he ressafit the
gold in Marion Lauson.

‘““ Alswa, the balye John Dekyson has gefyng to the purs-
masster x1 s. and vj in siluer and pondis and x s5.”
A year later, on the 20th November 1458, he was again a witness
to the accounts, but on this occasion he and his colleagues were
termed ‘‘ awdytouris,” and it speaks well of their work to find “ all
thingis contyt that suld be contyt and alowit that suld be lowyt.”
On the 16th January 1457 Thom Loch was again present at
the Quest, and on the 7th February 1457 was one of 13 * lynnaris,”
or aligners who were chosen to go into and settle boundary disputes.
On the 4th May 1459 mention was made of the land of Thom
Loch, as the boundary on the west of that of Mechal Forest in
the North Rau (that is to say, on the north side of the High Street).
On the 4th July 1459 the wife of Mechal Forest :—
““is concordit that hir masster and scho sal lay thar grath ? in

the gal? on Sir Jon Lochys? to mak thar yet sekyr, and of this

condission Sym Loch is assentit tharto has he that has scat ¢ of
the fe.” ”

On the 14th January 1459  Thom Loch, eldar ’ was mentioned
as one of the members of the Inquest, and on the 2nd April 1460

! Perhaps kyngis currour. ? chamberlain.  furnishings.
1 gavil, gable-end of an house. 5 Cf. Malisio de Loghys (note 2, page 57).
6 share. 7 hire.
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“ Thom of Loch elder ’ was one of a number of witnesses to the
let of the Common Haugh.

On the 21st April 1460 there seems to have been a claim by
two parties to a piece of land *‘ on the Cwnzie 7 :—

““ That ilk day comperit in cwrt Thomas of Loch and brocht
twa wytnes, Doby Spendlwf and James Lawson, the quhylk
sworch the gret acht that the said Thom of Loch recwnyssyt a
land on the Cwnze pertenand to Rob of Percle for half a mark
of anwel be yer, and this is the secwnd curt.”

“ That ilk day the samyn wytnes swer that Sir Adam Forstar
recwnysit the samyn land for a mark of anwell be yer to the rwd
serwys,! and this the secwnd cwrt.”

The land “ on the Cwnze ” was situated at the corner of the
High Street and the Northgat, which was known as the ““ Cunzie
or Cunie Neuk,” and to ‘ recwnyssyze ’ was to reclaim lands from
a vassal. It is not clear what had occurred, but the witnesses
seem to have been unreliable.

On the 3rd November 1460 Thom of Loch was one of the
Inquest.

On the 1gth June 1461 Simon of Loch was one of the ¢ lynnoris ’
or aligners of the Burgh.

On the 13th August 1461 James of Loch resigned two annual
rents of eight shillings and four shillings respectively, payable cut
of his lands in the North-gait, into the hands of a Bailie who gave
heritable state and possession to Mychell of Forest. But the
resignation was qualified by the condition :—

““ And quhat tym that the forsaid James of Loch, or his
ayris or his exsecutoris or his assignayis, layis down apon a day
in the town of Pebillis twelf nobillis of gwd and wswall mone of
Scotland to the forsaid Mychell of Forest, or tyll his ayris or tyl
his assignayis, the forsaid xij s. of anwell be yer sal reuert agayn
to the forsaid James of Loch or tyl his ayris and tyl his assignais
for euirmar fra the forsaid Mychell and his ayris and his execu-
toris and his assignais.”

1 service of the Rood Altar.
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On the 10th May 1462 Thomas the Hay compeared in Court
and asked the Bailies and neighbours if they would give him in feu
and heritage certain land of Sant Mechelis lying to the west of the
Water of Peblis. The Bailies did so, with the consent and assent
of the neighbours and of Sir John of Loch (spelt Loche when he
witnessed the transaction), * chapellan to the sayd seruis of Sant

Mechel.” The ceremony of giving sasine was carried out in a
Curious way :—

““ And alsua, that ilke day, incontinent quhen the court was
don John Dekysoun balya, with a certan of the nychtburis with
hym, passit to the forsayde land, and thair was brocht the ymage
of Sanct Mechell, and of that land was layd erd and stan in that
ymagis hand, and that erd and stan was delyuerit to John Deky-
soun balya, and than the sayd balya incontinent gert Rechart
Wylsoun seriand, with the saydis erd and stane, gyf the forsayd
‘Thomas the Hay possessioun and erytable state of the forsayd
landis, with the pertinens, to hym and his ayris, sawand ! ilk
mannis rycht ; for the quhylkis land thai payand yerly xii1 s. and
i1 d. of anwelrent to the huphald of Sanct Mechelis seruis at
his awter in Sanct Androis Kyrk.”

Another strange custom was that of giving up or taking charge of
the service of the altar of St Michael by the presentation of a glove,
and on the 14th June 1462 :—

“Schyr John of Loche comperyt in court and humely
besocht the balyeis and the nychtburis in the court at thai wald,?
with thair fawur, consent and gef hym lef to mak permutacione
of Sant Mechelis seruis, as thai at ar tutouris thairto, with maister
Thomas of Cokburn, and the sayd maister Thomas vphaldand
and ger doand the sayde seruis of Sant Mechelis in Sant Androis
Kyrk in siclvk maner and form as the sayd Schyr john makis
and dois, and than the court fensyt about, ilke man be his awn
vos gaf thair lectioun to the sayd Schyr John and gaf hym lef
thairtyll, and than incontinent the sayd Schyr John resygynt vp
with a glufe 3 in the balyais handis and the nychtburis the sayd
seruis of Sant Mechalis and all the rycht he had thairofe, and
than incontinent in the sayd court the forsayd balyais, John

! saving. ? they would. 3 glove.
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Madour and John Dekysoun, with consent and assent of all the
nychtburis, with the said gluf yaf possessioun and ful power of
that sayd seruis to maister Thomas of Cokburn quhill he lefis,
with sic chargis and seruis to mak or ger be made, in lyk forme
as the sayd Schyr John of Loch had it with, bath in quer at
messis evynsang quhen tym is and quhen seruis is to be made,
ales than he be, or quham he ordanys in his name to mak seruis
be, in a neidful erand or besynes than to be assonyeit!; and
alsua the sayd master Thomas to vphald the sayd seruis, the
quhilkis may be plesyng to God and Sant Mechel honor and
worschep to the sayd master Thomas meide and meryt for the
saulis of the fundouris of the sayd seruis and all cristyne saulis,
in maner and form as 1s forsayd to do and kep ; and gyf the sayd
master Thomas fulfyllis nocht as is forspokyn he sal be promofyt
and put out of the sayd seruis at the wyll of the balyais and the
nychtburis gyf he makis caus be the sayd master Thomas awn
promyt in court.”

It had been the practice for the Curate and Chaplains of the
Parish Church to share with the Chaplain of St Mary’s Chapel a
residence adjoining that of the Archdeacon in the Old Town, but
on the 4th June 1484 the former received a property in the Bridge-
gate as an endowment. William Michelson resigned his ‘“ land
and Biggin on the south side of Briggat,” and Gilbert Williamson,
bailie, gave sasine to ““ Sir John of Lough, curat of Peblis at that
tym. . . .”2 Sir John seems to have died in or before 1492, as
on the 31st July 1492 sasine was given to Symoun of Lough as
heir to Sir John Loughe, chaplain :—

“in ane akyr of land, lyand in the Auld Town of Peblis, besyd
the paroch Kirk of the samyn, in twa sindrie placis, on the
south syd of the Kingis Street, strekand to the Neidpath Castle,
and on the north part the water of Twede ; that is to say three
rodis of the samyn akyr lyand betuix the land pertenand to the
rud alter within the said paroch kirk on the est parte, and the
land partaining to Geddes Yle within the said Kyrk on the west

1 excused for absence.

2 Peebles : Burgh and Parish in Early History, Renwick, 1897, p. 54. Records
of the Burgh of Peebles.
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part ; and the ferd rod of the said akyr lyand betuix the land
pertenand to Geddes Yle on baith the este and west partis.” !

This property was apparently still in the Family in 1544, for
on the 7th January 1544-5 Adam Dikesoune, bailie :—

“ passit to the land and bigging of umquhill Marioun Lawsoun,
the spouse of David Mathosoun, lyand in the Auld Town of
Peblis, on the northt side the gait, the land of William Loich on
the est pairt, the land of William Wyle, callit the Abbot of Melros’
land, on the west pairt, and the gait that strekis betuix the
Kyrkis callit the Leidgait on the northt pairt.” 2

On the 17th January 1462 James of Loche, sergeant, was
present at a resignation of land lying in the west end of the Burgh
of Peebles on the Northe Raw to the service of our Lady at the

Kyrk of St Mungo in Stobo, and in the execution of his office
gave sasine :—

““and than incontinent the sayd James of Loche seriand layd
the sayd penny in a ymage hand of our Lady Sant Mary payntyt
on papar and gaf her thar and tyl her seruis perpetuale has is

forsayd erytable stat and possessioun of the forsayde fyfe
schillyngis of the forsayd land.”

At the Court of the Burgh of Pebillis holden on Monday the
22nd November 1462 James of Loche was made Burgess and :—

“ gewyn his fredom quhlt for his fee of his seriandschep and
nentis the poyndyng ® of quhltls and ladis of skinnis or hidis or

brekyn of pryssis, for scotyng * wakyn ® and wardyng his hand
and his land.”

On the 1st October 1464 James of Loch was one of a number
of witnesses to the grant to the Master of the Cross Kirk of land
under the east end of the Castle Hill on the north side for the
building of an House of Alms.

On the 6th May 1465 James of Loch, as * seriand ” of certain

L Gleanings from the Records of the Royal Burgh of Peebles, Renwick, 1892, p. 254.

2 Peebles during the Reign of Queen Mary, Renwick, 19o3.

3 weighment. 4 payment. 5 watching.
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land, gave sasine of it to James the Wache and his ayris. The
transaction was witnessed by, among others, Sym of Loch and
Thom of Loch.

On the 6th April 1467 Sym of Locht was one of the members
of the Inquest, at the Head Court of the Burgh of Pebillis.

On the 20th April 1467 the customs of the Burgh were farmed
to Wylyem Dykysoun and Georg Robynsoun, and Thom of Loch
and Sym of Loch were witnesses to the fact that Georg Robynsoun
had drawn his land in pledge.

On the 31st July 1469 James of Loch ¢ seriand ” was among the
witnesses in the Burgh Court to the let of the common haugh.

As mentioned earlier, James Loch married ! Marion of Sellar.

In 1464 a John of Loch was mentioned as owning land in
Peebles, and on the 8th June 1489 James IV granted to John Crake
burgess of Peblis, three acres of land :(—

‘““ at the east end of the said borough on the north side of the
King’s Street between the lands of John Loch on the east, and
the Hill of Venlaw on the north.” 2

The land was also described as being * between the land of John
Lawson on the west and the land of John Loch on the east.” 3

In 1498 the land of John Loch was again mentioned as a
boundary.2

On the 3oth September 1471 Thomas of Loch was appointed
with three others to be ¢ flesch pryssaris.’

Another proceeding of the Burgh Court on the same day shows
how close was the control of the Burgh authorities over trade
within their jurisdiction :—

“1t 1s statut that thar sal nother fysch, flesch, butter, chess,
frout, salt, na yyt nane other gudis that cummes in the merkat
to be sald, bot 1t sal be present to the cors, thair to be sald ;

1 Historical Notes on Peeblesshire Localities, Renwick, 1897. Records of the Burgh
of Peebles.

2 Historical Notes on Peeblesshire Localities, Renwick, 189%. Peebles : Burgh and
Parish in Early History, Renwick, 1903, p. 103.
3 Registrum Magni Sigilli. 4 Ibid.
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and that na man tak apon hand to hous sic lyk gudis in pregytis
and skathyng ! of the burgh, vnder payn of viij s. And that na
man nor woman tak apon haad nother in the burchg, na yyt
cumand to the burchg thair forsayd gudis to by, to ragrat agayn
quhil the town be seruit, vnder the payn of viij s. and the gud
chet ; and gyf ony sic gudis cummes vnder nycht to be sald it
sal be present on the morn to the merkat cors hal vnvemyt quhill
the nychtburis of the town haf coft at thai wyll, and at nother
man nor woman by innowth hous na oututhous na yyt at the
cors to ragrat agayn quhill the nychburis be plessyt, vnder the
payn of viij §. and that at sa is coft 2 to be chet.? ”

One of the common lands of the Burgh was the Venlaw Hill,
which lies to the north of the Northgait, and on 1st June 1472
Thomas of Loch was appointed with three others to keep the
Venlaw :—

“ The quhilk day, has tan the Wenlaw to kep, at the balyais
and the court, Gylbert Wylyam, James Davyson, John of Wod-
haw and Thomas of Loch, and thai sal haf to thair fee xx s. of
the common purs and v s. of the nest mad burges eftir thair
entra, and thai sal haf of ilk nychtburis and induellaris that
occupyis the sayd hill i d. ; and thai sal kep the sayd hill quhill
Mechelmes nest to cum fra all bestis and gudis bot hors and
calwys and vphald the dykyng of the sayd hill to the sayd tym,
sawuand hedromys * of croftis, fra the Wedynisday at evyn efter
this wryt, and euir ilke man or woman at has part of the sayd
dykyng sal mak it suficiand be the sayd nych, and quhar it is
otherwys thar sal be tan of thaim vj d. to mend it, and at na
husche % na entre be nocht to the sayd hyll bot at yetis; and
quhatsumeuir thai that may be ourtane apon thaim that brekis
the sayd dykyng thai sall be tan, but ony request, and put in
the stokis xxiiij howris and mynd the skath agayn, and gyf thai
be thrys takyn tharwith thai sal be banyst the town yer and day
and gewyn has rabellowris to the kyngis justis ; and thir four
personis sal kep and huphald the sayd dikyng of the sayd hyll
vnder the tensal of thair fee.”

