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PREFACE
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The object of this book is expressed in the title. It is
intended to be a useful book for school teaching, and
advances no higher pretensions. Some years ago, at a
meeting of Public School Masters, the want of such a book
was spoken of, and at the suggestion of his friends, the
Author determined to attempt to supply this want. The
objections raised to the school histories ordinarily used were
—first, the absence of historical perspective, produced by
the unconnected manner in which the facts were narrated,
and the inadequate mention of the foreign relations of the
country; secondly, the omission of many important points of
constitutional history; thirdly, the limitation of the history to
the political relations of the nation, to the exclusion of its
social growth. It was at first intended to approach the
history almost entirely on the social and constitutional side;
but a very short trial proved that this method required a too
constant employment of allusions, and presupposed too
much knowledge in the reader, to be suitable for a book
intended primarily for schools. It was therefore resolved to
limit the description of the growth of society to a few
comprehensive chapters and passages, and to follow the
general course of history in such a way as to bring out as
clearly as possible the connection of the events, and their
relative importance in the general national growth. This
decision, though taken against his inclinations, the Author
can no longer regret, as the social side of our history has



been so adequately treated by Mr. Green in his History of
the English People, of the approaching publication of which
he was at the time quite ignorant. On the same grounds of
practical utility, it has been thought better to retain the old
and well-known divisions into reigns, rather than to disturb
the knowledge boys have already gained by the introduction
of a new though more scientific division.

The Author has not scrupled to avail himself of the works
of modern authors, though, in most cases, he has verified
their views by reference to original authorities. In the earlier
period the works of Professor Stusss, Mr. FrReeman, and Dr.
Pauu; in the Tudor and Stuart period those of FRoupe, RANKE,
and MacauLay; in the later period the histories of Miss
MarTiINEAU and Lord StanHoPE have been of the greatest
assistance. Greater stress has been laid upon the later than
the earlier periods, as is indeed obvious from the divisions
of the work. With regard to the starting-point chosen, it may
be well to explain that the English invasion was fixed upon,
because it so thoroughly obliterated all remnants of the
Roman rule, that they have exerted little or no influence
upon the development of the nation—the real point of
interest in a national history. It is hoped that the
genealogies of the great families will assist in the
comprehension of mediaeval times in the history of which
they played so large a part, and that the maps supplied will
suffice to enable the reader to follow pretty accurately,
without reference to another atlas, the military and political
events mentioned. A brief and rapid summary for the use of
beginners was originally projected to preface the work, but
the brevity required by a book of this description rendered



such an addition impossible without injury to the more
important part. An attempt has been made to replace it by a
very full analysis, which, in the hands of a careful teacher,
has been proved by experience a useful method of teaching
the main facts of history.

Oxrorp, 1875.



INTRODUCTION

Table of Contents

The history of civilization can be traced in great lines which
have more or less followed a similar direction throughout all
Europe. The interest of a national history is to observe the
course which these lines have followed in a particular
instance; for, examined in detail, their course has never
been identical. The period occupied by what we speak of as
English history is that, speaking broadly, during which the
great mediaeval systems—feudalism and the Church—have
by degrees given place to modern society, of which the
moving-springs are freedom of the individual, government
in accordance with the popular will, and freedom of thought.
The object of a History of England is therefore to trace that
change as it worked itself out amid all the various influences
which affected it in our own nation. The peculiar
circumstances of the Norman conquest prevented the
complete development in England of either of the great
Continental systems. Neither the feudal system nor the
system of the Roman Church are to be found in their
completeness in England. The separation of England from
the Empire, the entire destruction of the Roman occupation
by the German invaders, prevented that contact between
German and Roman civilization from which Continental
feudalism sprang. And though, if left to itself, the civilization
of the early English would have ripened into some form of
feudalism, it was caught by the Conquest before the process
was completed. The Normans brought with them, indeed,



the external apparatus of the completed system; but in the
hands of their great leader, and grafted upon the existing
institutions of the country, it assumed a new form. The
power of the King was always maintained and the power of
the barons suppressed, while room was left under the
shadow of a strong monarchy for the growth of the lower
classes of the nation. In the same way, the Church was
always kept from assuming a position of supremacy, and its
subordinate relations to the State maintained. The
establishment of this new form of government may be held
to occupy the first period of our history since the Conquest,
lasting till the reign of John. During that time the barons,
who had more than once attempted to establish the same
virtual independence as was enjoyed by their fellows
abroad, were taught to recognize the power of the Crown.
The legislation of Henry [I. and Henry Il., and the
establishment under the latter of a new nobility dependent
for their status upon their ministerial services, coupled with
the incorporation of the national system of justice with the
feudal system of the conquerors, united all classes of
Englishmen and consolidated the nation, but in so doing
raised to an alarming degree the power of the Crown. The
miserable reign of John, and the tyrannical use he made of
the power thus placed in his hands, called attention to the
dangers which beset the administrative arrangements of his
father. The total severance of England from France, which
took place in his reign, and his rash quarrel with the Church,
completed the work of national consolidation, but placed the
united nation in antagonism to the throne. The nobility,
which in other countries were the natural enemies of all



classes below them, were thus forced to assume the lead of
all who desired a reasonable amount of national freedom.
The struggle to harmonize the relations which should
exist between the Crown and the subject occupies the
second period of our history. It assumes several forms;
sometimes the dislike of foreigners, sometimes a desire for
self-taxation, sometimes it seems little more than an
outbreak of an over-strong nobility. But whatever its form,
the fruits of the struggle were lasting. The rival claims of
King and nation, acknowledged and reqgulated by the
wisdom of Edward I., gave rise to that balanced constitution
which in its latest development still exists among us. But it
would seem that this great advance in government had
been somewhat premature. In other nations institutions
resembling our Parliament sprang into existence, and faded
away before the power of the Crown, an effect which can be
traced chiefly to the strong line of division separating the
commonalty from the nobles. Without support from the
nobility, and in all its interests in direct antagonism to it, the
commonalty, after supporting the Crown in the destruction
of the baronage, found itself in presence of a power to
which it was unable to offer any resistance. Several causes
already mentioned had in England weakened the sharp
definition of classes, but there was a great risk even there of
a similar failure of constitutional monarchy. It was as the
leader of the nobility that Henry IV. first rose into
importance in the reign of Richard Il., and subsequently
obtained the crown. The limitation of the franchise in the
reign of Henry VI., and the consequent subserviency of
Parliament, were steps towards the elevation of an



aristocratical influence, which, had it grown till its
suppression by the Crown was rendered necessary, would
have reproduced in England the historical phenomena
visible in France. Fortunately the nobility were not at one
among themselves. The various sources from which they
derived their origin, the close family connections, and
personal interests, split them into factions, which, taking
advantage of a disputed succession, brought their quarrel to
the trial of the sword with such animosity that the nobility of
England was virtually extinguished.

But while this faction fight, and the great French war
which preceded it, attract the attention chiefly during the
third period of the history, a quiet advance of great
importance had been going on, sheltered by the more
obvious movements of the time. The same spirit which had
found its expression in the establishment of the
Constitution, had indirectly, if not directly, influenced every
class of the nation. The exclusive merchant guild had given
place to the craftsman’s quild. The wars in France, the
alienation of property fostered by the legislation of Edward
l., the Black Death, which had robbed the country of at least
a third of its labouring hands, had sealed the fate of
serfdom, and established in England the great class of free
wage labourers. The same alienation, the gradual increase
and importance of trade, and the formation and introduction
of capital, had formed a middle class of gentry, from which
the successful merchant was not excluded. Nor had this
political growth been unaccompanied by an advance of
thought. The failure of the crusades, the last great
exhibition of material religion; the Franciscan revival; the



philosophy of Bacon and his successors; the bold
declaration of independence on the part of Wicliffe, and the
grasping and repellent character of the Roman Court, had
shaken the Church to its foundations. The storm which had
shaken the surface of English society had left its depths
unmoved and undisturbed by the great work of
extermination proceeding overhead; these processes of
growth had been gradually continuing their course during
the whole of the third period. Thus, then, when Edward IV.
emerged from the troubles of the Wars of the Roses as King
of England, his position, though it might seem very similar
to that of a king who had triumphed over his nobility, was
yet considerably modified. The nobility were no doubt gone,
but it was not the Crown which had crushed them. The
Church, indeed, threw all its influence on the side of the
Crown, but it was in the consciousness of the insecurity of
its position in the hearts of the people that it did so. The
King and his Commons stood face to face, with no
intermediate class to check their mutual action, but the
Commons were already free, and headed by a rapidly rising
body of wealthy secondary landowners or merchants.
Nevertheless, the immediate effect of the destruction of the
nobility was completely to check constitutional growth, and
to establish a government which was little short of arbitrary.

The Italian statecraft, which the influence of the
Renaissance rendered paramount, for the moment
increased the tendency to absolutism; and in the reign of
Henry VIIl., though a shadow of popular government yet
remained, the will of the king was little short of absolute.
What may be called the fourth period of our history is



occupied by the establishment of this arbitrary power, and
the gradual awakening of national life, under the influences
of the Renaissance, and of the circumstances which
accompanied the Reformation, which tended to modify it in
the reign of Elizabeth. When Protestantism and the vigorous
young thought of the reawakened nation became linked
indissolubly with the fortunes of the sovereign in her
national war against Spain, the mere necessity of the union
tended much to put a practical limit to the arbitrary
character of the new monarchy. It was the
miscomprehension of the necessity of this union between
king and people which produced the contests which occupy
our history during the reign of the Stuarts.

Bred in the theory of monarchy by Divine right, the
logical offspring of feudalism, when separated from the
Empire and the Church, the Stuarts were willing to accept
the arbitrary power of their predecessors, but would not
acknowledge the necessity of harmonious action with the
people, on which alone, as things then were, such arbitrary
authority could rest. The middle class of gentry had been
increasing in power and influence till they were now in a
position to assume that leadership in the nation which the
destruction of the nobles had left vacant. And behind them
there was the bulk of the people, whose Protestantism, the
religious character of the late national struggle, and the love
of truth engendered by the Renaissance, had raised to
enthusiastic Puritanism. The constitutional life, checked for
a time by the Tudor monarchy, again sprang into existence.
In the struggle which ensued it was the enthusiastic party
which ultimately triumphed, and its leader, Cromwell, is



seen mingling his conscientious efforts at the establishment
of constitutional government with a religious fervour too
great to be sustained.

But his rule, freed from those parts for which, as yet, the
gentry at all events were unprepared, established, definitely
and for ever, the necessity of recurring sooner or later to
the constitutional principles of the fourteenth century. In the
Revolution of 1688 those principles triumphed. But they
triumphed in the hands no longer of a great enthusiastic
leader, but of a party, which found its chief supporters in a
limited number of noble houses, whose aristocratic pride
was injured by the arbitrary power of the sovereign, and
whose influence in the formation of Parliament promised
them political superiority under the establishment of
parliamentary government. From that time till the present
the scene of the contest has been changed. A party struggle
of some thirty years gave place to the unchecked
predominance of parliamentary rule. And the last period of
our history has been occupied by the efforts of the excluded
nation to make their voice heard above that of a nominal
representation, consisting in reality of the representatives of
a dominant class, under the influence either of the great
Whig families or of the Crown.
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(The founder of the family a kinsman of William |I.)

DE BOHUNS (HEererorD, Essex, NORTHAMPTON).



(TTee founder of the family o Fivsman of TWilliva T

DE BOHUNS (Hergrowp, Mssex, NorrHaMPToN).