The task was no light one, as these were troublous times and there

! hurt. 2 bought. ® forfeited.
3 except boundary grounds. 5 entrance.
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was 10 lack of persons who would trespass on the common land
and raid the live stock pastured on it.

On the 29th January 1473-4 Sir John of Loch was a witness
to a grant to the Hospital of St Leonard’s in Glasgow, of the loft
with the pertinentis of the west house within the place of the landis

of that Hospital lying in the west end of the Burgh of Peebles on
the North Raw.

On the 2o0th January 1476-7 Thomas of Loch appeared as
sergeant in the Burgh Court.

The following contract, which is also reproduced on the
opposite page, throws interesting light on the marriage of Symon
of Loch with the daughter of Mychel of Forest and his wife
Maryon, and on his relations with his father-in-law :—

“ It is to remember and haf in mynd that apon the xxij day
of the moneth of Januar in the yeir of God m cccc sewynti and
vj yeris, it is apontyt and finaly concordit betwex Mychel of
Forest, burges of Peblis, on the ta part, and Patrik Dickyson,
Symon of Loch and Symon Reid his gud sonis on the tother
part, in form and maner has efter folowis, that is to say, the said
Mychell of Forest is bundyng and oblist be the fath and trewth
of hys body, in the presens of Jhon Morchoson balye of Peblis
in that tym, in the parisch kyrkyard of Sanct Andro in Peblis,
that he sall neuir analy be na maner of alienation, sall na wedset !
hys landis nor anwel renttis within the said burgh, na the thre
rudis that has lyand in the crofftis withowt the town of the said
burgh of Peblis, fra hys forsaid thre gud sonis Patryk, Symon
and Symon, for all the dayis of the said Mychellis Iyf ; and gyf
it happynis the said Mychell to sell or analy part or all of hys
landis or anwell renttis forsaid the forsaid Mychell sall warn his
forsaid thre gud sonis, Patrik, Symon and Symon, befor notabyll
witnes, on the spas and tym of a qwarter of a yeir befor or he
mak ony alienation, proforand tham befor all other to haf the
said alienation les or mar gyf he ony makis, thai gyffand tharfor
for sa mekyll has he analyis for that tym the twa part of the just
part at thai landis or anwell renttis ar worth that he analyis for
that tym he gvfand tham the thrid part of the just part, but frawd
or gyll ; and the said Patrik, Symon and Symon ar oblist that

1 wadset, pledge.
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CONTRACT AT PEEBLES BETWEEN MYCHEL OF FOREST
AND HIS GUDSON, SYMON OF LOCH, 1476

Reproduced from the original in the Burgh Records of Peebles, by
kind permission of the Provost’s Committee, Peebles.
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thai sall neuir analy tha landis nor anwell renttis fra the forsaid
Mychellis dochteris barnis and thar rychtwys ayris; and heir-
atowr, gyf it happynis the said Mychell, has God forbeid it do,
be ony maner of wys to brek this forsaid contract and condicion,
the said Mychell is oblissit and oblissis hym to the said Patryk,
Symon and Symon, his gud sonis, in the mast sekyr form of
oblygation to pay to tham the som of fowrti lib. of gud and vsual
mone of Scotland, but fauor, becaws of legasy left to the said
Patrik, Symon and Symon, and thar wyffis, be Maryon the spows
wmqwhyll of the said Mychell of Forest, has clerly is contenit
in hyr testment maid tharapon, qwhylk som and gudis that was
left to tham in legasy the said Patrik Symon and Symon has
dischargyt the said Mychell als fer has he has in his hand, for
the fauoris of this condicion befor wyrtyn, for euirmar, that thai
~ sall neuir wex nor tribyll the said Mychell in the payment of the
said gudis, the said Mychell kepand the contract and pontment
“abuf wyrtyn, to the qwhylkis the said Patrik, Symon and Symon
ar oblist be the fathis of thar bodeis that thai sall kep thar
kyndnes and mak hym seruis as thai awch to do to thar gud
fader and brek nocht in thar defawt.”

On the 11th February 1476-7 Sym of Loch was one of the
lynoris (aligners) of the Burgh, who lined two lands in the Hegat
(Hie Gait).

On the 13th March 1478 Thomas of Loch was one of the
witnesses to the pathetic sale of the gear of a widow :—

“ for fawlt and gert necessite of hir leffyng, a met almery, a
wechell almery,! a cuch bed, burd and trestis, a pot, a brew
caldron, the peralyn 2 of the haw, a nap sek and a cruk.”

On the 23rd July 1480 Sir Jhon of Loch, curat, and Thom of
Loch, seriand, witnessed at the Market Cross of Peebles a grant
of an annual rent to the Rud Alter in Sant Androis Kyrk by the
Bailies and Community of Peebles for prayers for the prosperity
and welfare of the Burgh.

On the 24th August 1480 Thom of Loch ¢ seriand ” was one

1 a grain (?) cupboard.

2 furnishing.
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of the witnesses to the grant of an annual rent in Peebles to Sant
Androis Kyrk.

On the 16th November 1481 Sir Jhon of Loch, curat, and other
chaplains and servants at the Parish Altar in Sant Andros Kyrk
had sasine of a tenement lying within the Burgh of Peebles ““ in
the gat passand fra Peblis brig to Sant Andros Kyrk.”

In 1488 Patrick Lough owned ground on the north side of the
Town, apparently what is now known as Deanspark. He disposed
of all or part of this property, as on the 1gth February 1488 John
Ker had sasine, on the resignation of Patrick Lowgh, of land :—

“‘in the north croft lyand at the north end of the burgh of
Peblis, betix the common gait on the west part, and the Venla
hyl on the este parte.” !

On the 12th November 1492 and the 1gth February 1492-3
Symon Lowgh acknowledged payments for work on the Steeple
and the Tolbooth.

In 1492-3 various pieces of common ground at and near the
north end of ““ Peblis brig ” were disposed of, and on the 23rd
February 1492-3 one of the bailies :—

“ passit to ane parte of the common land pertaining to the
communite of the burgh of Peblis, lyand besyd the north end
of the brig of Peblis water, aboun the common gat, at the south
end of the thre ruddis of land pertaining to Symoun Lough.” 2

On the gth May 1488 David Lowgh was made burgess of
Peebles, and on the 6th October 1495 he was mentioned as Burgh
Sergeant in Peebles when witnessing a resignation and sasine by
William Rowecastel to John, Lord Hay of Yester.3

The Family migrated to Edinburgh between 1450 and 1500,
and about that time John, David, James, William and Patrick

! Burgh Sasines of Peebles. Gleanings from the Records of the Royal Burgh of
Peebles, Renwick, 1892, p. 264.

* Peebles during the Reign of Queen Mary, Renwick, 1903, p. 133-
8 Records of the Burgh of Peebles.

74



(See Table op?o:ite page 28)

THE FAMILY OF LOCH
PERIOD OF PEEBLES AND EARLY EDINBURGH

REGINALDUS DE Lacy
Witness to resignation of lands of
Windilawes in Eduluiston by David
Dunne and his wife Alicia de More-
ville to the See of Glasgow in 1260-
1268 :
'
Jonannis pe Lacy
Held land in Northgait of Peebles, 1317

ApaM DEL LOUCHE
Bailie of Burgh of Peebles. Rendered
account of fermes of Burgh, 1330

Jorn LoCHE
Canon of Glasgow. Witness to notarial
Note~—The dotted lines in the Table indicate (i) that instrument, 13-1-1368-9
documentary proof of the relationship of the

individuals so joined has not been found, but {ii)
that the circumstances in which they appear render
it reasonable to suggest thar they were so related.

H

Simon pE Lacu
pE LocH
DE LocHE |

Bailie of Peebles. Rendered accounts of
Bailies of Peebles at various places 1384-1393

l
Sir WiLpiaM DE Lock
Settled an account in Dundee for the
custom of wool, cloth and rabbit skins
in Haddington, 1428

de Loche

de Louch

de Louche

Thom of Loch
Thom Loch

Burgess and Bailie of Peebles. Rendered accounts of Bailies at
various places. Witnessed charter of Kingledores by David the
Hay, Ldrd of Yester. Witnessed charter in Peebles. Held land
in Peebles, 1425-1458. Memllnr of the Quest, 1457

TroMas DE Lock l

Joun oF Locu
Held land in Peebles 1464

Sym Locn James oF Locr=Marion of Tuomas oF Loc | Sm Joni! of LocH |
Simon of Loch | _ dau. of Mychell of Owned land in Northgate of Peebles, 13-8-1461. Sellar Thom Loch j Loche |
Symen of Loch Forest and his wife Scrgeant in ' Peebles, 11-10-1464. Sergeant, Sergeant of Peebles 1457-1482. Held Chaplain of St Michael’s, Peebles.
Held lmdS_ynl'; afb Lochl v& J on. witness to let of Common Haugh, 31-7-1469 land in Peebles. Keeper of Venlaw 1472 Later Chaplain of St Andrew s Kirk,
in Peebles. Was - - 1456-1481
one of liners of Burgh, N A
1456-1477. Member of B
Quest 1467 . D R LT L C L E T L TR
. L} 1
Smon LovcH WiLLiam oF Loce Jomn oF Locu 1 BERNARD OF Loca Davmo Lowen |
Burgh Sergeant, Peebles, Loch : Loch Witness to summons of Inquest on

1490-1492. Hadsasineof
land in Auld Town of
Peebles as heir to Sir J ohn
Loch, 1492

Appointed Sheriff in connection with a
precept of James III for summoning
Inquest on service of Lord Oliphant
to lands of Cranschaws, 1475-6. Bur-
gess of Dunbar, 1479. Action brought

against him for “spoiling crops’ in
I-faddington, 1500

Appointed Sheriff in connection with a
precept of James 1II for summoning
Inquest on service of Lord Oliphant
to lands of Cranschaws, 1475-6. Ser-
geant, Edinburgh, 1476-7. Witness to
Charters to St Giles®, 1477-8. (Mention
of Vennel known as Peebles Wynd.}

Joun Loch
Held land in Blackfriars’
Wynd, 15

service of Lord Oliphant to lands of
Cranschaws, 1475-6

MICHAEL DE LACU]

de Lach’
Prebendary and Deacon of Trinity

ugh |
Burgess and Burgh Sergeant, Peebles,
1495-1497

Davip LocH
Made Burgess of Edinburgh in right of
his wife, Christian Thomson, 1500.
Had sasine of land on south side of

: Had (?) house and ya.rd in Our Lady Jonn Locu College, near Edinburgh, 1506-1512 High Street, Edinburgh, 1510
RicHARD oF LocH |\ Wynd of the Kirk o' Field, 1493. Had sasine of his father’s -
ch | Held (?) land in Peebles 1498. land in Blackfriars’ Wynd,

Held land under Castle Wall on south 1532
side of High Street, Edinburgh, 8-4-
1492. d. before 28-8-1520. May
have held lands of Carlinlippis in the
Sheriffdom of Peebles

I |

WiLLiam = Alison Creichton, dau. of James Locn Patrick Locu Sir HeNry Loch

* WiLD ADVENTURES " TO THE EASTERN Sgas

Had sasine of land lying under | Andrew Creichtoun, son Indwellar in Leith. Owned Jand in Privateering commission in the name of Queen Prebendary of St Giles’. Helped

Matthew Locht 1538 Castle Wall on south side of ngh of Sir James Creichtoun-  Barony of Restalrig. Safe-conduct to trade Mary to take an armed ship, the Mary Gallande, to remove the Images and to
Patrick Loche, Sweden and Denmark 1565 Street, Edinburgh, 30-3-1500, : of Carnys. (See Table on with England by land or sea for one against the English, 1343. Presented a prisoner, save the Mass Vessels from St
30-6-1512 and 28-8-1520. Son ! page 89) year, 1565. ‘Wild Adventures’ to Baltic an Englishman, before the Council. Letter Giles, 1556-1559

James Loch, Sweden and Denmark 1565 and heir of Richard. Made | Sea. Letters of recommendation, as of recommendation from Queen Mary to

John Loch, died in Denmark 1579 Burgess and Guildbrother, Edin- , citizen of Edinburgh, from Queen Mary Frederick II of Denmark, 1565. ‘ Wild Ad- Davip Locu

John Loch, died at Dantzic 158 burgh, 15-10-1517. d. in or *to Eric XIV of Sweden and Frederick I1 ventures ' to the Baltic Sea. Charged with Hanged by Regent Morton in
M o 5°3 before 1535-1536. May bave | of Denmark obtaining the consent of the inhabitants of Leith 1570 after the fall of Brechin

Edward Loch, died in Holland 1617 held lends of Carlinlippis in the to the election of the Earl of Moray as Regent, Castle, which had been held for

Henry Loch, died in Sweden 1622 Sheriffdom of Peebles 1567 Queen Mary

James Loch, Sweden . . 1615-1653 = |

ANDREW =Margaret, dau.
Burgess of Edinburgh and Selkirk. Held land of John Bryden
in Edinburgh on the south side of the Castle | Notary Publicin
Wall, and in Selldrk. d. cirea 1548, Held lands | Selkirk.
of Carhnhppls in the Sheriffidom of Peebles

Jonn
Member of Town
Council, Edinburgh,
1556 (?)