Henry de Bohinn = 3and, daughter of Geollrey Fitz-Peter, Earl of Basex,
1st Earl of ferefoml,  Tler.
ditary Censtalle of England,
(e of the Guardiansg of 1he
Charter, Taken prisener at
Dattle of Lipoeln,  Died 1220,

Humphray, 2ud Barl of = Aauwd, daughter of Earl of Fwe,

Hereford, Mande nlso
Turl of Essex by llenry
LIE Godfather to Prines
Fdward, On Darvons'
gile,  Taken prisoner
at Bveshom.  Hestored
Lo Favour.,

Humplrey = Eleanor, daughter of
Commeamidel on Lve anil Willinm de Branse,
Barons' side at
Loewes, Taken
prisener at
Evesham.
Died 134

Humplerey, S Earl of Ievefor] = Mawd, danghter of
anil Essex, Restorol Lo favour Ingelram e Fines,
by Balward I Fought in Sceots
Liml, Hefused to fight for
Eedwarl 1, Compelled bim o
ratify the Charter. Died 1293,

Humphrey, Ath Earl of Here- = Elizabeth, danghier of
ford nml Essex.  Fouzht Edward I
for Ldward I and 1L
in Beotland,  Taken pri-
soper ot Htryvelin; ex-
elanged for Bruee’s wife.
Hefusel to oliey Edwanl's
orler nol to fght De-
spenser,  Joined Lancas-
ter's insurrection, Killed
at batile of Dorough-
boriilge, 13522

1 2 3
|
Jolin = Aliee FHZ-.'L!:‘:H. ]TI,I,:|||'||||'|;'L'_ Willinm = E!iI.'ﬂ:lEﬂl, :].'ILLH'hI,m' nf
ath Farl of faughter of Gl 1y Fought at Illesmere, widow of
Herveford Earl ol Arun- of Here-  Crossy, Mude Edmuad Mortimer,
il Essex. ilel ford amd  Earlof North-
Dieal 1334,  DEETCL S ampdon, VST,

Dol 160,

IInmphrey = Joan, danghter of
Tth Earl of Hereford, Tiehmrd, 9l Eard
Faaex, and  North. of Aromdel.
ampton,  Died 1372, ‘

|
Eleanor = Thomas of Wondstoek, Aary = Henry IV, who thns heenme
sigth som of Edwaril Earl of Hereford, Fasex,
I, who 1z be- sl Northamypslon,
e Constalbile.



(Family founded at the Conquest.)

BEAUCHAMP
(WaARwICK).

{Famdly fownded el the Congucst.)

BEAUCHAMP
{WarwICE).

Walter de  Beauchamp = Berila de Braose,

Fought against John,

Mo pewce with

Henry [11. One of the

TEavonsMarchers.

Diied 1235, )
Walelieline = Joan, danghter of Roger Mortimer,
Thigad 15, wleo died 1215

William = Fsabed, sister and heiress of Willinm Maudit,
Fought in Gaseony, Earl of Warwick,
aml in Scotland,
Dl 1203,

Willinm = Maud Fitz-Jolu,
15t Farl of Warwick. | wildow of Girard de Fumival
Distinguished 1 Fil-
ward L's wars, Diad
1208,

i
EH:‘:;' = Aliee de Tonl,
and Earl, ¥ The Blac
Dopr of Andenne.™
Cansal Gaveston to
b belwdeld,  Dicd
1315
Thoms = Cotherine, daughter of Roger
drd Earl, Fouphl at Movtioeer, 1st Earl of March.
Cressy aid Polibers,
Dol ool 1l plague nt
Lalals, 1560,

Thowmas = Margzarel Ferrars.
dl Harl,  Gowvernor of Wichand
18, Jodwedl Thomas of LGlos
cester,  Comdenimed Lo death,
Bamislind Lo 1sleof Man, Kept
i the Tower. Restored Ly
Menry IV, Died 1401,

Richard = 1. Eliz. a¢ Lisle,

GSih Eawl. =2, Taabe] Despenser, danghe-
1"11||_:_;'|'|L spanst Ll Por- | tor of Tl of Glowce ster,
Cis ab Bhrewslmry, widowr of Hichard Bean-
Gowvernor of Henry VI champ,  Earl of Wors
Livutenant-General of Ccester,

Franec,  Dhed Lhas,

Tenrs = Chiely Neville, Anve = Richard Neville,
Gth Eavl, Promivr Exvl nf Decmane heivess HThe isgmaker,
Englamd.  Dike of War- o her adece's
wick  (marricil  at den et
vears old),  Died 1445, \
Anr,

Lhied 14480

—_—

| |
Tanlivl = George, Ann = Prinee Tidsvard.
Duake of Clarence = Hichard 111,



(Family founded at the Conquest.)

MOWBRAY (NoTtTINGHAM, NORFOLK).

{Fameily fouded af the Congucest.)
MOWEBRAY (NormiscEaM, NORFOLE).
Willina de Mowbray = Agues, douglier of Barl of Arandel,

Strong against Joln, One of the

25 Guardians of the Chartor.

Toaken prisoper at lattle of

Lincoln,  Made pesce with

IHenry ITL. Lands restored.

Thed 120,

Roger = Mawd, danghter of Beauchamp of Bedford,
Dol 134,

Boger = liose, danghter of Richard de Clare,

Foueght in Wiles Earl of Gloucester,

ol Giascony.,

Lhipad 12403,

Jobin = Aliva de Brioss,

Fouglat in Seofland,

Warden of the Mar-

ches towarids Seol- l'

Iandd, 1414 Joipned

Lancnster, Hunged

ab York 15323,

John = Joan, daughter of Henry,
In faveur with | Earl of Laneaster.
Edwrrd 111
Fought in
Franee.
D 161,

Jolm = Elizgabeth, pranddangider sl

Died fighting against heiress of Thomnns de Brotler-
the Turks al Cone tum, linrl Muarshall, and Earl
atantineple, 13463 | of MNorfollk,

: el "
John, made Enarl of Thomas = Elizaketh, danghler of
Nottinghan,  Earl of Nottingham, 1353, Earl | Tticlhard, okl of Arnndel.
1337, Dhied Marshall, 138k Governor
13749, ol Oalnis. H(:HH’!LE b emecito |
Arundel, his Tadher-in-lasw, |

s Tlomns of Woenlstorels,
Hul the lnnds of Arundel
apeel Gf Thomas Benuchamp,
Earl of Warwick. Duel with
Herclord. Lnmished for
lifie,  Died ak Venlee, 1400,

| | |
Thomas = Constanee, John = Kate  Margaret = Toberd Eloward,
Larl Marshall, danpghier of  Earl of Wotting- Neville,
Joined Scrope. Heollamnd, B, Druke of Jolm, beesme Duke of
Feheadod 1405, 1l of MNaorfoll, Waorfolk, and Earl
Exeter, Died 1432 Marvshnll after

Anbes death, 11SE

Jodm = Flepnor BEostchice,
ard Dake of
}."1'-:;-:1'-::-155r
Died 1461,

Jolm = Elizabeth, daughter of Talbot,
Earl of Worrenno Iarl of Shrawsbury,
anid Burroey 1451,
Aih Do of Nor-
folk, Diied 1475,
Anne = Dietrothed Lo Richavd,
san of Edwarnd IV,



MORTIMERS (MARcH).

MORTIMERS (Mancm),
Rnl[,'s.-r, relatocd Lo Willia 1,

Tealph, fought at astings for Willinm,  Congquered
il sueeeeded Edrie at Wipmoro.

Tugh, cpposed accession of Hewry 11, Conguered
Ly Lo, Died 1185,

Ihu:;_q-rr constantly fzhting ghe Welsh.,  Died 1214,
|

i
| |
Hugl—5trong partisemn Iaiph = Gladuse, danghter of Llewellvn,
of Fola, Died  Steong against | witdew of Beglnald de Tradse.
1227, Welih, I

Terper = Maud de Braose.

Fouglt in Gaseony and agakagt Wales,

o Henry TI's side apoinst 1l

Barons, | TR |||\_l.|. o Wales aflter

Batile of Lewes,  Planned Bdward's

£ ]'u_ Copmueend el S division at
e, As reward was made Earl
nl"l:'J{fnul Hheritt of Hegeford, THed
1282

Fadmund = Margaeet, o Spaniand,
Wedding at FEdward 1.5 expense. | related to Queon Elennor,
Diedd lighting seninst the Welsly, |

1303,
Ih_.bu_': = Jagn of Genevil, danghter of

Losd-Lienienant of Treland, Lord of l‘:ruu in Treeland,
Paraqnour of Queens Isabella, |
Tat Eavl of Marelh, 1527, |
Hunged nt 2mitlfiekd, 1350,

Talmnmd = Elizabetl, doehter of
Loud Mortimer, | Lord Badlesmora,
Dl 1381

Roger = Philippa, daughter of
Went to Fromee with Edward | Montagme, 1st Borl
IIL  Kaighted sheve, Re- | of Salisbury,
atored to his Earldow of
BMareh, 1355, Died 1360,

Tihnawal = ]"||:ﬂitr[|f‘|, |:|:'|1.1_u|:|l;-|"|' al
gard Tarl of Marel,  Treated Lionel Plantagonet,
o Lo W ith Franee swhen Dake of Clareuce,
only 13, Lord-Licutenautof

Lreland, 1980, Died 1351,

Roger= Eleannr Holland,
4tly Earl of Mareh, wasd to daughier of vl
Bichanl, Earl of Arumdel, ol Kent,
Lientenant of  [reland
RAETLD haaraqpprarent, 13s0,
Tried 1393,

| |

Edmannil = Ann, danghter of Ann = Richard Phatagenct, son of

Hth Eavl of Marelh.,  Ward Earl of statford. Edtusud of York, Sth son
to Henew 1V, Fonzht in of Edvwenrd [TE, Deluweled
Franee, Lord-Lacutenant L5,
of Irelamd,  Died 1424,

Richnnd = Cieely Xeville, dough-
Barom Mortimer, Dake of York, | ter of the 1st Eavl of
Teillid at "l.'l.r;l.klf:n-e:]-:!‘ 1-Edi0. | Westnoreland,

Edwrd 1V,



(Family founded at the Conquest.)

NEVILLES (WEesTMORELAND, WARWICK).

(Family founded of the Conguest.)
NEVILLES (WestsoneLann, WaRwick),

Balph de Xeville = Aliea de Auwdley,
Carmnfsstoper fo Seotland 1L Wanden |
of the West Marches, confointly with i
Elengy dle Perey,  Difed 1365, e W
Jolinn Lol Neville = Mausl, danghtor of Margarel = 1fenry Perey,
Livatennnt of Adueitnine [ Lard Perey. 1sb Farl of Boerthumberlaml,
1379, Dbed 1553
Fenlpde e Xeville = B, Marmeat, dutghier of Fugh, 2ol Eael of Stalferd, by whom
Guardian of the ‘l.'u'nu.t dfapcles 1856, 1st Earlal lee lawl mine chibicen,  Ealph bis graodsen by this wito
W i

lenry 1V, Tecwme fnil Earl of Wesimareland,
Fanght
=1 Jean Deanfort, daughiter of Johin of Grunt,
1
| | | | | s e | [ G4 others)
ichant = Alice, Willian = Jean Gearge = a- Fdwnrl = Blizx- Hebert, Kate= Dhike Eleanar= Lond Auntie =1st Cleely=Hichinl
Fartof | dauzh- Lond of L 1 Tl leth  Dishop of Spenerr, ke 1 Duke
sxlislary. | teraul Faleens  Fal- Lati-  Bean-- Aber- Ban- of Har- = Henry ol ol
'|-'|'. e n |-I' lviress bridge, con- mer, clamp pavemsy, elamp Duors ek, TPerey, | DBuchk- Yuork,
aof the  Karlof  bridge. Died  ‘davgle heig- D, =3ir Zrul Farl | g
Enrl of Keng, 1459, {or of ag af Jolin nf Nor. lizaen.
Salis-  Died aSEh i Wonmks 1t
bury, LG, Earl of Tresa Vilke- berbamd, | |
WaT- pen I i Edward 1V,
wick, L Hwmplivey = Mavearet Honry = Marpavet
o Tudur,