MarioN
Held half share in lands of Carlinlippis
in the Sheriffdom of Peebles : and tene-
ments and lands in Edinburgh. In1548
she was contracted in marriage to Alex-
ander Lyndsay, son of John Lyndsay,
Laird of Covintoun

!
JorN=(1) dau. of Gavin Wilkine
Merchant Burgess of Edinburgh. | Burgess of Selkirk
Held house and land in Selkirk. | (z) Mansie Leiche
“Wild Adventures’ to Baltic Sea. |
d. at Dantzic 1583 |

A
(See Table opposite page 238)

PaTtrick LOUGH |
Lowgh |
Disposed of his land on nerth
side of Peebles, 1488

PaTrICK LocH
Witness to a sasine in
Buthraw, Edinburgh, 1501

the

TuoMas LocH
A tenant of the lands of “ Howat-
stoun liand w’in the barony of
Calder and s’refdoum of Edin-
burgh 1492

Perer Locw
Orkney Pirate, against whom
Shetlanders complained, 1566-
1567

AnDREW Locu
Student at University of Paris,
1560






Loch appeared in various capacities in Edinburgh, and except for
a reference to land still held in 1544 they ceased to appear in
Peebles. It is possible to say with certainty that there was no
Loch holding property in Peebles in 1608, as in that year a Stent
Roll was made up in connection with a special assessment of ali
the householders in the Town.!

1 Letter dated the 6th February 1924 from the Town Clerk, Peebles, to the
writer.
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CHAPTER III

Settlement in Edinburgh—Armorial Bearings depicted in Sir Robert Forman’s
Armorial, 1506-1530—The Mary Gallande sailed against the English, 1543—
Connection with the Old Church—Sir Henry Loch saved the Mass Vessels of
St Giles’ Church—Attachment to the Stewart Cause— Wild Adventures’
to the Baltic Sea—Fortification of Leith, 1639—James Loch acquired Drylaw,
1643—Witchcraft.

HERE is no record showing when the Loch Family first

acquired land in Edinburgh, but it is certain that by about
1500 they held considerable property in the High Street, in Black-
friars’ Wynd and in Our Lady Wynd of the Kirk o’ Field, and had
other interests in the Burgh. They also held property in places
as far afield as Selkirk, Carlops, Calder and possibly at Dunbar
and Haddington.

The land in Edinburgh may have been in their possession
from very early times, as both Dominus Willelmus de Lacu in
1237 and Gillecrist de Lacu in 1231 had been further north than
Edinburgh, and the de Morville, Galloway and de Brus Families
were closely connected with the Capital, but it is perhaps more
probable that the property was acquired during their visits to
Edinburgh in connection with the affairs of the Burgh of Peebles
during the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. However that may
be, John, William, James, Patrick and David Loch disappeared
from the records of Peebles towards the end of the fifteenth century
and appeared in those of Edinburgh ; while in one of the earliest
records in Edinburgh mention is made of the Peblis Wynd and in
another the ownership of land in the Sheriffdom of Peebles. It
is easy to understand such a migration. The visits of the Family
to the Capital had no doubt acquainted them with the opportunities
which it offered ; the line of Bailieships and other offices in Peebles
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had apparently come to an end, and Peebles had, in any case,
become definitely a backwater, while in Edinburgh and Leith
adventures were to be had and enterprise might receive, as it was
to do in their case, a fair reward. To a Family endowed, or
perhaps cursed, with a tendency to wander and to seek curious
adventure, such a lure would have been irresistible. In any case,
this migration and, still more so, their entering upon the * Wild
Adventures ’ of overseas trade to the Northern Countries, were
further instances of the sudden and complete changes of scene
and activity which were so marked a feature of the story of the
Family.

The sketch of Edinburgh, which was made about 1582, a
century after the Family had settled there, is imaginative and in
some respects inaccurate, but it serves well to show what the City
was like and where the Family property was situated, and it does
much to explain the conditions of life in those days. The City
was pent within a small area, and so remained till the sudden
move to the new town in the middle of the eighteenth century.
As time went on, it became more crowded, open sites were built
over and houses towered higher, but the times were too troubled
to encourage straggling from the safety of the city wall. And this
close proximity of all classes, and especially the tenement system
by which one house would contain the lodging of a great noble,
of professional men, of artisans, and perhaps in the basement
of tinkers and caddies, led to a great community of interest
between all the dwellers ‘on the stair,’” and precluded the
growth of the sharp class feeling which was so apparent in
other Capitals.

In Edinburgh the Family again took part in the public life of
a Royal Burgh, with which they had been familiar in Peebles.
But the system of administration had naturally developed further ;
and Edinburgh had by the end of the fifteenth century reached a
position of pre-eminence among the towns of Scotland and had
become the permanent meeting-place of Parliament and the
Session, which had previously met wherever the King happened
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to be.! The Council of the Burgh was no longer elected by the
whole of the Burgesses, and in 1469 Parliament had ordained that
the Magistrates and Council were to hold office for a year only :
at the end of the year the old Cecuncil was to choose the new
Council, and the two bodies together were then to elect a Provost,
Bailies and Dean of Guild. Later, it was enacted that at least
four of the old Council must have places in the new Council, and
in the reign of James IV no one who was not a merchant trading
in the Burgh was allowed to become a Magistrate. The result
was to make the Burgh Council a rigidly exclusive body repre-
senting only the merchant class, and to place very great power in
their hands. It is, however, well to remember that socially the
merchants were recruited from all walks of life and that a large
proportion belonged to the most influential families in Scotland,
so that the Council had a wider outlook in affairs than would
have been the case in similar circumstances in England or on the
Continent. The tradesmen in their turn were just as exclusive
as the merchants, and each craft formed a close corporation
presided over by its Deacon and governed by elaborate regulations.
In theory the Deacons should have confined themselves to regulat-
ing the quality of the goods, but in practice they regulated prices,
wages and the hours of labour as well: and all the complaints
levelled at Trades Unionism in modern times were made of the
fifteenth-century Craft. Indeed, in 1493 Parliament had to suspend
all Deacons of Crafts for a year, and denounced the craftsmen who
demanded wages for holy days as common oppressors of the
King’s lieges. In 1496 the right of fixing prices was taken from
the Deacons and vested in the Provost and Bailies.

In wider affairs, the period of this chapter saw the establish-
ment of Parliament on a more regular basis, improvements in the
administration of justice, in facilities for education and in archi-
tecture, and a steady rise in the standard of living of all classes.
Efforts were made to encourage foreign trade, but industries were

! 'This account is largely based on Scotland, by R. L. Mackie, and Mediaeval
Scotland, by R. W. Cochran-Patrick.
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few and poorly developed and agriculture was still carried on by
wasteful and ignorant methods. The fall of the Old Church and
rise of the Protestant form of worship, and the Union of the
Crowns in 1603, tended to strengthen the influences which led
a hundred years later to the Union of the Kingdoms.

And underlying it all was the incessant warfare which haunts
the story of Scotland : 1 Sauchieburn, Flodden and Solway Moss,
the burning of Edinburgh in 1544, Ancrum Moor, the siege of
Leith in 1560 and the fighting of the time of Queen Mary and
of Charles I. At all times rival nobles pursued their feuds, even
in the streets of the Capital itself ; and in the fight in Edinburgh
High Street, commonly known as ‘ Cleanse the Causeway,’ seventy
persons were killed and the Earl of Arran and the Archbishop of
Glasgow had to fly for their lives from the Earl of Angus through
the reedy swamps bordering on the Nor’ Loch.

On the 16th March 1475-6 William Loch (William of Loch)
and John Loch were appointed to be Sheriffs (Vicecomes) in
connection with a precept by James III for summoning the persons
of Inquest on the service of Lawrence, Lord Oliphant, to the
lands of Cranschaws. The summons was executed by John of
Loch “ Sergeant ” on the 18th March 1475-6 ; and by William

of Loch on the gth April 1476, a witness being Bernard of
Loch.?

! In such times the ‘ watch and ward ’ condition of the Burgess tenure was no
light responsibility, and every man who was made a Burgess had to appear in
possession of suitable weapons. An Act of the 24th December 1567 laid down
that an hagbut or arquebus should be carried, and after the 3rd November 1591
the rule was ° that anyone being made burgess must be sufficiently airmit with ane
furnisht muskitt,” though this practice was discontinued in the middle of the
seventeenth century. It is interesting to trace the development of the arms from
those possessed by a number of Lochs. Johne Loch in 1578 had a jack (coat of
mail), speir and steel bonnet: Edward Loch in 1595 had an hagbut: James in
1613 still had an hagbuit, but Henry in 1629 appeared with a muskat : a later James
in 1640 had a muskett, and was one of the last burgesses to produce arms as a con-
dition of admission. (Burgess Roll of the City of Edinburgh.)

2 Calendar of Swinton Charters, 1379-1600. The Swintons of that Ilk and their
Cadets, A. C. Swinton, 1883, p. Ixiii.
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It seems likely that they had been sent from Edinburgh in
connection with this matter, for John of Loch (John Loch) was
Sergeant of the Burgh. He was a witness to a charter of land on
the north side of the High Street in Edinburgh on the 8th February
1473, and to an instrument of sasine on the 24th September 1477.
He also witnessed charters to St Giles’ in May 1473, Sep-
tember 1477 and (described as ¢ laico ’) on the 4th June 1478, and
it is noteworthy that in the first of these charters mention was
made of the vennel known as Peblis Wynd, which points to his
being one with the John of Loch who owned land at that time in
Peebles. On the 28th February 1490 he again witnessed a charter
to St Giles’, in which he was called ¢ Serjandus.” He seems to
have taken a lease of the petty customs of Edinburgh in 1480.!

In 1479 William of Loch, described as a Burgess of Dunbar,
witnessed a charter to Sir John Swinton of that Ilk of subjects in
Dunbar ; 2 and in 1500 an action was brought against him, among
others, by William Cok, Burgess of Haddington, for spoiling his
crops.?

In 1492 Thomas Loch, among others, ‘ tenets ’ of the lands
of :—

‘“ Howatstoun liand w’in the barony of calder and s’refdoum
of Edinburgh,”

brought a charge before the Lords of Council against John of
Gledony and others :—

“ for the wrangwis and maistfull vexacioun and distrubi of the
said tenets of howatstoun be the taking far bai of dowble males
of the saids lands and also the said Johne of gledony for the
wrangwis awaytaking and w’halding fra the forsaid tenets of
howatstoun of five horses and mers and four hed of nolt.”

! Calendar of Charters, 1142-1586. Registrum Magni Sigilli. Extracts from
Minutes of Edinburgh Town Council. Burgess Roll of the City of Edinburgh, 1473-
1660. Acta Dominorum Concillii. Burgh Records. Moiscellaneous Charters, Box 3.
(Kindly communicated to the writer by the Keeper of the Burgh Records.)

2 Calendar of Swinton Charters, 1379-1600.

% Acts of the Lords of Council in Civil Causes, Scotland, 1496-1501.
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The case was adjourned on the sth July, and the defendants
were warned :(—

“ that thai vex not the said tenets in the meyntyme quhill the
deciding of the said mat.” !

‘There may have been a long-drawn-out tenancy, as in 1586 a
William Loch (or Loche) was a tenant, and for purposes of military
service was described as a ‘ takkisman on hors bak.” In the
Proceedings of the Baron Court of Calder of this time there were
orders covering service to be rendered :—

4

“ . .. Thatis to say, That all men of the said barony, according
to thair qualitees, estait and conditioun, be sufficientlie provydit
of horse, armor and servandis to attend upoun the Laird and
his tutor in our souerane Lordis seruice, when thay salbe chargit
in quhatsumeoir oistis or raids, or otherwyse vsit or wont : as
alswa to be readdie to follow the fray when as at ony time it sal
happen. . . .”

A Henry Loch was mentioned in 1590, and about 1687 there was a
mention of the lands of Howatstone occupied by Thomas Living-
ston and Henry Loch lying in the barony of Calder and sheriffdom
of Edinburgh. On the gth October 1698 Hendry Loch was
ordained elder of Mid Calder Parish Church.?

In 1493 Johanne Loch had land and an house and yard in Our
Lady Wynd of the Kirk o’ Field beside the Burgh of Edinburgh 3

David Loch was made a Burgess of Edinburgh in right of his
wife in 1500, and on the 1st April 1501 witnessed a sasine of land
in Edinburgh. On the gth June 1507 David appeared in the
Burgh Court 4 :—

“ The quhilk day the ballies decernis David Loch to pay til
Johne Brown x s for this witsonday termes male last bipast / and
11/-s for his stand / as was suorne and previt / and ordanis the

1 Acts of the Lords of Council in Civil Causes, 1478-1495, p. 240,

> Wallhouse Writs. History of the. Parish of Mid Calder, McCall.

8 Acta Dominorum Concilis.

* Burgh Court Book, 1507-1508. (Kindly communicated by the Keeper of the
Burgh Records.)
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saild David to preif to morne / quhat scaith he has sustenit on
the insufficiantness of the hous.

“ Eodem die Sir William Brown foirspeker for Johne Brown
protestit that sen he wantis his key of David Loch that thairfor
he suld be ansuerand to the said Johne for the nixt termes male.”

In 1510 he had sasine of land on the south side of the High
Street in Edinburgh.!

Between 1506 and 1512 a number of documents were signed
by Magister Michael de Lacu (who also signed himself Michael
Loch and Michaele de Lacy), Prebendary and Deacon of Trinity
College near Edinburgh.? On the 28th December 1509 he
was a witness to a charter by James IV of certain lands at Estir
Hillhouse to Andrew Sandilands.?

On the 28th April 1517 Sir William Loch was mentioned as
Chaplain of the Church of St Giles’ in Edinburgh.4

On the 3oth July 1501 Patrick Loch witnessed a sasine of a
‘ buith ’ in the Buthraw, Edinburgh, by Thomas Hathaway.5

On the 15th October 1528 mention was made of the land of
John Loch, on the west side of Blackfriars’ Wynd, and on the
14th November 1532 John Loch, son and heir of the umquhyle
John Loch, burgess of Edinburgh, had sasine of the land and
resigned it to James Hill 6

In 1515 a precept was directed to the Sheriff of Berwick and
others, including John Loch, to give sasine to Mr John Swinton,
son of John Swinton of that Ilk, in the lands of Cranshaws and
others.” He may well have been that John Loch who was
mentioned on the gth May 1536 in a precept of remission to Patrick
Hepburn of Waughton, Knight, and others, including John Loch,

! John Foular’s Protocol Book, 1500-1502. Burgess Roll of the City of Edinburgh,
14'73-1660.