Sommerset,

| | | | |
Anne Beawchamp, Thomas, John = Isxbel  Georpe, Joap = Fitz-  Cieely = Hoeory Alioe = J._l:'lhl. Eleanor = Thonws Kate = | nrql |
Besigeas af e Sth Killedlal Losd  Ingobis- Aveh- Al Beans Fitz- [ Stznlow, bz
Enr I n[‘ W -|'r.|.i<-l-, W

'\_-- Monz- thorp,  hislop 15th eleamp, Hugh Wl '«.'|||l.I
L iof Earl Thuke it 3

Yark, ol ‘-'.'il.l.'"l:"
L A= el

aik eeblor, el Alie-

o, anrit
Ll Tuelor, |
L :é-l.;.'lzu.;u. e !

=t M SRS o —— i R e
Laabel = Georze, Dnka Anune = Felward, Prines of Wales slargaret = De Yere, Earl of Oxfond.

il Glarenie. = Rieleani 111, = Lorl Elnstings.



MARSHALLS AND BIGODS.

MARSHHALLS AND DBIGODS,

Willtam Marahall = Deabel do Clage, lieircas of Stronglow, Earl of Memlacke,
I Richaniat Cr Eatl
11

Gvernngs w

of Pon I o dahn zave il .|-I
1204, Guanbiaw of Bosry 111, Dil
! : e Bl ln ot e G SRS
| i | |
Cillinan, 300d Bl of = L Alice, Richard dnl Exel  Ghllsrd, Atk Earl = Margared,  Walter, Sth Earl = Marparet, Anselin, 6lh = Masd de
i af L alanphiier of Pem of Pembrake. alaupgliter vl Deznlaoroke, alawpliier  Barl of Pem- Ledoun,
5 Guardiaus of the af Earlof Fought nzainst lppased ta af Acknowledgal ol Trroke for dnughter of
harter, Fouzht Albenearle,  Henry TEHL for Thenry T, Wiltinm, Tsw Henry FIL Tnleri elphieon Tunephrey,
apzinst  Llewillvn, 2 Eleanar, his cxstics i il &t o Rang ol HTS| the i daya aniv. Smd Earlaof
CapisinGeneral i Eister af Irelanel. Killed teuranmel, Seollaimd, famaly plitics. Lhtiney, Disl 1245 Hareford,
Bertbany. Died 1231 Hensy [IL. in Irelsod, 1L Diiesl 125
1254,
[ T & -] 10 )
| ]
Mawl = 1, Hugh Bizod, dnl Eacl of ¥ors J-II.'L':I. = Warine e Tzabel o 1, Gilleers ike Hrhil = Willinm de Eve = William
Ohtnined cillen folk, Oneof the i Hail Kilkenny Clare, Had Kil- Ferrars, ale Tmanss
af Marshall of she Charta, 1He s, chensy,  for her por- % BElehar, dare fog Enzl Derby, of Erecks
an Anselns | Willism of Warrenne, Esel of Swreoy. LATLITN Earl af =t por- nock.
sleatls 3. Walter of Danstanville

Cornwall.  thow

Inzer Tigedd = Tsabel, sister of

Hueh Bizel = Joan Burmet,
A4t Earl of Narfolk. Alexnnier, Mude Chitel-Justie
Tiosk parid of the Harons, King of Seat- Tsw thie Havons 1257,
Macle Gy v of Dirfornd Tansl,

Castle by 4l Baeans after
Lowes. Bulierited gl
Marshallsliap through his

Magzer Bigod = 1. Alice Dasszet, widow of Neapenser
mather

Etle Earl of Norfolk, Cempelled 2 Joan, ilaogliter of Enrl of Bayome.
Falward to ratiiv the Charter,

o hifm his heig  [Edwagd
o his son Thoions (de
robbierbon)  Marsholl  and
Earl of Nertulk, ]




(Family founded at the Conquest.)

FITZ-ALAN (ARUNDEL).

(il fornded al $he Congieost)

FITZ-ALAN (AruspDEL).

Jahn Fitz-Alan = T.-i:l.]'ll.'!l hetvoss of .-"'.:Ibinir
Fought against John, dth Tarl of Aruudel
Died 1234,

Jodsn, 5th Bzl = Mawd de Verdun,
of  Arundel,
Trigd 1270, 1

John, Gtk Earl = Esabel de Mortimer,
Died 1272,

Richard, Tth Earl = Alice de Salaee,
Diel 1301,

Edmueud, 3th Earl = Aliee Plantagenct, hewress of the
Leeeived the contfiseated lands of Earl of Warrennoe and Surrey,
Mortimer.  Fought in Seotll,
Beheqled by Morbiner T3,

Richard, 5tk Earl = Eleanor, doughicr of Henry
Restored by Edward 11, | FPlantagenet, Earl of Loneaster,
I¥ied 1475, |

| I |
Richagd = Elizabetly, dangh-  Thotas Jahin = Eleanar Maltravers,
1th Earl. | der of Willloie  Avendel,
Fought in | de Bohun, Barl  Arvehbishop
France, of  Northamp. of Canfoerbury.
Beheaded 1o, Chpnecllor.
1348 T T41:
| Jolm, 12tk Earl = Eleanor Derkeley.
Thomas  Elizabeth = William, Lo Maltravers,
Restored by som of the RHEIRE 4
Henry [V, 2ued Earl of
11th ~ Earl Salisbury. : -T1.l'.'|.!||.,_ 'I.':I1|| 1wl = Maud Lovel.
Died 1415, = Thows Fought in France,
Mowheay, - Lhieal 1434,
[Hee Mowhray.] 3 —
William = Joan Neville, Humphrey,
143ih Eark, |1:|.'|!:.;||I'.|-r ol 101 L4t Earl,
Do 1457, of Salis] HITY,
Themas, 16th Barl = Marguret Woodville.

Diedd 1523,

Willinm, 15th Earl = Anne, sister of {he
Dhicil Dods Earl of Northumberlanid,

]Iq:1'||'f.'.. 15100 Tavl = Cadlerine Girey,
IIJ]]I]'i:il.rIu::i in Eid. ||:t|:|-r:h:|,-:r of #il
warld VIL's rvigo. Mavauis of Deract,
Toied 2574,

2'\-[.'LI'1.' = Thewnas o,
whin e Earl
of Arumdel



(Family founded in Henry I.’s reign.)

DESPENSERS.

{Fewnily founded dn Hovey 1.5 reipn,)

DESEPENBERGS

TTugh = Aliva LBusset of Weenmbe,
Joined Barons azninst widow of Roger Biged, Barl of Rerfolk,
ILenry 1LL Manise
Juaticlavy 12640, Hadd
custady of the King
alter Lewes,  1lle
at Eveshinm, 1265,

Fugh = Iszoel, doughter of Beanehamy,

Fonghtat Denhar, 1206, | 1at Earl of Warwicl, widew of Patrick Chowortl,
In faveur with Edwarnd

T. Favourite of Edvward

11, Banishedd by Parlin-

ment.  Heealled,  One

of Laneaster’s judges.

Tarl of Winehestier

Holzed by Isahella.

1laogel, oged D, 1526

IMugh = Eleanor, danghter of Gilbert de Clare,
The favourite of Edwarid Barl of Gloueester,
II. Excited the enmity
of the Iavons, Ime
peached and hanged,
1327,

Hugh, Baron in Parlia- Edward = Anne Perrara,
ment, TEE, Fooght  Ted 1342,
in Fraoee and Scot-
Tand,  Daed 1349, Edwnrd = Elizabetl do Burghersh.
Tought ot
odticrs.
D 1575,

Thamas = Constance, danghter of

Mado Earl of Glottres- Edmund, 5th son of
toer, 1505 Degraded Edward III.

by Henry IV, Be- |
headed, B0,

| I
& Richand Deanchamp = Isabel = 1, Richard Beanchamyp,  ichand = Eliz., danglier

Sl Barl of Warwicls, Lowd Abwergnvenny, ul izl
nepliew of Earl of Tarl of Worcester, Earl of West-
Woreestir, TR BV
Cicely ¥eville = Henry  Elizabeth = Edward MNeville, son of Ralpl,

. of FBarl 1at Earl of Westumorelnmd,

of Salisbury, whe  thus  obisined the

Baronies of Despeuser and
Ahergaveany.



LANCASTERS.

LANCASTERS.

IiEN‘RI'Y 1L

|
Edward T,
Proposed KEing of Sicilies, |
Earl of Chester, 1246, was |
sbven thee Jand of Simon de
Montfort. Made Earl of
Leieester, FoughtinScot-
Iwml,  Wales,  Gaseony,
Crusade, 1270—1273. Died
1205

Thomag = Al d;m;il-
Earl of Lancaster, tor of
Linealn, Salis- de Lacy,
bury, T ater, Earl of
and Derlby, Linecoln

Earl of Leicester, 1
Helped to deposo
wal 1L
Telweard TET,

|
Edmunid = Blanche, daughter of Bobert of Artois,

third som of Tomis VILL, widow of
King of Navarre.

|
1Lenry = Mawd, danghter nmd
hieiress of Bir Patrick
Chawarth,

Guundian tn
[Restorod

Forght in Seot- il to his brother's Earl-

Tand, Edeguilisil
the party against
bath  Gaveston
and Ehe Despens
sera. Taken
prisener at
Loaroughbridge.
Beplsenctodd at
Trantefract,
1521

dnlisbairy,

doms, 13527,
Genaral
Diod 1345,

p igrtaine-
in Heotluwd,

1
Henry = Igabel, . of Lord

|
2. Ralph = Mawd = 1. Willinm do Burgh,
il Ufford

Earl of Ulster.

Captain-General Beaumont.
Inseotinnd. Barl

af Derby, 1338
Foupght in Flan-
dirs il Sluvs,
Earl of Tanenss
tor and Loeloaz.
ler, 1345
Brewarl af I—,'n;-
lancd, Dhuke of
Laneaster  amd |
Earl of Linesln, |
136 Died 1360,

Thomag = Maud, Elizabeth = Lionel,

e Vere, Dk of Clavence.
Eth Enrl
of Dxford,
Lhied 1371,

Philippa = Edunamnd Mor-
timer f.-\-l'l,'
Mortimer)

Mand = Lowd Stalford.
= Duka of Zealand,
Mo children,

Blanche = John of Gaunt, Earl of Bichmowl,
wito fhus beeanse  Duke of [Lan-
caster, Eurl of Derbsy, Lincoln aml
Leicgster.

Henry IV, (Earl of Hereford, Tievksy, Lin-
ecoli il Leteaster, and Duke
of Lancasier.)



DE LA POLES.

DE LA POLES.

William de la Pole = Catherine, daughter of Sir John Norwich.,
Great Merchant at Kingston,
advanced £1000 to Edward
III., for which he was made
a Banneret.