® John Foular’s Protocol Book, 1560-1518. Registrum Domus de Soltre Necnon

Ecclesie Collegiate S. Trinitatas prope Edinburgh, pp. 82, 157, 159, 161, 162, 163,
167, 168.

* Registrum Magni Sigilli.

* Registrum Cartarum Ecclesie Sancti Egidii de Edinburgh.

® John Foular’s Protocol Book, 1500-1502. 6 Ibid.

" Calendar of Swinton Charters, 1379-1600.
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for assisting David Hume of Wedderburn in his treasonable
exploits.!

The treasonable exploits in question were probably the killing
of the Warden of the Marches, Sieur de la Bastie. The Duke of
Albany had landed in Scotland as Regent in 1515, and, scon after,
provoked the hostility of Lord Hume, the Chamberlain. Albany
went to the Borders and, after the surrender of Hume Castle, Lord
Hume was sent to Edinburgh under the care of the Earl of Arran.
They fled together and joined the Earl of Angus in signing a bond
against Albany, but by the spring of 1516 all three were reconciled
to the Regent.

In September 1516 a Parliament met in the Palace of Holyrood,
and among others came Lord Hume. His brother William was
in the City, but had refused to enter the gate of the Palace. At
the Governor’s request, Lord Hume sent his signet-ring to his
brother, who straightway hastened to the Palace. No sooner had
the doors clanged behind him than Albany’s guards seized the
two Humes, who were tried, found guilty of treason and beheaded.
The heads of the Humes were stuck over the Tolbooth in Edin-
burgh, and Albany flattered himself that he had cowed the turbulent
nobility and could proceed on a long visit to France. In June
1517 Albany sailed for France, and a few months before his de-
parture he made Sieur Antoine de la Bastie, one of his French
followers, Captain of Dunbar Castle and Warden of the East
Marches. 'This appointment gave dire offence to the Border, and
on de la Bastie fell the vengeance of the House of Hume. In
September 1517 news was brought to him that Langton Castle
was besieged by rebels. At the head of an handful of horsemen
he rode out to the rescue, to discover, when it was too late, that
he had been trapped and that he was surrounded by the Humes.
For a time it seemed that the speed of his horse would save him,
but he lost his way and stuck fast in a bog. There he was slain
by David Hume of Wedderburn, who cut off his head and carried
it at his saddle-bow to the market-place of Duns, where he fast-

1 Register of the Privy Seal.
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ened it to a stake.! A great cairn of stones at Edrom near Duns
still commemorates this exploit.

The connection of the Loch Family with the Baltic and other
foreign trade of Scotland, of which more will be told later on,
began about this time, and in December 1538 an interesting letter
was sent from the Chancellor of Scotland to Cromwell, which
showed something of the difficulties of commerce in those days :—

. . . Item quhow the merchandis of Scotland cummand
furtht of France, Flanderis and othir partis beyond the sea,
quhen the land in Ingland be storme of weddyr, contra wynd,
or otherwais, and byis hors to come throcht the countretht in
Scotland, they ar distursit, and thar hors taken fray tham, at
Berwik and other partis of the Bordouris. As now laitly in this
last monetht of December was takyn fra Matho Locht burges
of Edinburgh cummand throucht Berwik, his sobyr 2 hors.” 3

Richard Loch held land under the Castle wall on the south
side of the High Street of Edinburgh, which was mentioned as a
boundary to land given by James IV to Andrew Creichtoun, son
of Sir James Creithtoun of Carnys,* on the 8th April 1492,° and
again as a boundary on the 21st February 1501 and on the 21st
October 15025 On the 1gth August 1507 Richard and his son,
William, were mentioned in proceedings in the Burgh Court 7 :—

“’The quhilk day in presens of the provest and counsale

1 Scotland, Mackie, pp. 300, 301I.

2 A ‘sobyr’ horse usually meant one of dark colour. But according to Jamieson
it also meant *‘ out of condition—poor—weak.”

8 Chronicles and Memorials, Scotland. Letters and Papers tllustrating the Political
Relations of England and Scotland in the XVI century. Hamilton Papers, 1890,
vol. 1, p. 55.

4 The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. i1, p. 330. Sir James Crichton was the
son of George Crichton, Earl of Caithness, and his first wife, daughter of Sir William
Douglas of Strabrock. (See the genealogical table at page 89.)

> Registrum Magni Sigilli.

¢ John Foular’s Protocol Book, 1500-1502, pp. 106, 155.

* Burgh Court Book, 1507, p. 37. (Kindly communicated by the Keeper of the
Burgh Records.)
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EDINBURGH IN 1582

This view of Edinburgh has been reproduced from a coloured copy (in
the possession of the writer) of a plan Number 4 in Volume III of

Civitates Orbis Terrarum by Georgius Braun and Francis Hogenburg,
which was issued probabiy about 1582.
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Johne of Law has confessit in jugement to deliver the house that
he had of Mertyne Bolby’s til William Loch efter the forme of
the indentour maid throupon and al thingis contenit in the
samyn.

“ The quhilk day William Carmychel forspeker for umquhile
Thomuoris dochteris protestit for the sicht of the assignatiour
that Loch has of Mertyne Bolbis laud that he mycht say agare
thame as efferis.”

“"The quhilk day William Carmychel protestit that sentence
be provest and ballies of Dick of Loch and William his son
under the siclik as he has fundin (suf ?)ficient foule anent the
improbatiour ! of Mertyne Bully or ellis that he be dischargit of
the sentence.”

From the tenour of two later documents? regarding the property
inherited by his great-granddaughter, Marion, and the terms of her
heirship from his son, William, it seems reasonable to infer that
he owned the land of Carlinlippis in the sheriffdom of Peebles.

Richard died prior to the 28th August 1520, as on that date his
son and heir, William (see page 88), had sasine of his land under
the Castle wall.? No document has been found showing the name
of Richard’s father, but it is possible that he was the son of that
William who was mentioned at the beginning of this Chapter,
because both were alluded to as ¢ of Loch’ as well as * Loch,’” a
practice which had by then become unusual. Some smali support
is given to this suggestion by the old Scots custom of naming a
first son after his father’s father.

It is about this time that the first mention ¢ occurs of the

1 A process for disproving or reducing a document. See Wil Bully mentioned
in Peebles with Sym and Thom Loch in 1456 (pages 63, 64).

2 Acta Dominorum Concilii et Sessionis, 11th October 1548. A. Guthrie’s
Protocol Book, 1562-1600.

3 John Foular’s Protocol Book, 1519-1528.

4 In the Harleian MSS. there are certain references to the Armorial Bearings
of Loche :—

No. 1423. ¢ Arms of the extinct Scots Nobility since Quine Mariys tyme.” ° Loche,

A. 5 fusills in fesse sa.’
No. 2120. ‘ Irish, Scottish and Yorkshire coats, with many Outlandish Armes, etc.,
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Loch Armorial Bearings, which are depicted (see the plate
opposite) in Sir Robert Forman’s Armorial and are blazoned :—
““ Loch azur a saltyre ingrailet betwixt 3 swans najant in a
loch proper two in ffess and on in base argent.”

Sir Robert Forman’s Armorial (also known as the Workman
MS.) is the earliest existing Scottish Armorial. The only
earlier Armorials containing Scottish Armorial Bearings are the
Armorial de Gelre (1370-1388) and the Armorial de Bouvier,
Berri roi d’Armes (circa 1450), which record only a limited
number of the best known and most important Armorial Bearings.
Sir Robert Forman’s Armorial is believed to have been executed
between 1506 and 1530, that is to say many years before the wide-
spread debasement of Armorial Bearings, which began towards the
end of the sixteenth century, when they ceased to be used for their
legitimate purpose, a distinguishing mark in battle and tourna-
ments, and it is interesting to find that the Loch Armorial Bearings
are shown on certain pages which are generally considered to be
of the earlier date. The fact that they are included in this
Armorial shows them to be an early grant ; and their unique form
suggests that they may be very old indeed. The argent saltire
on an azure ground is the Scottish national emblem, and in this
connection two passages may be quoted from Stevenson’s Heraldry
in Scotland * :—

“ The national arms of Scotland from an early date have
been a white saltire on a blue field, the reputed cross of its patron,
St Andrew, in the same way as those of England are the cross of
St George, red on a white field. St Andrew’s cross is under-
stood to be tinctured, in allusion to the mythical apparition of
his cross shining in the sky to encourage the Christian Hungus,
King of the Picts, in his advance to battle with the heathen

Arms in blason of Scottish Nobility and Gentry, A.D. 1580.” ¢ Loche,
Ar. 3 fussols in fesse sa.’

Add. MSS. 26,695. * The single Coates of the Gentlemen of Scotland’ (sixteenth
century), Folio 71. Under the name Loche, very clearly written,
1s a coat blazoned similarly to the first above.

The writer has not been able to find out anything about these Armorial Bearings,

and can offer no suggestion as to who bore them. 1 Pp. 260, 404.
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ARMORIAL BEARINGS OF LOCH IN SCOTLAND AS DEPICTED IN
SIR ROBERT FORMAN’S ARMORIAL, 1506-1530

Reproduced from the original by kind permission of the Lord Lyon
King-of-Arms.












Athelstane, King of the Saxons, some time in or before the
seventh century.

“ In later times (1335) a St Andrew’s cross was ordered by
the Scottish Parliament to be worn by everyone, Scot and
Frenchman alike, in the Scottish host on an invasion of England.
And the same cross composed the Scottish flag at sea.”

“ The saltire cross, whatever it was originally, has been
adopted as the symbol of the martyrdom of St Andrew. Azure,
a saltire argent—a shining cross that once appeared, it is said,
on a blue sky; it is the banner of the Patron of Scotland ; in
other tinctures it appears in the Arms of Annandale as in the
shields of Bruce, Johnstone, etc. It appears also in the arms of
Maxwell, and engrailed, in the arms of Lennox,! and of

Colquhoun.”

In the case of the Loch Armorial Bearings alone, so far as the
writer has been able to discover, are the tinctures both azure and
argent. It seems unlikely that a private family would adopt a
national sign, and especially a sign which was, by an Act of Parlia-
ment, to be worn by everyone, and it may therefore be inferred
that the Loch Armorial Bearings were in use before that date, that
is before 1385. According to Planché,?> Geoffrey, son and heir
of Robert son of Maldred by Isabel de Nevil, assumed the name
of his mother’s family on account of its wide possessions, but
retained his own Armorial Bearings, Gules a saltire argent, derived,
according to tradition, from his great-grandfather, Gospatric,
Earl of Northumbria : it was possible that this derivation might
be correct, for although Gospatric had died in 1070, a century
before the general usage of coat-armour, crosses so disposed, but
of irregular forms, were to be seen on many of the shields in the
Bayeux Tapestry: the saltire might consequently have been
retained by his descendants as their cognoissance, or assumed by
them at a later period in commemoration of him. Reginald de
Lacu’s wife was descended from Gospatric through his grand-
daughter, Gunnild, who married Uhtred, Lord of Galloway, and

! In the case of Lennox the saltire was not, it is said, engrailed till Sir Robert
Forman’s time. (The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. v, p. 362.)
¢ The Pursuivant of Arms, pp. 58, 59, 245.
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it is possible that the saltire on the Loch Armorial Bearings may
also have been derived from Gospatric’s cross. 'The shield of the
Lords of Galloway was azure.! The name, de Lacu, would have
suggested lochs, though they could hardly be so used alone, as a
distinguishing difference, and the swan was the badge of the
Nevils 2 and of the de Bohuns, Earls of Hereford. It is, however,
idle to speculate too freely in a matter about which so little is really
known and which must remain a subject of conjecture. Enough is
known to say with certainty that the Loch Armorial Bearings belong .
to the time when Armorial Bearings were used for their true purpose,
and to suggest that they may well be among the oldest in Scotland.

William was the son of Richard Loch (see page 84), and
succeeded his father prior to the 28th August 1520, as on that date
he had sasine of his land under the Castle Wall.? He seems also
to have inherited the land of Carlinlippis in the sheriffdom of
Peebles.* William already held land on the south side of the
High Street, as® on the 3oth March 1509 he resigned it and took
sasine in *‘ conjunct infeftment ”’ with his spouse, Alison Creichton,f
whom he had just married. The land is described as lying “ be-
tween the lands of Andrew Creichton on the west and the land of
James Johnston on the east and the land called the Hie Riggis on
the south.” Andrew was the son of Sir James Creithtoun of
Carnys, son of George Crichton, Erle of Caithness. William’s
great-grandson bought Drylaw, and it is therefore interesting to
find in 1556 a reference to “ Alexandri Creightoun filii et heredis
apparentis Willelmi Creichtoun de Drylaw. . . .” 7

! Uhtred’s father, Fergus, bore ‘“ Lyone Ram : arg : cround or, in a sield azure »’
(The Lands and their Owners in Galloway, vol. ii, p. 49), and the same blazon is given
to Alan by Sir David Lindsay. (The Scots Peerage, Balfour Paul, vol. iv, p. 144.)

> Hugh de Neville was Warden of the Forest of Dean in 1207. (Transactions of
the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, vol. xxxiii, p. 182.)

8 John Foular’s Protocol Book, 1519-1528.

* Acta Dominorum Concilii et Sessionis, 11th October 1348. A. Guthrie’s Pro-
tocol Book, 1562-1600. ® Vincent Strathauchin’s Protocol Book, 1507-1524.

¢ For the descent of Alison Creichton see the genealogical table opposite.

" Registrum Domus de Soltre necnon Ecclesie Collegiate S. Trinitatas prope Edinburgh.
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DESCENT OF ALISON CREICHTON, WIFE OF WILLIAM LOCH,
AND JANET ROBERTSON, WIFE OF ADMIRAL FRANCIS ERSKINE LOCH

WILLIAM DE CRICHTON.
Dominus ejusdem. Succeeded his father, Sir John de Crichton, before 135%7. d. before 1393.

SIR JoHN DE CRICHTON = Christian de Gremislaw.
Dominus ejusdem. Had charter
of Barony of Crichton from
Robert ITII. d.before 12-12-1423.

WiLLiaAM CRICHTON = Agnes.
1st Lord Crichton. Chancellor of
Scotland. d. before 1454.1

James CrIcHTON =Janet Dunbar, elder daughter of
2nd Lord Crichton. Dominus de James Dunbar, Earl of Moray,
Frendrach. d. 1454. and Katherine (or Janet), dau.

of Alexander Seton of Gordon.

WiLrLiaM CRICHTON = Marion Livingston, daughter of
3rd Lord Crichton. d.before 1493. James, Lord Livingston.

SirR JaMmes CricHTON=Catherine, eldest daughter of
Lord Frendraught. Received from William, sth Lord Borthwick.
his grandmother lands of Fren-
draught by her resignation and
grant of Crown Charter in 1493.
d. circa 1536,

MARGARET CRICHTON =John Robertson of Muirton.b
m. circa 1525.

A\
JANET ROBERTSON.

Sixth in descent. m.Admiral Francis Erskine Loch (5. 15-4-1788),

fourth son of George Loch of Drylaw and seventh in descent
from William Loch, who married Alison Creichton.

STEPHEN CRICHTON of Carnis.
Sheriff of Linlithgow. Was alive on 4-1-1433-4.

GEORGE CRICHTON 2 of Blackness=a daughter of Sir
Erle of Caithness. Admiral of the William Douglas
Realm. d. 1454. of Strabrock.?

SIR JAMES CREITHTOUN of Carnys.

ANDREW CREICHTOUN.
Held charter of land under the Castle Wall of Edinburgh 1492 .

ALI1SON CREICHTON =William Loch. .
before 30-3-1509.
N
LLocHs oF DRryLAW.

conscience as of fear and folly.”’

* His seal bore quarterly a galley for Caithness and a lion rampant for Crichton.

1 Sir Walter Scott wrote of him *‘ a consunvunate statesman according to the manner of his age’—*‘ as destitute of faith, mercy and

3 First wife.

4 Andrew Creichtoun’s land was bounded on the east by that of Richard Loch, father of William Loch, who married Alison Creichton.

5 See Table facing page 266.

Authorities :—The Scots Peerage, vol. 1i, pp. 323-331 ; vol. iii, pp. §2-66; vol. iv, pp. 123-124; vol. vi, p. 305.

Registrum Magni Sigilli. Charter dated 8-4-1492.

Vincent Strathauchin’s Protocol Book, 1507-1524.



He seems to have been a wealthy man. In 1521 he had
sasine of some lands adjacent to his own resigned by Sir
Patrick Auchinlek, Chaplain! He was made burgess and
guildbrother of Edinburgh on the 15th October 1517, for which
privilege he paid [3, 10s., and died before the 12th February

1535-6.2
William had at least 3 two sons ¢ :—

1) Andrew, of whom below.

(2) John, who may have been the John Loch who appeared
as auditing the Edinburgh Town accounts in 1553 and
was a member of the Town Council in 1556.°

Andrew held land on the south side of the High Street of
Edinburgh near the Castle ¢ and also in Selkirk.” On the 12th
February 1535-6 he was made a burgess and guildbrother of
Edinburgh, as son and heir of the umquhile William Loch® On
the 4th February 1535 John Donaldson assigned his * tenement
lyand in Selkirk ”’ to Andrew Louch and his heirs. Andrew also
acted on behalf of Gilbert Ker ? in the matter of certain rents and
“ Sanders Lauder burges of Edinburgh was in amerciament of
this court ” (the Burgh Court of Selkirk): he also arrested law-
fully James Scot and claimed on behalf of Gilbert Ker 10, 10s.
of “ myll maill ” (rents) of the term of Pentecost 1540. On the

Vincent Strathauchin’s Protocol Book, 1507-1524.
Burgess Roll of the City of Edinburgh, 1473-1660.
Certain family genealogical tables show other children : James, William, Helen,
Robert and Sir Henry (Chaplain-Sacristan of St Giles’ Church), but the writer has
been unable to trace any authority for the entries, though he has found references
to each individual. About 1570-1600 a number of Lochs appear in the Commissariot
of Edinburgh : Testaments and in Protocol Books, as owning land in the High Street
and under the Wall, but it has not been possible to establish their identity.

* Burgess Roll of the City of Edinburgh, 1473-1660. See also A. Guthrie’s Protocol
Book, 4th June 1563 : Acta Dominorum Concilii et Sessionis, 11th October 15438.

5 Minutes of Edinburgh Town Council.
Calendar of Charters, 1142-1586 (14th March 1576-7).
Melrose Regality Records, vol. iii, p. 364.
Burgess Roll of the City of Edinburgh, 1473-1660.

® A Gilbert Ker appeared in John Loch’s testament on the 5th February 1584-5
as occupying certain husbandland. (Commissariot of Edinburgh : Testaments.)
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14th December 1540 and 2oth January 1540-1 Andro Louch
represented Gilbert Ker in the matter of certain debts to Sir

William Brydin “ Lady Prest ” (probably the well-known * Vicar
of Selkirk,” a relative of Andrew’s wife). But on the 4th July
1542 Andrew himself came into the amerciament of the Court for
‘““non entres ” at the instance of Wall Elwand.! He was a burgess

of Selkirk and a burgess and guildbrother of Edinburgh,? and died
in or before 1548.3

He married Margaret Brydden, daughter of John Bryden, a

notary public and son of Andrew Bryden,® by whom he had
issue ® :—

(1) John, of whom hereafter (see page 99).

(2) Marion. On the 11th September 1548 a contract was
made at Edinburgh between John Lyndsay of Covin-
toun ¢ and Alexander Lyndsay, his son on the one part,
and John Loch wardator of the half lands of Carlinlippis
and having the gift of the marriage and profits thereof
of Marion Loch, daughter and heiress of the deceased
Andrew Loch, burgess of Edinburgh, and taking burden
upon him for the said Marion and as tutor to her, on the
other part, for the marriage of the said Alexander and
Marion : failing the said Alexander the said Marion
should marry Bernard Lyndsay son of the said Laird of
Covintoun, whom failing, James Lyndsay also his son,
whom failing, the nearest of the said Laird’s friends con-

Y Burgh Court Book, Selkirk, 1 503-1545.

2 Melrose Regality Records, vol. 1ii, p. 364. Burgess Roll of the City of Edznburgh
1473-1660.

8 Acta Dominorum Concillit et Sessionis (1548).

4 The Family of Bryden or Bridin were well known in Selkirk at this time, and
were described as “ people of means and position.”” One of them was knighted by
James V for . . . good service done by Wm. Bryden, clerk of our burgh of Selkirk,
to our predecessor at the battle of Flodden.” (The History of Selkirkshire or
Chronicles of Ettrick Forest.)

5 Melrose Regality Records, vol. i1, pp. 133, vol. 111, pp. 364, 365. Acta Dominorum
Concillii et Sessionis (1548).

¢ The Lindsays acquired the lands of Covington at a date after 1406 and held
them till after the Reformation. (Origines Parochiales Scotiae, vol. i, p. 140.) Coving-
ton is about fifteen miles west of Peebles, and the betrothal suggests that a connection
with their friends in that locality may still have been kept up.
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venient therefor as he might be pleased to name to her:
and the said John Loch should assign the said ward relief
and nonentry of the half lands of Carlinlippis in the
sheriffdom of Peebles and all right of the tenements and
lands pertaining to the said Marion lying in Edinburgh :
and the said John Lyndsay should pay to him therefor
200 crowns of the sun. A witness to the contract was
Sir Henry Loch, Prebendary, in St Giles’ Church.! It
seems possible that Marion rebelled against this collective
betrothal, as in 1570 a Marion Loch, whose ““ spouse ”
was Hector Sinkler, resigned a rent of 10 merks of land
lying on the south side of the High Street near the Castle
of Edinburgh.? She had sasine, in terms of precept of
clare constat (z.e. crown precept from Chancery), in 1563
of land on the south side of the High Street near the
Castle, which had formerly belonged to Richard Loch,
as heir to her grandfather, William, and also of an annual
rent from certain tenements.®

By the beginning of the reign of Queen Mary, Lochs were
playing a considerable part in the affairs of Edinburgh.

There is on record? a privateering commission of Mary,
Queen of Scots, in favour of Patrick Loch, in the following terms :—

“ Mary by the Grace of God Queen of Scots to all Princes,
Dukes, Ofﬁcers Associates, Confederates and Friendly Peoples
of Provmces, Lords and Keepers of Cities, and Masters of
Ships : Greeting : Although we judge that it cannot be un-
known to you that England has invaded our people with a
bloody and cruel war by land and sea—so that the whole country
will speedily be overrun with desolation ; Now when Patrick
Loche is about to proceed against the enemy with an armed
ship called the Mary Gallande he has desired these official
tokens of our trust by which we signify to You that he is our
man, no robber or pirate but bearing just and lawful war with
his country against the enemy; wherefore we desire that, if it
shall happen him to bring or in any wise send to You any English
ships in Your harbours or other naval defences, You aid him
Y Acta Dominorum Concillii et Sessionis (1548).

2 A. Guthrie’s Protocol Book. 3 Ibid.

4 Letters and Papers, Foreign and Domestic, of the Reign of Henry VIII, Record
Edition, 2nd edition 1920, vol. xix, part 1, A.D. 1544.
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PRIVATEERING COMMISSION GRANTED TO PATRICK LOCH
IN THE NAME OF MARY, QUEEN OF SCOTS, 1543

This is a contemporary copy preserved in the General Register House,
Edinburgh. Reproduced by kind permission of the Keeper of the
Registers and Records of Scotland.
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with provisions and deny him no kindnesses which the claims
of humanity and friendship demand for We shall be careful to
reciprocate. Farewell Worthy Men. Given at Stirling and

countersigned by the Earl of Arran our tutor and Governor
28 February 1543.”

In those days ! it seems to have been the practice to issue such
privateering commissions, though they did not always serve to
protect those to whom they were given. In the reign of James IV
Scotland became for the first and last time a naval Power, and the
names of Wood and Barton were dreaded on the seas. Once Sir
Andrew Wood with two ships captured a squadron of five English
vessels ; 1n another engagement, which lasted for the whole of
‘““ane lang summer day,” he overcame three English ships. The
depredations of Dutch pirates were swiftly brought to an end by
Andrew Barton, who swooped down on the coast of Holland, slew
the pirates, and sent their heads in barrels to the King. 'The
Portuguese fared in the same way. They had captured Scottish
ships and James demanded satisfaction, which was not given.
The King thereupon issued letters to Andrew and John Barton,
who straightway put to sea and terrorized the Portuguese merchant-
men. The King of Denmark, too, received valuable help from
the Scottish fleet on more than one occasion. In 1511, however,
Andrew Barton’s two ships were treacherously attacked and
captured by the English ; Barton himself, sorely wounded, was
taken to London as a prisoner. To James’ remonstrances Henry |
VIII calmly answered that princes did not dispute about pirates.

In that same year took place the launching of the Great St
Michael, a war vessel far more powerful than any in the English
navy, 240 feet long and 35 feet broad, with an hull 10 feet thick,
and armed with over 300 large and small guns. John Loich ? was
one of the ship’s company, which numbered some 284 persons.
The Captain received £7 and the sailors 35 shillings a month.

But in King James’ own words, ‘ in the warlde is naething

1 Scotland, Mackie, pp. 291, 312, 322.
2 Accounts of the Lord High Treasurer of Scotland, vol. iv, p. 504.
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mair inconstant as constant peace between Inglismen and Scotis,”
and the year 1513 saw the knightly, but disastrous, adventure of
Fiodden. In the summer of 1542 the English fleet was despatched
to watch the coast of Scotland and captured twenty-eight merchant-
men ; and no doubt the Scots took such measures of reprisal as
were possible. Solway Moss and the death of James V followed.
In the autumn of 1543 Henry VIII began his attempt to seize the
fortresses in southern Scotland and to take the little Queen Mary
to England, by capturing some merchantmen, and then in May
1544 despatched a fleet of two hundred vessels and a large army
to Scotland. This fleet reached Leith, and the raiders were joined
by a great force of cavalry that had come overland from Berwick.
Edinburgh was set on fire and burnt for four days, but the English
fleet and army had to retire, leaving an unconquered nation behind
them. It is to be hoped that the Mary Gallande managed to give
good account of herself, and helped towards forcing the retreat of
the English ; and, though there is no further record of her, there
are letters of the Council, dated the 24th June 1550, charging

Patrick Louche to present a prisoner, an Englishman, before the
Council.t

Sir Henry Loch, mentioned above, witnessed the lease of an
house and booth by Sir William Merschell, the Chaplain of Sanct
Erasmois Altar, in 1552, and was Prebendary and Sacristan of
St Giles’ Church. As Sacristan, he seems to have been responsible
for supplying fire and water to the Chaplains, strings to the bells,
and for watering and the sweeping of the choir, and so on. He
offered to lose his benefit as Sacristan if any dozen of Chaplains
could prove want of fire or water. In the Council records of the
2oth July 1554 there was an act ‘‘ anent the Bellis,” by which it
was declared that Sir Henry Loch the Sacristan was not only—

“ to find stringis to all the Bellis inwith the steepill, but siclik to
watter and soup the Queir once every oulk (week) ; and further

that at all times cuming the grete Bellis be nocht roung fra ten
houris at evin quhiil five hours in the mornyng.”