Michael de la Pole = Katherine Wingfield.
Earl of Suffolk 1835.
Impeached and exiled.
Died at Paris 1338,

Sir Michael = Eatherine, danghter of
Restored to his Barldom | the Earl of stafford.
1509, In the Trench |
wars. Died at Harfleur

1414,
l I
Michael William, 4th Earl = Alice, granddaughter
grd Earl of Suffoll. Commanded at Verneuil and | of Chaucer.
Died at Agincourt Orleans. Brought Margaret
14135 of Anjou over. Duke of
Suffolk 1448, Impeached,
banished, murdered in the
boat, 1450,
/
John de 1a Pole = Elizabeth, sister
Duke of Suffolk 1463, | of Edward IV.
Diied 1401.
[ , | v
John, Earl of Lincoln. Edmund, TFought at Richard. Fought
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. first for Henry VIL for the French,
Declaved heiv-apparent by Subsequently took of- DiedatPavial1525.
Richard ITI.  Joined Lam- fence and withdrew to His dukedom of
hert  Simnel, Tved at hisz aunt Margaret of Suffolk given to
Dattle of Stoke 1487, Burgundy. Wasgiven Charles Brandon.

up, Iinprisonedin the
Tower. Executed as
a Yorkist 1513,



BEAUFORT (Somersets), aND STAFFORD (BuckINGHAMS).

BEAUFORT (2ouenserz), axp STAFPFORD (Ducriseraus)

Jolm ol ot = Catheripe Swinfonl,
i 4

X B | 3 4

|
Jahn, Earl of Sontersob = Marmiest, dooghter of Elenry  Deaufort,

|
. Thamas = Margarat Jaan = Sir Ralph Naville,
Qe of the neensers B Theemas Hollaml,  Caridinal Rishog “arl of Thoraet and . Fewill first Exrl of West-
ol Glogeoater, 1507, | Earl el lieaut, uf Winghester, for. Aodmimal L4048, Chnne mioTelandl,
Toiesl B4 10N, celior. Foupht at Agin-
vonars. Trical 143G,
1 2| 3 n
enTy, Jahin o Margaret, ifauatiter af 2ir Eilinnml, = Elennor Beaucleatn)s, Jane = Juaes 1. of
Died  Lient.-Gen. in

Jubn Deauchain 1st Duke, 4th Earl ol =
fongdit vnaler Bk af

i al: e 0f  Sth st lend,
VAL I"!.'.'.-.rll.'-:-. Rilledl s, Enrl of Warwiek,
limecll, 1444, Hesiegod Harflewr,  Hoepgeol of
Marparel = L BEdmund Twiler, Frowee, 1435 Killed at 5t :

1 Earl of Richmend,  Albans, 1455,

% Zir Henry Siatfarid, |
| don of 1a1 Dake of | | — — |
| " ,I!ﬂ';:ﬂ:rf;;‘t Stauleg. Henry, Duke of  Edlmund Beaw- John,  Marguret = ompheey, Bl of  Stallopd

5I)I:Iu:|’:il:1| Fagz- fort, be- killed at

(som of 15t Duke of Bucking-
hegdled  after il afier  Towkes: Fiun, wla adied 2t lattle of
Ilenr_-.' YIL, Huxbimin, 1461, Tewkestiory, Ty, Xq:[lmzupmn}_ Filted at 51,
17 L Albins LGS [See geoealogy
R | of Edward LIL]
i

Elenry, 2ol Duke of Tuckivgham = Catherine Woadville,
Helped Richard 111 Joined
Riclanandd,  Behepded 1453,

ral,
boarazil h:\.
Cromstihile, CHl
Lielewsnled 1520,

aekinghnm = Eleanoer, dpugiier of Perey,
VIL High Foeel of BortlatnberTan,
el WY |.l|.'"'}'.

Henry, Lol Stafferd = Ursnln, dooglter of
reabisred o Blaod by Hir  EHichard  Folo

Edwaind VI, 1547, sl M ek IMin-
ik 1502, | tagenet.

|
Edwnrd, Baron Stalterd, Beiclinmd, whose ommedaon
Vewatie o cubibler,



WOODVILLES

(CourTENAYS. GREYS.)

WOODVILLES
(CovnTexars,  (GREYS).

Richomd de Whilvite = Jaequelia of Taxembanes,
| owidow of Theke of Bodionl,

Henesrlasl of Normao
Exerl !l!:nql‘: [ [ HE
Tl o 15

i [ [ I | [ | il
Anthony = Blizibetl, John, Lionel,  [Gichond, 2 Edwand 1Y, = Elimbeth = 1. SicJolin Aangacet = Fitz- Mary = Barl Hatherdoe = 20 Tiaka

H hebress of De- Bishap Sl Earl fivey 0 af of Huck-
Sealos, Lami el ofBalise Hivers, | [ancas- 1Tun- imghin,
Heales, il MGG Ty, | | Leiiu. Ling- = Jasper
Dl i St Arune o
Allans ikl
1455,
ward ¥, | _
‘?-Ll:ul,'lulull | |
1453-._ i | Anng = Lord Bouchicr,

i 1
| [ i |
Edward ¥, | Eligabeth = Hewey V11, Katherine = Bic William  Apne=Dualke  Thomas, lsil."-['m-
fr.-1|.rh,.n'|\' ol Hore qnis "flf'urm.1

Richaml, Ireveinl folk, cxpied to Britbnsy
Duzkn of faf treason- L Heatored
York. al 1r'|11 n*rmn.u, with Ly Eleairy V11,

Edtmtnd de I Pale, Blied 1501,

hnprisoned il 3500,

Thed L3032

| = Enrl ol Kent.
Coeily  Sie Richord Grey, = 5ir Aothoay
Hl_lﬂa- Beheadom] 14133, Wingflcll
vile,

Eiward Conrtenay, Marquls = Gertowle Bisut, Thamaa Gray = Margarot Wetlon,
af Exeler Involvel Gn | aloaglster of Lol Dinil Marepiti= af Dorset.
Ienty ]1I1|2' W nonspir Monntjar, A preat Geperal anider
Bl 1530, Heary YL Dicd 1560,