1 Treasurer’s Accounts, 1473-1550.
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THE < MARY GALLANDE, 1543

This picture is based on information collected by the writer, mainly
from the South Kensington Museum and the Royal United Service
Institution. He is indebted to Mr Lindsay Westwater for his help in
ensuring the correctness of the general appearance of the vessel.












On the 22nd September 1556 he was charged to assist in taking
down the images, and in 1557 when the  rascale multitude ”
seized, ducked in the Nor’ Loch and burnt the image of the patron
Saint of St Giles’ Church in Edinburgh, he helped to save the
Mass Vessels, which he handed over on the 7th January 1558-9 :—

“The Quhilk day the prowest baillies and counsall ordanis
Jhone Charteris elder dene of gild to ressaiue the jowallis under-
written fra Schir Henrye Louche sacristane of the Kirk of Sanct
Geill now hafar of the same, and to keip them be himself and
his deputis that he will answer for that the saym salbe furth-
cumand to the toun quhen thai think expedient and to serve the
nychtbouris thairof as useis . . .’ 1

The Loch Family were at this time staunch adherents of the
Old Church, to which they had given not a few Priests, and they
remained so, for some years later John Loch was thrown into
prison for hearing a Mass. 'Towards the close of the seventeenth
century, and probably later, they were of the Bishops’ Church,?
but later they probably acquiesced in the Presbyterian form of
worship.? In England from about 1800 they became members
of the Church of England. But a close study of the records of the
Family suggests the general conclusion that they do not attach great
importance to an outward form, but that they are driven by a
restless curiosity of mind to enquire, usually with unsatisfying
results, into the forces underlying and directing religious or occult
phenomena, and that it is therefore of little moment to them
whether the form is that of Roman Catholicism, of Witchcraft, or
of the Presbytery. They have, on the other hand, a strong sense
of obligation to a Cause, and would, therefore, in all probability
have continued to profess the old religion so long as a struggle
was still actively in progress.

The main circumstance which made possible the Reformation

1 History of St Giles’. Registrum Cartarum Ecclesie Sancti Egidii de Edinburgh.
Minutes of Edinburgh Town Council. Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of
Scotland, vol. 111, p. 196.

2 See pages 147, 148, 152, 155. * They were buried at Cramond (see page 145).
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was the growing distaste and contempt in men’s minds for the
abuses which had crept into the administration of the Church, in
which the higher offices had become the prey of the great men of
the land, and for the profligacy of many of its clergy. 'The position
was summed up in a verse of a then popular canticle ! :—
‘““ The blind Bishop he culd nocht preiche
For playing with the lassis :
The syllie Freir behuffit 2 to fleiche 3
For almous # that he assis %;
The curat his creid he culd not reid :
Schame fall the cumpanie.
Hay trix, tryme go trix,
Under the grene wod tree.”
The Church itself recognized the perils which beset it, and
the Scottish Clergy, assembled in a Provincial Council in 1549,
admitted that

41

. . there appear to have been mainly two causes and roots
of evils which have stirred up among us so great dissensions and
occasions of heresies, to wit, the corruption of morals and
profane lewdness of life in churchmen of almost all ranks,
together with crass ignorance of literature and all the liberal
arts.”

The time was overdue for reforms, but it is hard to believe
that the Reformation, in the form that it took, was in truth the
best that could have befallen Scotland. With the evils perished
much that was beautiful and wise : with the Reforms, and their
attendant good, came much of harshness and intolerance, which
must be deplored. And criticism of the Old Church should be
tempered by two thoughts : firstly, that almost all the history that
is read of the Old Church was written by its bitterest enemies
with malevolent intention ; and, secondly, that the Old Church
had, through all time, stood steadily and uncompromisingly for
the independence of Scotland.

Nevertheless, a change was inevitable, and in the circumstances

v Scotland, Mackie, p. 319. > behoved.
* beg. 4 alms. S asks.
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of those days it could hardly have come about otherwise than
violently ; and it may be, too, that something in the new stern
and unbending creed appealed to the consciences of men whose
Northern blood made strife a natural state, and who had, from the
time of their first conversion, found a religion of humility one
difficult to absorb.

On the 6th July 1560 the Treaty of Leith was signed, and with
it the death-knell of the ‘“ auld alliance ” with France, and all that
it stood for. On the 1st August Parliament met and decreed that
the jurisdiction and authority of the Pope should be abolished,
that anyone who acknowledged his supremacy or issued decrees
in his name should be banished and lose all his goods, and that all
Acts of Parliament in favour of the Roman Catholic Church should
be annulled. The Confession of Faith, a statement of the chief
doctrines of Calvinistic Protestantism, was declared by Parliament
to be * hailsome and sound doctrine groundit upon the infallibill
trewth of godis word,” and the celebration of Mass or of baptism
according to the ancient form was strictly forbidden. For the
first offence against this Act the penalty was confiscation, for the
second banishment, for the third death. This Act was by no
means the end of the conflict, which raged for many a long year,
but it marked the turn of the tide, from the ebb of Roman Catholi-
cism and France to the flow of Protestantism and England.

In 1556, and again in 1566, Harie Loich was mentioned as a
Prebendary of St Giles’, and ¢ Henricus Loch notarius’ in 1553-
1558 appeared in a number of papers, including a confirmation
of the lands of ¢ Ravilstoun,” with which the family were after-
wards so closely to be connected.!

On the 8th August 1560 James Martin, Rector of the University
of Paris, gave a certificate that Andrew Loch was a student there
and granted him a safe-conduct with his box of books and clothes.?

Y Registrum Cartarum Ecclesie Sancti Egidii de Edinburgh, pp. 257, 259, 205, 270,
and Appendix XCIX.

2 Loch Collection of Scottish Documents. This Collection, to which a number of
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On the 18th May 1559 a letter was issued from Francis and
Mary to Queen Elizabeth of England requesting a safe-conduct for
James Loch, ‘ indwellar * in Leith, to trade with England by land
or sea for a year. It was subscribed by Mary of Lorraine as Regent
and signed ““ Your gud sester and Allye, Marie R.”’! A James,
possibly the same, owned a tenement near the gate of Leith in the
Barony of Restalrig.?

In 1565 Patrick Loch, described as a Scottish merchant, and
probably that Patrick who had commanded the Mary Gallande,
received a recommendation from Queen Mary to Frederick II,
King of Denmark ;3 and he apparently wielded considerable
influence in Leith, as, during the imprisonment of the Queen in
Lochleven Castle in 15677-1568, he and George Hume were charged
with obtaining the consent of the inhabitants of Leith to the election

of the Earl of Moray as Regent. 'The record of the 2nd September
1567 ran :—

“The quhilk day, the inhabitants of the toun of Leyth

references will be made in this History, was brought to England after the sale of
Drylaw and disappeared for many years, when it was rediscovered and described in
* Notes and Queries, 1st January to June, 1910’ as: “ . . . evidently the result of
the nation’s characteristic—business care combined with love of antiquity—is of
exceptional interest, both literary and historical, and is the accumulation of centuries
by one family.” :

A number of the most interesting documents were removed from the Collection
in circumstances of mystery but, it seems, with untoward results to those concerned :
for the writer has been permitted to see a letter of a person into whose hands some of
the papers had apparently fallen, describing a series of deaths and other calamities
and saying :—

“1 am glad the old ¢ accompts ’ reached you. When you have done with
them please destroy them as I do not wish to set eyes on them again, they being
part of a whole possessing some extraordinary fatality affecting all those handling
them . . . suffering from the evil influences surrounding everything associated
with the Stuarts (for there were included in the collection James II and the
Old Pretender’s letters to the Stuarts of Appin). . . .”

The bulk of the Collection has been recovered, and is now (1933) in the hands of
Baron Loch of Drvlaw.

Y Calendar of Scottish Papers, vol. i.

2 Registrum Domus de Soltre necnon Ecclesie Collegiate S. Trinitatas prope Edin-
burgh, p. 127.

8 Register of the Privy Council of Scotland, vol. xiv, Addenda.
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underwrittin convenit within the kirk thairof, being requirit be
Patrik Loch and George Hume, inhabitants of the said toun, at
the command of the maist nobill James, Regent of the realme of
Scotland, and Lordis of Secreit Counsale, gif thai wald consent
and accept the coronatioun of our Soverane maid of befoir, and
electing of the said nobill Lord in Regent. . . .

“ Quhilkis personis underwritten, all in ane voce, gaif thair
expres consent and assent thairto, and committis and committit
their full power to the saidis Patrik Loch. . . .

““ Quhairupon the said Patrik Loch askit actis and instru-
mentis.””

In 1565 a letter of Queen Mary to Eric XIV, King of Sweden,
recommended James Locch, citizen of Edinburgh, and a similar
letter recommended him to Frederick II, King of Denmark.?

Less reputable, possibly, than these was Peter Loch, an Orkney
pirate, against whom, among others, complaints were made by
Shetlanders in 1566-1567.2 It would be interesting to know
whether later he joined Bothwell.

In 1570 Dauid Loch was hanged by the Regent Morton at
Brechin Castle, which had been held for Queen Mary : the matter
was described in the following words 4 :—

“Upon the tuelt day of the said moneth of August (1570)
the said Castell of Brechin was randerit to my Lord regent,
becaus erle of Huntlie and utheris erlis come not to reskew the
said suddartis being thair, according to thair promeis maid to
thame, and thaj become in his will ; quha causit tak the haill
capitanis and suddartis being thairin, extending to j¢ and 1
personis. And thairefter upon the xii day of the sayme moneth,
being Sattirday, he causis justifie in Brechin 31 personis . . .”

To return to Andrew’s (see page g1) son, John. It seems
likely that he was the John Loch who in 1565 was imprisoned in
irons in the Tolbooth and his goods confiscated for hearing

v Register of the Privy Council of Scotland, vol. i, p. 562.

2 Ibid., vol. xiv, Addenda, pp. 219, 254. 3 Ibid., p. 268.

t A Diurnal of remarkable occurrents that have passed within the country of Scotland
since the death of Fames the Fourth till the year 1575. Edited by T. Thomson.
Bannatyne Club Publication.

99



Mass, but he was freed and his goods restored by order of Queen
Mary, “ which is obeyed to the great offence of the whole people.”
This was no small favour, for under the Act of Parliament of 1560,
as has already been related, it had been decreed, among other
matters, that celebration of Mass according to the ancient form
was strictly forbidden, and that for the first offence the penalty

was confiscation, for the second banishment and for the third
death.!

It is well at this point to draw attention to a number of incidents
which suggest a consistent attachment to the House of Stewart.
It has been seen that in 1543 Patrick Loch took an armed ship
against the English with a privateering commission in the name of
Queen Mary. In 1565 James Loch and Patrick Loch received
letters of recommendation from Queen Mary to King Frederick II
of Denmark and King Eric XIV of Sweden. In the same year
John Loch was beholden to Queen Mary’s orders for his property,
if not for his life. In 1570 David Loch was hanged by the Regent
Morton at the fall of Brechin Castle, which was held for Queen

Mary. There is a paper in the Loch Collection of Scottish Docu-
ments which states 2 that :—

“Mr Loch’s family were strong partizans of the abdicated
monarch 2 and his descendants to whom it is reported that they
lent the sum of f10,000/-.”

It seems likely that David Loch helped in the establishment of
communication between Scotland and the Continent in 1745 and
in conveying the calls to arms to the Stewarts of Appin.

1 Calendar of Scottish Papers, vol. ii. Scotland, Mackie, pp. 335-336.

2 1t is not known who wrote this paper or on what authority the statement was
made. From the nature of the transaction, however, it is most unlikely that any
written record of it exists. Some evidence of the pro-Stewart feelings of the Family
is afforded by the terms of the letter (see note 5, page 185) from the schoolboy, John
Erskine, to his aunt, Frances Erskine, who married James Loch of Drylaw, in which

he hopes to see ““ bloody Cumberland & his followers as well drubbed by the brave
Hylanders. . . .”

* King James VII.
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John probably engaged in the trade with the Baltic, as he died in
Dantzic ! on the 1gth August 1583.2 Going on a voyage then was
a very different matter to our modern journeys by sea, and perhaps
he had some premonition of death, as his will began curiously
‘““ being whole in mind and body, but setting sail for Dantzic. . . .”
His estate consisted of merchandise at home and abroad, with
ready cash, also the sowing of his half husbandland in Selkirk and
plenishing in his house in Selkirk, valued at £1358. It is prob-
able that he inherited the other half of the lands of Carlinlippis
in the sheriffdom of Peebles, of which his sister, Marion, is known
to have received one-half (see page 91).

John married firstly a daughter of Gavin Wilkine, Burgess of
Selkirk, by whom he had issue 3 :—

(1) Sarah. On the 8th August 1590 a charter was given by
James VI at Holyroodhouse regarding a tenement of
land possessed by Sarah Loch, daughter of the deceased
John Loch, only lawful son of Margaret Brydden, widow
of the deceased Andrew Loch, burgess of Selkirk :—

““which has been possessed by them as old and
kindly tenants of the Abbey of Melrose beyond the
memory of man. . . . Therefore he with the consent
of the officers of State grants to Sarah and her heirs
and assignees in feu ferme that tenement of land
within the burgh, with an acre at the end of the 2nd
tenement between the lands of the deceased David
Hall on the west, of the deceased John Bryden on the
east, the highway on the south, and Ettrick Water on
the north, for yearly payment of 25s.” 4

(2) James, of whom hereafter (see pages 103 and 103).

! Enquiries have been made at Dantzic, but no information about him is forth-
coming there. The only Ecclesiastical Register going as far back is that of the
famous Cathedral Skt. Marien, and there is no mention of John Loch’s death or funeral
in the Register of 1583. Nor does there seem to be anything in the correspondence
relating to the trade between Dantzic and Scotland.