Tienrey 35
ol Muorquis el Dorset, af Wenry VIL S dnughiler Macy.
Dake o Suifelk.
Eebusulol 1554,

oy = Laily Franecs Branidon, daoghtor

| I
Ladly Jane Grey = Guildford Dodley,  Kotherioe s Ddwand Seymons,



ENGLAND BEFORE THE
CONQUEST
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The dominion of the Romans in Britain ey
had been complete. The country, as far as |Departure  of:
the Frith of Forth, had been brought under |theRomans.
Roman civilization. But in England, as
elsewhere, the continuance of that form of civilization had
produced weakness; and the unconquered Britons of the
North, known by the name of Picts, broke into the
Romanized districts, and pushed their incursions far into the
centre of the country. On all sides, the nations outside the
Empire were breaking through its limits and threatening its
existence. The danger which threatened the very heart of
the Empire, from the advance of the Goths into Italy,
compelled the Romans in 411 to withdraw their legions from
Britain, and leave the inhabitants of the island to fight their
own battles with the Picts. When these enemies formed an
alliance with the pirates of Ireland, known by the name of
the Scots, and with the German pirates of the North Sea,
known as English or Saxons, the civilized Britons were
unable to make head against them, and found it necessary
to seek for aid among the invaders themselves They
therefore made an arrangement with two Jutish chiefs or
Ealdormen, Hengist and Horsa, to come to their assistance.
The German rovers consisted of three nations—the Saxons,
the inhabitants of Holstein, who had advanced along the
coast of Friesland; to the north of them the Angles or



English, who inhabited Sleswig; and still further to the north,
the Jutes, whose name is still perpetuated in the promontory
of Jutland.

The first landing-place of the Jutish allies
of the Britons was in the Isle of Thanet, itne Jutish |
separated at that time by a considerable |scttiement in |
inlet from the British mainland. Their aid EKent_ 449
enabled the Britons to drive back the ‘e
Pictish invaders. But their success, and the
settlement they had formed, enticed many
of their brethren to join them, and their | :
numbers were constantly increasing. ...
Increase of numbers implied increased
demand in the way of payment and |'he Angles in
provisions. Quarrels arose between the
new-comers and their British allies. War
was determined on. The inlet which divided
Thanet from the mainland was passed, and at Aylesford, on
the Medway, a battle was fought, which, though it cost
Horsa his life, put the conquering Barbarians into possession
of much of the east of Kent. The victory was followed by the
extermination of the inhabitants; against the clergy
especially the anger of the conquerors was directed. The
country was thus cleared of the inhabitants, and the new-
comers settled down, bringing with them their goods and
families and national institutions. This process was repeated
at every stage of the conquest of the country, which thus
became not only a conquest but a re-settlement. The Jutish
conquest of Kent was followed, in 477, by an invasion of the
Saxons, who, under Ella, overran the south of Sussex, and

EThe Saxons in
| Sussex.  477- |

EEast Angﬁa.i

___________________________



captured the fortress of Anderida near Pevensey; and in
495, by a fresh Saxon invasion under Cerdic and Cymric,
who passed up the Southampton water and established the
kingdom of the West Saxons. A momentary check was given
to the advance of the conquerors, in 520, at the battle of
Mount Badon. But almost immediately fresh hordes of
Angles began conquering and settling the East of England,
where they established the East Anglian kingdom, with its
two great divisions of Northfolk and Southfolk. Between that
time and 577, the date of a victory at Deorham, in
Gloucestershire, the West Saxons had overrun what are now
Hampshire and Wiltshire, Oxfordshire, Berkshire, and the
valley of the Severn, reaching almost as far as Chester;
while the Angles, entering the Humber and working up the
rivers, established themselves on the Trent, where they
were known as Mercians or Border men, and formed two
Northern kingdoms, that of Deira in Yorkshire, and that of
Bernicia, extending as far as the Forth. The capital of this
last-named kingdom was Bamborough, founded by Ida, and
called after his wife Bebba, Bebbanburgh, or Bamborough.
The junction of these two kingdoms under Athelfrith,
about 600, established the Kingdom of Northumbria; thus
was begun the process of consolidating the several divided
English kingdoms. This tendency to consolidation is marked
by the title of Bretwalda, which is given to the chief of the
nation dominant for the time being. The name had been
applied to Ella of Sussex, to Ceawlin of Wessex, and was
held at the time of the establishment of the Northumbrian
power by Athelbernt of Kent. There were thus two pre-
eminent powers among the English—Northumbria, under its



king Athelfrith, claiming supremacy over the middle
districts of England, including the Mercians and Middle
English; and Kent, under ZAthelberht, paramount over
Middlesex, Essex, and East Anglia; while a third kingdom,
that of Wessex, though large in extent and destined to
become the dominant power, was as yet occupied chiefly in
improving its position towards the west. Beyond these lay
the district still in the possession of the Britons. The
possessions of this people were now divided by the
conquest of the English into three—West Wales, or Cornwall;
North Wales, which we now call Wales; and Strathclyde, a
district stretching from the Clyde along the west of the
Pennine chain, and separated from Wales by Chester, in the
hands of the Mercians, and a piece of Lancashire in the
hands of the Northumbrians.

It was while the kingdoms of Northumbria -y
and Kent were thus in the balance that the | Conversion of |
conversion of the English to the Christian jthe  English.
faith began. Athelberht of Kent had married | 597 :
Bercta, the daughter of the Frankish King of
Paris. She was a Christian; and Gregory the Great at that
time occupying the Roman See, which was rapidly rising to
the position of supremacy in the Christian Church, took
advantage of the opening thus afforded, and despatched a
band of missionaries under a monk named Augustine to
convert the people. In 597 they landed in Thanet. By the
influence of the Queen they were well received, and
established themselves at Canterbury, which has ever since
retained its position as the seat of the Primacy. The Kings of
Essex and East Anglia followed the example of their superior