2 Commissariot of Edinburgh : Testaments. 8 Ibid.

% Melrose Regality Records, vol. iii, p. 364. An “ old and kindly ” tenant was a
free tenant, as opposed to one who was bound to the land. It has been seen (p. 57,
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John married secondly Mansie, daughter of Archibald Leiche.!
'The marriage contract 2 between John Loch, burgess of Selkirk,
and Mansie Leith, daughter of Archibald Leith, burgess of Edin-
burgh, and relict of John Hog, burgess of Edinburgh, was dated
1576, and in it Archibald Leith or Leich bound himself to infeft
Mansie Leith in the second half of his lands and annual rents in

note 2) that there may have been a connection between the de Lacus and Selkirk
at the beginning of the fourteenth century. To this day, in any country where the
inhabitants are illiterate and agricultural the ‘ memory of man > in matters to do
with the land carries back a very long way, and it is in any case improbable that
the use of such a phrase would have been permitted in a Royal Charter unless
the holding had been one of real antiquity. The Monks of Melrose exchanged
for land elsewhere a piece of the lands taken by the de Morevilles from the See of
Glasgow (A History of Peeblesshire, Buchan, vol. ii, p. 450), so that there was a direct
connection between them and Eddleston. It is possible that the Lochs’ tenure of the
Monks’ land in Selkirk may have begun in those times.

Y Loch Collection of Scottish Documents. A grant of land near the Mercat Cross
at Edinburgh was made in 1564 by Queen Mary to Archibald Leiche. The charter
is signed “ Marie R. Henry R *’ and is one of the very few documents remaining
which were signed by Darnley as King. It runs as follows :—

““ Rex et Regina

Provost and baillies of our burcht of Edinburcht florsamekill as in ye monecht
of marche last bi past we gaif to archebald leich our furrour burges of our said
burcht and his airis that foir mydmest buitht lyand abore ye stair heid occupyit
be him within the tenement of land symtyme pertenyng to vmquhile gilbert
knokis quha annalut ye said buitht to ye blak freiris of Edinburcht quhilkis
being tane away ye samin become in our handis And we will that ye said archebald
and his airis bruke ye said buitht in tymes cuming conforme to our said gift—
Nochtyeles as we are informit James Johnnstoun of Kellobank hes laitlie obteint
fra ws vponn sinister informacioun ane new gift of ye said buitht and of vtheris
parttis of ye said tenement quha thairby intendis to tak away our rycht of ye said
buitht disponit be ws of befoir to ye said archebald quhilk we on na wyis will be
done Heirfoir we discharge zow and zour clerkis of all gevin of ony sesing to ye
said James Johnnestoun or ony vtheris in his name of ye said buitht disponit
be ws of befoir to ye said archebald as said is And of all annuelrenttis to be tane
vp of ye said buitht in ony wyis in tymes cuming And siclik dischargeing zow
of all gevin of sesing of ye said buitht or any annuelrenttis furcht of ye samin to
quhatsumeuir vther personn in all tymes cuming. Dischargeing zow thairof
And of zour officis in that part And all vtheris quhome it effeiris for ever.
Nochtwithstanding ony chargis direct or to be direct to zow in ye contrair
Subscriuit with oure handis At halorudhouse the XXIIII day of October 1565.
Marie R HeNry R ”
* Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.
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CHARTER SIGNED ‘¢ MARIE R HENRY R’ OF LAND NEAR
THE MERCAT CROSS, EDINBURGH, GRANTED TO
ARCHIBALD LEICHE IN 1564

From the Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.
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Edinburgh to her and the heirs begotten of the marriage, whom
failing, to Mansie’s heirs, whomsoever. John Loch bound him-
self to infeft himself and his wife conjunctly and the heirs of the
marriage, whom failing his own heirs, whomsoever, of his land
and tenement at Selkirk. By this marriage he had issue: two
daughters, Bessie and Margaret, and a son John. Nothing is
known of Bessie or John after their childhood. Margaret was
probably the ““ Margaret, d. —— Loch Esq.” who married James
Inglis, whose descendants became Inglis, Baronets of Cramond.!

James was brought up by his father’s * good friend Patrick
Eleis,” and on the 28th April 1613 was made a merchant burgess
of Edinburgh, as the eldest son of his father.? His entry into the
Baltic trade marked a turning point in the affairs of the Family
and led to the restoration of their Fortunes ; and it is therefore
convenient at this point to give some account of this early Scottish
trade with the northern countries.

The trade to the ¢ Eastern Seas,” as the Baltic was then called,
was no easy venture, and the main trade of Scotland was confined
to the Low Countries and to London : indeed, ¢ The Entress of
the ships, judis and geir transportit out of Edinburgh at the port
of Leith, fra the last day of October 1627 years, to the first day of
November 1628 years ”’ shows that 33 ships cleared from Leith
for London, 46 for the Low Countries, 3 for Ireland, and only 2 for
Stockholm, and 1 each for Elsinore, Lubeck and the  Eastern
Seas.’® The usual imports from the Baltic were flax, hemp, iron,
pitch, tar and timber (deals), brought in exchange for cloth and
fish4 The articles of trade were those of a simple and hard age,
but were essential needs to the Scotland of those days. The im-
portance of the Trade was great, and so no doubt were the profits,
but the risks were considerable, as was vividly shown by the fact

1 Payish of Cramond, Wood, p. 265.

2 Commissariot of Edinburgh : Testaments. Burgess Roll of the City of Edin-
burgh, 1473-1660.

8 Ledger of Andrew Halyburton, 1492-1503. Preface, pp. ci, cil.

* Scotland, Mackie, p. 390.
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that the Town Council of Edinburgh referred to it as the * Wild
Adventures.’! The ships were armed, the conditions were often
close to warfare, and the merchant adventurer to the distant seas
was a curious mixture of soldier and trader, merchant seaman and,
if opportunity offered, pirate. Indeed, much of the spirit of the
old rovers of the Northern Ocean seems to have descended upon
them, and they played a part no less important, though perhaps
less spectacular, than did the great bands of Scottish mercenaries,
who made the name of the Scots respected and feared 2 throughout
Europe. And Scotland owes much to these pioneers who faced the
hardships and dangers of voyages to the northern countries, where
but few dared to venture in early times.

But besides their enemies there was much else to contend with.
Their ships were small, the largest of two or three hundred tons
burthen, the majority of sixty or seventy tons. Those who have
passed through a wild storm on the northern seas, or who have
made the port of Oslo through a fjord covered with ice, will
understand some of their difficulties.

It is not certain when the Loch Family first fared to the Baltic.
Patrick Loch may have sailed there in the Mary Gallande, which he
took against the English in 1543. There is no further record of the
Mary Gallande, but in 1565 Patrick Loche received a letter of
recommendation from Queen Mary to Frederick II, King of
Denmark.? In the same year James Loch, who was a merchant
burgess of Edinburgh and a man of considerable importance,
received letters of recommendation from the Queen to Frederick 11,
King of Denmark, and to Eric XIV, King of Swedent In 1579
John Loch died in Danskene (Denmark).> In 1583 another John
Loch died at Dantzic ;¢ in 1617 Edward Loch died in Holland ;7

Y Castle and Town, Robertson and Wood, p. 275.

2 An old ruse of war on the Continent was to play Scots music before the forti-
fications or lines of an enemy in order to make him believe that the dreaded Scottish
mercenaries were to take part in an attack.

8 Register of the Privy Council of Scotland, vol. xiv, Addenda.

4 Ibid.

5 Commussariot of Edinburgh : Testaments. ¢ Ibid. 7 Ibid.
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LETTER OF RECOMMENDATION OF JAMES LOCH FROM
MARY, QUEEN OF SCOTS, TO ERIC XIV, KING OF
SWEDEN, 1565

This is a contemporary copy preserved in the General Register House,
Edinburgh. Reproduced by kind permission of the Keeper of the
Registers and Records of Scotland.
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and in 1622 Henry Loch died in Sweden! James, who was
mentioned above and was the son of that John who had died at
Dantzic, also took part in it.

This is a striking record for one family, and that a very small
one, of courage, devotion to an aim and persistent refusal to admit
defeat. They succeeded, as they were to do again, three centuries
later, in the East, but they paid in both cases with an heavy death-
roll and the curse of continual minorities.

To return to the ventures of James Loch (see page 101). The
course of his dealings can be followed from a considerable number
of documents preserved in the Lock Collection of Scottish Docu-
ments, of which a few representative papers are quoted here. On
the 2nd November and 23rd December 1615 John Weir of Stock-
holm wrote to James about ten lasts of Dunbar herrings at nine
dollars the barrel, brought in Cornelius Janson’s ship, and he
again wrote about payment for herrings on the 27th July 1617.
James also had dealings in timber, as on the 15th November 1632
a receipt was given by James Vane for payment for 2800 *“ dealles ™
bought for a stranger, Erick Wilsone, at 26 dollars an hundred,
and part of the estate given up in the inventory, when his first wife
Margaret Barclay died, was an eighth part of a ship called the
Anna of Leith,? valued at L1000 Scots and a cargo of timber.?
Trade relations were not always happy : for example, in 1637 he
had a dispute with David Anderson, skipper, indweller in Leith,
about the repayment for fish described as “ 241 lasts of small white
Scots salt of Borrowstoneness ”’; and there were continual cases
in which he had recourse to the Courts in order to recover money
due to him. He did not, however, confine himself to ordinary
merchandise, as between the 27th January and 3oth April 1629

1 Commussariot of Edinburgh : Testaments.
* The names of the ships in those days had a pleasant ring. Besides the Anna of
Leith and the Mary Gallande, other ships with which the Family had dealings were

the Fonas of Leith, the Francis of Leith, the Pelican of Wismar, the Lyttil Unicorne,
and the Grace of God.

3 Commussariot of Edinburgh : Testaments.
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receipts were given for deliveries of tobacco by Alexander Stodart,
merchant of Edinburgh, and the trade in tobacco in Scotland must
then have been in its infancy.

In 1618 James held lands in the High School Wynd and
Netherbow, Edinburgh, on which the annual kirk rents were
£3, 3s. Among the Burgh Records ! of Edinburgh there are letters
of alienation dated the 26th May 1619 by Gabriel Rankeyne,
merchant burgess of Edinburgh, with the consent of Janet Barclay
his wife, and also of William Shankis, indweller in Leith, in favour
of James Loch, merchant burgess of Edinburgh, of two tenements
of land in Leith, on the south side of the Water thereof. On the
12th May 1624 he and Margaret Barclay his wife, had sasine of a
tenement of land in Leith. He already owned tenements in
Corntoun’s Close, Leith, as on the gth April 1624 he complained
that William Cuthil, his neighbour :—

« . 1s of intentioun as he is informit to stryk out durris
windowis lichts upoun the west syd of his sayd wall of the

saydis landis fforanentis ye said compliner his said land glk
wilbe to his grit hurt and dampnage.”

'The upshot was that the Court ordered James’ oath to be taken
on the matter and thereafter Cuthil to be charged to live peaceably.

On the 14th March 1622 he was a witness to an instrument of
sasine in Edinburgh, and was described as a merchant burgess of
Edinburgh.?

On the 11th September 1628 he was mentioned as the owner
of a tenement in St Marie’s Wynd, and on the 4th December he
received rent for his lands of the Castlehill. On the 3rd October
1628 William Nicolson, merchant burgess of Edinburgh, con-
veyed property in St Mary Wynd, Edinburgh, to James Loch and
Margaret Barclay his spouse. On the 4th December 1632 he

recetved [5 rent for lands of the Castlehill.?

1 Bundle 1496-1711, Rack 3, Div. 146. (Kindly communicated by the Keeper
of the Records.)

2 Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland, Fourth Series, vol. v,

p. 361.
3 Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.
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In 1634 James was mentioned as being the fourth owner and
occupier of houses on the west side of St Mary’s Wynd, going
down towards the Cowgate (he also, in 1652, owned St Mary’s
Chapel),! and 1n 1651 the Council ordained that the houses on the
west side of Leith Wynd and St Marie’s Wynd should be de-
molished where necessary for defence against the Sectarian army
(Cromwell’s), and in particular James Loch’s houses in St Marie’s
Wynd. He acquired a “ great tenement of land, wasted and burnt
by the English (probably in 1544), on the west side of St Mary’s
Wynd.” This property became known as *‘ Loch’s land,” and
remained in the Family for about a century and an half till it was
sold in 1786. He also acquired a tenement in St Mary’s Wynd
from Sir Andrew Hamilton of Reidhewes,? and had a charter dated
the 22nd June 16338 of the lands of Wolmet.?

The following rental ¢ given up by his widow in 1665 shows

the considerable extent of the property which he held in Edinburgh
and Leith :—

“ Rentle of the lands of Edinburghe & Leith comprysed be umgle Yames
Loach of Dryalaw given up be his relict as they wer sett yeirly

be hir to tennantes fra the tearme of Martimes 1663 to Whit-
sunday 1664.

1. Imprimis the lodging in Edinburgh possessed be the laidi Dryalaw
herselfe at the said yeires except from Whitsonday 1654 ta Whit-
sonday 1655 during which tyme it waste.

2. Item the house benethe ye said lodging possesst presentlie be Nicolas
Hartlie being waste fra Martimes 1652 to Whitsonday 1653 was
sett fra Whitsonday 1653 to Whitsonday 1654 (being furnished be
the Laides oune furnitour and plenishing) at eightie pounds yeirlie
was waste to Whitsonday 1655 sett frae Whitsonday 1655 to Whit-
sonday 1660 at 6o pounds yeirly was waste frae Whitsonday 1660
to Martimes thereafter, sett frae Martimes 1660 to Whitsonday
1661 at 30 pound frae Whitsonday 1661 to Whitsonday 1662 at

54 pound frae Whitsonday 1662 to Whitsonday 1664 at 60 pound
yeirlie.

v Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.

2 Roll or Register of the Citizens for annuity tax 1634. Minutes of Edinburgh
Town Council. Protocols of Adam Watt.

3 Register of the Great Seal, 1634-1651.
4 Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.
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II.

I2.

13

Item the housies which enters off sent Marie winde was sett yeirlie as
followes viz. the upmost laich house possesst be Thomas Wallis
sett frae Martimes 1652 to Whitsonday 1664 at 14 pound
yeirlie.

Ttem the laich house nixt yrto possesst presentlie be Wreaght sett frae
Martimes 1652 to Whitsonday 1664 at 16 pound yeirlie.

. Ttem the house above these presentlie possesst be James Andersone

being wast till Whitsonday 1653 was sett frae Whitsonday 1653 to
Whitsonday 1656 at 30 pound yeirlie and yrafter to Whitsonday
1664 at 25 pound yeirlie. |

Item the house above James Anderson’s possesst be Wm. Balkster
being waste frae Martimes 1652 to Martimes 1658 was then sett till
Whitsonday 1660 at 36 pound yeirlie and being waste till Whit-
sonday 1661 was then sett to Whitsonday 1664 at ye rate of 20
pound yeirlie.

Ttem the laich house nixt to the staire on ye south syde yrof possesst
presentlie be James Andersone sett frae Martimes 1652 to Whit-
sonday 1664 at 16 pound yeirlie.

Item the other laich house presentlie possesst be John Broune sett
frae Martimes 1652 to Whitsonday 1653 at 18 pound yeirlie and
being wast frae Whitsonday 1653 to Martimes 1653 was yrafter sett
to Whitsonday 1664 at ye rate of 18 pound yeirlie.

Item the house above those two laich houses possesst presentlie be

sett frae Martimes 1652 to Whitsonday 1654 at
30 pound yeirlie And being wast to Whitsonday 1655 was then sett
to Whitsonday 1656 at 28 pound a yeire was waste frae Whitsonday
1656 to Whitsonday 1658 and was yrafter sett to Whitsonday 1664
at 25 pound yeirlie.

Item the house above ye same possesst presentlie be Mr James Balfour
being waste till Whitsonday 1661 was then sett to Whitsonday 1664
at 20 pound yeirlie.

Item the upmost house of all possesst presentlie be Mr Nicol Udward
being waste till Whitsonday 1660 was then sett to Whitsonday 1664
at 18 pound yeirlie.

Item the tenement of land in leith at ye foott of ye painche markett
presentlie possesst be Johne Ker Couper ye Laidie Drylaw doe not
positivlie remember what ye samyn was sett at yeirlie having sett
ye same some yeires at 110 pound and some yeires at 130 pound but
cannot condescend upon ye particular yeires but ye same being
waste frae Whitsonday 1661 to Whitsonday 1662 was sett frae
Whitsonday 1661 to Whitsonday 1664 at go pounds yeirlie.

. Item the tenement of land in leith lying in burges closse sett frae

Whitsonday 1654 to Whitsonday 1661 at g6 pound yeirlie fra
Whitsonday 1661 to Whitsonday 1662 at 100 marks Sett fra Whit-
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sonday 1662 to Whitsonday 1663 at 72 pound frae Whitsonday
1663 to Whitsonday 1664 at 100 marks.
14. Item the house in Leef (?) quarter in Leith rouines.

IssoBELL MaRMATH
Ffyfth december 1665.
The qlk. day in obedience of the Lord’s Interloquitor compered
personallie in presence of the Lord Whytkirk Issobell McMath
Ladie Drylaw and produced the within written rentall who being
solemnelie sworn upon her great aith and interrogat whither or not
the samen wes ane true rentall DEPONES the samen to be of veritie
And this is the truth As schee sall ansr to God.
IssoBELL MAKMATH.
Js. ScougaLL.”

James was a merchant burgess and guildbrother of Edin-
burgh ! and was made Town Treasurer 2 of Edinburgh prior to
the 15th November 1632, and seems to have played a considerable
part in the affairs of the town during the reign of Charles I.

Every year since he came to the throne in 1625 Charles I had
promised to visit Scotland, but it was not until June 1633 that he
actually did so. On the 15th June he entered Edinburgh amid a
display such as the kingdom had not seen * for many ages.”

As Town Treasurer of Edinburgh, James Loch was concerned
in the arrangement for the reception of the King. A “ Decreat of
the Lord Provost, Baillies etc.”” on the raising of funds still exists.?

“ Wherein they did resolve and ordayne His Majesty within
the Burgh in the most magnifik and soleme manner. . . . The
Treasurer to borrow certain somes for his maj. receptyoun
propyne, banquet ”’

and so on, to the amount of 35,000 merkes, this amount being
subscribed by Jn. Macnacht, Alexander Clark, Patrick Eleis ¢ and
Robert Carnegie.

An humorous incident arose out of the banquet, for some weeks

1 Roll of Edinburgh Burgesses. See entry under Captain John Loch in 1712.

2 The accounts of the Town for his time as Treasurer still exist among the
Burgh Records. (Town Treasurer’s Accounts from 1623 to 1636.)

8 Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.

4 John Loch in his will expressed the wish that his son, James, should be brought
up by his “ good friend Patrick Eleis.” (Commissariot of Edinburgh : Testaments.)
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afterwards an appeal to the Lord Provost was made by one Henry
Herper, ““ Tailyour,” who stated :—

“ that qr at his majesteis being here, the good towne having
invetit a great many Nobilles and Gentillmen to the Bankit, and
after dinner, Sundrie of the well disposit Burgesses, for the
honor and credit of the good towne, Did accompany a number
of these Gentills in a way of merriment to the Abay Close
intentioning there to drink his Maj. health.”

The “ way of merriment ”’ seems to have been a wet and ex-
pensive one, for Henry Herper went on to say that he was called
upon by William Moffat in the name of the Provost and Bailies to
find wine-glasses, which he procured from * Lawrence Stottes
booth ’ to the amount of * twentynine punds Scottis.”” He ended
pathetically “ for which payment the said Lawrence Stott does
dayly trouble me.” It is satisfactory to find that the claim was
noted by the Lord Treasurer as having been paid in full.

But even amid the loyal rejoicings appeared signs of the coming
religious conflict, which was to result in civil war, and the martyr-
dom of the King. Opposition to the King’s policy grew apace,
and on the 28th February 1638 the signing of the National League
and Covenant began.!

By the end of 1638, however, the King felt himself in a position
to reassert his authority in Scotland, and in the beginning of 1639
his plan of invasion took definite shape. An army of 30,000 men
under his own command was to be ready by the 1st April ; Carlisle
and Berwick were to be garrisoned ; a fleet was to be sent into the
Firth of Forth; a force under Hamilton was to co-operate with
Huntly in the north; and a diversion was to be made in Argyll-
shire and on the Clyde by men from Ireland.

The adherents of the Covenant had, however, taken measures
for the defence of the country, and, among others, for the forti-
fication of Leith in view of the possible arrival of the hostile fleet.

Bailie John Fleyming and James Loch were commissioned by
the Committee of Estates to spend [12,400 sterling on this object,

1 History of Scotland, Hume Brown, vol. ii, pp. 292-314. A very different
document to the Solemn League and Covenant of 1643.
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and James’ account of the money spent on the fortification of
Leith 1s given below ! :—

“ Accompt of moneys receaved by James Loch mt. burges of Edinburgh
& thresr. for the workes & forts at Leith in anno 1639 ; from
& for & in name of John Fleyming mt. burges & pntlie bailie
of the sd. Brugh in their name as their thresr. for the tyme.
Anno 16309.
16th Marche. Receaved from George Suttie the Baxter &

from the taksmen of the weyhous in name
& behalfe of John Fleyming forsd.
for the works of Leith : : . 785

9 4
29th from the prties fosds : : . 1118 16 o
6th Aprile. from George Suttie . : : . 733 6 8
1oth from John Fleyming : : : 20 I 4
2666 13 4
13th Receaved farther 500 mks. : : . 333 6 8
2oth Receaved farther 500 mks. . : . 333 6 8
277th Receaved farther 500 mks. : : . 333 6 8
4th Maye.  Receaved farther . . : : . 337 6 8
6th Receaved farther 100 : : , , 66 13 4
7th Receaved farther . : : : . 922 13 4
18th Receaved farther 1500 mks. . : . 1000 O O
25th Receaved farther 1500 mks. . : . I000 O O
7th Juin. Receaved farther . : : : . 756 o o
6th July. Receaved farther from the said Jon Fleyming
for the works of Leith forsd. : . 2400 0 O
7482 13 4
10149 6 8

Accompt of debursemt. of moyes. by Fames Loch forsd. for the works & forts
at Leith in anno 1639.

16th Anno 1639.

23rd lib. s. d.

29th Marche. Delivered to Eduard Little the sum of . 1158 13 4
6th Aprile.  Delivered to him farther . : . . 700 0 O

;g’ﬁi} Delivered to him farther . : : . 666 13 4

v Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.
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23rd
27th
2gth

4th Maye.

6th

11th

18th

25th
1st Juin
6th July

anno 1641

3oth Nover.

Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .
Delivered to him farther .

Item debursed for dyvers materyalls to dyvers

persones as by the particulares in the
booke of accotts geven in to the Comittie
doeth appeared .

Item pad to Jas. Rule for tymber :

Item pad for loafte & sellare mailles for
keiping the workloomes .

Item for transporting dyvers Mandes &
borowes from Leith to St Paull’s worke .

Item pad to Thoas Straitton & Jon Jonston
wryts (?) for thir worke at the forts of Leith

Maill to keip the workloomes :

Item pad to Henry Christie one of the four
clerks at the forts in Leith for 14 weeks at
3lib. p. weik is : :

Item pad to the other 3 clerks viz : Jon
Young, Jas Congleton & George Porteus to
accott. of thir feies 50 mks. p. man

Rendered backe againe in moyes. to the said
John Fleyming for closing his accompt
the sum of 99 lib 18s 4d.

120 0 ©
333 6 8
240 0 o©
337 6 8
66 13 4
6oo o o
666 13 4
I000 O O
756 0 o
2400 O ©
9045 6 8
753 9 8
8 8 o

73 6 8

3 0 O

7 4 ©

16 13 4
42 0 0
I00 0 O
1004 1 8
99 18 4
10149 6 8

Wee the Pairties within name viz :—John Fleyming bailzie, Jas.
Loch mt. burges of Edr. appoynted by the Comittie for the worke &
forts at Leith & Eduard Little thir Clerk to the sds works in anno 1639 ;
haveing perused theise accompts forsds. of charge & discharge, wee
find everie one of us discharged one toward the other, & by theise pnts.
written by

doe discharge everie one of us the other by theise pnts;
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Eduard Little & subt. with our hands Att Edinburgh this last daye of
November yeare of God 1mVlcfortie one yeares. Before witneses
Robt. Fleyming late bailzie & John Penman mt. burges of Edinburgh.
Robert Fleyming witnes Joun FLEvMmING.
John Penman witnes JaMES LoOcCHE.
Epuarp LITTLE.
(Endorsed) Accompt of Charge & discharge of the works & forts
at Leith, anno 1639.”

There was evidently considerable enthusiasm over this work, as it
was said that there were ‘‘ none busier in bearing the rubbish than
ladies of honour.” In 1644 the Committee of Estates resorted to
an Act to raise money, and James Loch had to lend 5400 merkes
for the supply of their Army in England, for which he was given
the following receipt ! :—

«“ At EDINBURGH the 14 of Marche 1644.

“ Forsamekle as be the act of the estates of Scotland daitit
the secund day of Februar the yeere of God jm vjc fourtie foure
yeeres made for raiseing of moneyis for ane present supplie to
the armies sent to England and Ireland It wes ordaned that the
leineris of moneyis for that use sould have assurance for their
repeyment frome the publict out of the moneyis dew be the
Kingdome of England or that sould be raised upon the late
excise which the thesaurer or collector generall sould be bund
to pay to thame out of the first of his intromissiones thereof as
the said act more fullie proportis and now fforsamekle as James
Loch merchant burges of Edinburgh at the desyre of ws the
Comittie of Estates of this Kingdome vnder subscryveand hes
presentlie lent and advanced to ws for the present supplie of the
saidis armies quhill the saidis moneyis of excise and dew be the
Kingdome of England be ingottin The soume of fyve thousand
and foure hundreth merkes wheirof we be thir presents grant
the resait theirfore we the Comittie of Estates doe bind and
obleidge the estates of this Kingdome to repay to the said James
Loch his aires executors or assigneyis the said principail soume
of fyve thousand and foure hundreth merkes money foresaid
out of the first and readiest moneyis that sall arise or come in to
the use of the publict out of the saidis moneyis dew be the said
Kingdome of England to the saidis armies or that sall be gottin

1 Loch Collection of Scottish Documents.
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out of the said excise or out of the taxationes contributiones or
anie other thing quhatsomever heirefter to be laid on this
Kingdome Togidder with the ordinar annualrent and interes
theirof conforme to the lawes of this realme yeerlie and termelie
frome the date heirof quhill the repeyment of the samyne and
be thir presents ordane the thesaurer of the Excise or anie vther
thesaureris or publict receaveres of anie of the moneyis foresaidis
dew or that sall pertene to the publict foresaid of this Kingdome
to ansuer and pey the said James Loch and his foresaidis the
said principall soume with the foresaid annualrent thereof
yeerlie and termelie frome the date heirof quhill the repeyment
of the samyne out of the first and readiest of the saidis moneyis
excises contributiones and vtheris foresaidis that sall happin to
be vplifted or receaved be thame wheiranent thir presents sall
be ane sufficient warrand to the saidis thesaureris of the Excise
or anie vther thesaureris and publict receaveres foresaidis.
(Signed) LoupouNn CANCELLARIUS.  SINCLARE J. BURGHLY.
AR Ramsay. JAMES DURHAME. LAWRENCE HENRYSONE.
JAMES SIMSONE.”

Repayment was never made, and in view of the events which
followed, it is a matter for satisfaction that James did not r<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>